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       FEBRUARY 9, 2017

2017 is the 100th anniversary of the appearances of Our Lady to three peasant children in Portugal.

In this series of collated articles (see the entire list at the end of the present file) on the Fatima Apparitions, and the Messages and the Warnings given by the Blessed Virgin Mary to (Francisco, Jacinta and) Sister Lucia, I have used sources of all kinds: the Church’s official statements, the writings of ordinary Catholics who own web sites and blogs, conservatives, Fatima cults like the one founded by the ‘banned’ priest Fr. Nicholas Gruner, Traditionalists… and even Sedevacantists. 

In one file I have also included the perspective of the liberals in the Church. 
The individual writers and the Catholic perspectives that they represent, strongly disagree with one another on three issues: whether the Third Secret was fully revealed by Church authorities, whether Russia was consecrated to the Immaculate Heart of Mary in the exact same way that the Blessed Virgin had instructed and, consequentially, whether Russia has been “converted”. Or not.
The “Ecumenical” Desecration of the Fatima Shrine
The reader will note that the Eternal Word Television Network (EWTN) of Mother Angelica holds that the 2004 “ecumenical” efforts at Fatima (allowing Hindu rituals at the altar; the details follow from page 2 onwards) were “acts of sacrilege, (and) violations of the First Commandment”.
ECUMENISM 

http://www.ewtn.com/v/experts/showmessage.asp?number=405384&Pg=Forum6&Pgnu=3&recnu=56
July 7, 2004

Dear Father Levis, 

I have received in the mail a "complementary" copy of the magazine "Catholic Family News." The front page story on the July issue was a report of a Hindu ritual performed as if it was a liturgical/Ecumenical function in a chapel at Fatima. If true, was this a desecration of the shrine and against doctrine? –Joseph Cole

Answer by Fr. Robert J. Levis on July 8: 

Dear Joseph, 

I received the same. 

In Nostra Aetate, Vatican Council 2, the Fathers showed respect for some of the philosophical tenets of Hinduism. But with the Fatima affair, it is my judgment that these acts were acts of sacrilege, violations of the First Commandment. 

God bless you. -Fr. Bob Levis


HINDU RITUALS IN THE SHRINE OF FATIMA 

http://www.ewtn.com/vexperts/showmessage.asp?Pgnu=3&Pg=Forum6&recnu=56&number=405449
July 8, 2004
Dear Father Levis, 
In your answers to the faithful who asked you a question about Hindu/Catholic mixed ceremonies in the Shrine of Fatima you provided always very short replies, refraining from commenting on the very core of the issue. You also said you were told that those ceremonies did not happen. However, I was provided with the website below and saw the pictures about the event. Could you please see yourself and make a deeper comment on this strange situation. Why the Portuguese clergy did not speak up about the issue, as the clergy in general. Do you mean that the pictures were forged? 

http://www.oltyn.com/HindMay5.htm [Catholic Family News]
God bless you dear Father Levis for answering to all our questions. -Teresa 

Answer by Fr. Robert J. Levis on July 9: 

Dear Teresa, 
Yesterday in another post I made a judgment about what has actually occurred at this wonderful Shrine of Our Lady of Fatima, that it was a sacrilegious event. I have no other information than you do but that the event actually occurred. I shall try to get more info later on. -Fr. Bob Levis
PICTURES OF A DESECRATION
http://www.traditioninaction.org/HotTopics/g08htHindusAtFatima_Vennari.html [http://www.freerepublic.com/focus/f-religion/1162953/posts]
By John Vennari, July 13, 2004 (Catholic Family News, July 2004 edition) Emphases in red colour are mine
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May 5, 2004: Portugal's SIC television announces its coverage of an "uncommon ecumenical experience".

There will be a Hindu ritual at the Fatima Shrine.

Catholic Family News has obtained a video copy of the SIC television broadcast of the Hindu ritual performed at Fatima. As reported last month, the sacrilege took place on May 5 [2004] with the blessing of Fatima Shrine Rector Guerra, and the Bishop of Leiria-Fatima, D. Serafim de Sousa Ferreira e Silva. 
SIC, a national television station in Portugal, reported on the Hindu ritual at Fatima the same day it took place. The announcer called it an "uncommon ecumenical experience".
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Morning prayers in the Radha Krishna temple in Lisbon
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"All the invocations of the pagans are hateful to God because all their gods are devils" - St. Francis Xavier

The broadcast shows morning prayer at the Radha Krishna temple in Lisbon. “Light and water, energy and nature, mark the rhythm of the Arati, the morning prayer,” the announcer says. “Hinduism is the oldest of the great religions. It is characterized by multiple deities, worshiped through a triple dimension of life and sacredness: the creator god, the preserver god, and the god who has the power to destroy.”

ARATI IN THE LITURGY-INDIAN OR HINDU 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/ARATI_IN_THE_LITURGY-INDIAN_OR_HINDU.doc
Thus the Hindus spent the morning worshiping their false gods, which are nothing more than demons. Saint Francis Xavier, the apostle to India, said of Hinduism: “All the invocations of the pagans are hateful to God because all their gods are devils.”[1]
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A young Hindu woman explains the importance of their various gods

A young Hindu woman appears on screen with statues of gods in the background. She explains, “This is god Shiva and his wife Parvati. In the center we can see god Rama, to our right his wife Sita and to our left, his brother and companion Lakshmana. Now we can see Krishna Bhagwan and his consort Radha. The deities are always accompanied by their respective consorts or wives. As a rule, when we address the deities or want to ask for their graces, we address the feminine deity, who is very important to us.” “About 60 Hindus”, said the broadcast, “leave Lisbon with the chandan, the sign on their foreheads which shows the wish for good fortune in a noble task. And this is the day dedicated to the greatest of all female deities. She is called the Most Holy Mother, the goddess Devi, the deity of Nature who many Portuguese Hindus also find in Fatima.” Another young Hindu lady explains, “As a Hindu, who believes the whole world, or rather all human beings, are members of a global family, it would be natural for me to see any manifestation of God, including Our Lady of Fatima, as a manifestation of the same God.” Here, this young lady speaks as a true Hindu, since Hinduism regards the various false gods they worship as manifestations of “God”. Thus, they are not honoring Our Lady as the Mother of Our Lord Jesus Christ, but worshiping Her as a manifestation of their pagan god.
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About 60 Hindus travel by bus to Fatima/ Arrival at the Fatima Shrine
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The Hindus bring a gift of flowers. For them, Our Lady of Fatima is a manifestation of one of their gods

The newscast then shows the Hindus bringing flowers to the statue of Our Lady inside the Capelinha, the little chapel built over the spot where Our Lady of Fatima appeared. The Hindu priest stands at the Catholic altar and recites a Hindu prayer. Meanwhile, the SIC announcer says, “This is a unique moment in the history of the Sanctuary and of devotion itself. The Hindu priest, the Shastri, recites at the altar the Shanti Pa, the prayer for peace.”

Pope Pius XI, in a liturgical prayer consecrating the human race to the Sacred Heart of Jesus, prayed for the conversion of all who are not members of the Mystical Body. He invoked Our Lord, “be Thou King of all those who are involved with the darkness of idolatry”. [2] 
This idolatry is now practiced at the Fatima Shrine, desecrating the sacred site, making it necessary for the chapel to be re-consecrated. 
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SIC broadcasting says, "This is a unique event in the history of the Sanctuary and of devotion itself...the Hindu priest, the Shastri recites at the (Catholic) altar the Shanti Pa, the prayer for peace."
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At the (Catholic) altar the Hindu priest, the Shastri, recites the prayer for peace
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The Hindu ritual — a ceremony to false gods — desecrates the Fatima Shrine, making it necessary for the chapel to be re-consecrated    
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The "Hindu family of Portugal" worshipping at the shrine after the Hindu ceremony                                                 

In another clip, the Hindu priest explains that he finds a “divine energy” at Fatima. “It is an energy that permeates the whole place,” he says. “It has the power to be present here, around us. Whenever I come here, I feel this vibration ...”

SIC then explains that the display of this group of Hindus at Fatima “is not well-accepted by all Catholics”. 
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Shrine Rector Guerra speaks approvingly about the Hindu worship at Fatima

The camera then shifts to Fatima Shrine Rector Guerra who defends Hindu worship at the Catholic Shrine. “It is obvious” says Rector Guerra, “that these civilizations and religions are quite different. But I think that there is a common background to all religions. There is a common background that, how can I put it, is born from the common humanity we all possess. And it is very important that we recognize this common background, because, due to the clashes of the differences, we sometimes forget our equality. These meetings give us that occasion.”

The Hindus are then welcomed by the Bishop of Leiria-Fatima in a room containing a large model of the modernistic Fatima Shrine now under construction. “This time,” says the broadcast, “the Hindu pilgrims are received as if they were an embassy; an unheard of gesture which can be understood as an invitation for other visits.” This means that the pagan desecration of the Fatima Shrine is likely to happen again and again. The Bishop of Leiria- Fatima then says, “We don’t want to be fundamentalist, we don’t want that, but we want to be honest, sincere and want to communicate by osmosis the fruitfulness of our rituals, so that we may produce fruits. I am pleased to meet them.”
[image: image13.jpg]


 [image: image14.jpg]



Received by the Bishop of Fatima.
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SIC explains, "the Hindu pilgrims are received as if they were an embassy, an unheard of gesture.....which can be understood as an invitation for other visits" This means that the pagan desecration of Fatima is likely to happen again.

The Bishop of Fatima says, "We do not want to be fundamentalists"
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Shrine Rector Guerra receives from the Hindus a shawl covered with verses of the Bhagwad Gita, a "sacred book" of Hinduism whose basic message is, all of life is an illusion.

The Bishop of Fatima also receives a shawl laden with verses of pagan mythology.

At this point, the Hindu priest places on the shoulders of the Bishop of Leiria- Fatima and Shrine Rector Guerra a shawl covered with verses of the Bhagwad Gita, one of Hinduism’s sacred books.  The report ends with a close-up of a guest book that includes the signatures of Pope John Paul II, Mother Teresa, and a Hindu high priest. It goes on to say that Hindus intend to keep Fatima “on the road map of places where they claim they can find vibrations of holiness...” 

Catholic Family News has reported on the interfaith orientation at Fatima since it was launched at the interreligious Congress held at Fatima in October 2003. [4] We warned repeatedly that this type of desecration was inevitable if Catholics did not resist the new ecumenical program. 

Predictably, the enablers of the “New Fatima” such as Father Robert J. Fox ridiculed our efforts and tried to dissuade Catholics from taking us seriously. Father Fox, on an April 25 EWTN broadcast, claimed that the reports about the interfaith activity at Fatima were nothing but "fabrications,” that he knows Shrine Rector Guerra personally, and that Rector Guerra would never allow such interfaith activities to take place. (Fr. Bob Levis of EWTN says exactly the opposite, page 1.)
Less than two weeks after this EWTN broadcast, the Fatima Shrine was desecrated by pagan worship, with the blessing of Rector Guerra and the Bishop of Leiria- Fatima.

Pope Leo XIII, along with his predecessors taught “we are bound absolutely to worship God in the way which He has shown to be His will". [3] Hinduism worships false gods who are demons. It is sacrilegious for Rector Guerra and the Bishop of Fatima to permit these rituals in a Catholic sanctuary. Pope Pius XI called it “ignominious” to place the true religion of Jesus Christ “on the same level with false religions”. [5]
Pope Leo XIII likewise taught “it is contrary to reason that error and truth should have equal rights.”[6]  
Thus the “equality” that Msgr. Guerra speaks of, and his notion of various religions coming from a “common background,” defies Catholic truth. 

Rector Guerra and the Bishop of Leiria-Fatima are also guilty of grave scandal. Their actions tell these poor Hindus, who are in bondage to a heathen religion, that they are pleasing to God as they are. This is contrary to the manifest will of Christ, Who said, “No one comes to the Father but through Me.” “He who believes and is baptized will be saved, He who does not believe will be condemned.”                                          

Hindus reject Jesus Christ. They have no interest in baptism or in the truths revealed by God. Rector Guerra and the Bishop of Leiria of Fatima counsel and encourage this apostasy. By their bad example, they scandalize not only the Hindus, but others who observe their actions.

“Scandal” says St. Thomas Aquinas, “is a word or act which gives occasion to the spiritual ruin of one’s neighbor.” St. Leo calls the authors of scandal murderers who kill not the body but the soul. St. Bernard says that, in speaking of sinners in general, the Scriptures hold out hope of amendment and pardon, but the Scriptures speak of those who give scandal, as persons separated from God, of whose salvation there is very little hope.[7] Perhaps this is why we see a spiritual blindness in these men. They persist in their apostasy despite the outrage from concerned Catholics. Nonetheless, we must pray for them.  

And what of the Hindus themselves? The Shastri comes to Fatima because he feels there a “divine energy,” “vibrations of holiness”. Members of all religions worship the same god and are part of the “global family”.

This is the language of paganism, (and New Age,) not of our received Catholic tradition. "Holy vibrations” is what Hindus call Shakti, and they go to various places to seek it. They will rush to be in the presence of the Dalai Lama or Pope John Paul II or Gandhi because this gives them ‘darshan’, the good fortune that comes from being in the sight of a holy man. Each and every one of their terms is rooted in heathen superstition, not in the truths revealed by Christ.

In short, the Hindus did not go to the Fatima Shrine to be Catholicized. Rather, they Hinduized the Fatima Shrine, folding their pagan myths and superstitions into one of Catholicism’s most sacred sites. This is not honoring the Mother of God, but a blasphemy against Her, since there is nothing honorable in placing Our Lady on the same level as one more goddess in their pantheon of demonic deities. “What concord hath Christ with Belial?” says Saint Paul, “or what part hath the faithful with the unbeliever?” (2 Corinthians 6:15). At the end of the visit, the Hindus presented Msgr. Guerra and the Bishop of Fatima with a shawl covered with verses of the Bhagwad Gita. This book contains a story which illustrates a central tenet of Hinduism. Arjuna, a warrior, is on the eve of a great battle. He dreads the next day, because he knows he will have to kill his friends, relatives, teachers. Arjuna's charioteer, who turns out to be the god Krishna in disguise, tells Arjuna not to fear the coming battle because none of it is real. No one is going to die. All of it, and all of life, is illusion. Arjuna then thrusts himself into the bloody conflict believing it to be his Dharma, his given path, to hack his friends and relatives to pieces. It is all illusion anyway. No one really dies. This is Hinduism in a nutshell. You are god, everything else is illusion. [8]
Catholics who behold the Fatima Shrine Rector and the Bishop of Fatima draped in shawls laden with verses from a pagan mythology certainly would wish that the Hindu desecration of Fatima was an illusion, that none of it was real.

But no, it really happened!!! And Catholics must register their outrage to Rome and to Fatima, as they offer prayers of reparation for Catholic leaders who hand over the chapel of Our Lady of Fatima to a religion whose god is the devil.

Acknowledgement to SIC Television for video footage from which these photos were extracted.
Footnotes

1. Saint Francis Xavier, James Brodrick, S.J., (New York: Wicklow Press, 1952), p.135.
2. Consecration of the Human Race to the Sacred Heart of Jesus, Pope Pius XI, published along with the Encyclical Quas Primas, “On the Kingship of Christ”, 1925.
3. Immortale Dei, 1885.
4. See J. Vennari: “Fatima to Become an Interfaith Shrine? An Account from One Who Was There”, (CFN, December, 2003), “More News on the Fatima Interfaith Program”, (CFN, Jan., 2004), “Shrine Rector Confirms New Interfaith Orientation at Fatima”, (CFN, Feb., 2004), Hindu Ritual Performed at Fatima Shrine, (CFN, May, 2004). 
5. Quas Primas, 1925.
6. Libertas, 1888. 
7. Quotes taken from Sermons of Saint Alphonsus Liguori, “On Scandal,” (Rockford: Tan Books, reprinted 1982), pp. 168-181. 
8. For more, see “The Dharma of Deception”, Edwin Faust, Catholic Family News, November, 1998.
HINDU RITUAL PERFORMED AT FATIMA SHRINE – ANOTHER INTERFAITH OUTRAGE BLESSED BY SHRINE RECTOR 
http://www.traditioninaction.org/HotTopics/Snap/g08htHindusAtFatima_Vennari_4.png
By John Vennari, Catholic Family News, June 2004 edition
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HINDUS WORSHIP AT FATIMA ALTAR 
http://www.theportugalnews.com/news/hindus-worship-at-fatima-altar/15758               
May 22, 2004, The Portugal News, Portugal’s weekend newspaper in English. 
Last October [2003] The Portugal News reported on the Interfaith Congress held at Fátima, one of Catholicism’s most sacred sites, where representatives of the world’s leading religions allegedly explored the possibility of opening the shrine to a whole variety of faiths. While the newspaper received many letters and emails congratulating it for reporting on the congress, it was also criticised by some groups who claimed that Fátima would remain exclusively Catholic. 

Now, however, we can report that the first steps in developing Fátima as a multi-faith centre could have been taken. On May 5th, SIC and SIC Notícias carried a report on a Hindu religious service held in the Chapel of the Apparitions at the shrine. SIC’s broadcast appears, to some extent, vindicate The Portugal News’ October report. 

Sixty Hindus led by a high priest had travelled from Lisbon to pay homage to the Goddess Devi, the divinity of nature. 

SIC’s reporter described how before leaving Lisbon the Hindus had gathered at their temple in the city to pray to and worship various statues of Hindu gods. Arriving in Fátima the pilgrims made their way to the Chapel of the Apparitions, where from the altar a Hindu priest led prayer sessions. 

A commentary on the service was given by the TV reporter who explained: “This is an unprecedented unique moment in the history of the shrine. The Hindu priest, or Shastri, prays on the altar the Shanti Pa, the prayer for peace.” 

The Hindus can be seen removing their shoes before approaching the altar rail of the chapel as the priest chants prayers from the altar’s sanctuary. During the newscast the Rector of the shrine Father Luciano Guerra says: These meetings give us the opportunity to remind ourselves that we live in community”. 

After worshipping their gods and praying in the chapel the Hindus are shown being escorted to an exhibition hall where a model of the controversial new basilica currently being constructed is on display. In a setting described as ambassadorial by the commentator, each Hindu is personally greeted by the Bishop of Leiria - Fátima, who bows to the Hindu priest repeating his gesture of greeting. The Hindu priest is then seen clothing the Rector of the Fátima Shrine and the bishop with a Hindu priestly shawl. “On the shoulders of the highest representatives of the Church in Fátima, the Hindu priest places a shawl with the inscriptions of the Bhagavad Gita, one of the sacred books of Hinduism,” the reporter tells his viewers. 

The newscast finishes with scenes of the Hindu priest lighting a candle at the shrine while his followers dance outside the Chapel of the Apparitions chanting praises to their gods. 

The TV commentator concludes by saying: “In 1982, a Guru, a high priest of Hinduism, came from Bombay to Fátima… He signed the book of honour right after Pope John Paul II and on the same page as Mother Teresa of Calcutta.” 

