    [image: image1.jpg]A Catholic Ministry for Exposing the Truth abaut Atternative Madicine, the Occult in Reiki &
Pranic Hesling and Oriental Spiritual Exercises of the New Age Movemant
For queries and dealed nformaton, piease cll on MICHAEL PRABHU
MICHAEL PRABHU, 412, Dawn Apartments, 22, Leith Castle South Street, Chennai 600 028, INDIA.
FRONDARKIESS TOLIGHT  Phone : +93 (44) 24611606,  s-mall : michaelprabhuGuent.net  website : wiww.ephesians511.net

||F|" || METAMORPHOSE





DISCLAIMER AND CAUTION 
This article is taken from a Traditionalist source. It was decided to include it for academic purposes since our site is accessed by visitors from all over the world who desire to be informed on the most serious issue of the Hinduisation of the Indian Church and the problem of New Age which, one must remember, is largely based on Hindu philosophical and religious beliefs and practices,  although this article itself may not have a direct concern with New Age. 
Though this site was originally intended to expose New Age error, it has been found almost impossible for us to avoid examining the “paganisation” of the Church issue. For example, when we studied the practice and propagation of yoga -- which is New Age -- by lay Catholics, priests and Catholic institutions, our research led us to discover that all of the protagonists of yoga were inevitably immersed in the use of Hindu ideologies, symbolism and rituals. The other way around, where “Indianised” masses are the preferred form, the arati-waving, OM-chanting, Bharatanatyam-dancing priests and religious who defend this “indigenisation” are often sympathetic to eastern meditations such as yoga, and other New Age practices. The dozens of shocking investigative reports and articles on our web site are ample evidence of that. 
One of the first casualties of the “adaptations” from Hinduism – or “Indian culture” as it is euphemistically termed -- is the Liturgy of the Holy Mass. It is in that context that this and several other articles -- and even a complete book or two -- have been or are being made available at this ministry’s web site. 
Their titles and links may be found on page 14.
Some of the contents of the present and similar articles are typical Traditionalist diatribe. Such erroneous positions would be all standard Traditionalist teachings concerning the “heresy” of Vatican Council II, the Novus Ordo Mass, etc. We trust that the reader possesses the formation and discernment to distinguish error from fact, of which latter there is enough to warrant that such articles be published at our site. 

Articles such as the ones in question must be read in consonance with those written by Catholics who agree that the Church in general and her liturgy in particular have been paganised through so-called inculturation, and also by those who don’t.
OCTOBER 2012
Paganisation of the Liturgy in India

http://www.einsicht-online.org/assets/download/e3408.pdf 
and

http://www.einsicht-online.org/assets/download/e3410.pdf 
By C.B. Andrade Ph. D.

[EXTRACT from: Einsicht – Römisch Katholische Zeitschrift –Credo ut intelligam, München, 34. Jahrgang, Nummer 8, Oktober 2004 and Nummer 10, Dezember 2004. www.einsicht-online.org]
Part I.

Much has been said and written, largely by knowledgeable traditionalist Catholic laymen, against that abomination known as the Novus Ordo Missae. These writings have made almost the entire Catholic world familiar with the many loathsome postconciliar changes in the liturgy of the true, traditional Mass: such changes as the alteration in the form of the Consecration of the wine (from "for many" to "for all men") which invalidates it; the introduction of rank heresy e.g., Eucharistic Prayer which states: "Father in Heaven - You alone are God -" thus denying the divinity of Christ and of the Holy Ghost; etc. But, not much, if anything, is known outside India, about the horrendous, pagan changes that have been introduced into the liturgy of the Mass in India, despite the massive and sustained opposition to them by the laity, and it is the purpose of this article to make the readers of "Einsicht" aware of the spiritual agony to which Indian Catholics have been subjected by the paganisation of the liturgy by the arrogant, dictatorial, autocratic and domineering Indian bishops and clergy, aided and abetted by harlot Rome. 
In this article (which will be in two parts) I propose to deal with the paganisation of the all-Holy Mass under two aspects: (i) The 12 points of adaptation and (ii) An order of the Mass for India, as concocted by the Director of the National Biblical Catechetical and Liturgical Centre (NBCLC) which is sponsored by, and is the responsibility of the Catholic Bishops' Conference of India (CBCI). 
The 12 Points of adaptation* 
Here are the 12 points of liturgical indigenisation (so-called) supposedly "approved" by the CBCI and the misnamed Sacred Congregation for Divine Worship (i.e., the late crypto-Jew Benno Cardinal Gut and Annibale Bugnini, Freemason and heretic) for adaptation to the Novus Ordo in India.

Although the word "indigenisation" is used, it is evident even to the meanest intelligence that the adaptations are a flagrant Hinduisation of the liturgy:

1. The posture during Mass, both for priests and faithful may be adapted to local usage, that is, sitting on the floor, standing and the like; footwear may be removed also.

2. Genuflections may be replaced by the profound bow with the anjali hasta.

3. A panchanga pranam by both priests and faithful can take place before the liturgy of the word, as part of the penitential rite, and at the conclusion of the Anaphora.

4. Kissing of objects may be adapted to local custom, that is, touching the object with one's fingers or palms of one's hands and bringing the hands to one's eyes of forehead.

5. The kiss of peace could be given by the exchange of anjali hasta and / or placing the hands of the giver between the hands of the recipient. (Writer's comment: the anjali hasta may be made to God (vide 2 above) or to mere man).

6. Incense could be made more use of in liturgical services. The receptacle could be the simple incense bowl with handle.

7. The vestments could be simplified. A simple tunic-type chasuble with a stole (angavastra) could replace the traditional vestments of the Roman rite.

8. The corporal could be replaced by a tray (thali or thambola thattu) of fitting material.

9. Oil lamps could be used in place of candles.

10. The preparatory rite of the Mass may include:

a) the presentation of gifts,

b) the welcome of the celebrant in an Indian way e.g., with a single arati, washing of the hands etc.,

c) the lighting of the lamp

d) the greeting of peace among the faithful is a sign of mutual re-conciliation.

11. In the "oratio fidelium" some spontaneity may be permitted both with regard to its structure and the formulation of the intentions. The universal aspect of the Church, however, should not be left in oblivion.

12. In the offertory rite and at the conclusion of the Anaphore the Indian form of worship may be integrated, that is, double or triple arati of flowers and / or incense and / or lights.

It would take up too much space to explain the Hindu connotations of each and every one of these 12 points but, for the benefit of non-Indian readers I will enlarge on some, the more objectionable, of these points.
*By the Vatican Directive Prot. N. 802/69 dated April 25, 1969, Twelve Points of Inculturation were permitted in India, page 23: NEW AGE GURUS 1 SRI SRI RAVI SHANKAR AND THE 'ART OF LIVING'
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/NEW_AGE_GURUS_1_SRI_SRI_RAVI_SHANKAR_AND_THE_ART_OF_LIVING.doc.
The anjali hasta

This is an out and out item of Hindu ritual. Mr. F. Parmanand, a quondam Hindu priest converted to Catholicism, writing in 'The Examiner' (the journal of the Bombay Archdiocese) of September 6, 1969 says that the anjali hasta is "an obeisance made by Hindu devotees to their minor gods and goddesses".
Mr. M. Rajareegam, M. Sc, B. Ed, a Hindu convert to Christianity, in a letter to the CBCI says about the anjali hasta: "I am a convert to Christ from an orthodox Hindu family and I value my faith more than anything on earth. I beg to add that I do innately perceive the inner meanings of Hindu symbols and gestures more than a born Catholic would do. Hence I wish to speak plainly and state that the innovations brought into the liturgy in recent years amount to, to speak the truth, a deplorable profanation of the Holy Name of God. Let me substantiate my statement.
"1) Introducing the Anjali Hasta in place of genuflection is too poor an expression of adoration.

Please consider the Hindu sastra which I quote below: Thus shall Anjali be made to god and others:

- Men folk shall make Anjali to Thirumurthi by raising the folded hands 12 inches above the head; to other gods, by placing the folded hands over the head; to gurus on the forehead; to kings and Pitha (father) on the mouth; to Brahmins on the chest; to madha on the stomach.

"To Pitha, Madha and Devas, men folk shall make the Anjali by ashtanga shashtangana. But the womenfolk shall make the Anjali to all persons cited above and to husbands by Panjanga Pranam.

"A careful reading on this sastra will disclose to any ordinary man that the anjali due to gods and men vary only in grade because all entities we perceive are God in different forms. This is the faith of the Hindus. There is no question of Creator and creature which is the fundamental truth for us Christians. To make use of a sastra that is built on pantheistic philosophy is tantamount to subscribing to that faith. Can we Christians do that? The Creator must be honored by the creature by a unique gesture of adoration, which is genuflection as accepted by the Church."
"The argument (put forward by the Hinduisers) that we give a new (Catholic) meaning to anjali hasta (by incorporating it into Catholic worship) is fantastic. How can Christians who number only two per cent (of the Indian population) venture to alter the meaning all along existing and held by 98 per cent of [India who are] Hindus?"

