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ERRORS IN CHARISINDIA - 16
Anti-Marian article in Charisindia
"CHARISINDIA is a monthly magazine, published on behalf of the National Catholic Charismatic Renewal Services (NCCRS) which has been recognised by the Catholic Bishops’ Conference of India (CBCI) as the principal coordinating agency of the CCR* in India." -CHARISINDIA       *Catholic Charismatic Renewal 
THE REASONS FOR OUR CONTINUING THIS SERIES ON CHARISINDIA/THE CCR

1a. It has been my observation for a very long time that the Catholic Charismatic Renewal in India has been the propagator of errors and abuses especially in the liturgy of the Mass, something that, as an apologist, I now find impossible to ignore.

I admit participating in most if not all of them at one time or another for several reasons, the chief among them being ignorance; moreover, no one objected to them and almost every charismatic priest, religious and lay leader practised them.

However, circumstances -- and the personal counsel of some good CCR leaders who would like to see these abuses and errors stopped -- make it imperative that they be now exposed.

1b. It has been my experience -- when I have pointed out these abuses and errors on certain occasions -- that most "charismatics" are not very receptive to correction of any sort. Their responses have ranged from indulgence to hostility.

My pointing out that I am only repeating the teaching of the Church has not saved me from being labeled "anti-charismatic".

It is almost as if "charismatics" are "superior" to other Catholics and have a licence to modify the rubrics of the liturgy.

No one is above the liturgy, not any priest and not any bishop. The rubrics must be followed by the Church to the letter.

Since my antecedents are not known to many who visit our web site, I proudly affirm that my spirituality is charismatic.

One of my spiritual directors, a holy and orthodox French Benedictine priest, actually finds it impossible to reconcile my "conservative" ministry with my being "charismatic". To him it’s an oxymoron. To me, it seems a natural thing.

1c. My wife and I helped plant several prayer groups in New Delhi starting 1982 and I was a founder-member of the very first Service Team of the CCR in New Delhi. As a life member and benefactor of CHARISINDIA, a stockist of the magazine in the 'mid 80s, and possessing back issues of CHARISINDIA almost from its inception, I have a relationship with the magazine that cannot be deterred either by criticism or by the ignoring of my letters by those who now run the magazine. 

I invite the reader to read pages 2 to 4, especially the section sub-titled "Errors and excesses" on page 4 of my April 2011 article 
CATHOLIC CHARISMATIC RENEWAL http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CATHOLIC_CHARISMATIC_RENEWAL.doc.

The article will give the reader an idea of what to expect in this series on CHARISINDIA and the CCR in India.

In this series, I will name names. I am constrained to do so because, over the 36 years of my sojourn in the Renewal, I have seen the condition of things deteriorate, while at the same time not one single prophetic voice has been raised in protest.

My scores of letters to the senior-most leadership have either elicited unfulfilled assurances or been studiously ignored.

I must stress here on one point that I mention under point 5 on page 3 of my above-cited April 2011 article:                    the loyalty of too many rank and file charismatics is to their leadership instead of to the teaching authority of the Church.

If the reader dismisses my statements as generalizations, the true incidents that I will record in the articles in this series -- justifying my having to name certain people -- should convince him that this is not so.
2. The immediate reason for this series on CHARISINDIA/the CCR is the CHARISINDIA July 2012 issue.
A pro-contraception article authored by a Protestant was published. On learning of it, I personally contacted the CCR’s Episcopal Advisor Most Rev. Francis Kalist, the bishop of Meerut by 'phone and by email. He was cordial and expressed his thanks and appreciation of my initiative on the 'phone as well as in writing*. However, all subsequent letters to the bishop have remained unanswered. 
Furthermore, all letters from me to Constantine Fernandez, the publisher of CHARISINDIA, its Chief Editor Cyril John, and to the National Charismatic Office [NCO] staff, Gilbert Faria and K.P. Shaji were also completely ignored by them. While I had spoken on the 'phone to Fernandez, Faria and Shaji, Cyril John simply declined to take my many calls or call me back. The August and September 2012 CHARISINDIA issues had no correction of the error. See our report CHARISINDIA ERRORS-01.
The July 2012 CHARISINDIA also carried a story on the funeral of Fr Rufus Pereira. I detected in that story what I believe to be an error: eulogies given during the Mass.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
See the report CHARISINDIA ERRORS-02 http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-02.doc.
3. Between July 13 and August 8, I had written four letters to the CCR’s Episcopal Advisor Most Rev. Francis Kalist, but the Bishop terminated correspondence with me after responding to the first letter. The first three emails concerned the pro-contraception article. I reproduce the fourth letter immediately below as published in my report CHARISINDIA ERRORS-01 http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-01.doc*. 
*My first email & the Bishop’s response are copied therein.

4. I wrote to Bishop Francis Kalist and the CHARISINDIA/NCO team once again on January 4, 2013 in connection with errors in the January 2013 issue. Since there was no response as usual, the information is partly reported in CHARISINDIA ERRORS-04 at http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-04.doc, and the rest of it in others. 
The update to the January 4 letter was emailed to Bishop Francis Kalist and the CHARISINDIA/NCO team on January 30, 2013.
5. On January 29, 2013, this ministry emailed Bishop Francis Kalist and the CHARISINDIA/NCO team about an error in the September 2012 issue of CHARISINDIA. CHARISINDIA ERRORS-03 http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-03.doc.
6. On January 31, 2013, and again on February 1, 2013, I sent a 17-page preview with a follow-up letter to Bishop Francis Kalist and the CHARISINDIA/NCO team, of my report CHARISINDIA ERRORS-05 concerning the issue of my being banned from attending the XV National Catholic Charismatic Convention in Goa, November 12-15, 2012. The completed 26-page report at http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-05.doc was mailed to them the same evening.
7. Report CHARISINDIA ERRORS-06 concerns the newly-introduced “Prophetic Intercession” and the “Jericho March”.