In other reactions to the Hindu ritual, a long-standing member of the Leiria-Fátima diocese was less accepting of the opening of the sanctuary to other cults and religions, telling the Jornal de Leiria: “I understand the opening of the site to other religions. But I disagree with the practise of non-Catholic rituals at the sanctuary’s holiest site”. 

Bishop of the Diocese, D. Serafim Ferreira e Silva, has a different opinion. He told the regional newspaper: “We don’t want to be fundamentalist, but sincere and honest”.  

Profanation at Our Lady of Fatima: Hindus worship their "gods" at the altar of Fátima - May 5, 2004

http://laportelatine.org/vatican/sanctions_indults_discussions/008_aout2000_avril2005/02_05_2004_profanation_hindoue_a_fatima.php
SSPX site

(As above) 
CATHOLIC SHRINES DRAW HINDUS, BUDDHISTS, MUSLIMS 

http://www.namibian.com.na/index.php?id=9480&page=archive-read 

By Tom Heneghan, Religion Editor, Lourdes, France, August 20, 2004 

In an unexpected twist of globalisation, Hindus, Buddhists, Muslims and other pilgrims regularly worship at famous Roman Catholic shrines to the Virgin Mary such as Lourdes in France and Fatima in Portugal. 

They drink the holy water, light votive candles and pray fervently to the Madonna for help with life's hardships. Many venerate her like one of their own goddesses, a view that would be a heresy if a Catholic theologian tried to defend it. 

Rather than turned away, the newcomers are free to join the crowds from Ireland, Italy, Spain, and other traditionally Catholic countries who flock to Europe's most popular shrines. 

In Fatima, the warm welcome they have received has caused an uproar among traditionalist Catholics. 

No one can say how many non-Catholics worship at shrines where the Virgin is said to have appeared, but they have become a familiar minority there over the past five to 10 years. "There are lots of them," Bishop Jacques Perrier of Lourdes told Reuters during Pope John Paul's visit to the southwestern French "miracle shrine" on August 14-15. "Their numbers may be small as a percentage of the 6 million pilgrims here each year, but they're big in absolute terms." The sight of some south Asian women in splendid saris mingling with the European pilgrims is the first hint that reverence for Mary has crossed religious borders. Standing near the grotto where she was said to have appeared in 1858, two women wearing the Hindu red dot or "bindi" on their foreheads said they prayed daily to the Madonna. "I come here for peace of mind and heart," said Buvaneswary Palani, a Hindu from southeastern India who now lives in southern France. "Gods are the same everywhere," explained her mother Darmavady. "She is like our mother goddess Mariamman." 

MARY, MARIAMMAN, MARYAM 

Catholics revere Mary and believe she can intervene with Jesus to help them, but they do not consider her divine. Hindu or Buddhist pilgrims could be forgiven for thinking she is, though, when they see the faithful kneeling in silent prayer before her statue or admire the huge mosaic of her that looms over the altar at the Lourdes basilica. The Virgin also resembles goddesses they venerated back home before moving to Europe. Tamils in southeastern India and northern Sri Lanka worship a goddess Mariamman who protects villages and wards off disease. Among the Buddhists of China, Vietnam and other Asian states, the "compassionate Saviouress" Kwan Yin offers the maternal love that Catholics find in Mary. 

Although Islam teaches there is no god but Allah, folk traditions in some Muslim societies have smuggled in a devotion for saints much like that seen in other religions. The Koran contains a whole chapter on Mary, far more than the Gospels have on her. In it, Maryam (her Arabic name) is a virgin and Jesus a great prophet but neither is divine. 

With its mass pilgrimages, devotion to a mother figure and belief in water with miracle healing powers, Lourdes combines elements familiar to followers of several other faiths. "In a globalised age, it's normal that Lourdes attracts them," said Patrick Theillier, a physician who heads the Medical Bureau which examines every claim of miracle healing at Lourdes. The bureau has certified only 66 healings as genuine miracles. 

FATIMA UNDER FIRE 

Perrier saw no theological problem with pilgrims of other faiths worshipping at a shrine central to Roman Catholicism. 

"There are no religious services at the grotto," the bishop explained. "They have great respect for Mary. They come to drink the water and touch the rocks. But they don't attend mass here. That would have no meaning for them." But the line between hospitality to outsiders and blurring of religious borders is close, as Portugal's Fatima shrine to the Virgin has learned. Traditionalist Catholics are up in arms against the shrine's directors for allegedly being so open to Hindu pilgrims that they let them perform religious rites there. "They have sinned against God and given scandal to the faithful," thundered the U.S. monthly Catholic Family News. "They allowed Mary to be worshipped as God by pagan apostates." 

Fatima's director, Father Luciano Guerro, issued a statement in late June denying that a Hindu pilgrim group led by its own priest had somehow defiled the shrine during a visit in May. "The priest sang a prayer which lasted a few minutes," he said. "No gesture was made, no rite was performed, on or off the altar." Guerro also denied charges that a new church now being built there would be open to rites from all faiths. 

VATICAN CONCERN 

The blurring of religious borders that globalisation has brought to Marian shrines has also touched the higher levels of Catholic theology, causing deep concern at the Vatican. 

Father Jacques Dupuis (see pages 17 ff.) an 80-year-old Belgian Jesuit who spent 20 years in India, has broken new ground in recent years by arguing that God works through many faiths to save all believers. This contradicts the Catholic position that faith in Jesus Christ is the only way to salvation and even other Christian churches are imperfect paths to that goal. 

Challenging that view earned the respected theologian a secretive three-year investigation by the Vatican's stern doctrinal chief, Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger. The issue calmed in 2001 when Dupuis, under heavy Vatican pressure, issued a statement saying his writings had contained some doctrinal ambiguities. But he has not changed his view. 

"The Holy Spirit is present in the Hindu and Buddhist traditions," he said in a lecture in February. "The diverse paths are conducive to salvation because they have been placed by God Himself.”

VATICAN CALLS FOR RESIGNATION OF BISHOP OF FATIMA AND FATIMA SHRINE RECTOR GUERRA 
http://freerepublic.com/focus/f-religion/1230730/posts   
By John Vennari, Catholic Family News, September 29, 2004

The Portuguese daily, Correio da Manhã, dated 29 September 2004, ran a brief report headlined: “Rome wants to take over Fátima”.

The text reads:

“Rome has already made known to the Portuguese Episcopal Conference (CEP) that it must change the Bishop of Leiria-Fátima, D. Serafim Ferreira e Silva (with the excuse that he is at the end of his career), and replace the Rector of the Sanctuary, Monsignor Luciano Guerra. Otherwise the Vatican will take over the direct management of Fátima."

If this is true, it is no doubt due to the bizarre interreligious goings on at Fatima. One CFN contact from Europe told us that even the Vatican thinks that the Fatima authorities went too far with the latest Hindu ceremony taking place there on May 5, 2004. (See "Pictures of a Desecration: Photo Report of Hindu Ceremony at Fatima" – page 2)

We will keep you up to date on the veracity of this report and on the latest developments.

PORTUGUESE NEWSPAPER REPORTS: VATICAN CALLS FOR RESIGNATION OF BISHOP OF FATIMA AND FATIMA SHRINE RECTOR GUERRA – BUT CONTROVERSY REMAINS
http://www.fatima.org/news/newsviews/120804vatican.asp
By John Vennari, Catholic Family News, November 2004 Issue
The last days of September saw a controversy erupt at Portugal’s Fatima Shrine. It was the direct result of protests of concerned Catholics against the new interreligious orientation now at Fatima.

Correio da manhã, the second largest newspaper in Portugal, caused a sensation when it splashed on its September 29 front page, “Vatican is shocked with Fatima” (image on following page).

According to the newspaper, the Vatican “censured the prayer of the Dalai Lama (see article on page 15) and that of the Hindu priest in the Shrine,” and instructed the Portuguese Episcopal Conference (PEC) to replace the Bishop and Shrine Rector. If not, the Vatican would assume direct control of the Fatima Shrine.
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At a press conference the same day, Fatima authorities denied the report, but Correio da manhã stuck to its story in its September 30 edition the next morning, quoting Aura Miguel, a specialist on the Roman Curia.

The original September 29 text published on the Correio da manhã’s internet site read:

“Rome has already made known to the Portuguese Episcopal Conference (PEC) that it must change the Bishop of Leiria-Fatima, D. Serafim Ferreira e Silva (with the excuse that he is at the end of his career), and replace the Rector of the Sanctuary, Monsignor Luciano Guerra. Otherwise, the Vatican will take over direct management of Fatima.”

The word we received from a European contact is that certain members of the Vatican Curia believe that the Shrine officials went too far when they allowed the Hindu ceremony to take place at the altar in Fatima on May 5, 2004. 
Hindu Visit: “Strange”

Fatima officials were quick to respond to the published report of the alleged Vatican crackdown, and held a press conference the same day that Correio da manhã’s story hit the newsstands. The September 29 afternoon edition of the Portuguese newspaper Lusa reported, “The Rector of the Fatima Shrine, Luciano Guerra, today declared his availability to continue as leader of the institution until the conclusion of the construction of the Church of the Most Holy Trinity in 2007*. Denying knowledge of any type of pressures, the Rector admitted that the opening up to dialogue on the part of the shrine caused some discomfort in conservative Catholic sectors.” *See pages 15, 44
Guerra did not claim that those in the Vatican unanimously support the new interreligious program now manifest at Fatima. Rather, Guerra said, “The Vatican is a body which consists of many people”, and considered “it is possible that some may have found strange the information of the visit of the Hindu retinue to the Fatima Shrine.”

It is not surprising that there are some in the Vatican who found the Hindu ceremony at Fatima “strange”. It is well known that there are members of the Vatican who express grave reservations about the new interreligious orientation within the Church.

After the 2002 pan-religious meeting at Assisi**, John Allen of the National Catholic Reporter, said that a mid-level official of the Roman Curia complained to him that Pope John Paul II had promoted “pagan worship” at Assisi.

Likewise, the modernist Father Richard McBrien of Notre Dame University, in his July 4, 2003 column, reported that not everyone at the Vatican is happy with the new interfaith initiative. McBrien said that Pope John Paul held the 1986 pan-religious meeting at Assisi, “much to the chagrin and private grumbling of Vatican officials to the Pope’s right”.

The Hindu Chant

At the September 29, 2004 press conference, Rector Guerra attempted to gently distance himself from the May 5 Hindu prayer ceremony conducted at the Fatima Shrine — an event held with his permission. Guerra said he would not again permit a visit of the Hindu group cast in the same manner as what came to pass. “The organization of that visit was a little beyond my control,” he said, claiming that the Hindu chanting was not authorized.

This defensive language on the part of Guerra is in contrast to his June 29 Communiqué in which he publicly attempted to justify the May 5 Hindu prayer service at the Catholic altar in the Capelinha at Fatima. In the June Communiqué, he claimed “no ritual was performed on or off the altar”. Now Guerra admits that a Hindu chant was offered at the altar, but tries to deflect personal responsibility saying that the chant was not authorized.

This is too little, too late, since Guerra himself admitted in his June 29 Communiqué that the plans for the Hindu community to visit Fatima were arranged and agreed upon well before the Hindu pilgrimage took place.

Speaking of this Hindu visit, Guerra also said at the September 29 Press Conference, “on that particular day, I did not even accompany them”.
Yet he does not mention, as was broadcast on the May 5 SIC national television report, that he told the people of Portugal the falsehood that all religions come from a “common basis of religions … born from the common humanity we all possess,” indicating that he welcomed the Hindus at the Shrine. He said this immediately after the Hindu “priest” chanted a prayer for peace to Hinduism’s pagan gods at the Catholic altar at the Capelinha, which took place in front of a congregation of about 60 Hindus who traveled to the Shrine from Lisbon.

Rector Guerra and the Bishop of Leiria also allowed the Hindu priest to drape them with shawls containing verses of the Bhagavad Gita, a “holy book” of Hinduism whose basic message is that all of life is an illusion.

“Until 2007”

Guerra has been rector of the Shrine for 31 years, and says he is available to remain at this post until 2007, when the new modernistic basilica* is complete. It would be “too weighty a job” for his successor to hand over the Shrine in the middle of this “complex process”. He also says he believes it unlikely that the Holy See will assume direct control of the Shrine.

The Portuguese Jornal de Noticias likewise reported on September 30 that the Bishop of Fatima expresses his “full confidence” in the Rector of the Shrine, and that he is therefore not thinking of dismissing him. *See pages 15, 44
A spokesman of the PEC told Jornal de Noticias that the news report from Correio da manhã “lacks objectivity”, claiming that “there are good relations between the Holy See, the Episcopal Conference and the bishop of the diocese”. Bishop Tomaz Nunes says he was “astonished” at the news, alleging that “it claims to create an alarmism that does not exist”. He underlined that the initiatives of the opening up of the Shrine to other religions, Christian or otherwise, had “the support of the PEC”.

Both Lusa and Jornal de Noticias quoted Guerra as saying, “What is behind all this is a strongly anti-ecumenical mentality which was already manifesting itself in Fatima before.”

Correio da manhã Responds

Nonetheless, the September 30 Portuguese newspaper Correio da manhã stuck to its initial story with the headline, “Sanctuary of Fatima. It has been confirmed that there is a controversy.”
“It has been confirmed” said Correio da manhã journalist Hernâni Carvalho, “that there is some uneasiness at the Roman Curia because of ecumenism in Fatima. The only Vaticanist journalist in Portugal, Aura Miguel, told Correio da manhã that ‘there is no smoke without fire’. A journalist with radio Renascença [the Catholic radio station], Aura Miguel recalled yesterday during a program on the Catholic station the concerns that the prayer by the Hindu priest in the Capelinha das Apariçtes caused in some Catholic quarters, and also the ambiguous explanations by Monsignor Luciano Guerra, Rector of the Sanctuary. The journalist revealed that she is aware of a degree of concern in some sectors of the Roman Curia, and explained that ‘Hindus are not supposed to perform celebrations in the Capelinha das Apariçtes, just as one is not supposed to celebrate Mass in a Buddhist temple’.”

Aura Miguel, who recently wrote her second book about John Paul II, is recognized as the best informed Portuguese woman on Roman Curia affairs. She said that Hindus praying at a Catholic altar even goes beyond what is permitted within the context of the new interreligious “Spirit of Assisi”. She did not mention the fact that the “Spirit of Assisi” itself is a post-Conciliar novelty that would have horrified all pre-Vatican II popes, as it places the conglomeration of false religions on the same level as the one true Church of Jesus Christ. This is why some of the more conservative members of the Roman Curia rightly take exception to this new interreligious initiative. It is the “spirit of Assisi”** that opens the door to pagan worship inside of Catholic churches in the first place.
Correio da manhã reported further that it learned of correspondence between the Portuguese Nuncio and Fatima discussing possible candidates for bishop in the diocese of Leiria-Fatima. The newspaper also reported that the Bishop of Fatima, Bishop D. Serafim Ferreira e Silva, did not comment about his eventual replacement. In previous statements, he had already said that he intended to “ask for this resignation as diocesan bishop in June 2005,” when he will be 75, because he feels “tired”.

The Bishop of Fatima told TSF, (a Lisbon radio station) that he had “no official knowledge of any eventual criticism”. But Correio da manhã notes, “The need to appoint a press conference to deny the news revealed how nervous people are in the Sanctuary.” Correio da manhã then reported, “TSF (the radio station) also confirmed yesterday that some bishops connected to more traditionalist movements had asked for the head of the Rector of the Sanctuary, Monsignor Luciano Guerra. The pressures of the Roman Curia to have the Rector replaced are not new. Earlier this year, Luciano Guerra was asked to explain himself about the presence of the Hindu priest in the Capelinha das Apariçtes. Considered now as the weakest link, the Rector should be replaced by the next Bishop of Leiria-Fatima. The Bishop of the Armed Forces, D. Januário Torgal Ferreira, a well-known leftist, “was close to the truth when he told the electronic newspaper Portugal Diário that what was being attacked was the work of the Rector of the Sanctuary and of D. Serafim. The attack came from the Roman cardinals.”

The story does not end here. According to the October 13 Jornal de Noticias, Bishop Serafim of Fatima has lashed out against the opponents of interreligious dialogue, only he misnames them “enemies of Fatima.”

Enemies of Liberal Ecumenism are Enemies of Fatima?

Bishop Serafim said, “Father Kondor is responsible for the League of Friends of Fatima, but there are various leagues of enemies of Fatima which are already old and some are in the area of pseudo-science and others act on the Church’s doorstep.” 
He said this to journalists just before the beginning of the international anniversary pilgrimage to the Sanctuary of Fatima.

The prelate even admitted that some of those “enemies” may be in the hierarchy of the Catholic Church.

Speaking of last year’s October inter-religious Congress, which was the first recent activity at Fatima to spark international protest, the Bishop of Leiria-Fatima said that these criticisms came from “lobbies, forces and agents possessing provocative intentions.” The bishop did everything but use the words “vast right-wing conspiracy”. The bishop further said that he has confidence in the Rector and the Sanctuary team. He also said he has instruction from the Pope for interreligious dialogue.

As we go to press, the Vatican has neither confirmed nor denied the report that it has asked for the removal of Fatima’s bishop and Shrine Rector. I believe it unlikely that the Vatican will respond either way. Rather, it will probably let the matter die and leave everything status quo. If there were any rumblings from Rome about the Hindu ritual, it more likely came from those few in the Vatican mentioned earlier who do not approve of the new interreligious orientation and the “Spirit of Assisi”.

Sadly, these men are in the minority. In 2002, for example, Bologna’s Cardinal Biffi stood virtually alone when he refused to participate in Pope John Paul’s January 2002 interreligious Assisi event. Meanwhile the pagan invasion of the Catholic Church continues, the most recent example is the Dalai Lama’s public prayers with fellow Buddhists at the National Cathedral in Mexico City (http://www.traditioninaction.org/HotTopics/g09htDalaiLamaMexico_Vennari.html). More “Spirit of Assisi”, more trampling upon the Church’s sacred teaching and tradition, more profanations of Catholic sanctuaries, more promotion of religious indifferentism among the faithful.

A Pilgrimage of Reparation

Catholic Family News will continue its resistance to this new interfaith religion, as it stands condemned by the perennial doctrine and discipline of the Church. Father Gruner’s Fatima Center has put out more than one and a half million pieces of literature protesting the outrages at Fatima, including three issues of The Fatima Crusader, and letter packages mailed to every bishop in the world and to 60,000 priests. The Society of Saint Pius X has scheduled a pilgrimage of reparation to Fatima, (August 2005) and invites the faithful to participate. The SSPX is the only Catholic priestly fraternity that is taking a public stand against this outrage.

Regarding the SSPX pilgrimage, Bishop Bernard Fellay, Superior General of the SSPX, said, “On May 5, a group of Hindus invaded the place of the apparition of the Blessed Virgin Mary, naturally with all of the official authorization … They made this sacred place, so dear to Catholics, the forum for their idolatry.”

Fellay points the finger at the Vatican for “tolerating such abominations or, worse still, supporting them. They are distancing themselves with any accord with Tradition. We shall never give way to such affronts perpetuated against Our Lady of Heaven, the Mother of God.”