Arati

Arati is a Hindu ritual performed by married women and courtesans to counteract the influence of the evil eye and the looks of ill-intentioned persons. It is, therefore, rank superstition and has no place in Catholic ritual and worship.

It would serve no useful purpose to deal seriatim with the remaining points of Hinduisation, for the introduction of even one pagan ritual into our All-Holy Mass is profanation enough.
Ostensible Reasons for the Introduction of the Hindu Adaptations

The two main reasons given by the Indian bishops for the introduction of the 12 points of adaptation are:

1. The liturgical renewal envisaged by Vatican II necessarily included indigenisation of worship in keeping with the local cultures and religious traditions as is attested to very clearly (supposedly) by the constitution on the Sacred Liturgy (articles 37-40) and in other documents of Vatican II.

2. The slow progress of the Church in India (some 13 million Catholics after 20 centuries) is the result of the foreigners in the Church and because of the foreign garb (so-called) that the Church wears in consequence. Therefore the Church must wear Hindu garb in order to be able to exist and expand in India.

Vatican II Envisaged Indigenisation

Let us examine these two reasons. First, the reason that indigenisation was envisaged by Vatican II as part of the liturgical renewal. Leaving aside for the moment, that Vatican II was a heretical Council, did it really recommend incorporation of items of Hindu ritual into Catholic worship? What do articles 37-40 (quoted by the bishops) of the Sacred Constitution on the Liturgy (S.C.L) say? Here are the relevant parts:
"37. Even in the liturgy, the Church has no wish to impose a rigid uniformity in matters which do not involve the faith or the good of the whole community. Rather, she respects and fosters the spiritual adornments and gifts of the various races and peoples. Anything in their way of life that is not indissolubly bound up with superstition and error she studies with sympathy and, if possible, preserves intact. Sometimes in fact she admits such things into the liturgy itself as long as they harmonize with its true and authentic spirit", 
"38. Provided that the substantial unity of the Roman rite is maintained the revision of liturgical books should allow for legitimate variations and adaptions to different groups, regions and people, especially in mission land..."
"39. This number is not particularly relevant to the purpose of this article.

"40. In some places and circumstances, however, an even more radical adaption of the liturgy is needed and entails greater difficulties. Therefore:

- The competent territorial ecclesiastical authority mentioned in article 22, H 2, must, in this matter, carefully and prudently consider which elements from the traditions and genius of individual people might appropriately be admitted into divine worship. Adaptations which are judged to be useful or necessary should then be submitted to the Apostolic See, by whose consent they may be introduced".
It is true, therefore, that the S.C.L. does say that the Liturgy can be adapted to the local culture BUT:

- What is meant by local culture? It is nothing but the culture of the worshipping community (i.e. the Christian community). Even if it were taken for granted that local culture means national culture, surely Indian culture cannot be identified only with Hindu culture? Indian culture is a very complex phenomenon and a multitude of influences - Dravidian, Vedic, Greek, Turkish, Persian, Arabic, British, Portuguese, French, Buddhist, Muslim and Christian influences have gone into its making.

Mahatma Gandhi is quoted as saying: "Indian culture is neither Hindu nor Islamic nor any other wholly. It is a fusion of all". By what right, then can, - say genuflection, - be considered un-Indian?

Catholics in India have been doing it for hundreds of years and it can, therefore, be considered as Indian as the Muslim posture for prayer can be considered Indian.

- And, why do the Indian bishops stop at articles 37-40 of the S.C.L. in support of the adaptions?
Here are some other extracts from the S.C.L. which the bishops have neglected, (deliberately?) To quote:

a) "Finally, there must be no innovations unless the good of the Church genuinely and certainly requires them (...)."

b) "In the restoration and promotion of the Sacred Liturgy, the full and active participation of all the people is the aim to be considered before all else."

c) "In order that the Christian people may more securely derive an abundance of grace from the Sacred Liturgy, Holy Mother Church desires to undertake with great care a general restoration of the Liturgy itself.

d) "The rite of the Mass is to be revised in such a way that the intrinsic nature and purpose of its several parts, as also the connection between them, can be more clearly manifested and that devout and active participation by the faithful can be more easily accomplished." 
It is quite clear from these conciliar statements that the essential criteria for change were the genuine and certain good of the Church, and meaningfulness to, and better participation of, the faithful. If the good of the Church genuinely and certainly required it; if the introduction of Hindu gestures and symbols could lead to a better understanding of the Mass and to a greater participation in it, then such changes could be introduced, but not otherwise. Have these essential criteria been satisfied by the introduction of the 12 points? Did the good of the Church genuinely and certainly require them?

Has the Mass become more meaningful and the Indian Catholic a more devout participant in it because of the anjali hasta, arati etc.? The answer is to be had in the massive and persistent opposition over the years all over the country to these changes. Besides, many devout Catholics have left the Church and many more have stopped receiving the sacraments - or what is left of them after Vatican II. And, if the good of the Church genuinely and certainly required these changes - and it is now some 13 years since they were forcibly introduced - surely by now there should have been a spate of conversions to Catholicism and large numbers of Indian Catholics should have developed haloes around their heads.
Has the "good of the whole (catholic) community" not been 'involved' (S.C.L., article 37) and jeopardized by these Hindu innovations? The widespread, violent and sustained reactions against them give the answer to this question. Can the bishops of India honestly and in all conscience maintain that none of the 12 points is "indissolubly bound up with superstition and error"? (Article 37, S.C.L.) Two Hindu converts to Christianity, one of them (Mr. Parmanand) a quondam Hindu priest, categorically state the contrary. Such gestures as the anjali hasta (an obeisance made by Hindu devotees to their minor gods and goddesses, e.g. Lakshmi, Hanuman, Kali, Ganesh etc.) and the arati (a superstitions ritual for driving away evil spirits) are definitely not bereft of overtones of false belief, nor of the specific Hindu ideology underlying these beliefs.
Taking over ceremonies from a non-Christian religion is certainly blameworthy if the reason is to minimize existing religious differences. This is neither honest nor fair to the votaries of other religions to which these ceremonies lawfully belong and in which they have their full meaning. Indifferentism (all religions amount to the same thing) cannot be suggested and promoted without endangering the Faith or making it disappear.
This wrought-iron figure of Shiva (one of the 3 main gods in the Hindu pantheon doing his cosmic dance formed part of the grille-work of one of the windows of the N.B.C.L.C. 'church'. It was seen - and admired, no doubt - by all the Indian bishops, - but none of them objected. It depicts the Hindu "Teen Murthis", the big three - Brahma, Vishnu and Shiva - of the Hindu 'trinity'. But even Card. Parecattil (Eastern rite Archbishop of Ernakulam in Kerala) - that great champion of Hinduisation of the liturgy, - does not agree that there is anything in common between the Hindu "Teen Murthis" and the catholic Blessed Trinity.
On the subject of these Hindu adaptions here is an extract in extenso from an article, "Adaption – Indigenisation - Utilisation" by the late Dr. Paul Hacker, Professor of Indology, Minister, Germany: 
"The Church in India, though forming only a small minority of the total population (1-2 percent), is extremely variform in her ethnic, historical and even ecclesiastical conditions: for, besides the Latin rite, there are the Syro-Malabar and Syro-Malankara rites. The Catholics of the last two named rites form a comparatively large group which has been Christian since antiquity. Other Indian Christians stem from people who were converted since the 16th century. Few of the converts were formerly caste Hindus; the majority came from among the Adivasis (i.e. pre-Dravidian aborigines) and low caste people or outcasts (called Harijans). It is quite natural these people should have learned to believe and hope in God and to love Him in the forms that were prevalent at the time of their conversion.
"These forms were, and are, to them a ladder leading them up to the Triune Majesty. They had no idea that their conversion was an outcome of 'colonialism', that their Churches imitated European styles and that many of the statues and implements of cult were - if seen from the viewpoint of art - trash, and none of them felt hat the sooner all these things were replaced by things similar to those used in Hindu ritual, the better. No, such aesthetic and nationalistic considerations were and are foreign to them. There were - and I hope there still are - many Indian Catholics whose faith was joyful and fervent, and they were well aware that they, while professing the true, namely the Catholic religion lived among an overwhelming majority of non-Christians. It is quite natural that the very fact that their cult with its symbols, gestures and implements, and even the form of their Church buildings, differed from all that was known to be characteristic of Hinduism, was for them a profession of their faith and a constant reminder to remain faithful to the Church.
"If we keep this in mind, it is easy to understand that attempts at 'indigenisation'... as favored by the Indian Bishops Conference - have roused vehement opposition. Catholics rightfully felt the sanctuary threatens, sanctuary that made possible their union with God. Religion, after all, strives for union with God; it is not a manifestation of social togetherness or national feeling." - "In an incomparably higher degree than in the liturgical reforms that are being carried out in the West, the fundamental law of Christianity, which is charity, seems to have been violated in India... in a higher degree, because Indian Catholics feel paganism penetrating into the Church and thus the First Commandment infringed."

It is no use arguing (as the CBCI does) that all the 12 points of adaptation have no necessary association with Hindu worship. 
We must heed St. Paul's teachings which refer to analogous cases. In his epistle to the Romans, chap. 14, and in the 1st epistle to the Corinthians, chap. 8, the issue concerns meat of animals that had been immolated to idols: may a Christian eat such meat? The apostle decides the problem solely on the basis of charity. If a Christian knows that meat has been immolated to an idol, and if his conscience is hurt when he sees others eat such meat, or is himself expected to eat such meat, then it would be a sin to 'wound his conscience' and 'put a stumbling block in his way'. Now, all the 12 points of adaption have a much closer association with pagan cult with meat.

Every Indian knows they are part of Hindu worship. Therefore, the religious offence perpetrated on Indian Catholics... is really a very grave violation of charity."
Slow Progress of Church Due to Her Foreign Image

Is it really true that the seemingly slow progress of the Church in India (13 million Catholics in 20 centuries) is due to foreigners and the foreign image they have given her? Here is the answer given by an Indian priest who, obviously, has studied the matter deeply. He gives the following reasons, to mention only a few: The small number of labourers in a very vast harvest; the ancient philosophies and religious systems and mythologies of the country which are very difficult to overcome; schismatic and other Christian sects working alongside Catholic missionaries and causing confusion in the

minds of the Indian masses because of lack of uniformity of faith and behavior; the slow growth of the much needed native clergy; the inadequate supply of foreign missionaries and their understandable shortcomings and, to crown it all, the scandalous diversion and waste of huge resources in manpower and money which are side-tracked into activities which, instead of being used as a direct means of conversion are turned mostly into business propositions. "As the missionary spirit decreased and the craze for material gains increased, the Church was gradually discredited in the eyes of prospective converts, who, while taking full advantage of the opportunities offered to lift themselves up in every sphere, considered these activities as so many welfare schemes."
This diversion of activity (from preaching the Gospel to engagement in profit-making commercial schemes) had, moreover, the fatal result of throwing the whole burden of propagation of the Faith on fewer shoulders, already too busy and weighed down by the heavy task of catering to the needs of the existing Catholic communities, and consequently, with little or no time for the extension of the Church. Instead of recognizing sincerely and humbly that the above mentioned factors are the root cause of the slowness of evangelization in India, and instead of trying to do something practical and positive to remedy the situation by redoubling the work of propagation of the Faith, the only work for which the Church exists, "the so-called Indianizers, sitting comfortably in their ivory towers, financed by foreign money, claim to have discovered that the foreigners in the Church are responsible for the slowness of its progress in India and, consequently, have developed the strange theory that the Church needs to wear Hindu garb to be able to exist and expand in India."
The 12 Points introduced by Fraud*
The Indian bishops (with one or two notable exceptions) have adamantly and falsely maintained that the 12 points of Hindu adaptation were approved by the requisite majority of the CBCI and also by the Vatican (Consilium ad Exsequendam Constitutionem de Sacra Litúrgica). But what is the truth of the matter? The truth is that the adaptations had to be approved by a two-thirds majority of the Episcopal Conference (CBCI) before they could be presented to the Vatican for authorization. But they were approved by only a simple majority. (The number of bishops who voted 'placet' ranged from

34 to 40 out of 71 Bishops comprising the CBCI - for the various proposals of the 12 points). 
That a two-thirds majority of the entire episcopal conference was required for approval is clear from the following:

1. Bishop Ignatius Gopu's letter (Published in the 'New Leader', 20. August 1978): "Sir, To remove any possible wrong impression lurking in the minds of your readers, I request you to print the following relevant portion from His Grace Archbishop Lourduswamy's*) letter (to me) of August 11, 1969: '... but in fact those who voted placet (for the 12 points) ranged from 34 to 40 for the various proposals concerned and hence we have a clear two-thirds majority and even more for some proposals' -. A two-thirds majority in a 71 member house should be 47 placets."

2. Extract from the Proceedings of the (Rome) synod of Bishops 1977 Episcopal Conferences and 2/3 Majority.

To a question from bishop R.A. Villalobos of Costa Rica, the Secretary of the Commission, Msgr. R.C. Lara replied: "The new code states only a general principle valid for all episcopal conferences. It does not distinguish between large and small conferences. The principle is more or less this: Episcopal Conferences have legislative powers when it is granted to them by the law itself or in particular cases, by the Holy See. And in these cases, the decisions of the episcopal conferences have a binding force when they are approved by a majority (two-thirds) of the authorised members and are subsequently approved by the Holy See.
3. Extract from "Instruction for the Implementation of the Constitution of the Sacred Liturgy" 
"Chapter I: Some General Norms.

VI: Competent Authority in Liturgical Matters (Const. 22)

28. For the lawful enactment of decrees two-thirds of the votes taken by secret ballot are required".

It is crystal clear from the above that, for the lawful enactment of decrees, a two-thirds majority of the members, having a deliberative vote, of the competent territorial authority (i.e. the CBCI in this case) is absolutely necessary. Bishop Gopu makes it clear that there were 71 bishops having a deliberative vote in the CBCI when the vote on the 12 points was taken, and 2/3 of this number is 47.
Therefore, neither a simple majority nor the 34 to 40 placets mentioned by Archbishop Lourduswamy can validate the decision to introduce the 12 points despite the alleged approval of the Sacred Congregation of Rites in this matter.

Not that this so-called Sacred Congregation needed much deceiving, headed as it was by the Crypto-Jew Cardinal Gut (Prefect) and the Freemason Bugnini (Secretary). Incidentally the letter (Prof, iv 802/69 of April 25, 1969) sanctioning the 12 points was signed only by Bugnini (Secretary of the Congregation) and not by the Prefect Cardinal Gut also, and thus was invalid as both signatures are required for validity. Further, the Vatican sanction was given in what can only be described as indecent haste... i.e. within the short period of 10 days. Was this short period sufficient for the geniuses in the Vatican to decide whether or not the introduction of the 12 points was advisable; whether any (or all) of the points was innocuous and free of overtones of false belief? 

It is clear therefore, that the 12 points of Hinduisation were introduced into the liturgy in India and forcibly foisted on a reluctant laity, by a blatant, calculated, deliberate fraud which could have had no object other than a pre-meditated, cold-blooded destruction of the Mass and thus of the Church.
*That the "12 Points of Adaptation" were introduced "by fraud" is discussed by Fr Anastasio Gomes OCD in his book The Golden Sheaf and by Victor J.F. Kulanday in his book The Paganized Catholic Church in India, 1985, both of which will soon be made available at this ministry’s web site. Meanwhile, see pages 103 through 108 of MANTRAS, 'OM' OR 'AUM' AND THE GAYATRI MANTRA http://ephesians-511.net/docs/MANTRAS_OM_OR_AUM_AND_THE_GAYATRI_MANTRA.doc
You may also read NEW COMMUNITY BIBLE 04-THE ONGOING ROBBERY OF FAITH 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/NEW_COMMUNITY_BIBLE_04-THE_ONGOING_ROBBERY_OF_FAITH.doc.

"Ongoing Robbery of Faith" is a little book published in 1996 by Dr. Fr. P.K. George SJ.  I have reproduced it verbatim. Fr. George analyses 3 issues:
a) The newly translated Tamil Missal, 1993

b) The new translation of the Holy Bible in Tamil, 1995

c) A Tamil book titled "Yar Intha Yesu?" ["Who is this Jesus?"] by theologian Fr Paul Leon, 1995; it has the Imprimatur of a Tamil Nadu Bishop. 
Fr. George documents the serious errors in these books, including the new Tamil Bible, which have been perpetuated on the ignorant faithful. The priest insists that a fraud has been perpetrated on the Tamil Church, and more precisely, that Tamil Catholics have been blatantly lied to. The fraud or lie that he mentions is that the Bishops of the Tamil Nadu Bishops' Council [TNBC] stated that the contents of the new Missal were approved/authorised by Rome whereas they were not.
The so-called 'Church' of the NBCLC
It has the appearance of a Hindu temple. It has no cross but, instead, at the top of the tower-like structure (called a Gopuram) is a pot, known to Hindus as a "Kalasam", in which Hindus believe the spirit of that deity of the Hindu pantheon, to which the temple is dedicated, dwells.