Bishop Fellay further says that these affronts demand “reparation” and calls on Catholics to join him and the Society of Saint Pius X in Fatima next year.

*MODERNISTIC ECUMENISM-ORIENTED CHURCH OPENED AT FATIMA

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/MODERNISTIC_ECUMENISM-ORIENTED_CHURCH_OPENED_AT_FATIMA.doc
**SPIRIT OF ASSISI 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/SPIRIT_OF_ASSISI.doc
DALAI LAMA PRAYS FOR PEACE AT FATIMA - ACTIONS SPEAK LOUDER THAN WORDS 

https://zenit.org/articles/dalai-lama-prays-for-peace-in-fatima/  

Fatima, Portugal, November 28, 2001
The Dalai Lama, Tibetan spiritual leader and 1989 Nobel Peace Prize recipient, visited the Fatima shrine Tuesday to take part in a peace meeting of religious leaders.

The Buddhist representative was welcomed by Bishop Serafim de Sousa Ferreira e Silva of Leiria and Fatima. Together they toured the shrine and basilica, visiting the tombs of two Fatima visionaries, Blessed Jacinta and Blessed Francisco.

The Dalai Lama placed a flower at the feet of a statue of the Virgin Mary in the chapel of the Apparitions, and spoke words of peace to those present.

For his part, the bishop of Leiria appealed for a peace process in Afghanistan and remembered the journalists who were killed during the war.

THE DALAI LAMA AT FATIMA - ACTIONS SPEAK LOUDER THAN WORDS 
http://www.traditioninaction.org/HotTopics/b005ht.htm 
By Dr. Marian T. Horvat, Ph.D. Published in Daily Catholic website, January 31, 2002
I recently heard, third party, this very sad but not surprising story. A mother was speaking with her 10-year-old son about religion. The boy attends a “conservative” Catholic school where his parents assumed he was learning the Catholic Faith. Their discussion turned to the topic of no salvation outside the Church. To the great shock of the mother, her son told her quite firmly that “no one, not even the priests, knows the truth except God about which faith is the true one.” 

Despite what catechism he may have been taught, the boy was simply arriving at a logical conclusion from the many examples that even an observant 10-year-old can see of the giddy celebration of inter-religious events in the name of ecumenism. Priests, Prelates, and yes, the Pope himself meet with high officials of the false religions and even participate in common services, as if there were salvation in all religions.
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The Dalai Lama at Fatima with the Bishop of Leiria. A step toward his conversion? Or a disgraceful piece of theater? 
For example, just last month our 10-year-old boy would have been asked to fast and pray for peace on December 14, which is not even a Catholic holy day. The Pope chose the date to commemorate the last day of Ramadan, the Islamic “holy” month. Even some of the high-profile Italian priests in Italy balked at this one – and remember, Italy is the country, as the saying goes, where if the Pope sneezes the entire country catches cold. Fr. Gianni Bagget Bozzo, who advises Prime Minister Berlusconi, said he refused to fast in order not to confuse the Catholic Faith with that of Islam. Many other priests, he noted, felt the same but lacked the courage to say so. All the implications of the day of fast and peace were that two equal “religions” were joining arms and converging against a common enemy of violence. 

I doubt our 10-year-old – or many others, for that matter – would have waded through the long message of His Holiness for the celebration of the World Day of Peace. But if he had, he might have felt justified in his claim that no one knows for sure which is the true faith. The Pope’s message contained the following curious phrase: “Even when the truth has been reached – and this can happen only in a limited and imperfect way – it can never be imposed.” 

Now, if no religion can possess the truth except in a “limited and imperfect way,” then it follows logically that this includes the Catholic Religion. The implication is there, and it is this ambiguous spirit that is permeating the air of ecumenism so that young minds lack certainty about the absolute truth of the Catholic Faith. 

What else might our logical young man who is being so tidily accommodated to the false religions have seen last month? The quite shocking spectacle you see in the photo on this page. The Dalai Lama, the world famous Tibetan Buddhist leader, recently visited the Fatima shrine in Portugal to take part in a “peace meeting” of “religious leaders.” The Buddhist representative displays a pretended piety, his hands folded, his face bowed, for the public who will see his picture. But his back is turned to the statue of Our Lady. He is clearly more intent upon impressing public opinion than paying a sincere homage to the miraculous statue of Mary, who, by the way, does not represent anything to him. 

He is welcomed by Bishop Serafim de Sousa Ferreira e Silva of Leiria and Fatima, who stands uneasily in the background, overshadowed by the Buddhist. He is there, it would appear, more from a sense of obligation than any real joy to be receiving the Dalai Lama. At any rate, both are there to give the impression of a “progress” in inter-religious dialogue, and a step forward along the way of a pan-religious peace. 

But what kind of peace is this? The peace that the Gospel preaches is the peace that can only be found in Our Lord Jesus Christ, who established the one true Catholic Church on earth so that man might be saved. The Dalai Lama denies even the existence of a personal God. That is why for a true peace based on Jesus Christ, who is the Way, the Truth and the Life, sometimes it is necessary to use the sword. There was a day when even a 10-year-old boy understood this and would dream of becoming a knight to win the Holy Land back from the infidels who defiled the relics of Christ, or to become a missionary and suffer every danger and privation to take the Gospel to pagans and heretics so that they might be baptized in Christ and saved. 

Finally, our 10-year-old boy probably heard that the Pope had called for another “inter-religious day of prayer for peace” at Assisi on January 24 and extended a special invitation to Muslim leaders. The very term, “inter-religious,” as if all the other false sects and cults were religions in the same sense as the Catholic religion, contains an implicit message of religious relativism. Our 10-year-old can come to his own logical conclusions from this: It is not necessary to convert anyone — each one should realize that truth is a religious myth that corresponds to his own reality. For Catholics that reality is Jesus Christ. For the Mohammedan the reality is Allah, for the Buddhist it is Buddha. So each one should continue in the religion he prefers. If everyone will act in this way, the myth says, we can all co-exist in a tolerant convivium. But it is not the peace Jesus Christ came to give. It is not the peace Our Lady promised at Fatima. 

All this supposes clearly that a person does not need to change his religious convictions. We can meet together and toast each other’s health at a grand pan-religious banquet table. This flies in the face of the Catholic dogma that there is only one truth, one single Faith, one true Church – the Roman Catholic Church. In fact, this used to be taught so simply and so clearly that even a 10-year-old boy would not be confused. 

I don’t imagine that anyone has read to our young man from Pius IX’s Encyclical Qui pluribus: “Also perverse is the shocking theory that it makes no difference to which religion one belongs [religious indifferentism], a theory that is greatly at variance even with reason. By means of this theory, those crafty men remove all distinction between virtue and vice, truth and error, honorable and vile action. They pretend that men can gain eternal salvation by the practice of any religion, as if there could ever be any sharing between justice and iniquity, any collaboration between light and darkness, or any agreement between Christ and Belial.” 

And even if they did, the next step would be to explain the contradiction between this post-Conciliar ecumenism and the teaching of Pius IX. This was a question that Atila Guimarães respectfully placed to the Holy Father in his book Quo Vadis, Petre? regarding the ecumenical events of the new millennium. One year later, the four authors of We Resist You to the Face also set forth facts that showed conflicts between post-Conciliar teaching and the past Magisterium of the Catholic Church. We then asked, courteously and in all sincerity as faithful Catholics, for an explanation. No explanation has come. 

For the enemies of the Catholic Faith, the arms of the Catholic authority are wide open and they spare no effort to try to please them. For the true sons of the Church, there is not even one word, not even one gesture. 

Two weights, two measures.

INTERRELIGIOUS DIALOGUE 01-POPE BENEDICT XVI 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/INTERRELIGIOUS_DIALOGUE_01-POPE_BENEDICT_XVI.doc 

INTERRELIGIOUS DIALOGUE 02-GOA CATHOLICS OPPOSE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/INTERRELIGIOUS_DIALOGUE_02-GOA_CATHOLICS_OPPOSE.doc
INTERRELIGIOUS DIALOGUE 03-THE FALSE KIND 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/INTERRELIGIOUS_DIALOGUE_03-THE_FALSE_KIND.doc
PORTUGAL: DESECRATION OF SHRINES. AFTER ASSISI, FATIMA?
http://www.dici.org/en/news/portugal-desecration-of-shrines-after-assisi-fatima/
Society of Saint Pius X, Undated
An impious project
This inter-religious congress under the care of the Vatican and the UN took place on October 10, 11, 12 (2003) at Fatima. Were present Mgr. Fitzgerald, head of the Pontifical Council for Inter-religious Dialogue, cardinal José de Cruz Policarpo, Patriarch of Lisbon, Mgr. Luciano Guerra, rector of the sanctuary of Fatima, Fr. Jacques Dupuis, a Belgian Jesuit well-known for his heterodox theological opinions, as well as representatives from Islam, Hinduism, Buddhism.
The rector of the shrine, Mgr. Luciano Guerra declared: “The future of Fatima, or the adoration of God and His mother at this holy Shrine, must pass through the creation of a shrine where different religions can mingle. The interreligious dialogue in Portugal, and in the Catholic Church, is still in an embryonic phase, but the Shrine of Fatima is not indifferent to this fact and is already open to being a universalistic place of vocation.”

Mgr. Guerra also “pointed out that the very fact that Fatima is the name of a Muslim and Mohammed’s daughter, is indicative that the Shrine must be open to the co-existence of various faiths and beliefs. According to the Monsignor: ‘Therefore we must assume that it was the will of the Blessed Virgin Mary that this comes about this way.’ Traditional Catholics opposed to the Congress were described by the Monsignor as ‘old fashioned, narrow minded, fanatic extremists and provocateurs’.”

The Hindu representative, Ashok Ansraj, explained how millions of Hindus in Asia already receive “positive vibrations” when visiting Marian shrines, while not endangering their own belief.

Fr. Jacques Dupuis insisted upon the necessity of a union of all the religions of the world. “The religion of the future will be a general convergence of all religions into one universal Christ which will satisfy everyone”, he declared, explaining that “the other religious traditions which exist in the world are part and parcel of the divine plan for mankind; and that the Holy Ghost is present and at work in the sacred texts of Buddhism, Hinduism, of Christians and non-Christians”. He added: “The universality of God’s kingdom allows this and it is nothing more than a diversified way of access to the common mystery of salvation. At the end, we hope that the Christian will be a better Christian, and each Hindu a better Hindu.”

The Canadian journalist, John Vennari, who was there gave a detail account of this inter-religious meeting. He heard Fr. Dupuis say about the dogma “outside the Church there is no salvation”: “There is no need to invoke here that horrible text from the Council of Florence in 1442″. 
We place here a link towards this very interesting article: Fatima to Become Interfaith Shrine? (See following page)
One official declaration at the congress recommended an approach free of proselytism on the part of each religion. “No religion can eliminate the other or gain strength by downplaying the others”, we read, next to this statement. “An open dialogue leads to building bridges and to destroying the walls erected by centuries of hatred. What is requested is that each religion integrally respects its own belief and that it treats with others on an equal footing, without either superiority or inferiority complex.” This declaration insists upon the secret of peace between religions which is to admit that contradictions exist between the different confessions but to concentrate upon what unites them rather than upon what divides them.

The delegates were told that all the religious shrines, Fatima included, should be updated every 25 years so as to reflect the contemporary trends and beliefs. The Fatima Shrine will soon be completely remodeled with a new stadium-like basilica, built beside the present basilica erected in 1921.

This new shrine will become a center where all the religions of the world will gather to worship their own god(s).

We can only support John Vennari’s advice: ” In the mid 1990’s, on a Mexican radio station, the Rector of the Shrine of Guadalupe denied the truth that Our Lady of Guadalupe appeared at Tepayac Hill. The people of Mexico were outraged and protested against the audacity. Within a year, the Shrine Rector was gone. The same must be done at Fatima.”

Catholics all over the world must raise their voice in protest against the outrage done to the Catholic faith and the Mother of God. For such an outrage will take place again if nothing is undertaken against this project of an inter-religious center in Fatima.

The action of M.J.C.F.

The prior of the Society of Saint Pius X in Portugal, Father Danjou, had organized two ceremonies in reparation for this insult to Our Lady, together with the distribution of 35,000 pamphlets at Fatima. He found great helpers in the young people of the M.J.C.F. [Catholic Youth Group in France] who came especially from the South-East of France.

On Saturday, after the conference by the cardinal patriarch of Lisbon, Mgr. José de Cruz Policarpo, these young people had the following interview with him.

M.J.C.F.: Your Eminence, I would like to have some precision. In your speech you said that “each religion when practiced with sincerity was leading to God”, yet Sr. Lucy of Fatima in Os Apelos, commenting upon the first commandment, says that “there is only one God who deserves our adoration, the other divinities are nothing, are worth nothing and can do nothing for us”. How are we to reconcile those two visions of God?
Mgr. P.: But, my boy, such a vision is outmoded. What are those divinities Sr. Lucy is talking about? We Christians, Muslims, Jews… we all have the same God.
M.J.C.F.: (Silent, aghast, wide-eyed)
Mgr. P.: Of course, the faith must be Christocentric, but the other religions are in progress towards Christ, each is more or less advance, that’s all!
M.J.C.F.: Yet we do not have the same religion as the Muslims or the Jews. Then, how can one say we have the same God?
Mgr. P.: You know, I did a lot of studying when I was young… If you’re a Christian, as you say you are, it’s a question of culture, that’s because you were taught so. For the Muslim, it’s just the same…
M.J.C.F.: But, Your Eminence, how far will ecumenism go?
Mgr. P.: Each religion has something to teach you. Experience of other religions is very important, we’ve got a lot to learn from them.
M.J.C.F.: But yet it is written in the Koran: “Do not take the Christians or the Jews for your friends”.
Mgr. P.: You’ve read the Koran, my boy?
M.J.C.F.: … Yes, twice!
Mgr. P.: In Arabic?
M.J.C.F.: No, but our religion is based on Revelation. Could the so-called prophet Mohammed truly have received a part of Revelation?
Mgr. P.: You must have read a bad translation. Islam has a lot to teach you.
M.J.C.F.: In the Apocalypse, the apostle St John warns us to beware of false prophets… Is Mohammed a false prophet?
Mgr. P. (he was getting nervous): Young man, I leave you the full responsibility of the answer!
(The cardinal brushed them aside to go, but one of the young people held him back slightly)
M.J.C.F.: Your Eminence, you did not answer my question, I believe?
Mgr. P.: It may be said that in the time of Jeremias, Mohammed would have been considered a false prophet.
(He went away, pushing the young aside… and without saying goodbye.)

The next day, the entrance was guarded by three people, the young of the M.J.C.F. had to give two proofs of identity each in order to be allowed inside.
A priest called after them at the door: You may not enter!
M.J.C.F.: But we have an authorization…
The priest: OK, but then not a single question! And he stayed behind them during the whole conference.
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An account from one who was there
http://www.fatima.org/news/newsviews/sprep111303.asp, http://holywar.org/S70.htm   
By John Vennari, Undated – Emphases in red colour are mine
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Front page of October 24, Fatima bi-weekly Notícias de Fátima reporting on the interfaith Congress under the headline,

“Sanctuary of Various Creeds”. It is a sad truth that the ecumenical orientation is now underway at Fatima, whether it is officially called an “Interfaith Shrine” or not
From October 10-12, 2003 - a pan-religious conference was held at Fatima entitled “The Present of Man — the Future of God: The Place of Sanctuaries in the Relation to the Sacred”. It was held at the Paul VI Pastoral Center adjacent to the Fatima Shrine in Portugal. I traveled to Fatima to cover the Congress and attended the three-day event. It contained some of the most explicit heresy I have ever encountered.

It described itself as a “Scientific” Congress, which is not the word we would use for it in North America. Here, we would label it an “Academic” Congress. In any case, the Congress comprised modern theologians and clergymen discussing the importance of religious sanctuaries — any sanctuary, be it Catholic, Buddhist or Hindu.

The first two days contained numerous speeches from Catholics only, including the Bishop of Leiria-Fatima, D. Serafim de Sousa Ferreira e Silva; the Cardinal Patriarch of Lisbon, Jose da Cruz Policarpo; the notorious “interfaith theologian”, Father Jacques Dupuis; and various other Ph.D.’s from Portugal.

On Sunday, in sessions presided over by Archbishop Michael J. Fitzgerald, Prefect of the Vatican’s Pontifical Council for Interreligious Dialogue, representatives from the world religions — including Buddhist, Hindu, Islam, Orthodox, Anglican and Catholic — gave testimony to the importance of “sanctuary” in their religious traditions.

Later, the Portuguese press published that the aim of this Congress was to establish Fatima as an interfaith Shrine, a report that has yet to be denied by the Portuguese hierarchy and only half-heartedly denied by Archbishop Fitzgerald. Yet as this eyewitness account will demonstrate, the ecumenical orientation at the Fatima Shrine is now underway, whether it is officially called an “interfaith Shrine” or not.
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The Sunday morning interreligious session presided over by Archbishop Fitzgerald. Here he sits with a Buddhist, a Hindu and a Muslim
The Ecumenical Congress

The theme of “Sanctuary” for this Congress reflects the lowest-common-denominator ecumenism prevalent for the past forty years. It is an approach that plays down doctrinal differences in the various religions and emphasizes “what we have in common”.

What do all religions have in common? They all believe in some sort of “God”, so we can organize an ecumenical symposium and talk about the various aspects of “God”. All religions believe in prayer, so we can have a pan-religious get-together where we can all “share” about prayer. All religions have sanctuaries, so we can hold an interfaith Congress where we talk about the importance of Sanctuaries in the various religious traditions. Thus, “Sanctuary”, within the pan-religious perspective, was the focus of the latest Congress at Fatima.

Anathema at these Congresses is any recognition of the fact that the Catholic Church is the one true religion established and willed by God, and that all other religions are false, man-made systems whose adherents believe in false gods. As such, these religions constitute an objective mortal sin against the First Commandment: “I am the Lord thy God, thou shalt not have strange gods before Me.” The false gods of Buddhism, Hinduism and Islam are “strange gods” that the First Commandment forbids all of mankind to worship.

This applies also to Protestantism, since Protestants believe in a Christ who never existed. They believe in a Christ who did not establish a Church to teach, govern and sanctify all men. They believe in a Christ who did not establish a Papacy. They believe in a Christ who does not want us to honor His Holy Mother Mary. (And we know from the Fatima Message that God wants to establish in the world devotion to Our Lady’s Immaculate Heart). They believe in a Christ who did not establish seven Sacraments as the primary means of grace for salvation. They believe in a Christ who did not establish the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass. In short, Protestants worship a false Christ, that is, a false God. This is why Blessed Pope Pius IX taught in his 1864 Syllabus that it is an error to believe that “Protestantism is nothing more than another form of the same true Christian religion”.1
Thus, in the objective order, it is impossible for any non-Catholic, no matter how well-meaning, to obey the First Commandment.2 We can thus understand why the Council of Trent spoke infallibly that without the Catholic Faith, “it is impossible to please God”.