This image cannot be a real Crucifix, for a Crucifix has the hands and feet nailed to the Cross. It cannot be an image of the Risen Christ either, for the Risen Christ is never depicted on a Cross. A close scrutiny of the picture reveals that the right hand is held in the Abhayamudra of Hindu symbolism; the left hand is held according to the Vareda mudra of Hinduism.

Note:

(*) D.S. Lourduswamy, Archbishop of Bangalore and Chairman of the Liturgy Commission at the time. Currently, Secretary of the Congregation for the Evangelization of Peoples, in Rome. He is the evil genius and arch-villain (along with his brother D.S. Amalorpavadoss) of the paganization of the liturgy in India.

Part II.

The national biblical, catechetical and liturgical centre (NBCLC) and an order of the mass for India 

In Part I of this article I dealt with the subject of the 12 Hindu gestures and symbols that had been forcibly and fraudulently introduced into the liturgy. That calculated heresy on the part of the Indian hierarchy and clergy was disgustingly horrendous enough but something even more diabolical was to follow and, as in the case of the 12 points of adaption, it was spewed forth from the septic focus of paganism within the so-called 'Catholic' Church in India - the National Biblical, Catechetical and Liturgical Centre, - a positively satanic organization spawned by the Catholic Bishops Conference of India (CBCI) spearheaded by two crypto-Hindus: D.S. Amalorpavadass. These two evil men are the architects and evil genius of the paganisation of the Church in India, ably aided and abetted by the majority of the Indian Bishops.

The NBCLC
What is the NBCLC? To the uninitiated, the name suggests a Catholic organisation, but it is not. It is nothing but a hot-bed of paganism, a hub from which heathen practices and beliefs radiate like the spokes of a wheel to permeate and saturate the fabric of what was once pure, reverent, solemn Catholic worship.

Physically, it is a sprawling complex of buildings constructed on a large area of urban land at the cost of some 60 lakhs of rupees (1.5 million DM, approximately) which, in a poor country like India, is a positively staggering and iniquitously wasteful sum. And this money was provided by MISSIO, an organisation run by the Bishops of West-Germany providing almost unlimited funds for the work of evangelisation mostly in the developing countries. 
It is therefore the German lay Catholic who gives his hard-earned money to MISSIO. The sole purpose of the NBCLC is to brainwash Catholics into Hinduism - a purpose that is evident from the very architectural style of the so-called 'Church' and its trappings as can be seen from the photographs an illustrations reproduced alongside this article.

Innumerable seminars have been held at the NBCLC and are regularly attended by 'priests' and a large number of 'nuns' - more dangerous than the sultan’s wives. These indoctrinated 'priests' and 'nuns' then return to their localities and institutions to disseminate the pagan poison they have imbibed at the seminars conducted at the NBCLC by poojari (Hindu priest) Amalorpavadass and his minions. The West-German lay Catholic is therefore donating money to MISSIO which is used to convert Catholics into Hindus.
The following extract from a letter to the CBCI by Fr. T. J. Chacko, Assistant Director, Pastoral Training Centre, Imphal, Manipur, who attended the NBCLC's tenth Intensive Training Course throws much light on the character of that Institution and on the so-called training imparted at its seminars.

Fr. Chacko writes:

Interpersonal Relationship (IPR)

"One of the highlights of the course was the fostering of IPR. Besides the many lectures on IPR, we had a night-long discussion on sex relationship, physical expressions of love etc. It started at 8.30 p.m. and lasted till 2.30 a.m. of the following morning, which was short compared with the one during the previous course, which lasted till 4 a.m. Most of the participants persevered till the end anxiously and curiously waiting for the solemn conclusion given by the Director as to how far and how deep one can go in fostering IPR. The happy and infallible conclusion given by the Director in short was:

'Let us begin from the end, say, sexual intercourse; of course that is not allowed by the Church. But there are opinions that permit even that. I don't hold it, and the magisterium does not permit it. (Nor do I condemn it as none has the right to condemn.) As the attraction towards each other is good and normal, so also the physical expression of love is good and normal. Of course, we have to be mature and honest, respect each other's feelings, agree as to what sign to use and must not scandalise anyone... etc.'
"From this one can logically conclude the necessary consequences that would follow within the walls of the NBCLC of the CBCI, where all are taken to be mature and honest and well-instructed in IPR. No wonder, quite a few priest-nun pairs emerged and were noted deepening their IPR often through the greater part of the night, some even spending weekends together elsewhere. Of course no one has the right to judge or get scandalized. Even if all this is natural and normal for those who are mature and learned, as our director, many of us thought that it is a little too early to go that deep, as most of us are not that mature, especially, as the Church's law of celibacy is not yet abolished."
Nothing I could say about the NBCLC would give the readers of EINSICHT a clearer picture of the true character of that institution and his Director. From what Fr. Chacko has written the place appears to be nothing but a "house of ill-fame". And let me add that no action was taken by the CBCI either to reprimand the director of the NBCLC or to intervene in any way to change the character of that iniquitous, pagan, heretical and scandalous institution. If the Indian Bishops were true bishops they would have excommunicated Director Amalorpavadass, kicked him out into the gutter where he belongs and closed down the NBCLC which is a scandal to the Faith and a monument to iniquity. But, perhaps, the Indian Bishops adopted a policy of laissez faire towards the NBCLC and its Director in the hope that they themselves might have the opportunity of practical participation in one of Amalorpavadass1 IPR classes!
An order of the mass for India

The following is the liturgy of the 'Mass' concocted by Amalorpavadass and used regularly in the NBCLC and several convents and other so-called 'Catholic' centers in India with the full approval of the CBCI: 
(The 'Order of Mass' can be ordered from the editor, EINSICHT)

Some comments on the 'Indian Mass'

(The serial numbers are those of the text of the ritual.)

No. 1(b): Washing of hands and feet before entering 'the place of worship' (why not call it a church, if it is one) is unknown in the liturgy of the Church; it is a Muslim custom, whereas Hindus take a bath which could not very well be done in the bitter cold of North India. The 'Commentary' at the end of No. 1 is the worst passage of the whole text clearly revealing the intention of its author(s). It does not contain any Christian, let alone Catholic term. According to it the celebration has to be a national one, for national purposes, in national religious forms. Thus, it ceases to be Catholic (i.e. universal).

No. 2: In the 'Commentary' the celebrant is called 'a sign' of Christ. Certainly not! If he is a Catholic priest, he acts in the person of Christ (a doctrine denied by protestantism) which is much more than being only 'a sign'. The celebrant is greeted with arati (the waving of a lighted lamp before his face). Walker's "Hindu world" Vol.11, London 1968, says that the "object of the arati rite is to please the deity with bright lights and colours and also to counteract the evil eye" (P.