This traditional, true Catholic doctrine is discarded at these interfaith events, and in ecumenical practice in general. Conversely, the new ecumenical theology says that members of all religions are part of the “Reign of God”, and are “equal partners in dialogue”. The Catholic religion may possess the “fullness of truth”, but all other religions are part of God’s plan as well. This, particularly, is the thesis of the modernist theologian Father Jacques Dupuis, who spoke at the Congress on Saturday afternoon.
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Logo of the interfaith “Future of God” Congress at Fatima

Friday’s Sessions

At first, I was skeptical of whether I could give a fair assessment of the Congress. The speeches were delivered in Portuguese, a language I do not speak. The Congress provided simultaneous translation into English, but the English translators were not very good. One man doing translations was practically worthless. I could tell I was getting from him one-sentence summaries of entire paragraphs from the speakers’ texts, and not very intelligible sentences at that. Luckily, two of the most important talks were delivered in English.

From what I could gather from the Portuguese speakers, they talked about “Sanctuary” in general terms in trendy New-church language: “Sanctuary is an altar of purification and promise”, a “place of refuge in the face of temptation to pleasure and power”. “Sanctuary” is part of the “mystery” in the “search for holiness, incarnation and transcendence”. Keep in mind, the speakers refer here to the religious sanctuaries of all religions, whether they be Shrines of Our Lady or pagan temples.

One would think that a Fatima Congress on Sanctuary would contain at least one lecture on the Fatima Sanctuary. Nothing. Fatima was only brought up incidentally, and every great once in a while. The Fatima Message, or even the history of how the Fatima Shrine came to be, received no spotlight. The Rosary, the Immaculate Heart, the vision of hell, the Five First Saturdays, Reparation for Sin, all constitutive elements of the Fatima Message, received no mention at all.

On Friday, we received lectures that dealt with the “Pastoral/Scientific Nature of Sanctuary”. We were told, “What happens in the Shrine is an expression of the people of God in motion”. One professor quoted glowingly the modernist Father Edward Schillebeeckx’s bizarre statement: “the history of salvation is not necessarily the history of revelation”. Another speaker spoke of Fatima, Mecca and Kyoto in the same breath, thus placing the true Church of Christ on the same level with false creeds; and placing the true revelations of Our Lady of Fatima — an event verified by the Miracle of the Sun before 70,000 people — on the same level with the fables and superstitions of false religions. This is a mockery of the true God and a blasphemy against Our Lady of Fatima.3
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At this Fatima Congress, Father Jacques Dupuis openly scorns defined Church dogma
Father Dupuis

As mentioned, two of the most important presentations were delivered in English: the ecumenical Father Jacques Dupuis on Saturday, and a brief address by Archbishop Michael J. Fitzgerald on Sunday. These I understood perfectly, and was horrified by what was said.

As some readers may be aware, I have covered a number of these post-Conciliar conferences including New Evangelization Seminars, Rock’n’Roll World Youth Days, screaming Charismatic meetings, and evenings of Jewish-Catholic dialogue.4 Yet the most explicit heresy I have ever heard at any of these events came from the mouth of the Belgian Jesuit Father Jacques Dupuis, only a few hundred yards from where Our Lady of Fatima appeared.

Father Jacques Dupuis is a progressivist, ecumenical theologian who entered the Jesuits in 1941. At this Congress, he propounded his thesis that all religions are positively willed by God. He told us that we should not refer to the other religions as “non-Christian”, since this is a negative term that describes them “by what we think they are not”. Rather, he said, we should refer to them as “the others”.

He trashes the truth that there is only one true Church, outside of which there is no salvation, despite the fact that this teaching was infallibly defined three times. The most forceful and explicit definition of “outside the Church there is no salvation” was pronounced de fide from the Council of Florence:
“The Most Holy Roman Church firmly believes, professes and preaches that none of those existing outside the Catholic Church, not only pagans, but also Jews, heretics, and schismatics can ever be partakers of eternal life, but that they are to go into the eternal fire ‘which was prepared for the devil and his angels,’ (Mt. 25:41) unless before death they are joined with Her; and that so important is the unity of this Ecclesiastical Body, that only those remaining within this unity can profit from the sacraments of the Church unto salvation, and that they alone can receive an eternal recompense for their fasts, alms deeds, and other works of Christian piety and duties of a Christian soldier. No one, let his almsgiving be as great as it may, no one, even if he pour out his blood for the Name of Christ, can be saved unless they abide within the bosom and unity of the Catholic Church.”5
As Catholics know, whenever the true Church established by Christ — the Catholic Church — teaches a solemn, de fide declaration, it is stating infallibly that the doctrine defined is a truth revealed by God “Who can neither deceive nor be deceived”. A Catholic must believe all of these defined truths for salvation. To deny an infallible dogma of the Church is to call God a liar, telling Him that what He revealed to us is not true.6
Saint Louis de Montfort, faithful to this revealed truth, teaches, “There is no salvation outside the Catholic Church. Anyone who resists this Truth perishes”.7 Likewise, Saint Alphonsus Liguori, Doctor of the Church, reaffirms, “The Holy, Roman, Catholic, and Apostolic Church is the only true Church, outside the pale of which no one can be saved”.8
Yet Father Dupuis, at the recent Fatima Congress, openly showered contempt on this defined truth and on the teaching of the Saints and Doctors of the Church. On the point of “outside the Church there is no salvation”, Father Dupuis said in disgust, “There is no need to invoke here that horrible text from the Council of Florence in 1442”. I heard this with my own ears and I recorded it on tape.

Thus, Father Dupuis told the audience that an infallible definition of the Catholic Church is wrong, and that the Divine Revelation of God is a lie.

This is the most explicit heresy I have ever encountered at one of these post-Conciliar conferences. Usually the speakers dance around the dogma they deny, but not Father Dupuis. No, he says openly that a defined Catholic doctrine is a “horrible text” that must be rejected.

Now, how did those at the conference react to Father Dupuis’ audacity? With grand applause at the end of his speech.

Most disturbing is the fact that the room contained the “top-brass” of the Portuguese hierarchy, all thrilled with Dupuis’ apostasy.

Seated directly to my left was the Fatima Shrine Rector Monsignor Luciano Guerra, who applauded Father Dupuis’ speech. (I captured this on film, see photo below). Seated directly to my right was the Apostolic Delegate of Portugal, that is, the papal representative for Portugal, who also applauded Dupuis. Joining in the applause was the Bishop of Leiria-Fatima, D. Serafim de Sousa Ferreira e Silva, who still refuses to allow an “Indult” Tridentine Mass in his diocese.
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Msgr. Luciano Guerra, the Fatima Shrine Rector, applauding Dupuis’ heresy
During the applause, I could not see the Cardinal Patriarch of Lisbon from my seat. But it is certain that he agrees with Dupuis’ ecumenical thesis. Later the same day, a small group of young traditional Catholics questioned the Cardinal about the new interreligious orientation. A youth quoted to the Cardinal a passage from the book of Sister Lucy, Calls from the Message of Fatima, where she faithfully explained the First Commandment. The Cardinal responded, “Sister Lucy is no longer a point of reference today since we have such a good one in the Second Vatican Council”.9 In other words, the Cardinal says that Vatican II’s new ecumenical teaching eclipses the traditional Catholic teaching on the First Commandment, which forbids the worship of false gods, as reflected in the writings of Sister Lucy.

For years, concerned Catholics have said that the reason Fatima is now downplayed and eclipsed is because the new ecumenical religion of Vatican II has replaced it.10 I am grateful that the Cardinal abandoned all pretense and admitted this disgrace outright. It explains why the present ecumenical hierarchy falsely consider Fatima to be of little importance.

At the Congress, Father Dupuis also said that the purpose of dialogue is not to convert the non-Catholic but rather to help “the Christian to become a better Christian, and the Hindu a better Hindu”.

Father Dupuis further lectured that “Christians and ‘the others’ are co-members of the Reign of God in history”. He also said that “the Holy Spirit is present and operative in the sacred books of Hinduism or of Buddhism. That He is present and operative in the sacred rites of Hinduism”. Thus, according to Dupuis, the Holy Ghost is active and present in the “sacred rites” and “sacred books” of false religions. No wonder a prominent ecumenical Catholic kissed the Koran.

A more detailed exposition of Father Dupuis’ apostate lecture will appear in a future installment. For now, I want to re-emphasize that the Congress delegates — including the Cardinal of Lisbon, the Bishop of Fatima, and the Rector of the Fatima Shrine — applauded Dupuis as magnificent. Worse still, the next day, Archbishop Michael Fitzgerald, head of the Vatican’s Pontifical Council for Interreligious Dialogue, told the Congress “Father Dupuis yesterday explained the theological basis of the establishment of relations with people of other religions”. In other words, Archbishop Fitzgerald praised Father Dupuis’ heresies.

Archbishop Fitzgerald said further that he agreed with Father Dupuis that “the unity with God is not confined to the people who belong to the Church”. The Church, according to this new union, should not proselytize. Nor is the purpose of dialogue to “convert” the “other” to Catholicism. This is pointless, since members of all religions, according to Dupuis, are already part of the “Reign of God”. Rather, “the Church” says Fitzgerald, “is there to recognize the holiness that is in other people, the elements of truth, grace and beauty that are in different religions”, and “to try to bring about a greater peace and harmony among people of other religions”. Perhaps this Congress should have been called, “Fatima Meets the Age of Aquarius”.
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Archbishop Fitzgerald

Catholic Truth vs. the New Religion

Anyone with a rudimentary knowledge of the Catholic Faith knows that the interfaith religion promoted at this Fatima Conference is contrary to Catholic teaching and is a blasphemy before God. As mentioned, the Council of Trent defined infallibly that without the Catholic Faith, “it is impossible to please God”.11 The Catholic Church also defined three times ex cathedra that there is only one true Church of Christ, the Catholic Church, outside of which there is no salvation.12 And as Vatican I teaches, not even a Pope can change defined dogma, otherwise dogmatic truths were never true.13
Blessed Pope Pius IX reiterated the truth “outside the Catholic Church there is no salvation” while combating the growing “Liberal Catholicism” of his day. He said:

“We must mention and condemn again that most pernicious error which has been imbibed by certain Catholics who are of the opinion that those people who live in error and have not the true faith and are separated from Catholic unity, may obtain life everlasting. Now this opinion is most contrary to the Catholic faith, as is evident from the plain words of Our Lord, (Matt 18:17; Mark 16:16; Luke 10:16; John 3:18) as also from the words of Saint Paul (2 Tit. 3:11) and of Saint Peter (2 Peter 2:1). To entertain opinions contrary to this Catholic faith is to be an impious wretch.”14
Pope Leo XIII, elaborating the same doctrine, taught, “since no one is allowed to be remiss in the service due to God ... we are bound absolutely to worship God in that way which He has shown to be His will ... It cannot be difficult to find out which is the true religion if it only be sought with an earnest and unbiased mind; for proofs are abundant and striking . . . From all these proofs it is evident that the only true religion is the one established by Jesus Christ Himself, and which He committed to His Church to protect and propagate.”15
Likewise, Pope Pius XII restated this doctrine within the context of a prayer to the Blessed Virgin:
“O Mary, Mother of Mercy and Seat of Wisdom! Enlighten the minds enfolded in the darkness of ignorance and sin, that they may clearly recognize the Holy, Catholic, Apostolic, Roman Church to be the only true Church of Jesus Christ, outside which neither sanctity nor salvation can be found.”16
From these sources, and from countless other magisterial teachings, it is clear that the only religion positively willed by God, the only religion in which “sanctity and salvation can be found” is the Holy Catholic Church established by Christ.

Sacred Scripture likewise teaches infallibly that false religions are not pleasing to God, and the greatest charity we can show “the others” is to work and pray for their conversion to the one true Church of Christ. Our Lord commanded His disciples, “Go forth and teach”, not “Go forth and dialogue”. He said, "Go, therefore, and make disciples of all nations, baptizing them in the Name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Ghost.” (Matthew 28:19). “He who believes and is baptized shall be saved, but he who does not believe shall be condemned.” (Mark 15:16).

The “belief” that Our Lord spoke of does not mean a vague belief in any religion, but express belief in Him and all that He taught. This is why Saint John, the Apostle of Love, said, “Who is a liar but he who denies that Jesus is the Christ? This is Antichrist who denies the Father and the Son.” (1 John 1:22) Thus, Islam, Judaism, Hinduism, Buddhism, any religion that rejects Christ, according to Scripture, is an Antichrist religion. Regarding heretical religions, for example, “Orthodoxy” and Protestantism, Saint Paul tells us that false creeds are the “doctrines of devils” (1 Timothy 4:1).

Contrary to Father Dupuis’ notions, Antichrist religions and false creeds of heretics which are “doctrines of devils”, cannot possibly be willed by God. Nor can their members be considered as being part of the “Reign of God”.

Thus, there cannot be a new “ecumenical unity” which seeks to unite Catholics with members of false religions in a heretical notion of the “Reign of God”. Pope Pius XI rightly taught in his 1928 encyclical against ecumenism, Mortaliam Animos: “Unity can only arise from one teaching authority, one law of belief, one faith of Christians.” Likewise, Pope Pius XII taught in his 1949 Instruction on the Ecumenical Movement that “True reunion can only come about by the return of dissidents to the one true Church of Christ (the Catholic Church).”17
MORTALIUM ANIMOS-ENCYCLICAL ON RELIGIOUS UNITY PIUS XI JANUARY 6, 1928

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/MORTALIUM_ANIMOS-ENCYCLICAL_ON_RELIGIOUS_UNITY.doc
But for now, the interfaith heresy rules the hour, and is poised to claim the Shrine at Fatima as its next victim.
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Msgr. Guerra, the Fatima Shrine Rector, is seated on the left. 

Standing next to him is the Bishop of Leiria-Fatima, D. Serafim de Sousa Ferreira e Silva

Fatima: An Interfaith Shrine?

At the time, I saw no reports of this “Future of God” Congress in the secular and religious press. Two weeks later, however, the November 1 on-line edition of the Portugal News published in English an article entitled “Fatima to Become an Interfaith Shrine”. The article said that delegates attending “The Future of God”, held during October in Fatima, “heard how the Shrine is to be developed into a center where all the religions of the world will gather to pay homage to their various gods”.

The report quoted the Shrine’s rector, Monsignor Guerra, saying at the Congress that Fatima “will change for the better”. Portugal News further quoted Msgr. Guerra: “The future of Fatima, or the adoration of God and His mother at this holy Shrine, must pass through the creation of a shrine where different religions can mingle. The interreligious dialogue in Portugal, and in the Catholic Church, is still in an embryonic phase, but the Shrine of Fatima is not indifferent to this fact and is already open to being a universalistic place of vocation.”

“Monsignor Guerra”, said Portugal News, “pointed out that the very fact that Fatima is the name of a Muslim, and Mohammed’s daughter, is indicative that the Shrine must be open to the co-existence of various faiths and beliefs. According to the Monsignor: ‘Therefore we must assume that it was the will of the Blessed Virgin Mary that this comes about this way’. Traditional Catholics opposed to the Congress were described by the Monsignor as ‘old fashioned, narrow minded, fanatic extremists and provocateurs’.”18
Now, I quote Portugal News on this point because I did not hear Monsignor Guerra make these statements at the Congress. Perhaps I missed it because of the poorly-done simultaneous translation from the Portuguese, or perhaps he said it to one of the various journalists conducting interviews at the Congress. Nonetheless, the idea of the Fatima Shrine opening itself up to the interfaith orientation is consistent with everything I heard throughout that weekend, especially on Sunday when the members of various religions gave their testimony of the importance of “Sanctuaries” in their religious traditions.

Representatives for this Sunday session included Catholic, Orthodox, Anglican, Hindu, Muslim, as well as a Buddhist who invited us to visit the Zenkoji Buddhist Shrine in Japan, and even supplied each of us with a colorful pamphlet of Zenkoji.
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A Buddhist gave everyone present at the Congress a pamphlet inviting us to visit the Buddhist Shrine of Zenkoji
But the testimony of the Catholic proved the most troublesome, and was, perhaps, a portent of what we might soon see at Fatima.

Father Arul Irudayam, Rector of the Marian Shrine Basilica in Vailankanni, India, initially spoke beautifully about the history of this Shrine where our Lady appeared. The Shrine receives millions of pilgrims a year, including many Hindus.

Father Irudayam then rejoiced that, as a further development of interreligious practice, the Hindus now perform their religious rituals in the church.

Of course, the delegates were thrilled to hear that a Catholic church was used for pagan worship, but I was horrified. Sacred Scripture teaches clearly that “the gods of the Gentiles are devils”. (Psalm 95:5). And the truth that the gods of Hinduism are devils was confirmed by one of the greatest missionaries of all time, Saint Francis Xavier.

While serving his missions, Saint Francis Xavier found particular delight in his small pupils. He was impressed that these young ones showed a great attachment to their faith, and a great zeal to learn the prayers and to teach them to others. The young pupils “also had a great abhorrence for the idolatrous practices of the pagans”, in other words, for the practices of Hinduism. The pupils frequently “reproached their father and mother if they engaged in pagan ceremonies and came to tell the priest about it”.

When Saint Francis Xavier heard that “outside the village someone was practicing idolatry, he gathered together all the boys, and this was something which he did later also in the other villages that he visited, and went with them to the spot where the idols had been erected. His pupils smashed the clay figures of the demons to dust and spit and stamped upon them”. Saint Francis Xavier’s biographer explains that these children “thus gave more insults to the devil than their parents had shown honor to him”.19

Even though this event would send ecumenical clergymen shrieking into the snowbanks, it is clear that Saint Francis Xavier recognized rightly that “the gods of the Gentiles are devils”, that is, the “gods” of Hinduism. Now, however, these “devils” are worshiped in the Vailankanni Shrine of Our Lady in India. The Fatima Shrine Rector, as did all the Conference delegates, applauded the speech wherein the Indian priest related the practice of Hinduism in the Catholic Sanctuary.

It is fair to conclude that if Catholics do not organize and protest, it is only a matter of time before this blasphemy takes place at Fatima, especially since plans are underway for a new, 40 million euro Fatima Shrine to be built.

The Portugal News reported “The Shrine of Fatima is about to undergo a complete reconstruction with a new stadium-like basilica being erected close to the existing one built in 1921”.20 A picture of the proposed building appears below. It is a hideous modern monstrosity that looks like a futuristic spaceship hangar.
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Pictured above is the hideous 40 million euro dollar “shrine” that the modernist hierarchy of Portugal plan to build at Fatima
Ambiguous Denial

The news of the Fatima “Interfaith Shrine” caused an uproar, and it wasn’t long before the Vatican’s Archbishop Michael Fitzgerald issued a half-baked “denial”. On November 19, a Catholic website ran the misleading headline, “Vatican Quashes Fatima Report”, but the Vatican did nothing of the kind. The report only contained quotes from Archbishop Fitzgerald from the English Catholic Journal The Universe. Here the Archbishop merely said, “There is no question of the Fatima sanctuary becoming an interfaith pilgrimage center … This is a place of prayer centered on our Lady and everyone is welcome.”