609). Dubois-Beauchamp, in their famous "Hindu manners, customs and ceremonies" Vol.1, Oxford 1897, tell us that arati is one of the commonest religious practices of the Hindus. It is performed by married women and courtesans; the object is to counteract the influence of the evil eye and any ill-effects arising from the jealous and spiteful looks of ill-intentioned persons. It is performed over distinguished persons or those of high rank, elephants, horses, domestic animals, idols etc. Therefore, arati used at the beginning of the celebration of the Mass is apt to create the impression that a pagan ceremony is about to follow. This impression is fortified by what follows immediately. [Emphasis theirs]
No. 3: The celebrant greets the community with 'OM' and words in Sanskrit which have no Christian meaning but reflect Hindu polytheism. This is definitely the case with the word 'OM' (our 'AUM'). Abbé Dubois, who completed his work about 160 years ago, says that the Brahmins of his time tried to keep the real meaning of this word ('OM') a profound secret and the greater number of them did not even understand it. He himself did not have much doubt that 'OM' is "the symbolic name of the Supreme Being, one and indivisible". 
But Beauchamp, the editor of Dubois' book, added in a footnote, quoting an unnamed authority: "As long as there has been a Hindu Faith the power of sound has been recognized in the Sacred word. In that word lie all potencies, for the Sacred word expresses the one and latent Being, every power of generation, of preservation and of destruction..." Walker notes that 'OM' is the most solemn of the most powerful class of mantras (magic words) and magical utterances, called bijakshara. Every true bijakshara mantra ends with a nasal sound actually going over in a kind of 'vibration'. The bijakshara are used to worship the deities like Siva, Ganesa, Lakshmi etc. The brief Mandukya Upanishad is entirely devoted to the mystic syllable OM. "It is compounded of three sounds: "a u m", representing the three Vedas (Rig, Tajur, Sama), the three worlds (heaven, atmosphere, earth), the three universe, which are, as it were, gathered to a point within it, it is used for invocations, affirmations and blessing and at the commencement and termination of prayer, meditation or work. It is said to be the mystical quintessence of the entire cosmos... the monarch of all sounded things, the mother of vibrations, and the key to eternal wisdom and power". (Vol. II, pp 103-104) [Emphasis theirs]
No. 5: Enhances the impression that one is present at a Hindu ceremony because it begins with what is called Shuddi. Walker's Encyclopedia states that sadhana (purification) and suddi (purity) play a vital part in Hindu religious observance; they are related to the concept sancha (cleanliness) and he who practices this "is qualified to witness the Self." 
The Commentary to No. 5 says that the five-fold suddi is meant to remove "all the barriers that stand in the way of... the wholeness of our person, our oneness (instead of unity) with the community of men and our total harmony with the universe*". There is not a single Christian word in all this; it is all Hindu and many OMs have to be said to make the five-fold suddhi effective. Christ did not practice the ritual washings and purifications of the Jews and the Apostles abolished them, except one: - the Holy Sacrament of Baptism. [Emphasis theirs]
But now these washings and purifications have again been fully introduced in the order of worship by Amalorpavadass in order to turn Christian worship into a Hindu ceremony. What a betrayal of Christian principles and practice! 
*Fr. Van der Ploeg did not recognize it but this is pure New Age, introduced into the "Indian Mass"!
No. 11: After the complicated ritual purification, a lamp is lighted and the commentary proceeding No. 11 says that by the ritual purification "all barriers of sin have been removed and all darkness of sin dispelled". This is a typically Hindu idea. In the Catholic religion, only in an act of full contrition and in the Sacraments of Baptism and Penance does God forgive our sins; not by mere ritual.
No. 13: The light, thought to symbolize the presence of God among us, is venerated by celebrants and the congregation by touching it with their finger tips and bringing the fingers to the eyes. This ceremony is totally unknown in Christianity and after all the preceding Hindu worship, gives the clear impression of fire worship which is still very much alive in India as everybody knows, and not only among the Parsees. Indeed, it is not only an impression, for fire worship and sun worship are both propagated by the NBCLC.
No. 14: Homage to the Bible. This is taken from Protestantism, which has a real cult of the Bible.

Catholics and the Eastern Orthodox venerate the book of the Gospels because it represents Christ, the invisible Head of the Church, the High Priest of our faith, the one who is represented (not only symbolized) by the priest at the altar. The Bible (and not the Gospels) is incensed while the celebrant sings "Brahma is truth, knowledge infinite". Brahma is, as is well known, no Christian, but a Hindu deity, the first god of the Hindu triad. He who prays to Brahma denies his Christian faith and adores the Golden Calf.

The readers (of the Old Testament, Epistles and Gospels) are blessed by the celebrant, not with the sign of the Cross but with a Hindu gesture of the hands called mala mudra (mudra = 'seal'; gesture). Readings are from the Old Testament, the Epistles and the Gospel (although passages from the Hindu Scriptures are read by many who perform this 'Hindu Mass'). Between the first and second readings there is a chant in Sanskrit. [Emphasis theirs]
No. 21: There is now a procession of gifts in which "the whole universe and all mankind are brought back to God through Jesus Christ in the Eucharist". This idea, taken as a symbol, is wrong. The Holy Eucharist belongs to the covenant concluded between God (Christ) and the faithful, as the words of the Institution (Consecration) clearly say. All the gifts are to be laid (if possible) on the little table, called peeta, behind which the celebrant is squatting all the time, watching the congregation. According to No. 23 the celebrant invokes "the spirit of the Father" on the offerings (on all of them, not only on the bread and wine). According to Christian thought and eucharistic practice, this is nonsense. It also does not appear that we have to do with the Holy Spirit, the Third Person of the Holy Trinity. European modernists like to speak of "the Spirit of the Father".
No. 23: OM is repeated 8 times. The author never gets enough of this mantra and repeats it often in the Hindu way. The more it is repeated the more powerfully it is said to work. [Emphasis theirs]
No. 24: Mentions the "Eucharistic Prayer" but does not quote it. This makes one suspicious, because if one of the approved canons is to be used, at least the shortest of them might have been quoted. But it is known that there is also an "Indian canon", forbidden even by Rome but still used.

So the silence of the formula leaves room for illegal texts.

The 'Canon' is followed by a communion rite which is introduced by the celebrant in a few words called Prasada mantra. Prasada has a special and very living meaning in Hindu worship as everybody in India knows. It means the food given to the gods and, from the use of this word, one gets the impression that a magical ceremony is to follow, resembling Hindu temple worship. The Blood of Christ is not called by its name, but is called nectar which, in Hindu mythology is the drink of the gods, giving them immortality (as in Greek mythology). Sure, the Eucharist is for us the "food of immortality", but the taking over of a term (and necessarily its underlying idea) from a living religion is one more item of syncretism intended to mislead the faithful, especially those who might come to the Church from a Hindu environment. [Emphasis theirs]
No. 28: Nowhere in the text is it clearly said that the bread and wine have been changed into the Blood of Christ. The words used do not need to have more than a symbolical meaning.
No. 31: Manasa puja! Flowers, a light and a vessel of ointment are placed on the peeta table. A manasa is, again, a magic text, a mantra. The author of this liturgy never gets enough of giving the impression that he is practising magic. In the Oriental rites (and originally in the Latin as well) nothing could be placed on the altar except the Gospel, the Cross and the holy vessels and their contents needed for Mass. [Emphasis theirs]
No. 32: The celebrant tells God that the faithful "feel our limbs are made glorious by your touch" (a not very Christian expression) and that God has made Himself known to us today in "the breaking of the bread". Again, no clear expression of the eucharistic doctrine of the Church.

No. 34: The words of what is called the "solemn blessing" of the celebrant (nowhere called priest) mention a "God beyond all name and form"... "who became manifest in Jesus Christus" (this is the language of the modernists of Europe; God became man in Jesus Christ, who is a divine Person)... "the indweller in the cave of your hearts". All these words can be understood with a pantheistic Hindu meaning (Christ mentioned as an avatar (in Hindu mythology, the descent to earth and incarnation of a deity); they are not specifically Christian. [Emphasis theirs]
To conclude: The impression one gets from this strange rite is that of a curious mixture of Hindu and Christian elements. It deliberately tries to do away as much as possible with the distinction between Hinduism and Christianity and also between Catholicism and Protestantism. It tries to suppress the unique character of the Christian religion and consequently of Catholic worship. A liturgy like this concoction of Amalorpavadass has never been produced in the whole of Christianity, and it is a deliberate, premeditated break with the whole tradition of the Church.

This is not only serious but bad because he has introduced Hindu worship into the Church in India, spurred by the false idea that liturgy should be national and that there are no "false religions" in India. His syncretistic liturgical blend will not attract any intelligent Hindu to the Church, but will create a new sect, a Hindu-Christian one, and it remains to be seen whether this will be predominantly Christian or Hindu.

The comments on the 'Indian Mass' are taken with some adaptations from an article by L P. H. Van der Ploeg O.P.*
*I believe the author means Dominican priest J.P.M. van der Ploeg O.P., (1909-2004), one of the authors of 
"The Golden Sheaf – A Collection of articles from The Laity monthly dealing with current ecclesiastical aberrations and written by Indian and international writers of repute" edited by Dr. A. Deva, published by Elsie Mathias for the [Cardinal Valerian] Gracias Memorial publications of the ALL INDIA LAITY CONGRESS, released at the Inauguration of the Fifth Annual Convention of the A.I.L.C., May 14, 1980 at Tiruchirapalli.
Victor Kulanday’s book "The Paganized Catholic Church in India" [see page 6] is of 180 pages plus 12 pages of Introduction etc., with an additional 144 pages of Appendix. Kulanday believed that the paganization of the Church was virtually complete when he wrote this book, in 1985. Hence the title. Concerning Fr. Van der Ploeg, I reproduce the following information, page numbers in brackets, from Kulanday’s book:
At this stage, it is my duty to state that an intellectual rebuttal to Fr. Amalorpavadas’ booklet Gospel and Culture was made by the internationally known theologian and Bible scholar Prof. Dr. J. P. M. van der Ploeg, Professor in Nijmegen University, Holland, and member of the Royal Dutch Academy of Sciences of the Netherlands. Prof. Ploeg’s rejoinder to Gospel and Culture is The Banyan Tree published by the All India Laity Congress as a Cardinal Gracias Memorial Publication in 1979. In it, the learned Professor knocks the bottom of most of Amalorpavadas’ imaginary theories and half-baked ideas. 