Notice, the Archbishop never denied the entire ecumenical orientation of the Congress, nor the new direction of the Fatima Shrine. He merely said that the Shrine would not be, per se, an “Interfaith Pilgrimage Center”. Yet, whether it is officially called an “Interfaith Shrine” or not, it is beyond dispute that the Fatima Shrine is now open to interfaith activities, as was demonstrated by the October 2003 Fatima Congress. And Archbishop Fitzgerald certainly did not renounce the heresies that he and his confreres promoted at this Congress.

In fact, we recently received a copy of the local Fatima weekly newspaper, Notícias de Fátima, which is friendly with the Fatima Shrine. In its October 24, 2003 edition, it reported on the interfaith event under the headline, “Sanctuary of Various Creeds” (see photo at top of article). The front page featured the caption, “The future of Fatima must pass through the creation of a Shrine where different religions can mingle”. Page 8 of the same issue ran the headline, “Sanctuary Opens Itself to Religious Pluralism” followed by the subheading: “The Shrine of Fatima Assumes a Universalist and Welcoming Vocation Towards Different Religions”. Notícias de Fátima then quoted Shrine Rector Msgr. Guerra’s interfaith aims: “This proposal of coexistence — also in Fatima — of a religious pluralism is still embryonic”, said Msgr. Guerra, “It’s the first step. We are like the engineers in Portugal who begin by examining the structures of the bridges to see if we can trust them in the future”.

As of this writing, it is almost a month after the publication of this Notícias de Fátima report, and Msgr. Guerra has yet to deny or retract these words. He probably will not, as it is the same pan-religious nonsense I heard trumpeted at the “Future of God” Congress.

So Fatima is now embarked on the ecumenical orientation, “building bridges” to false religions, even if it is not formally designated as an “Interfaith Center”. Remember, the basilica in Vailankanni, India is not officially called an “Interfaith” Shrine, but a “Marian” Shrine. (“…a place of prayer centered on our Lady where everyone is welcome”.) Yet in the name of ecumenism, Hindus are allowed to perform their pagan rituals inside the Basilica. And if the Portuguese hierarchy, including Shrine Rector Guerra, accept the ecumenical orientation, and applaud Dupuis’ heresy that members of all religions are part of the “Reign of God”, it is inevitable that interfaith religious ceremonies will eventually take place at the Shrine of Fatima, even if it is not officially called an “Interfaith” center. Members of false religions have already been invited to the Shrine and told that they are part of the “Reign of God” and do not have to convert to the Catholic Faith for salvation. Thus, sad to say, Fatima has already been used as an “Interfaith Center”, whether or not it is officially so-called.
In the face of the desecration of Our Lady’s apparition site at Fatima, a worldwide protest must be mounted. Absolutely no money should be donated to the Fatima Shrine in Portugal until the present Rector is removed and the invasion of the ecumenical religion at Fatima ceases. The new Shrine, if completed, will display ugliness from the outside, reflected in the hideous modern architecture, and ugliness on the inside, not only in the futuristic interior, but also in the pagan practices that might be allowed to take place in the very area sanctified by Our Lady’s appearances; the very area where the Miracle of the Sun took place, and where countless pilgrims were cured and converted.
Chastisement

The new ecumenical religion propounded at Fatima threatens the salvation of countless souls, as it tells non-Catholics to remain in the darkness of their false religions. It also threatens to bring with it a great chastisement.

In the early 20th Century, the eminent European churchman Cardinal Mercier, citing the consistent teaching of the Popes, stated the First World War was actually a punishment for the crime of nations placing the one True Religion on the same level as false creeds (as does the ecumenical religion promoted at Fatima Congress). Cardinal Mercier said:

“In the name of the Gospel, and in the light of the Encyclicals of the last four Popes, Gregory XVI, Pius IX, Leo XIII, and Pius X, I do not hesitate to affirm that this indifference to religions which puts on the same level the religion of divine origin and the religions invented by men in order to include them in the same scepticism is the blasphemy which calls down chastisement on society far more than the sins of individuals and families.”21
What would Cardinal Mercier, and the Popes cited by him, say of this new attempt to bring about a “peace and harmony of religions”, wherein Catholic Churchmen place the one true religion as an “equal partner” with false religions and pagan creeds? How will God react to this “blasphemy which calls down chastisement on society”? What sort of punishment will Heaven unleash when the land of Fatima, sanctified by Our Lady’s presence, and the Shrine that is consecrated to Her, is allowed by Catholic leaders to be desecrated with the worship of false gods? In the face of this, Catholics must not be complacent.

Most disturbing of all, the new ecumenical religion, trumpeted at this Fatima Congress, is actually the religion of Freemasonry. The French Freemason Yves Marsaudon wrote approvingly:

“One can say that ecumenism is the legitimate son of Freemasonry … In our times, our brother Franklin Roosevelt claimed for all of them the possibility of ‘adoring God, following their principles and their convictions’. This is tolerance, and it is also ecumenism. 
We traditional Freemasons allow ourselves to paraphrase and transpose this saying of a celebrated statesman, adapting it to circumstances: Catholics, Orthodox, Protestants, Israelites, Muslims, Hindus, Buddhists, freethinkers, free-believers, to us, these are only first names; Freemasonry is the name of our family.”22
This Freemasonic religion is now promoted in Fatima. I heard it coming from the mouth of the soft-spoken Father Jacques Dupuis. Yet Dupuis’ words were a sugar-coated masonic doctrine from the underworld. It was Pope Pius VIII who rightly said of Freemasons, “their god is the devil”.23
Yet it should not surprise us that consecrated souls have come under the power of the devil. Sister Lucy predicted it over 40 years ago.
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The Cardinal Patriarch of Lisbon, Jose da Cruz Policarpo, being interviewed by the Press.
Lucy’s Warning

In her 1957 interview with Father Fuentes, Sister Lucy made the prophetic warning:

“Father, the devil is in the mood for engaging in a decisive battle against the Blessed Virgin. And the devil knows what it is that most offends God and which in a short space of time will gain for him the greatest number of souls. Thus the devil does everything to overcome souls consecrated to God because in this way the devil will succeed in leaving the souls of the faithful abandoned by their leaders, thereby the more easily will he seize them.”

Sister Lucy continues,

“That which afflicts the Immaculate Heart of Mary and the Heart of Jesus is the fall of religious and priestly souls. The devil knows that religious and priests who fall away from their beautiful vocation drag numerous souls to hell … The devil wishes to take possession of consecrated souls. He tries to corrupt them in order to lull to sleep the souls of laypeople and thereby lead them to final impenitence …”24
Sister Lucy’s prophetic words unfold before our eyes at the pan-religious Fatima Congress. Here we see the devil “overcome souls” who are consecrated to God. We see priests, religious, bishops, who have “fallen away from their beautiful vocation” of teaching the truths of the Catholic Faith, and who “drag numerous souls to hell” by their perverse, ecumenical teaching.

The Cardinal of Lisbon, the Bishop of Fatima, and the Shrine Rector all swore the Oath Against Modernism upon their ordination.25 An Oath before God is a sacred act, and to betray such an Oath is a mortal sin against the Second Commandment, “Thou Shalt Not Take the Name of the Lord Thy God in Vain.” Yet those at the Fatima Congress betrayed this Oath by promoting a new modernist religion that claims that the Catholic truths of yesterday must not be the Catholic “truths” of today. As Msgr. Fenton pointed out decades ago, “The man who taught or in any way aided in the dissemination or the protection of Modernist teaching” after taking the Oath Against Modernism, “would mark himself, not only as a sinner against the Catholic Faith, but also as a common perjurer”.26
We can conclude that Father Jacques Dupuis, Cardinal Jose da Cruz Policarpo of Lisbon, Bishop Serafim de Sousa Ferreira e Silva of Fatima-Leiria, and Fatima Shrine Rector Monsignor Guerra have promoted Modernism and are therefore sinners against the Catholic Faith and also common perjurers. It is a crime against God and justice that these men should hold authority in the land of Portugal where Our Blessed Mother appeared.

In the mid 1990’s, on a Mexican radio station, the Rector of the Shrine of Guadalupe denied the truth that Our Lady of Guadalupe appeared at Tepayac Hill. The people of Mexico were outraged and protested against the audacity. Within a year, the Shrine Rector was gone.27 The same must be done at Fatima.

Catholics around the world must unite and protest the outrage that was allowed, and will continue, to be perpetuated against the Catholic Faith and the Mother of God.

We must also unite in prayers of reparation for the blasphemies spoken against the one true Catholic Church of Jesus Christ, whose Mother came to Fatima with a message for mankind, a Mother now betrayed by Churchmen in high places, and most especially, by members of the present hierarchy of Portugal.
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SHRINE RECTOR CONFIRMS NEW ECUMENICAL ORIENTATION AT FATIMA

In their attempts to deny, they confirm
http://www.fatimacrusader.com/cr76/cr76pg05.asp    
By John Vennari, Undated – Emphases in blue colour are mine
After two months of silence, Fatima Shrine officials finally spoke publicly about the alleged plan to turn Fatima into an interfaith Shrine. Three news reports came from Fatima on the subject. The first was a January 1, 2004 Zenit report based on a December 28, 2003 Communiqué from Fatima Shrine Rector, Msgr. Guerra; the second was the Shrine’s own web posting of the December 28 Communiqué that was somewhat different from what Zenit reported (the reasons for which will be explained); the third was a brief interview with Rector Guerra posted on a Medjugorje web page.

The Zenit Report

Zenit news posted on January 1 the article "What is Happening in Fatima?" in which the alleged plan to turn Fatima into an interfaith Shrine was discussed. The article contained various falsehoods, mostly coming from Shrine Rector Guerra.

Reporter Delia Gallagher said that Zenit received a three-page fax from Bishop Serafim de Sousa Ferreira e Silva (written in Portuguese) dated December 28, in which the Shrine Rector at Fatima alleged that Father Nicholas Gruner was responsible for the original November 1 Portugal News report "Fatima to Become an Interfaith Shrine."

"It is our conviction", said Fatima Shrine Rector Guerra, "that the article in Portugal News has been guided by some members of the group led by Father Nicholas Gruner." Rector Guerra’s assumption was completely false. I can state categorically that Father Gruner has absolutely no connection with Portugal News and is in no way responsible for the November 1 report.

I attended the Fatima Interfaith Congress at the request of Father Gruner’s organization and filed my own report on Father Gruner’s web page "Fatima to Become an Interfaith Shrine? An Account from One Who Was There".1 It was also published in the Winter 2004 issue of The Fatima Crusader.

In that report, I quote the Portugal News article, and I also quote a local newspaper from Fatima, Notícias de Fátima, that ran the headline "Sanctuary for Various Creeds." But absolutely no one from Father Gruner’s organization had anything to do with the articles appearing in the Portugal News and Notícias de Fátima.

Zenit also claimed that Father Gruner was involved with the "We Resist You to the Face" statement. This is not true. The Resistance statement was a collaboration between Atila Sinke Guimarães, Michael Matt, Marian Horvat and myself. Father Gruner did not know of or read the "We Resist You to the Face" statement until after it was first published in the May 30, 2000 issue of The Remnant.

It is interesting that Zenit was favored with a faxed response from Fatima authorities, whereas other Catholic reporters were not. Christopher Ferrara, on behalf of The Remnant, contacted the Shrine by fax on November 23, 2003+ to pose questions about Fatima’s new pan-religious* initiative and to ask Rector Guerra to confirm or deny the quotations attributed to him in Portugal News and Notícias de Fátima. Rector Guerra did not respond to Mr. Ferrara’s fax of November 23, nor to his e-mail of November 10, nor did anyone else from the Shrine offer a response. Indeed, the Monsignor did not deny the reported statement anywhere in the three-page fax to Zenit, in which he had every opportunity to do so. The reasonable conclusion to be drawn is that the Monsignor does not deny the accuracy of quotations attributed to him in Portugal News and Notícias de Fátima.2
{+Editor's Note: See copy of Nov. 21 Fax, successfully sent Nov. 23, in the article "Did You or Did You Not" in this Issue.

*pan-religious: something for all religions, that is - all but the one true religion.}

A "Revised" Communiqué

I wrote the above on January 2 in response to Zenit’s report and it was immediately posted on various websites. Ten days later, I learned that the Fatima Shrine posted on its own web page the December 28 Communiqué. This one, however, is changed, and all explicit references to Father Gruner are removed. He is not mentioned at all. When I asked Zenit if they could explain the discrepancy, they replied that on January 7, the Fatima Shrine faxed them an English rendition of the December 28 statement that contained some changes, and wherein explicit mention of Father Gruner was taken out. It is this English version that now appears on the Fatima Shrine web page.

What is clear from both of the "December 28" statements, whether reported by Zenit or on the Shrine web page, is that Fatima leaders are now committed to the post-Conciliar, pan-religious initiative. Rector Guerra contends that "the Fatima apparitions were exhortation to interreligious dialogue." This is preposterous. Our Lady of Fatima called for conversion to Catholicism in Russia and the triumph of the Immaculate Heart throughout the world. The ecumenism and "interreligious dialogue" practiced since the Council would have horrified any of the popes before 1958. These novelties — including prayer meetings with witch doctors and voodoo priests at Assisi (see photos in "Stop the Outrage Now") — are clear departures from 2000 years of Catholic teaching and practice.

Further, eleven years after the Fatima apparitions, Pope Pius XI issued the 1928 encyclical Mortalium animos (reprinted, see "Fostering True Religious Unity" in this Issue) which condemns the same ecumenism that has been nurtured since Vatican II.

In this encyclical, Pope Pius XI wrote that the Holy See has "always forbidden" Catholics to take part in interreligious assemblies. Pope Pius rightly insisted, "Unity can only arise from one teaching authority, one law of belief, one faith of Christians." Pope Pius also wrote that the "fair and alluring words" of the pan-religious orientation "cloak a most deadly error subversive to the Catholic Faith."
Fatima "Reinterpreted"

To defend, however, the allegation that Our Lady of Fatima’s Message was a call to interreligious dialogue, Rector Guerra resorts to explanations that are thick with nonsense. He writes:

"In the Message of Fatima, facts and words seem to contain, at least, two implicit calls to the exercise of this spirit of dialogue with people of different convictions. Thus, in the apparitions of the Angel of Peace we find two important clues: the fact that the Angel prostrated himself down on the ground while praying, in the first and third apparitions; and the fact that, in the third, he did give Communion, under the species of bread, to the oldest seer, since she had already received her first Communion, and, under the species of wine, to Francisco and Jacinta, who had not. Considering the fact that both practices had fallen into disuse, centuries ago, in the Latin Catholicism, and have remained still alive amongst the oriental Christians, it is acceptable — it seems even compulsory — to see in that an invitation to try to link Fatima to the oriental churches, both Catholic and Orthodox. In other words, the message of the Angel of Peace contains an appeal to the ecumenical dialogue with those churches separated from Rome more than a thousand years ago. Dialogue that, thanks to God, is progressing slowly but determinedly by both parties."3
First, keep in mind that at the 2003 Fatima Congress organized by Shrine Rector Guerra, Father Jacques Dupuis and Archbishop Michael Fitzgerald explained that dialogue does not mean working to convert those outside the Catholic Church to Catholicism. Rather, dialogue is a means for all religions to work together in harmony, and to make a "Christian a better Christian and a Hindu a better Hindu," as Jacques Dupuis said in his lecture that was applauded by Shrine Rector Guerra.

By contrast, Our Lady of Fatima said that She wanted Russia solemnly consecrated, by name, to the Immaculate Heart of Mary by the Pope in union with the world’s bishops on the same day, promising that if this is done, Russia would be converted — that is, converted to the Catholic Faith.

This is fitting, since infallible dogma from the Council of Florence teaches, in union with the consistent teaching of the Popes and Saints throughout Church history, that members of the Orthodox Church must convert to the Catholic Church for their own salvation. A dialogue that denies the need for conversion of non-Catholics is contrary to the Message of Fatima, contrary to the Catholic Faith.
Non-existent "Progress"

The dialogue that Rector Guerra claims is "progressing slowly" is not really progressing at all. This is because today’s ecumenism is not actually a union of religions, but a pan-religious union of the liberals and lefties within the various denominations. "Ecumenical Catholics" know full well that they will get nowhere with those members of denominations who believe their religion to possess the truth. Rather, they engage with the progressivist members of the various sects whose first concern is that we all get along.

This is why the Vatican could not sign a Lutheran-Catholic Accord with conservative Missouri Synod Lutherans, who rightly denounced the document as a sham. No, it signed the Lutheran-Catholic Accord with the pro-abortion Lutherans who "ordain" women bishops. Yet all the while we are told of Vatican II’s great strides in achieving ecumenical unity.

But this is not the case. Witness, for example, the fact that the Patriarch of the Russian Orthodox Church will not allow Pope John Paul II to enter Russia, and denounced the Pope’s closed-circuit television broadcast into his country as an "invasion of Russia."4 Witness the public protest by the Greek Orthodox on May 4, 2001, against the Pope’s visit to Athens. It was here that schismatic priests denounced the papacy through megaphones; priests and monks rang church bells as a symbol of mourning and carried black balloons to the Athens square; and hoisted banners denouncing the Pope as Antichrist as the cry rang out, "Pope Go Home!"5
Witness the similar protest held during the Pope’s visit to the Ukraine. On June 28, 2001, large demonstrations were led by schismatic Orthodox priests wherein schismatic nuns carried the banner, "Invitation of the Pope to the Ukraine is a knife in the back of the Orthodox people." Here too, the Pope was denounced as Antichrist.6
Thus, the ecumenical "progress" referred to by Rector Guerra is virtually non-existent.

Lastly, it is wrong for Catholics to engage in a smiling dialogue that leaves members of the Orthodox religion entrapped in their religion’s errors. It was Pope Saint Pius X who indicated that, in the objective order, members of the Orthodox religion are not only schismatics, but also heretics, because they refuse to accept, 1) the processions of Persons in the Trinity; 2) the Immaculate Conception of Our Lady; 3) Papal Infallibility as defined at Vatican Council I; 4), the Petrine Primacy.7 Members of the Orthodox religion must abandon these errors and convert to the truths of the Catholic Faith for their own salvation. This squares with the Message of Fatima, for the conversion of the Russian Orthodox will take place miraculously — and on a grand scale — when Russia is finally consecrated to the Immaculate Heart of Mary.

Yet Rector Guerra has the audacity to claim that the Message of Fatima calls us to a "dialogue" that denounces the necessity of the conversion of non-Catholics.

Our Lady said, "God wants to establish in the world devotion to My Immaculate Heart," not "God wants to establish in the world ecumenical dialogue that leaves souls in the darkness of their false religion." Yet this madness is precisely what Rector Guerra asserts.
Fatima: A Call for Catholic-Muslim Dialogue?

Next, Rector Guerra claims that the Fatima Message is a call for a similar dialogue with Mohammedans. He writes:

"One year after the apparitions of the Angel, Our Lady chose the Cova da Iria [Iria’s Hole (sic)] as a place where to appear. She knew beforehand that this unknown place would come to be called more easily Fatima, since it was located within the limits of the only parish, the only town, that in Portugal bears the name of the daughter of Mohammed, the founder of Islam. 
Right next to Fatima there were other towns with Christian names, which Our Lady could have chosen. Well, She knew beforehand that, in such circumstances, Her choice would often remind us of the Muslim religion, which the Arabs certainly practiced here before the Christian re-conquest. Our Lady knew that the human being pays a lot of attention to coincidences and therefore, sooner or later, would reflect on this coincidence of Her apparitions with the name of the daughter of Mohammed."

Rector Guerra goes on to suggest that this is Heaven’s way of telling us that we must engage in dialogue with Muslims. Contrary to Rector Guerra’s assertion, however, Christopher Ferrara explains:

"The village of Fatima was named after a Muslim princess who, following her capture by Christian forces during the Moorish occupation of Portugal, was smitten by the Count of Ourem, converted to Catholicism, and was baptized before marrying the Count in 1158. Her baptismal name was Oureana, but her birth name had been Fatima, after the daughter of Mohammed. The naming of the village of Fatima is thus a testament, not to ‘inter-religious dialogue’, but to the triumph of Christendom over the Muslim occupiers of Portugal (a process that required another century to complete)."8
Thus again, we see that this aspect of Fatima, if anything, spotlights conversion. It cannot be interpreted to justify a "dialogue" that reveres Muslims though they corrupt Divine truth; honors their religion though it rejects Christ’s Divinity; smiles at them as they denounce the Blessed Trinity in their Koran; assures them that there’s no need to convert to the one true Church for salvation; and invites them to join with Catholics, Hindus, Jews, Buddhists and Animists to build a pan-religious "Civilization of Love."

Keep in mind that Rector Guerra is the same man who applauded the modernist Father Jacques Dupuis, who said at the recent Fatima Congress, "There is no need to invoke here that horrible text from the Council of Florence," concerning no salvation outside the Catholic Church. Dupuis, with Guerra’s approval, exhorted his audience to reject defined Catholic dogma. It is little wonder that Rector Guerra attempts to subvert the Fatima Message to his distorted, pan-religious vision.
"We Are Still Very Far"?

How would you respond if you were asked whether or not you would ever join in pan-religious prayers with Hindus? If you are truly Catholic, faithful to the perennial teaching and practice of the Church, your answer would be "Never." This is a fitting response, since Scripture tells us that the "gods of the heathens are devils." (Psalm 95:5) If you were asked whether your own house would ever be used for Hindu worship, again, you would insist, "Never"! Or perhaps, to stress the impossibility of the scheme, you might exclaim, "over my dead body."

Yet this is not how Rector Guerra responded when he discussed the alleged pan-religious Shrine with Spirit Daily, a web page dedicated to the false apparitions of Medjugorje.9

Rector Guerra said in this interview, "our ecumenism is just beginning. It is guided by guidelines set by the Church authorities." He also claimed that "ecumenism does not play into the design for the new basilica", which will be located away from the present Fatima basilica. Spirit Daily asked if the Rector has any concerns that ecumenism might lead to compromise or to a tinge of the New Age. It also asked how is it that Hindus and Muslims, etc., will pray there. Mgr. Guerra responded, "We do not fear any ecumenism led by the Church. We are very far from having Hindus or any Muslims pray in Fatima, except if they do it in private — not in public liturgies or other such services."

We are "very far" from having Hindus or any Muslims pray at Fatima?

Why did he phrase his answer this way? Why did he not state emphatically what any self-respecting Catholic would say: "Never! Never will they be allowed to perform their pagan rituals on Catholic property in my care."10
We learn the answer by taking a closer look at Rector Guerra’s statement.

First, he says "our ecumenism is just beginning." This, of course, was manifest at the 2003 pan-religious Fatima Congress that I attended. And from what I saw, they’re off to a flying start. For it was here that Orthodox, Protestant, Muslim, Buddhist and Hindu representatives were invited to address the audience about the importance of their various religious "sanctuaries." It was here that non-Catholics were told that there is no need for them to convert to the Catholic Church for salvation.11
Rector Guerra then says, "Ecumenism does not play into the design of the new basilica." Yet this is no reassurance that pan-religious meetings will not be staged there. The church of San Pietro at Assisi was not "designed for ecumenism," yet on October 27, 1986, at the Assisi pan-religious gathering,12 "Buddhists, led by the Dalai Lama, quickly converted the altar of the church of San Pietro by placing a small statue of the Buddha atop the tabernacle and setting prayer scrolls and incense burners around it."13
The other churches and holy places at Assisi were likewise farmed out for use by Muslims, Hindus, Zoroastrians, and African snake worshipers to perform their false, idolatrous rituals. Ecumenism certainly did not "play into the design" of any of these churches when they were built, yet they were all commandeered for pan-religious usage.

Likewise, since the Assisi event, we see increasing instances of Catholic churches desecrated by pan-religious gatherings. Here are but two examples:
On October 28, 1987, fifty representatives of the world’s religions gathered at a church in Rome to pray for peace. The gathering marked the first anniversary of the 1986 World Day of Peace at Assisi. Jews, Sikhs, Moslems, Orthodox Greeks, Roman Catholics and various Protestant denominations met in the 12th Century church of Santa Maria.14
On September 9, 1998, John Cardinal O’Connor of New York hosted an inter-religious service at St. Patrick’s Cathedral "to pray for decent housing for the poor and homeless." On the altar in a large semi-circle were representatives from Catholicism, Protestantism, Orthodoxy, Islam and Judaism. The religious leaders were invited by Cardinal O’Connor to the prayer service at which an estimated 2,500 people attended. 
At this event, the Cardinal lectured, a rabbi prayed in Hebrew, a young woman in a mini-skirt sang "This Little Light of Mine." Candles were lit throughout the congregations and then were "dramatically" raised after several lack-luster choruses of "We Shall Overcome." The final "blessing" was given by an Irish Presbyterian.15 
We could fill the next five pages of this journal with similar examples and still not exhaust the reservoir. The point, however, is that these and other churches were used — and are used — for pan-religious riots even though ecumenism did not "play into the design" of their construction.

There is only one assurance Fatima authorities can give that these types of pan-religious incidents will not occur at Fatima, and that is a public guarantee that all ecumenical activity at Fatima will completely cease. This they are not willing to do.

Quite to the contrary, Rector Guerra boasts that the ecumenical initiative at Fatima is now underway, that ecumenism "is guided by guidelines set by Church authorities", and that "we do not fear any ecumenism led by the Church."

So let’s take a look at the ecumenical "guidelines" set by present-day Church authorities and determine if there’s anything to fear. Let’s see what today’s Church leaders promote in the name of ecumenism, and ask ourselves if we are glad to envision such exhibitions enacted at Fatima.
"Approved" Absurdities

The ecumenism promoted by today’s post-Conciliar leaders, as said earlier, would have horrified any pre-Vatican II Pope. Take for example the 1993 Directory for the Application of the Principle and Norms of Ecumenism, from the Vatican’s Pontifical Council for Promoting Christian Unity.

This Directory "mandates" ecumenism into every aspect of Church life, and encourages numerous unprecedented interfaith practices that have always been condemned by the Church as grave sins against Faith.

The Directory:
-allows Protestants to conduct the readings (except the Gospel) in a Catholic Church [#133]
-encourages common "spiritual exercises" and "retreats" between Catholics and Protestants [#114]

-allows non-Catholics to lecture in seminaries [#81]

-commands that young children be taught ecumenism in the schools [#68]
-mandates ecumenism for priests and religious in their years of formation [#’s 51, 70]

-commands priests to take part in the "continuous aggiornamento" of ecumenical teaching and practice [#91]

-encourages diocesan bishops to lend their parish churches to non-Catholics for their prayer services [#137]

-promotes interdenominational prayer-services among Catholics and Protestants in each other’s churches [#112]

-encourages the joint publication of an interdenominational Bible between Catholics and Protestants [#185]

-discourages Catholics from attempting to convert non-Catholics [#’s 23, 79, 81, 125]
-encourages Catholics to "rejoice in the grace of God" [sic] in Protestants [#206]
-recommends the construction of a single church to be owned and used by both Catholics and non-Catholics [#138]
-further recommends that in these joint churches, the Blessed Sacrament be placed in a separate chapel or room so as not to offend non-believers. [#139]
This document was produced under the leadership of Cardinal Edward Idris Cassidy, who was then Prefect of the Pontifical Council for Promoting Christian Unity. Cardinal Cassidy’s successor is Cardinal Walter Kasper, who could be aptly described as the quintessential lunatic modernist clergyman — a man who doesn’t seem to believe in anything.

Cardinal Kasper is on record as telling Jews that the Old Covenant is still in force, and that they do not have to convert to the Catholic Church for salvation.16 Cardinal Cassidy and Baltimore’s Cardinal Keeler said the same thing, 17 even though Scripture and defined Church doctrine teach infallibly that the Old Covenant is no longer in force and has been superseded by the New.18
Cardinal Kasper is the Vatican’s point man in dialogue with Protestants, Orthodox and Jews. It is he who provides the ecumenical "guidance" in which Rector Guerra claims we should place blind trust.

Do you feel safe being guided by the ecumenism of these men who defy Scripture and dogma? Rector Guerra does, but I do not.

Cardinal Kasper also said recently that Vatican II and Ut Unum Sint, "acknowledge explicitly that the Holy Spirit is operating in the other Churches and church communities. Consequently, there is no idea of an arrogant claim to a monopoly of salvation." He compounded the outrage saying:
"Several aspects of being church are better realized in other churches. Therefore, ecumenism is no one-way street, but a reciprocal learning process, or, as stated in Ut Unum Sint, an exchange of gifts. The way to unity is therefore not the return of others into the fold of the Catholic Church."19
Tragically, Cardinal Ratzinger, Prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, is of the same heretical opinion. In 1966, in defiance of the thrice-defined dogma "outside the Church there is no salvation", Father Ratzinger rejoiced that, thanks to Vatican II, the idea of conversion of non-Catholics has been replaced by the concept of convergence with non-Catholics.20 This is an indication of Cardinal Ratzinger’s present mind-set, as he has repeatedly said that his ideas "have not changed" since the time of the Council.21
No Catholic parent worth his salt would allow his children to be guided by such men. Yet Rector Guerra expresses no such reservation, but alleges that we have "nothing to fear" from wrong-headed leadership that suddenly blesses what the Church always condemned.
"Approved" Pagan Enculturation

Looking further at the "ecumenism guided" by today’s progressivist guidelines, we behold the continuing horrors of pagan religious ritual incorporated into Catholic ceremonies. I personally witnessed, at World Youth Day 2002, a screaming, thump-thump-thumping Native American pagan ritual that opened WYD’s Sunday Papal Mass! 22 Then there’s the inculturation of voodoo practices in the Catholic Church in Africa.23 Then there’s the Hindu dance of arati and puja — a dance to the demon gods of Hinduism, — which was performed within the beatification Mass of Mother Teresa on October 19, 2003.24 Again, we could give scores of similar examples.

We see, then, how this "guided ecumenism" looks. It is an ecumenism guided, not by perennial Catholic teaching and practice, but by progressivists in high places who are determined to remake the Church into their own liberal image and likeness. It is this "ecumenism" that Rector Guerra boasts is "just beginning" at Fatima.

Now we understand why Rector Guerra will not categorically affirm that Hindus, Buddhists and Muslims will never be permitted to perform their religious rituals on Church property at Fatima. To do so would contradict that new ecumenical program. It would defy the hideous policy of enculturation, and close Fatima’s gates against the revolutionary pan-religious "Spirit of Assisi" that has been inflicted on Catholics since the Council. Thus, he leaves the gate open with his "we are very far" statement.

Conclusion

We observe from Rector Guerra’s words that the ecumenical orientation is well underway at Fatima. He even tries to bend the Fatima Message to this warped, ecumenical pattern. As far as he is concerned, Catholics who oppose ecumenism have no right to do so.

Thus, as I said in previous articles, it doesn’t matter whether the grotesque, modernist basilica to be built at Fatima is officially called an "Interfaith Shrine" or not. As long as the Fatima authorities accept the new ecumenical orientation, and open wide the doors for the "Spirit of Assisi" — as they already did at the 2003 Fatima Congress — it is only a matter of time before pan-religious ceremonies at Fatima take place.

Rector Guerra was derelict in his duty to hold the Fatima Congress, to extol its outrages, and to criticize those Catholics who resist the hideous novelty of pan-religious ecumenism. He applauded when Father Arul Irudayam, of India, told the audience that Hindus now perform their pagan rituals inside the Catholic Marian Shrine Basilica in Vailankanni.25 He also applauded Jacques Dupuis’ denunciations of defined dogma, and never apologized for allowing blatant heresy to be taught at Fatima.

Rector Guerra is complicit in the vandalization of Sacred Doctrine. It will do him no good, as he did in his recent Communique, to present himself to the world as a slandered innocent.
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THOUSANDS OF CATHOLICS RAISE THEIR VOICES IN PROTEST AGAINST HINDU RITUALS AT FATIMA SHRINE
http://www.fatima.org/news/newsviews/070104pr057.asp 

The Fatima Center, Fort Erie, Ontario, June 30, 2004

Catholics by the thousands are up in arms against a recent unprecedented event at Portugal’s Fatima Shrine.
On May 5, 2004, a Hindu prayer ritual was conducted at the altar in the Little Chapel of the Apparitions, the chapel built over the spot where the Blessed Virgin Mary appeared to three children at Fatima in 1917.

SIC television, a national station in Portugal, broadcast the event the same day it took place. The Fatima Center has obtained a copy of the broadcast, and is now circulating photographs of the event.

The ceremony was conducted by a Hindu priest accompanied by 60 Hindus from Lisbon. Catholics are most disturbed by the fact that the ritual was enacted with the approval of the Fatima Shrine Rector and the Bishop of Fatima.

Faithful Catholics regard this as a desecration. It is a sacrilege for a Catholic sanctuary — a sacred place consecrated for the worship of the one true God — to be used for worship of false gods.

“From the time of Christ” said Catholic Family News editor John Vennari, “Catholic teaching always forbade pagan worship inside a Catholic Church. Even in Old Testament times, it would have been unthinkable for heathen ceremonies to be permitted inside of Jerusalem’s holy temple.”

Father Nicholas Gruner, the Fatima Center’s International Director, said, “Pure and simple, this is an outrage. It is an insult to every believing Catholic in the world, to say nothing of a most grave sacrilege. We intend to use every means at our disposal to raise public awareness and to stop further outrages like this one from ever occurring at Fatima again!”

Since October, when it was announced that the Fatima Shrine would be turned into an “interfaith center”, Father Gruner and the Fatima Center have been leading the struggle to prevent what they fear will be the “sure and certain destruction” of the Fatima Shrine, unless many Catholics pray and react vigorously to prevent this disaster.

To date, thousands of petitions, letters and e-mails of protest have been sent to both Fatima and Rome. The Fatima Center has also published ads in several major Portuguese newspapers, calling for the Pope and Portuguese bishops to intervene, and for the Shrine’s Rector to resign. Since the campaign began, the Fatima Center web site (www.fatima.org) has been deluged with inquiries from angry Catholics around the world, as well as by thousands of pledges of support and e-mails of encouragement.

SHRINE RECTOR ATTEMPTS TO JUSTIFY HINDU PRAYER SERVICE AT FATIMA
http://www.fatima.org/news/newsviews/0904justify.asp 
By John Vennari, August 31, 2004

On May 5, 2004, a group of Hindus made a pilgrimage to Fatima. They spent the morning at their Lisbon temple worshiping their false gods, then boarded a bus to the Shrine.
Upon their arrival, Shrine Rector Guerra turned over the Little Chapel (Capelinha) to them for a prayer service. The Hindu “priest” conducted a public prayer at a Catholic altar.

This is a sacrilege, though thousands of today’s Catholics, spiritually lobotomized by the “spirit of Vatican II”, fail to see it. Forty years of post-Conciliar confusion has blurred their vision. They do not see that a Catholic layman has no place praying at a Catholic altar, let alone a pagan “priest” who worships a pantheon of false gods.

The event was broadcast the same day on SIC television, a national Portuguese network. Catholic Family News, through the help of The Fatima Crusader, obtained a video copy of the broadcast.

We had the Portuguese text of the broadcast translated into English by two independent translators to ensure accuracy. One is a native-born Portuguese fluent in English. The other is an American fluent in Portuguese. The translation of the text we presented was accurate, except for one term used by Rector Guerra that, a theologian subsequently informed us, was too leniently translated. It appears that Rector Guerra’s statement in the SIC broadcast was even worse than what we first reported.1
On June 29, 2004, eight weeks after the May 5 occurrence, the Shrine issued an attempted justification of the Hindu event. We will publish the Rector’s complete statement, followed by our own commentary.

The Church of the Most Holy Trinity Will Not Be an “Ecumenical Temple”
1) The readers of Voz da Fátima may remember a communiqué from the Rector of the Shrine, published in January of 2004, under the headline “FATIMA SHRINE OF ALL RELIGIONS?”

2) The movements which came out in opposition to our October Congress, as mentioned in that communiqué, then took advantage of the arrival of a group of Hindus, as reported in Voz da Fátima of May 2004, in order to launch a massive new campaign which is anti-ecumenical in character and even against inter-religious dialogue.

3) Because of the letters sent to us asking for explanations, and in order to reply to everyone quickly, we have written this short communiqué. Firstly it restates the well-known principles which have already been set out, as to how we receive brothers of other confessions or religions; secondly, it focuses on the two questions now before us: the arrival of a group of Hindus and the destiny of the new Church of the Most Holy Trinity.

4) The Hindu group wrote to us beforehand, saying that they would like “to reconstitute the visit made by Mr. Morari Bapur, which had preceded that of His Holiness Pope John Paul II”, in May of 1982.

5) The Hindu priest and a translator whom he brought with him, went up to the image of Our Lady, while the remainder of the group stayed down below.

6) The priest sang a prayer which lasted a few minutes. No gesture was made, no rite was performed, on or off the altar. The translator explained that he had asked “the Most Holy Mother that She would give wisdom and discernment to those who govern nations, so that the world could have peace, peace, peace”.

7) We note that this intention of peace, being universal, is the same intention that, in our opinion, has brought to the Shrine other personalities who are not Catholic, such as for instance the Dalai Lama, the President of the Republic of India, and also the wives of President Clinton and President Arafat. Groups of non-Catholic Christians also come with the intention of asking for Church unity. Although not with great frequency, some high representatives of the Orthodox Churches have been welcomed in the Shrine. Recently some ten Anglican priests, accompanied by their bishop, held a spiritual retreat in one of the houses of the Shrine.

8) After making their prayer in the Capelinha or Little Chapel of the Apparitions, the Hindu pilgrims were received, in a room, by the Bishop of Leiria-Fatima and by the Rector of the Shrine, to whom they said they had come out of devotion towards the “Most Holy Mother”. They did not speak about a similarity or transference between this name and any entity of their religion. Little credit, therefore, should be given to the comparisons mentioned by the media, whom we were unable to prepare, because it was late when we found out about their presence.