Prof. Ploeg writes, "Amalorpavadas is obsessed by his idea of “Indianisation” and he puts it on the same level as the Incarnation! Amalorpavadas says there is “no preaching of the Gospel (evangelisation) without inculturation”. Prof. Ploeg comments, “One who reads these words cannot but be astonished that Fr. Amalorpavadas has a false idea of the Church.”

Prof. Ploeg is surprised at the fantastic state-ment of Amalorpavadas "one cannot believe in the Incarnation without an ongoing inculturation in the life and ministry of the church". Again no comment, this was never in the Credo.

Amalorpavadas writes on p 26 of his booklet:
"The Pope is the visible principle of unity, the bond of charity and President of the Universal fellowship of churches. His ministry of presiding is a humble service and not domination, unification is realized from within by inspiration and not by imposition or uniformity from without". Is this true, asks Prof. Ploeg.
The great theologian of the Nijmegen University - adds: In these words the Catholic doctrine on the function and the powers of the Bishop of Rome, the Successor of St. Peter, is obscured and implicitly denied".

This is not surprising since Amalorpavadas is one of the Chief innovators of the idea of a Church OF India totally independent of Rome. But what is MOST SURPRISING is that there has been NO protest or action against the author of Gospel and Culture either from the Bishops Conference of India or from Rome. He is so well entrenched in his upstart revolt that no one dare say boo to him. Amalorpavadas goes to the extent of saying that if Christians "find it difficult in practice to accept customs, signs and symbols of other religions it is because they were trained to think that the other religions are erroneous, idolatrous, magical and superstitious". He is unconsciously paying a rich tribute to the Christians of India whose faith and faith education has been so good that they realise that Christ alone and the church alone saves them while other religions with their mumbo-jumbo are false. The future generation may not be able to say so because they are being brainwashed with a Catechism authored by Amalorpavadas which will not confirm them in the faith but only sow doubts and confusion in their minds.  It is very clear from Amalorpavadas ideas and propaganda that [his] inculturation includes "religious traditions as part of the total reality". [124-126]
Chapter IV. Indian Rite Mass – Totally Pagan Melodrama

Prof. Dr. J. P. M. van der Ploeg gives a very studied explanation of the Indian Mass and calls it "An example of inter-religious syncretism". (Please see Appendix VI*) [66]
[…] From the detailed description of the entire illicit mass along with the annotations given above it would be clear that this is NOT A HOLY MASS the Sacrifice on Calvary. Prof. Dr. van de Ploeg's comments (Appendix No 6*) will further elucidate the nature of this so-called mass. [77]
*THE "INDIAN MASS"

An Example of lnterreligious Syncretism

Prof. J.P.M. van der Ploeg O. P.

The Laity of October 1979 published the text of a so-called "Indian-Mass', without comment. It needed no comment at that moment, the text is bad enough and everybody can see this. But at the request of the Editor of this journal, I would like to give my impressions. 

Some years ago I was present at the celebration of one "Indian Mass" in the chapel of a convent of nuns in the Holy city of Rome. At first the young Indian priest, with his band of drummers (it was too cold for them to be bare-bodied, Indian style), did not like to admit me, he evidently did not want me as a witness. But I insisted and what I witnessed was a curious mixture of Hinduism, Protestantism and Catholicism. It had also a "central theme", according to modern fashion (taken over from Protestantism), called ...liberation (how original!). The celebration was not worth being called a Catholic Mass. The text now published by the Laity reminded me of what I saw in Rome. Here are my impressions. I follow the numbers of the ritual published
Nr 1, b. The washing of hands and feet before entering "a place of worship" (why not call it a church?) is unknown in the liturgy of the Catholic 'Church: it is a Muslim custom, whereas Hindu's take a bath. In the North of India bath could not well be done in winter time. At the end of Nr. I there is an official "Commentary". This is one of the worst passages of the whole text, revealing the intention of its author(s) of the Indian Mass. It does not contain any Christian, let alone Catholic term. According to it, the celebration has to be a national one, for national purposes, in national religious forms. Thus it ceases to be Catholic (universal).
HINDU PRACTICE
Nr. 2. In the "commentary" the celebrant is called "a sign" of Christ. No! If he is a Catholic priest, he acts in the person of Christ (a doctrine denied by Protestantism), which is more than being only a sign. The celebrant is greeted with arati (the waving of a lightened lamp before his face) - Walker's Hindu World, Vol. II (London 1968) informs, us that "the object of the arati rite is to please the deity with bright lights and colours and also to counteract the evil eye" (p. 609). Dubois-Beauchamp, in their famous Hindu Manners, Customs and Ceremonies, Vol. 1, Oxford 1897, state that arati is one of the commonest religious practices of the Hindu's. It is performed by married women and courtesans; the object is to counteract the influence of the evil eye and any ill-effects arising from the jealous and spiteful looks of ill-intentioned persons. With this intention, it is performed over persons of high rank or distinguished persons, over elephants, horses, domestic animals, idols, Therefore, arati, used at the beginning of the celebration of the Holy Eucharist is apt to create the impression that a pagan ceremony is to follow. This impression is strengthened by what follows immediately (3).

OM TOTALLY HINDU
Nr. 3. The celebrant greets the community with OM and words in Sanskrit which have no Christian meaning, but may reflect Hindu polytheism. This is definitely the case with the mantra OM (or Aum). Dubois, who completed his work about 100 years ago, states that the Brahmins of his time tried to keep the real meaning of this sacred word a profound secret, and the greater number of them did not even understand it. He himself did not have much doubt that OM is "the symbolic name of the Supreme Being, one and indivisible" (1, 143). But the editor Beauchamp added in a note, quoting an unnamed authority: 
'As long as there has been a Hindu, Faith, the power of sound has been recognized in the sacred Word. In that word lie all potencies, for the sacred word expresses the one and latent Being, every power of generation, of preservation, and of destruction", (1.c.) Walker notes that Om is the most solemn of the most powerful class of mantra's (magic words) and magical utterances, called bijakshara. Every true bijakshara mantra ends with a nasal sound, actually going over in a kind of "vibration". The bijakshara are used to worship the deities, like Shiva, Ganesha, Lakshmi, etc. The brief Mandukya Upanishad is entirely devoted to the mystic syllable Om. "It is compounded of three sounds, a u m, representing the three Vedas (Rig, Yajur, Sama), the three words (heaven, atmosphere, earth), the three chief deities (Brahma, Vishnu, Shiva). Embracing all the secrets of the universe, which are, as it were, gathered to a point within it, it is used for invocations, affirmations and blessing and at the commencement and termination of prayer, meditation or work. It is said to be the mystical quintessence of the entire cosmos . . . -the monarch of all sounded things, the mother of vibrations, and the key to eternal wisdom and power" (Vol. II, 103-1 04). 

Considering the above, I get the impression (in nr. 3) that the mantra Om, by which the (Sanskrit) invocation in the "Indian Mass" begins, introduces Hindu worship. I am confirmed in this impression by the word “fullness”, repeated seven times, the words "to proceed", repeated twice, "to remain" said once and "peace" said three times (according to the English translation of this Mass text).

Nr. 5 I get still more the impression that I am present at a Hindu ceremony, because it begins with what is called Suddhi. Walker's Encyclopedia tells that sodhana (purification) and suddhi (purity) play a vital part in Hindu religious observance; they are related to the concept saucha (cleanliness) and he who practices this "is qualified to witness the Self". The "Indian Mass" text published in The Laity has a commentary, stating that the five-fold suddhi is meant to remove "all the barriers that stand in the way of … the wholeness of our person, our oneness (instead of "unity") with the community of men and our total harmony with the universe".

There is no Christian word in this, it may all be Hindu and many OMs have to be to said make the five-fold suddhi effective. Jesus did not practice the ritual washings and purifications of the Jews and the apostles abolished them except one: the holy sacrament of Baptism.

But now they are again fully introduced in the way of worshipping by Amalorpavadass to make Christian worship look like the Hindu one. What a complex of inferiority and betrayal of Christian principles and practice are revealed by this! 

FIRE WORSHIP

After the complicated ritual purification, a lamp is lighted and the commentary, preceding Nr 11, says that by the ritual purification, all the barriers of sin have been removed and all darkness of sin dispelled." This is a typically Hindu idea; in Catholic religion 'only in an act of full contrition and in the sacraments of baptism and penance God forgives our sin, not by mere ritual activity. Sure, this is not said explicitly in Amalor's text, but it is the impression we get from, and which a Hindu necessarily gets also.