9) As far as the Church of the Most Holy Trinity is concerned, which they persist in calling an “ecumenical temple”, we can state that this description, although susceptible of a Catholic interpretation, does not originate from the Shrine. We do not intend — and we have never intended — to hold any celebrations in the church which is being built, that are not in accordance with the directives prescribed by the Catholic Church. The Shrine strives to be faithful to the message which God has entrusted to it and cannot help noticing the distinctly catholic character which the message inculcates, both in the apparitions of the Angel, which inspired us to choose the title for the future church, and in the apparitions of Our Lady, which contain dramatic references to the mediating role of the Pope and the Bishops, regarding the unity of the Church and for the peace of the world.

10) In the hope that all brothers understand that we desire and pray for the union which is possible between all Christians, all believers, and all men, we also raise our prayer to Our Lady of Fatima, that She may strengthen our will for unity and deliver us from all spirit of dissension and controversy.

Shrine of Fatima, June 29, 2004, Solemnity of St. Peter and St. Paul, The Rector, Fr. Luciano Guerra.

Commentary on the June 29 Communiqué
The first thing to note is that Shrine Rector Guerra sees nothing wrong with a pagan “priest” conducting public prayer at a Catholic altar. We will look at his statement in more detail.

Paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Communiqué speak of those Catholics who protest the new ecumenical and inter-religious orientation at Fatima, as if it is blameworthy for a Catholic to protest an orientation that would have been condemned by each and every Pope for the 1,958 years before aggiornamento.
Conveniently, Rector Guerra omits any detailed mention of what actually took place at the interreligious Congress at Fatima in October 2003. It was this scandalous Congress that launched protests from concerned Catholics worldwide.

The interfaith Congress was organized by the Fatima Shrine under the direction of Rector Guerra, who attended the Congress and applauded the heretical statements from the Congress’ speakers. I attended the three-day Congress at Fatima, sat right next to Father Guerra, recorded the speeches on audio cassette, and detailed what occurred in my December 2003 report, “Fatima to Become an Interfaith Shrine? An Account from One Who Was There”.2
The Congress was called “The Present of Man, the Future of God: The Place of Sanctuary in Relation to the Sacred”.3
The first two days of the Congress contained “Catholic” speakers promoting the interreligious agenda. On the third day — Sunday — representatives of Catholicism, the schismatic Orthodox, Anglicanism, Hinduism, Islam and Buddhism each gave testimony of the importance of “sanctuary” within their various creeds, thus placing the pagan sanctuaries of Hinduism and Buddhism on the same level with Catholic Shrines dedicated to the one true God.

At the Congress:

•The ecumenical theologian Father Jacques Dupuis called the defined dogma “outside the Church there is no salvation” a “horrible text” that must be rejected. He said, “There is no need here to invoke that horrible text from the Council of Florence”;

• Dupuis claimed that all religions are positively willed by God and that non-Catholics do not have to convert to the one true Catholic Church for unity and salvation. He likewise said that Catholics and non-Catholics are equal members in the “Reign of God”. This contradicts perennial Catholic teaching that the Catholic Church alone is the Kingdom of God on earth.4(The trendy Dupuis spoke of “Reign of God” instead of “Kingdom of God” because he only used gender-free terms throughout his speech in deference to feminist sensibilities, despite the fact that Our Lord clearly used the word “Kingdom”.) The Kingdom of God is not, as Dupuis claims, a large interfaith co-op wherein the true religion revealed by God is put on equal footing with the false religions invented by men;

• Dupuis also said that the purpose of ecumenical dialogue is not to convert non-Catholics to the Catholic Church, but to make “a Christian a better Christian, a Hindu a better Hindu”. This smacks of religious indifferentism. It told the Congress’ non-Catholic participants the falsehood that there is no need for them to convert to Christ’s one true Church for unity and salvation;

•Dupuis said further that the Holy Ghost is present and operative in the “sacred books” and “sacred rites” of Buddhism and Hinduism. This places the superstition of idolatrous men on the same level as the Sacred books of the Bible revealed by God. It also defies Saint Francis Xavier who, basing his words on Psalm 95:5, 5 said of the Hindus and their rites: “All the invocations of the pagans are hateful to God because all their gods are devils”; 6
• Another Congress speaker spoke of the Shrine of Our Lady of Fatima, the Mecca of Islam and the Kyoto of Shintoism in the same breath, thus placing them all on equal footing;

• Father Arul Irudayam, Rector of the Marian Shrine in Vailankanni, India told the audience on Sunday that Hindus now perform their pagan rituals inside the Sanctuary of Vailankanni’s Catholic Shrine.

The statements of Father Irudayam, as well as the heterodox lectures of Jacques Dupuis and others elicited nothing but praise and applause from the audience. Those applauding included Shrine Rector Guerra, the Bishop of Leiria-Fatima, the Apostolic Delegate of Portugal, Cardinal Policarpo of Lisbon, and Archbishop Michael Fitzgerald of the Pontifical Council for Interreligious Dialogue.

I pointed out in my first report that if the Catholic leadership in Fatima is now permeated with a modernist mind-set that applauds such outrages, then it was only a matter of time before pagan services are permitted in the Fatima sanctuary. On May 5, 2004, that prediction was fulfilled.

Siding with Apostasy
As early as November 2003, Catholic Family News, and various other Catholic journals, issued strong protests against the poisoning of the Catholic religion that took place at this Congress. This is what Father Guerra refers to in his Communiqué when he speaks of those “movements which came out in opposition to our October Congress”.

But let’s think about this for a moment. Rector Guerra has now issued two official Communiqués since the October Congress: the first on December 28, 2003, wherein he claimed that Fatima will not become an interfaith Shrine; the second on June 29, 2004 in response to protests against the Hindu prayer service at Fatima.

In these Communiqués, Rector Guerra never denounced the blatant heresy promoted at his 2003 Fatima Congress; never distanced himself from Father Dupuis’ heresies in any way; never apologized for organizing a Congress whose message was diametrically opposed to nearly 2000 years of Catholic truth; never expressed regret for the local Fatima newspaper that compared traditional Catholics with the “Taliban”.7
Rather, Rector Guerra uses these Communiqués to attack concerned Catholics who oppose the new pan-religious orientation and to undermine their efforts. He more readily sides with modernists who denounce infallible Catholic dogma than with Catholics who hold the same Catholic beliefs as Pope Leo XII, Pope Gregory XVI, Blessed Pope Pius IX, Pope Leo XIII, Pope Saint Pius X, Pope Pius XI and Pope Pius XII.

In short, Rector Guerra promotes heresy and scandal, then presents himself to the world as a persecuted victim when Catholics protest. He insinuates that faithful Catholics who oppose him are guilty of some sort of criminal behavior. These Catholics, complains Guerra, “took advantage of the arrival of a group of Hindus” to protest the Shrine Rector allowing pagans to pray there at the Catholic altar. Nonetheless, he himself has done nothing wrong.

Always blameless. Always innocent. This is the burden of being a modernist Shrine Rector.

It All Depends on How You Define “Rite”
Paragraphs 3 to 10 of the Communiqué focus on the Hindu event itself.

It needs to be said from the beginning, because Catholic Family News (CFN) has been sometimes misrepresented on this point, that a Hindu — or any non-Catholic — who wishes to visit Fatima should be welcome to do so. There is nothing wrong with non-Catholic individuals or groups visiting a Catholic shrine to pray quietly and to see what is there. Many conversions have taken place this way. But it is an altogether different matter to turn over a Catholic sanctuary to pagans for public prayer; as is what occurred on May 5.

Rector Guerra says, “The Hindu priest and a translator whom he brought with him, went up to the image of Our Lady, while the remainder of the group stayed down below.” This is not quite true. As was clear from the SIC broadcast, three young Hindu women also went up into the sanctuary itself to place flowers at the statue of Our Lady.8
Guerra continues, “The priest sang a prayer which lasted a few minutes. No gesture was made, no rite was performed on or off the altar.”

Now hold on a minute. A pagan “priest” prayed at a Catholic altar, as is clearly shown in the SIC broadcast and in the photos from it. (See top of following page.) It was a prayer chanted aloud by a pagan “priest” with the Hindus as the congregation. What is this business about “no gesture”? Rector Guerra is merely playing with words, trying to excuse the sacrilege because, he claims, it did not have the exact gestures of a Hindu “rite”. Perhaps he would also permit Aztec pagans to pray at the Catholic altar, so long as they avoided human sacrifice.

Guerra’s hair-splitting over the words “rite” and “gesture” is flimsy anyway, since Hindus regard a simple prayer and an offering of flowers as puja, which is a Hindu ritual. They don’t need to place an idol on the altar to engage in idolatrous worship. Hindu worship by its very nature is idolatrous.

The fact remains that a Hindu “priest” prayed at the altar at Fatima. A pagan — who had spent the morning at his temple worshiping his false gods — prayed at an altar consecrated solely for the unbloody re-presentation of Christ’s Passion through the consecrated hands of the priest sacramentally ordained as an alter Christus. It was a public ceremony. It was a misuse of a sacred object. It was a sacrilege. A prayer for peace does not justify sacrilege.
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Pictures of Hindu Prayer Service at Fatima, May 5, 2004. Rector Guerra says in his June 29 Communiqué that "no rite was performed on or off the altar". This is in sharp contrast with the SIC broadcast that clearly shows the Hindu "priest" chanting at the Catholic altar.
All We Are Saying is Give Peace a Chance?
Guerra then says, “The translator explained that he [the Hindu ‘priest’] had asked ‘the Most Holy Mother’ that She would give wisdom and discernment to those who govern nations, so that the world could have peace, peace, peace.”

But what good is a prayer for peace performed in a sacrilegious manner? This was clearly the case with the Hindus at Fatima. It was not a prayer that will bring down God’s blessing. Rather, it will invoke His wrath. Our Lady of Fatima said, “War is a punishment for sin”. And we know from our Catholic doctrine that sins against faith are the most grievous of sins.

In fact, Belgium’s Cardinal Mercier explained that the First World War was actually a punishment to the world for governments placing the one true Church on the same level with false religions. How much worse when this is done by Catholic leaders, as is the case with the new ecumenical orientation now promoted at Fatima?

In his 1918 Pastoral Letter, Cardinal Mercier said:

“In the name of the Gospel, and in the light of the Encyclicals of the last four Popes; Gregory XVI, Pius IX, Leo XIII, and Pius X, I do not hesitate to affirm that this indifference to religion which puts on the same level the religion of divine origin and the religions invented by men, in order to include them in the same skepticism, is the blasphemy which calls down chastisement on society far more than the sins of individuals and families.”9 
It is a supreme irony that God may very well punish the world by war because Catholic leaders encourage pagans to enact sacrilegious activity in Catholic shrines, all in the name of peace. These spiritually blind leaders are in desperate need of seeing-eye dogmas!

And who is this “Most Holy Mother” spoken of in Guerra’s Communique? The term is ambiguous and always appears in quotations. Clearly, the Hindus never offered prayers to Mary, the Mother of Jesus, or Rector Guerra would have said so.

Guerra’s use of the term “Most Holy Mother” is an example of the deliberate, imprecise ecumenical language warned against decades ago by Dominican theologian Father David Greenstock. In a magnificent 1963 article in The Thomist, which sounded an alarm against the dangers of the new ecumenical approach, Father Greenstock quoted the Protestant Dr. Visser’t Hooft who admitted, “the simple ABC’s of ecumenism” is that “there is no ecumenical language that is completely unambiguous.”10 Thus, Father Greenstock warned, theologians and teachers must always provide “clear definition of terms”. Guerra did the opposite. We will return later to Guerra’s ambiguous “Most Holy Mother”.

Paragraph 7 of Guerra’s Communique states that members of various religions have come to Fatima in the name of peace; including the Dalai Lama, Suha Arafat, and the pro-homosexual, pro-abortion Hillary Clinton.

Yet this mixed-bag of non-Catholics demonstrates nothing. I don’t know that Hillary Clinton performed any kind of religious ceremony when she arrived at Fatima. Nor, to my knowledge, was any public prayer service conducted by the Dalai Lama during his visit; though it is a mistake for any Catholic authority to give much importance to this man who regards himself as the reincarnation of his predecessor, the 13th Dalai Lama, and thus an incarnation of Avalokitesvara, the Buddha of Compassion.11
Guerra’s litany of non-Catholic visitors is quite beside the point. The fact remains that no non-Catholic visitor may use a Catholic altar for a prayer service of any kind. This is the teaching and discipline of the Church throughout the centuries.

But we can take this one step further. If Rector Guerra is so fond of opening up the Fatima chapel to anyone who wishes to offer a prayer for peace, then he should have no objection allowing Father Nicholas Gruner to offer a Latin Tridentine Mass for peace at the altar at the Capelinha. He should have no trouble turning the Capelinha over to Father Franz Schmidberger of the Society of Saint Pius X for a Latin Mass for peace.12 If a prayer for peace is considered a valid excuse for pagans to commandeer the altar in Fatima, why not allow Masses for peace to be celebrated by Catholic priests who are faithful to the Church’s perennial teaching, faithful to how the Church always worshiped, faithful to the full Fatima Message?

I think we know the answer.

Rector Guerra would never allow these good priests to offer the Tridentine Mass at Fatima, nor would he even allow them to kneel in the sanctuary to lead a Rosary for the intention of peace. He would rather have pagans at the altar. This attitude is reflected by the Bishop of Fatima, who refuses to allow the Tridentine Mass in his diocese, but who welcomes Hindu prayer services in Fatima’s sanctuary. Behold the “New Springtime” of Vatican II.

“Whom We Were Unable to Prepare ...”
In Paragraph 8 Rector Guerra speaks of the Hindu pilgrims being received in a room at the Shrine by the Rector and Bishop of Fatima. Guerra does not mention that he and the bishop allowed themselves to be laden with shawls given them by the Hindus that contained verses of the Bhagavad Gita, a Hindu “holy book” whose basic message is that all of life is an illusion.

Guerra repeats that the Hindus came to Fatima out of devotion to the “Most Holy Mother” — again, the ambiguous term. Guerra then says that at this reception, the Hindus “did not speak about a similarity or transference between this name and any entity of their religion. Little credit, therefore, should be given to the comparisons mentioned in the media, whom we were unable to prepare, because it was late when we found out about their presence.” Yet the SIC broadcast showed the Hindus themselves making the comparison between Our Lady and their Hindu gods.

To recap: SIC first explained that Hinduism “is characterized by multiple deities, worshiped through a triple dimension of life and sacredness: the creator god, the preserver god, and the god who has the power to destroy.”

This was followed by a young woman appearing on screen, with statues of gods in the background, who said, “This is god Shiva and his wife Parvati. In the center we can see god Rama, to our right his wife Sita and to our left, his brother and companion Lakshmana. Now we can see Krishna Bhagwan and his consort Radha. The deities are always accompanied by their respective consorts or wives. As a rule, when we address the deities or want to ask for their graces, we address the feminine deity, who is very important to us.”

Within this context, another young Hindu woman interviewed by SIC said,

“As a Hindu, who believes the whole world, or rather all human beings, are members of a global family, it would be natural for me to see any manifestation of god, including Our Lady of Fatima, as a manifestation of the same god.”13 
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"The ‘Holy Mother’ in Neo-Vedantic Hinduism is Kali, ‘Mother Kali’ after Ramakrishna (1836-1886) popularized this notion in the 19th Century, subsequently spread by his apostle Swami Vivekananda. (Prior to that, Kali was fearsome, surrounded by howling jackals in a cremation ground.) The black idol of Kali has blood dripping from her tongue, the corpses of children for earrings, and a garland of severed hands around her waist. She dances on the corpse of Shiva the destroyer. Occasionally, Kali appears as Ramani the Prostitute. This is the ‘peaceful’ and ‘pure’ religion of Hinduism. This is the ‘Divine Mother’ to the Hindus, who regard all ‘manifestations of the Divine Mother,’ whether in Kali, Ramani or (as they would say) the Blessed Virgin Mary to be the same being; hence this ‘honor’ paid to Mary at Fatima by these Hindus is sheer blasphemy.” -Craig Heimbichner
Likewise, the SIC reporter who accompanied the Hindus from Lisbon to Fatima was interviewed in mid-June by a representative of The Fatima Crusader who traveled to Portugal to further investigate the event. The SIC reporter said that Our Lady of Fatima, “means one thing for Catholics, another thing for the Hindus, and even for the Moslems has another importance, does it not? For the Moslems, she is the daughter of the prophet; for the Catholic, we mean the Mother of Jesus Christ; for the Hindus, she is the most important of the goddesses, the Most Holy Mother goddess, as they call her, the Holy Mother Creator.”

Thus, Guerra might say that the Hindus did not specifically tell him that they equated Our Blessed Mother with one of their false gods. But the Hindus clearly told the SIC reporter of this equation, as is evident from the young Hindu women in the broadcast, and from the reporter who would have received his information from the Hindus themselves.

This is why SIC reported that the day the Hindus went to Fatima “was dedicated to the greatest of all female deities. She is called the Most Holy Mother, the goddess Devi, the deity of Nature who many Portuguese Hindus also find in Fatima.”

Yet Guerra indirectly scolds SIC for reporting this fact. He speaks of the media “whom we were unable to prepare”. He says that “little credit” should be given to this aspect of the report. In other words, Rector Guerra did not have the opportunity to spin-doctor the broadcast. Had he the opportunity, I’m sure Guerra would have advised the media, “Just use the term ‘Most Holy Mother’ and say no more.”

The SIC report, however, is consistent with how Hindus view this “Holy Mother” or “Mother Goddess”. In the book An Introduction to Hinduism published by Cambridge University Press, we read, “A common term for the goddess is simply ‘mother’.” The book goes on to illustrate the various attributes that Hindus give to the goddess. “She can be worshiped”, it says, “as a mother, a wife, an old woman or a young girl,” and that “her main representations are”:

• Durga, a slayer of the Buffalo demon;

• Kali, garlanded with severed heads;

• consorts or energies of the gods, particularly Sarasvati, Parvati and Lakshmi, the consorts of Brahma, Siva and Vishnu;

• groups of generally ferocious female deities, notably the “seven mothers” whose nature are ambiguous, preying on children, yet also destroying demons;

• local or regional icons of villages or family shrines and temples;

• ‘aniconic’ forms such as stones, poles, weapons, magical diagrams, etc.;

• male and female “mediums” possessed by a goddess, particularly during festivals.14
We see, then, that it is fundamental Hindu belief to regard various “holy” (and unholy) beings as manifestations of the great goddess, which in turn is a manifestation of “god”. We also observe that the Hindus told the SIC reporter that they see Our Lady of Fatima as a manifestation of this “Holy Mother” goddess. Yet Rector Guerra, through his calculated use of the “Most Holy Mother” ambiguity, tries to tell us that the Hindus suddenly suspended their entire multi-god belief system to honor Our Lady of Fatima in the same manner that Catholics would honor Her as Mother of Jesus.

Quite simply, Rector Guerra is not telling the truth. He does not define his terms. He plays games with words. And throughout it all, he continues to justify his opening the Fatima Shrine to Hindus so they could use the chapel to defy the First Commandment, “I am the Lord thy God, thou shalt not have strange gods before Me.”

Guerra’s deliberate ambiguity is all the more serious when we look more closely at one of the gods whom Hindus consider as “Holy Mother”. Occult expert Craig Heimbichner explains:

“The ‘Holy Mother’ in Neo-Vedantic Hinduism is Kali, ‘Mother Kali’ after Ramakrishna (1836-1886) popularized this notion in the 19th Century, subsequently spread by his apostle Swami Vivekananda. (Prior to that, Kali was fearsome, surrounded by howling jackals in a cremation ground.) The black idol of Kali has blood dripping from her tongue, the corpses of children for earrings, and a garland of severed hands around her waist. She dances on the corpse of Shiva the destroyer. Occasionally, Kali appears as Ramani the Prostitute. This is the ‘peaceful’ and ‘pure’ religion of Hinduism. This is the ‘Divine Mother’ to the Hindus, who regard all ‘manifestations of the Divine Mother,’ whether in Kali, Ramani or (as they would say) the Blessed Virgin Mary to be the same being; hence this ‘honor’ paid to Mary at Fatima by these Hindus is sheer blasphemy.”15
Yes, We Have No Interfaith Shrine, Only Interfaith Activities at the Shrine

Rector Guerra concludes his Communiqué stating that he has never called the new modernistic basilica now under construction at Fatima an “Ecumenical Temple”. This is after Rector Guerra told us:

• He had an interreligious Congress at Fatima in October;

• He allowed Hindus to pray at the Catholic altar at Fatima;

• He permitted Anglican clergymen — members of a heretical sect whose priestly orders were declared invalid by Pope Leo XIII — to use a part of the shrine for a retreat.

All of this is ecumenical and interreligious activity, so it does not matter whether the Shrine is called an “ecumenical temple” or not. It is already a place of interfaith action, even if it does not trade under the title.

Guerra further says that he has no intention to hold any celebrations in the new church that are not in accordance with the directives prescribed by the Catholic Church. But pan-religious prayer gatherings in Catholic churches — the “spirit of Assisi” — is now encouraged by the ecumenical post-Conciliar leadership. At the October Interreligious Congress at Fatima, the Vatican’s own Archbishop Fitzgerald praised Father Dupuis saying “Father Dupuis yesterday explained the theological basis of the establishment of relations with people of other religions.” This is after Father Dupuis called the Council of Florence a “horrible text” that must be rejected. This is after Father Dupuis said that the purpose of dialogue is not to convert the “others” to the Catholic Faith, but to make “a Christian a better Christian, a Hindu a better Hindu”. The real issue here is not what is permitted by today’s progressivist leadership, but what is in accord with what the Church always believed and practiced.

Catholic Truth Betrayed

Today’s ecumenism and interreligious dialogue defy Catholic doctrine and tradition. According to this new orientation, conversion is an option, not an obligation. This is why Anglican clergymen are welcome to hold retreats at the Fatima Shrine, since ecumenism will not treat these men (and women?) as belonging to a heretical sect that endangers their salvation. No, they are merely “disciples of Christ” who do not quite possess the “fullness of the Faith” as do Catholics. Nonetheless, these non- Catholics are on their way to Heaven, so it is best for Catholics to dialogue with them, to work together to make the world a better place, to promote “dialogue, peace and personal relationships”; to engage in “shared spiritual resources” with non-Catholics.16 Most important of all, we must never depart from the First Commandment of Ecumenism, “Thou shalt not proselytize.”

In effect, ecumenism and interreligious dialogue denies the truth “outside the Catholic Church, there is no salvation”. Yet the Council of Florence, scorned by Father Dupuis, taught this truth infallibly:

“The Most Holy Roman Church firmly believes, professes and preaches that none of those existing outside the Catholic Church, not only pagans, but also Jews, heretics, and schismatics can ever be partakers of eternal life, but that they are to go into the eternal fire ‘which was prepared for the devil and his angels,’ (Mt. 25:41) unless before death they are joined with Her; and that so important is the unity of this Ecclesiastical Body, that only those remaining within this unity can profit from the sacraments of the Church unto salvation, and that they alone can receive an eternal recompense for their fasts, alms deeds, and other works of Christian piety and duties of a Christian soldier. No one, let his almsgiving be as great as it may, no one, even if he pour out his blood for the Name of Christ, can be saved unless they abide within the bosom and unity of the Catholic Church.”17
This de fide teaching was not invented at the Council of Florence. It is part of the Church’s ancient patrimony, taught consistently throughout the centuries. In fact, the formula within the Council of Florence is almost word-for-word from the writings of Saint Fulgentius who wrote around the 5th Century:

“Hold most firmly and in no way doubt, that not only pagans, but also all Jews and all heretics and schismatics, who terminate this present life outside of the Catholic Church, are going to go into the everlasting fire which has been prepared for the devil and his angels.”18
The Catechism of the Council of Trent, likewise teaches, “infidels, heretics, schismatics and excommunicated persons” are “excluded from the Church’s pale”.19
The Catechism of Pope Saint Pius X, centuries later, presents the same truth without change. It teaches, “Outside the true Church are: Infidels, Jews, heretics, apostates, schismatics and excommunicated persons”. It states further, “No one can be saved outside the Catholic, Apostolic, and Roman Church, just as no one could be saved from the flood outside the Ark of Noah, which was a figure of the Church.”20
This same teaching is repeated again and again and again throughout the centuries. It was Blessed Pope Pius IX who, combating the “liberal Catholics” of this day, said that to entertain opinions contrary to “outside the Church there is no salvation” is to be an “impious wretch”.21
It must not be forgotten that the human soul is in need of sanctifying grace for salvation, which only comes through the sacraments of the Catholic Church. Sure, we are told that those who are truly in invincible ignorance are not guilty of formal sin against the Catholic Faith; but they are certainly guilty of other sins which will condemn them to hell.22 Carol Robertson writes, “Not being in the state of grace, he [the unbaptized] will inevitably fall into mortal sin before long.” And she quotes the Council of Malines which teaches, “Man in the state of fallen nature, not healed by habitual grace, cannot long remain without mortal sin.”23 This is why the Catholic Church is absolutely necessary for salvation. This is why Our Lord told us in no-nonsense language, “Without Me you can do nothing!”

These teachings, then, are not issues wherein theology can “reform itself” to mean something different from what the Church taught for nearly 2,000 years. Vatican I solemnly proclaims, with the full weight of infallible authority, that we must understand Catholic doctrine “with the same meaning and in the same explanation” throughout the ages.24 A doctrine taught consistently by the ordinary and extraordinary magisterium of the Catholic Church can never be given a different meaning from the way the Church always understood it. Not even a Pope has the power to make such a change.25
This solid Catholic principle of the immutability of Catholic doctrine was enshrined in the Oath against Modernism, which reads in part:

“I sincerely receive the doctrine of the faith handed down to us from the Apostles through the orthodox Fathers, with the same meaning and the same explanation (eodem sensu eodemque sententia); and consequently I completely reject the heretical fiction of an evolution of dogmas, changing from one meaning to another, different from what the Church first held.”26 
“This Most Deplorable Error”

In a similar vein, the Popes throughout the centuries, and especially since the time of the French Revolution, condemned any activity that places the Catholic Church on equal footing with false religions. This is one of the many reasons for the Papal condemnations of Freemasonry, because it places all religions on the same plain. Pope Leo XII taught:

“A certain sect, certainly known to you, [Freemasonry, Ed.] and wrongfully arrogating the name of philosophy for itself has stirred up from the ashes the disorganized collections of almost all the errors. ... it teaches that ample liberty has been granted by God to every man to join any sect or to adopt any opinion which may be pleasing to him according to his own private judgement, without any danger to his salvation ...
“... it would be really impossible for the completely truthful God, who is Sovereign Truth itself, the best and most wise Provider, and Rewarder of the good, to approve of all sects that are teaching dogmas that are false and frequently opposed and contradictory to one another and to bestow eternal rewards upon the men who join these sects ...”27 

Yet the “deplorable error” condemned by the Popes — that a man may find salvation in any religion — receives the stamp of approval through the practice of ecumenism and interreligious dialogue.

Pope Gregory XVI likewise condemned this error in his Mirari vos arbitramur:

“Now we come to another very fertile cause of the evils by which, we are sorry to see, the contemporary Church being afflicted. This is indifferentism, or that wicked opinion which has grown up on all sides through the deceit of evil men. According to this opinion, the eternal salvation of the soul can be attained by any kind of profession of faith, as long as a man’s morals are in line with the standard of justice and honesty. You must drive out from the people entrusted to your care this most deplorable error on a matter so obviously important and so completely clear. For, since the Apostle has warned that there is one God, one faith, one baptism, those who pretend that the way to [eternal] beatitude starts from any religion at all should be afraid and should seriously think over the fact that, according to the testimony of the Savior Himself, they are against Christ because they are not for Christ; and that they are miserably scattering because they are not gathering with Him; and that consequently, they are most certainly going to perish forever, unless they hold the Catholic faith and keep it whole and inviolate.”28 
Pope Gregory XVI here merely restates the essential truth contained in the 4th Century Athanasian Creed, thus demonstrating the continuity of Catholic truth throughout the ages. The Creed begins: 

“Whosoever wishes to be saved must, first of all, hold the Catholic faith, which, unless a man shall have held it whole and inviolate, he will most certainly perish forever.” 

It concludes:

“This is the Catholic faith, which unless a man shall have believed it faithfully and firmly, he cannot be saved.” 

Today’s ecumenical and interreligious orientation runs contrary to these Divine truths. It invites Jacques Dupuis to an interfaith Congress to disparage defined dogma. It welcomes Hindus to perform pagan prayers at the Fatima Shrine’s Catholic altar, then attacks faithful Catholics who protest the outrage. It falsifies Catholic dogma, kills the Catholic missionary spirit, and leaves the non-Catholic in the darkness of his false religion. It effectively denies Our Lord’s words, “narrow is the way to salvation and few there are who find it”, and preaches the new masonic gospel that wide are the ways of salvation. It engages in endless, “I’m okay, you’re okay” dialogue, but never tells the non-Catholic he must abandon his errors and join the one true Catholic Church instituted by Christ for salvation. Never!

This is why Catholics must continue — and will continue — the forceful opposition to the interreligious orientation now underway at Fatima.

Five Quick Responses to Rector Guerra
Catholic Family News asked five of its writers to comment on Shrine Rector Guerra’s Communiqué where he attempts to justify the Hindu prayer service at Fatima. Their comments are as follows:
“Father Guerra, rector of the Fatima Shrine, has characterized those who have criticized his allowing a Hindu group to offer worship at Fatima as ignorant and ill-willed. To prove his first charge, he contradicts what the Hindu priest said about the group’s understanding of Mary as a Divine manifestation and insists, based on no evidence, that the Hindus’ understanding of Mary accords with the Catholic faith, which is entirely alien to their pantheism. To support his second charge, he portrays his critics as the enemies of unity. But to what sort of unity does the rector refer? He tells us. It is ‘the union which is possible between all Christians, all believers, and all men.’ Obviously, such a union must be based on something other than Catholic faith, as all Christians can include heretics and schismatics; all believers can include apostates; and all men can include atheists. Perhaps the rector should examine the nature of this union he so desires with great care before he prays to Our Lady of Fatima for the realization of it." -Edwin Faust
 

“Father Guerra apparently regards the Hindu’s remark that Mary is the ‘Holy Mother’ to be evidence that the devotions of the Hindu at Fatima are acceptable to God rather than sacrilegious. Since it is well known that Hindus regard the ‘Holy Mother’ to be 1) a goddess, 2) manifested through various ‘forms,’ including 3) the blood-drenched nightmare Kali and the cosmic prostitute Ramani, then it would appear that Father Guerra has more explaining to do. Equating Father Guerra’s earthly mother with a murderous psychopath and a prostitute would surely be unacceptable to him; why then does he casually accept the parallel analogy regarding his heavenly Mother Mary, the Mother of Our Lord?” -Craig Heimbichner
 

“Rector Guerra admits that a Hindu ‘priest’ was given access to the altar in the Capelinha, with Guerra’s permission, in order to sing — at this very altar and nowhere else on the grounds at Fatima — ‘a prayer which lasted a few minutes’. Prayers lasting a few minutes and sung before altars are nothing other than worship. Such prayers intoned by Hindus are Hindu worship. This activity, Guerra further admits, was intended to demonstrate ‘the union which is possible between all Christians, all believers, and all men ...’ And what ‘union’ is this? It is a ‘union’ that allows all religions, true and false, access to the Shrine at Fatima for their prayers before the altar of the Capelinha. Guerra convicts himself. Guilty as charged.” -Christopher Ferrara
 

“Since the Liberal and Modernist coup d’etat in 1958, with the election of Pope John XXIII, the Catholic laity has seen its most sacred traditions, beliefs, and customs violated and denied by the new Pharisees on their thrones. As we see again in this Communiqué, every outrage to the religion of our ancestors is made ‘palatable’ by means of assurances that nothing fundamental is being changed. The Message of Fatima is clearly the latest target for annihilation. What everyone since the early 20th Century understood to be the Catholic solution to the world’s problems, is being hijacked by those who believe in a new universal religion and a new mankind. I pray that Catholic gullibility will give way to Catholic resistance.” -Peter Chojnowski, Ph.D.
 

“Father Guerra ends his Communiqué with a prayer to Our Lady of Fatima to ‘strengthen our will for unity.’ But a unity achieved at the cost of the Catholic faith is a miserable unity indeed, and can only appeal to those who do not — or no longer have — the Catholic faith. Our Lady of Fatima asked for conversion to the Catholic faith, not the ecumenical apostasy apparently willed by Father Guerra. When he asks Our Lady to ‘deliver us from all spirit of dissension and controversy,’ I can imagine this prayer being answered by Father Guerra being removed from his position as Rector of the Fatima Shrine. This would go a long way towards delivering us from Father Guerra’s dissension from the Catholic faith, and the controversy his dissension has caused.” -Mark Fellows
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A personal letter from Jose Maria Horta e Costa, a close friend of the Bishop of Fatima
[For the record, this letter, source now untraceable, was received by me against enquiries made by me on the reports of the Vatican’s call for the Bishop and the Rector of the Fatima Shrine to resign pp. 12, 13.]

None of the above has been confirmed by the Vatican or the Portuguese Bishops Conference.

It is true that on September, one newspaper of the local Press here did report such news, but they were immediately rebuked by the Bishop’s Conference and the Vatican. The news did contain facts that are incorrect, like the Bishop’s Conference does not in any circumstance hold the power to make a Bishop resign or replace him. It is the Vatican exclusive prerogative to do so.

On the other hand, the Bishop of Fatima is becoming 75 years of age on June 2005, and he has publicly announced on several occasions and likewise to the Pope, that he is sick and would like to be replaced by than without delays. At the same time, it is also a confirmed fact that he has been asking from the Vatican for the last two years, that an auxiliary Bishop is appointed to help him during this transition, and probably to dilute the preponderance of the Rector’s decisions over matters at the Sanctuary of Fatima. 

It must also be said that the Bishop of Fatima is a very close personal friend of the Pope, with direct access to him, which often takes him to Rome, and leaves little room for mishaps between them two.

Whilst it has been confirmed on Television here, by the most important Portuguese Vaticanologist journalist Aura Miguel, member of the Press Room of the Vatican, and prominent member of the 55 journalists that accompany the Pope on his plane journeys and author of several books on the Pope and the Message of Fatima, and a very prominent member of the CL (Communione et Liberazione) movement in Portugal, that the visits to the Fatima Shrine by the Dalai Lama and some Hindu priests did cause perplexity and opposition by Cardinals at the Vatican, it is also true that it is an exclusive right of the Vatican to change that setting.

For the Portuguese public opinion the matter has been seen as follows:

First those visits did cause shock and discussion. There seemed to be a grave confusion between Ecumenism and Inter-religious dialogue, and the excess to let other religions conduct apparent religious ceremonies or rituals in Catholic consecrated holy places of veneration and celebration. The discussion and its potential positive contribute to change the situation and responsibles, didn’t gain anything by being taken by known fundamentalist like some Priest in Canada and/or Germany, who have long been foes of the Hierarchy in Fatima, with paid publicity campaigns in newspapers, that only amounted to reduce the credibility of this present debate, thus providing a cutting hedge between fundamentalist and tolerant views, whereas a right or wrong approach should have prevailed.

It is also known that the ongoing construction of the new Basilica in Fatima, due to be ready in 2 ½ years, costing some 50 million Euros, under the promotion of the Rector of the Sanctuary (Rev. Dr. Guerra), is generating a lot of exposure and criticism. It not only exposes the richness of the yearly contributions of pilgrims to the Sanctuary and his welloffness, but also has attracted discussion on its opportunity and basic usefulness. The fact that author of the project is a Greek Orthodox Architect and not a Catholic and preferentially Portuguese has also been under controversy.

As on other occasions and about other matters, it is well known that there people and currents inside the Vatican that would advocate a direct pontifical (meaning curial) control over some sanctuaries and institutions of the Church. It has been the case for long, about the intended control over the largest Catholic Italian magazine “Famiglia Cristiana” of the Paulist Congregation. Common to all those attempts is the cash-richness of the institutions or facts whose control is envisioned.

At this point in time my humble point of view is that the people of God can and should manifest his views in matters of sensibility towards his Church, but not accept the replacement of one manipulatory attempt by another.

Prayer seems therefore to be the first advisable approach on this matter, to safeguard unity and communion.

Bishop - Fátima open to all

http://www.freerepublic.com/focus/f-religion/1246693/posts 
The Portugal News October 16, 2004
The Bishop of Leiria-Fátima, D. Serafim Ferreira e Silva, has this week admitted to the existence of "enemies" of Fátima, saying many emanate from within the Catholic Church. Speaking at a press conference held at the Sanctuary, the Bishop preferred not to identify these "enemies", saying only that some of them are involved in "science or pseudo-science". He added he has personal instructions from the Pope to promote interfaith dialogue.

The Bishop used the conference to highlight the fact that the Fátima Sanctuary is open to all, including the "Dalai Lama or an agnostic, and to those who believe and to those who do not".
He further explained that he has "personal instructions" from the Pope regarding inter-religious dialogue.
The Bishop was reacting to recent news reports that stated the Vatican had reacted negatively to visits at the Sanctuary by the Dalai Lama and Hindu priests, along with the staging of an interfaith congress at Fátima a year ago.
The Bishop also reiterated his full confidence in the Rector of the Sanctuary, Luciano Guerra, during the press conference, shortly before the two clergymen prepared to lead the annual October 13 procession to the Sanctuary.
Furthermore, D. Serafim Ferreira e Silva also presented the minutes of the 2003 congress, citing the introduction of Bishop Michael Fitzgerald, who wrote: "It is obvious that the a Sanctuary such as Fátima, founded on an experience of faith, has to open itself to all categories of people".
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