Only Sanskrit words are used; which only a few learned among the faithful may understand. This enhances the magic impression of the scene. There is again the repeated humming of Om.
13. The fire, presumed to symbolize the presence of God among us, is venerated by celebrants and faithful by touching it with their finger tips and bringing the fingers to the eyes. This ceremony is totally unknown in Christianity and after all the preceding Hindu worship gives the impression of fire worship. This is still very much alive in India as everybody knows, not only among the Parsi's (Fire worship and sun worship are both propagated by the NBCLC Bangalore (Ed.)
14. Homage to the Bible. This is taken over from Protestantism; which has a real cult of the Bible. The Catholics and the Eastern Orthodox venerate the book of Gospels, because it is representing Christ, the invisible Head of the Church, the High Priest of our faith, the one who is represented (not only symbolized) by the priest at the altar. The Bible (and not the Gospel) is incensed at the "Indian Rite" mass whilst the celebrant sings "Brahma is truth, knowledge infinite". Brahma is, as we all know, no Christian, but a Hindu deity, the first god of the Hindu Triad. He who prays to Brahma denies Christian faith or adores the molten calf.
The readers are blessed by the celebrant, not with the Christian sign of the cross but with a Hindu gesture of the hands called mala mudra (mudra - "seal", gesture). Readings are from the Old 'Testament, the Epistles and the Gospel. Between the first and the second, a chant in Sanskrit, Hindu scriptures are not mentioned, but one remembers that Fr. Amalor in 1974 held a seminar on Non-Biblical Scriptures to introduce them into "Indian" Liturgy, and published the lectures after a few months in a thick volume.

(Hindu Scriptures are read by many who perform this "Hindu Mass' Editor).

A NEW RELIGION?
During the non-Hindu lectures at this Indian Mass one may get the impression that a blend of Hindu and Jewish-Christian worship is going on and that Christians are practising are the example of the Sikhs, a new religion, coming from Hinduism.

There is now (21 ss.) in the "Indian Mass" a procession of gifts in which "the whole universe and all mankind are brought back to God through Jesus Christ in the Eucharist. Besides the fact that it is most difficult, or rather impossible, to don this in a procession, the idea taken as a symbol, is wrong. The Holy Eucharist belongs to the covenant concluded between God (Jesus Christ) and the faithful, as the words of the institution (consecration clearly say. All the gifts are to be laid (if possible on the little table called peeta behind which the celebrant is squatting all the time, watching the congregation. According to nr.23 the same celebrant invokes “the spirit of the Father” on the offerings (on all of them, not only on bread and wine). 
According to Christian thought and eucharistic practice this is nonsense. It also does and appear that we have to do with the Holy Spirit, the Third Person of the Holy Trinity. European modernists like to speak of “the spirit of the Father”. But the ceremony may have been imperfectly represented in the text published.
Nr. 23. Eight times Om is said; the author never has enough of this mantra and repeats it often in the true Hindu way. The more it is repeated, the more powerfully it is supposed to work.
Nr. 24B mentions the "Eucharistic prayer", but does not quote it. This makes us suspicious because if one of the approved canons is to be used, at least the shortest of them might have been quoted. But we know that there is also an "Indian canon" forbidden by Rome, and still practised. So the silence of the formula leaves room for illegal texts.
A MAGICAL CEREMONY
The Canon is now followed by a Communion Rite. This is introduced by the celebrant in a few words called Prasada mantra. Prasada has a special and very living meaning in Hindu worship, as in, India everybody knows, it often means the food given to the gods, and, from this word one may get the impression that a magical ceremony is to follow, remembering temple worship. The blood of Christ is, not called by its name, but is called nectar. ln Hindu mythology nectar or amrita is the drink of the gods, giving them immortality (as in Greek mythology). Sure, the Eucharist is for us a 'food' of immortality" (immortalitatis alimonia), but the taking over of a term (and necessarily the underlying idea) from another living religion is one more item of syncretism, apt to mislead the faithful, especially those who might come to the Church from a Hindu environment.
Nr. 28. We remark that nowhere in the text it is clearly said that the bread and the wine have been changed into the Body and Blood of Our Lord. The words used do not in fact have more than a symbolical meaning.
Nr. 31. Manasa puja! Flowers, light and the vessel of ointment are placed on the small peeta-table. A manasa is again a magic text, a mantra. The author never gets enough of making the impression that he is practising magic. On the Oriental rites (and originally in the Latin one as well) nothing could be placed on the altar-table except the Gospel, the Cross and the holy vessels and their contents needed for Mass.
Nr. 32. The celebrant tells God that the faithful "feel our limbs are made glorious by your touch" (a not very Christian expression), and that God made known himself to us today in "the breaking of the bread". Again- no clear expression of the Eucharistic doctrine of the Church.
Nr. 34. The words of what is called the "solemn blessing" the celebrant (nowhere called priest) mentions a "God beyond all name and form …"who became manifest in Jesus Christ" (this is the language of the modernists of Europe; God became man in Jesus Christ, who is a divine Person) … "the indweller in the cave of your hearts". All these words may be understood with a pantheistic Hindu meaning (Christ mentioned as an avatar); they are not specifically Christian. Fortunately the last words of the whole ceremony are Christian ( a quotation from 2 Cor 13: 13).
We conclude. The impression we get from this strange rite is that of a curious mixture of Hindu and Christian elements. It purposely tries to do away as much as possible with the distinction between Hinduism and Christianity, and also between Catholicism and Protestantism. It tries to hide the unique character of the Christian religion, and consequently of Catholic worship. A liturgy like that of Fr. Amalor has never been produced in the whole of Christianity. The Holy Mass contains Jewish elements, but no pagan ones and introducing them lavishly into the holy liturgy, Fr. Amalor purposely breaks with the whole tradition of the Church 

This is not only most serious, but bad. He wishes to introduce Hindu worship into the Church of India, led by the false idea, that liturgy should be national and that there are no 'false religions" in India. His syncretistic liturgical blend will not attract any intelligent Hindu to the Church, but it will break the Church's unity. In this way a new sect will be born: a Hindu-Christian one, and it remains to be seen whether this will be predominantly Christian or Hindu. 

Fr. Amalor s activities destroy peace in 'the Church. But true revolutionaries do not mind their victims. Instead of promoting the virtue and the holiness of the Church and her members, they are obsessed by the idea of making the Kingdom of God, which is not of this world, "Indian", "Hindu", national. But the Catholic Church never was a national one, the word "catholic" meaning universal. Let us pray God that the work of demolishing a flourishing Indian Catholic Church may be stopped as soon as possible. [Appendix VI, pages 33-42]
Christ and Sun Worship
Prof. J.P.M. van der Ploeg O. P.

Last time I was in India, January-February 1983, two articles on "Sunset Meditation" and "Sunrise Meditation" written by the former director of the NBCLC, Bangalore, Fr. Amalorpavadas in his Word and Worship, November-December 1982, were shown to me. My opinion was asked, and even more: to write it down.

All religions are true!

The articles mentioned above are a clear example of the overall Hinduisation of Christianity. They make Christian religion and cult look like a form of Hinduism.
That this is not an exaggeration is clear from the last lines of page 332 [of Word and Worship], "Let us now enter into communion with all the people of our community. At this very moment (sunset), millions of Hindus on mountain slopes and river beds, from forests and house-tops are facing the sun and performing samdhya [sandhya] prayers." (This is not true. A total exaggeration. Hardly any do it these days- Editor)
In a former publication the author had written that since Vatican II there are no false religions any more. Not that the Council miraculously converted the whole world and its religions to Christ. No. This it did not do. But it declared that hence forward no falsity is found in non-Christian religion. We prick up our ears! It is all a matter of understanding them. "Hermeneutics" as up-to-date theologians prefer to say. This startling news was by no means released for publication by the Council of Pope John XXIII, but, to be sure, by Swami Vivekananda who announced it to the participants of a world-congress of religions held in Chicago in 1893.

Vivekananda was not the first to announce this new doctrine: he was preceded, amongst others by the famous Bengali Ramakrishna (1836-1886), who had become convinced that all religions are true since all lead to the same 'realisation' of Brahma in the inner self of man (i.e. to salvation, Hindu model). Ramakrishna, Vivekananda and their followers would not have arrived at this supreme idea, had they not been influenced by western philosophical thought.

Same kind of influence is nowadays shown by those Christian gurus in India, who present the thought of Ramakrishna in a Christian version. But it is clear that the idea that all religions are equal or that they lead to the same goal is a product of wishful thinking, which has pushed aside the most essential claims or ordinary logic and common sense.
Reverting to our subject we a re bound to say that the proposals for a Christian samdhya provide us with a new example of religious syncretism, a plan so tenderly nursed by some. Its root is the desire to assimilate Christian religion as closely as possible to the Hindu one. This is misleading and therefore unacceptable, contrary to the whole of Catholic tradition. It was never before done in the Church and has always been repudiated by her.
Profoundly at variance

The samdhya is a thoroughly Hindu complex of prayers to the gods, especially the Sun-god with meditation, religious ceremonies, etc. all full of meaning for a Hindu, especially for a Brahmin. It is performed three times a day: at sunrise, noon and sunset. Its meaning is truly Hindu and therefore profoundly at variance with the tenets of Christian faith; for this reason it cannot be taken ever by Christians, or even be Christianized, without doing violence to its meaning and to Christian faith. 
When "christianized", the samdhya becomes a hybrid monster. I readily accept that this will not be perceived by some good Catholic nuns and the like, who have no idea of what they are doing and are influenced by the personal ascendancy and charm of the NBCLC director. Having always lived in a Christian environment, nourished by Christian doctrine and liturgy, knowing hardly anything of Hindu religion and cult, they are fully aware of what they are asked to do three times a day because it is "Indian". But this does not make good for its ambiguity, to say the least, or its indecency, because there is no communion of Christ with gods of another religion.

Also, wholesale borrowing from another religion and endeavouring to endow its symbols and holy texts with other meanings is not showing respect for this religion. One should not appropriate to his own cult the texts and ceremonies which belong to another religion and to its distinctive signs and rites.
Esoteric Mental Exercise

Each religion has to cultivate its own heritage and its followers should not become intruders into sacred domain of others. Only then everybody will clearly know: This person is a Catholic this one a Hindu, a Sikh etc. The desire to be like others in the domain of religion is not rarely inspired by doubts concerning the validity or value of one's own religion, or by a complex of inferiority. It is NOT a means of making one's own religion more acceptable to others.

Let us not think that an ordinary Brahmin performing samdhya, pronouncing its sacred mantras, bowing down before the sun, worshipping it and gazing at it, (all full of meaning in Hindu religion), be induced to think of it as an authentic worship of Christ! He will not be so foolish as to accept it all. If he has to perform samdhya, he will most probably think that he does not need Christ and Christianity at all. On the other hand: will simple and not much educated people of whom there are so many millions in India and who know nothing of the intricacies of samdhya, profit by learning them, making at the same time the esoteric mental exercise to give them another meaning as the obvious one? This cannot be a normal process. The present writer regrets that he is unable to think so. For his religious life he prefers to remain in his own tradition, not entering into the one of other religions (quote ends). 
These are examples of the many rituals that have been introduced to paganise the Church. Except Hindus none others worship the sun in India. Knowing the full extent to which Amalorpavadas is taking the church on the road to paganism, the Bishops remain most unconcerned about the danger to the souls of millions. It is left to the laity to join hands and oppose the Hinduisation of the church. Here the great obstacle is - Father (priest) cannot be wrong attitude of the majority. And when priests stoop low to lie and cheat and hoodwink Rome and the church, the laity is just flabbergasted and frustrated. Petitions, appeals, hundreds of cables to the Holy See have been sent. But action takes time especially when action has to be based on what the Bishops Conference has to say and how the Pro Nuncio acts in relaying the answers.

A Hindu author Nirad C. Chaudhuri, whose books are internationally famous and who knows his country - India - much better than Amalorpavadas in the Foreword to the book The Catholic Community in India by Ka Na Subramanyam, says:

I am glad that so eminent an Indian writer as Ka Na Subramanyam has taken upon himself to write about the Christians in this country, and more especially about their present and future position. If I could devote the time I too would have joined him in this work, for in respect of these Christians we Hindus as the majority community of India have as I believe, a grave moral and political duty to face and a moral and political problem to solve. 
To give only one illustration, the paradoxical fact that almost every socially ambitious Hindu wants to educate his children in a Christian school, and yet there is a strong movement to make conversion illegal shows that a majority of us are dead to the problem. If we are to have Christian education we are bound also to tolerate Christianity. But we seem to proceed on the assumption that the true function of Christianity in India is to educate Hindus and not offer a particular kind of religious life, which those who hold the Christian faith regard as the highest form of religious life. This just will not do.

I became aware of the true character of Christianity as a very young student when reading Roman history, and I am amazed to find how ignorant and mistaken even highly educated Hindus are about it. I ask them: What is the message of Christianity? At once they reply: 'To love our neighbours'. They forget that this particular moral precept comes from Judaism and was only reiterated by Christianity. But they also forget the far more important fact that primarily Christianity is not a moral code, but a view of man's relationship with God. The Christian kerygma we Hindus completely brush aside.

I have never forgotten that this is the main thing about Christianity, and the more I have considered it the more important has it seemed to me, irrespective of any belief in the established religions i have or do not have.

Another thing which has given me unbounded respect for Christianity is that it is the only religion in, the world which has been accepted, not only without any support from secular authority, but in spite of prolonged and continuous persecution by it. Even twenty five years before the final recognition by the State at the beginning of the fourth century there was a ruthless persecution. But though patronized by the State and even controlled by it up to a point, hence forth Christianity never subjected religious or spiritual freedom to the power of the State, and the question of the relationship between Church and State remained burning even down to the nineteenth century, and even in the Anglican Church of England which could be regarded as dominantly Erastian. No true Christian has ever consented to have his spiritual choice dictated by the State.

It is in the light of this history that I view the position of the Indian Christian today and his attitudes. Is he true to his tradition, or is he showing signs of exchanging the glory of immortal God for the image of mortal man, out of fear? On this question I can speak only as an outsider.

Today, it seems to me, that the Indian Christian is not confident about himself, and is too timid to assert his legitimate rights. On all scores, the Indian Christians, in contrast with the Muslims of India tend to be too submissive.

Other wise, all Christians would have insisted on maintaining that conversion is at the core of religious freedom, and if a government professes to give it, that government cannot forbid conversion. But the Hindu cannot get away from his genetic views, and so if a person adopts a religion out of his free choice and gives up Hinduism he is looked upon as a renegade by fellow-Hindus. When I have spoken about the Muslims of India I have got the angry report from my fellow-Hindus: "They are not true Muslims, they are only converts". I could reply mildly: "Even in Arabia a Muslim is only a convert"'.  But this concept of religious choice, the Hindu has never arrived at. The Christian has to teach it to him, and to convince him that no man is born into a religion; he has to acquire it.

In addition, culturally too, the Indian Christian must be more positive. He is not taking enough share in the secular part of Indian culture, which is overwhelmingly Hindu culture. But it need not have an indissoluble link with the Hindu religion. It can be fully secularised. But the Indian Christian is only contributing to the permanence of the religious complexion by joining in the Holi and the Diwali (festivals). By so doing he is helping neither- his Christianity nor the professed secularism of the Government of India.

There is only one way in which a small minority can make itself respected by a majority. That is, by maintaining its integrity and showing a legitimate spirit of independence. The Indian Christian has to show more of this spirit in religion, social life, and politics. His future in India depends in the last analysis on his strength of character and energy. If he does not possess or develop them he will remain the member of a client community." (Quote ends)
Every sensible Christian in India will agree with the opinion of Mr Nirad Chaudhuri. If we lose our Christian character and Hinduise our religion as well, we will certainly became a "client" community' which will be submerged in the deluge of Hinduism. Unless the present mad craze to paganise the Faith is checked and given up, the 21st century will only see a hybrid form of Christianity hardly alive but suffocated and perishing. God forbid that such a catastrophe should happen. But happen it will unless the Holy See realises the danger and acts firmly and quickly. The few good bishops, priests, nuns and the laity will rejoice this day of salvation when Rome acts. [142-150]
BOOKS

THE ONGOING ROBBERY OF FAITH-FR P K GEORGE SJ 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_ONGOING_ROBBERY_OF_FAITH-FR_P_K_GEORGE.doc 
THE GOLDEN SHEAF-A COLLECTION OF ARTICLES DEALING WITH ECCLESIASTICAL ABERRATIONS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_GOLDEN_SHEAF-A_COLLECTION_OF_ARTICLES_DEALING_WITH_ECCLESIASTICAL_ABERRATIONS.doc  

THE PAGANIZED CATHOLIC CHURCH IN INDIA-VICTOR J F KULANDAY

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_PAGANIZED_CATHOLIC_CHURCH_IN_INDIA-VICTOR_J_F_KULANDAY.doc  
REPORTS

INCULTURATION OF THE LITURGY AND SACROSANCTUM CONCILIUM-JON ANDERSON-AND MY RESPONSE http://ephesians-511.net/docs/INCULTURATION_OF_THE_LITURGY_AND_SACROSANCTUM_CONCILIUM-JON_ANDERSON-AND_MY_RESPONSE.doc
LOTUS AND THE CROSS-THE HINDUISATION OF THE CATHOLIC CHURCH IN INDIA 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/LOTUS_AND_THE_CROSS-THE_HINDUISATION_OF_THE_CATHOLIC_CHURCH_IN_INDIA.doc