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-06.doc.

We can see the utter failure of one such “prophecy” made during the 2014 Jericho March in CHARISINDIA ERRORS-09.
8. The report CHARISINDIA ERRORS-07 http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-07.doc chronicles errors and problems with CHARISINDIA/the CCR in the past, some of which were taken up with the NCCRS/NST/NCO, and some of which were not. Most were from Cyril John’s tenure as Chairman of the NST and publisher of CHARISINDIA and during the term of Most Rev. Valerian D’Souza, Bishop of Poona [the predecessor of Bishop Francis Kalist of Meerut] as the CCR’s Episcopal Advisor. More will be added on as and when I come across them in my files. 
For that reason, the documenting of those issues in CHARISINDIA ERRORS-07 is not chronological.

9. The report CHARISINDIA ERRORS-08 records the utter carelessness with which the magazine continues to be edited/published despite my series of reports which I expected would ensure greater vigilance by the CHARISIDIA team. It concerns the chairmanship of Fr. A.J. Thamburaj, SJ in the February 2013 CHARISINDIA issue. 
See CHARISINDIA ERRORS-08 http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-08.doc.

10. Report CHARISINDIA ERRORS-09 is about the false prophecies recorded in the April 2014 issue.

As a result of that report, a female member of the Renewal’s Intercessory Network in Mumbai broke off correspondence with me. We had also spoken a few times over the ‘phone. She had blessed my ministry with her tithes. But after the release of the report which concerned her ministry of intercession, I have not received any response to my emails to her.

My sin appears to have been in criticizing the intercession ministry in which she is a leader. She had however never found a problem with any of my earlier reports. This is a situation that I have encountered earlier and repeats itself fairly regularly. All is fine as long as the target is far from home. But when issues hit very close to individuals, their loved ones or their prayer groups, it’s unacceptable. I guess I will lose a few “friends” after this one too! I keep repeating that too many Catholics’ loyalties are not to the Truth and Righteousness, or to Christ and the teachings of His Church, but to their prayer groups, their pious organizations and retreat centres, leaders and “elders”, however much in error they may be.
See CHARISINDIA ERRORS-09 http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-09.doc.
If any recipient of the report agrees, disagrees with me or has any other perspective, please send me your take on the "prophecies". I will include your input in this report as an update without your name and email address. In case my views can be proved to be judgemental and misinformed, I can be convinced to pull this report from my web site.
11. The report CHARISINDIA ERRORS-10 concerns the cover page of the January 2016 CHARISINDIA issue.
The occasion was the 16th National Catholic Charismatic Convention held at St. Ursula’s High School grounds, Nigdi, Pune, from 11 to 14 November 2015. Present too were the delegates to the parallel-running Youth Convention, Kairos 2015.
The two oil lamps on the dais at the inaugural ceremony are being lit by the Apostolic Nuncio Archbishop Salvatore Pennacchio, with Baselios Cardinal Cleemis, the President of the Catholic Bishops’ Conference of India (to his right). 
Other Bishops who were present/spoke at the Convention were Bishop Thomas Dabre of Poona, Bishop Francis Kalist, the Episcopal Advisor to the National Service Team (NST), Bishop Raphael Thattil, the Auxiliary Bishop of Trichur, and Bishop emeritus Valerian D’Souza, former Episcopal Advisor to the NST. A number of charismatic priests and nuns were present.
See WHAT DOES THE (HINDU) KUTHU VILAKKU OIL LAMP SIGNIFY 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WHAT_DOES_THE_KUTHU_VILAKKU_OIL_LAMP_SIGNIFY.doc.

12. In the report CHARISINDIA ERRORS-11, I record a number of instances when the major charismatic events were inaugurated with the lighting of the Hindu nilavilakku or kuthuvilakku, instead of an invoking an outpouring of the Holy Spirit on the gathering, the reading of the Bible, or even the lighting of a traditional wax candle.

The CHARISINDIA ERRORS-12 report includes a lamp-lighting photograph from CHARISINDIA taken at a Bible Convention in Delhi. Circled in the script are the names of Archbishop Anil Couto and Monsignor Susai Sebastian. 

When we planted the first English language prayer groups in Delhi in the 1980s, Fr. Susai Sebastian was the Archbishop (Angelo Fernandes)-appointed Spiritual Director for all Renewal activities in the Archdiocese. We worked as a close-knit team for many years. Never was there a question of an inaugural ceremony with a Hindu oil lamp.

At that time, Fr. Anil Couto was our confessor and Assistant Parish Priest. Never once did he drop by at our weekly prayer meeting that was conducted in his parish house.

13. In CHARISINDIA ERRORS-12, “Charismatic” Mass is being celebrated against the backdrop of what appears to be Jesus seated in a yogic posture, celebrating “Feasts of the Gifts of the Holy Spirit” at Masih Vidyapeeth in Agra; it was attended by 69 religious brothers from 19 dioceses. In another photograph at the bottom of the same page, there is not even a crucifix on the table (I hesitate to call it an altar).
14. In the file CHARISINDIA ERRORS-13, we examine Matridham Ashram, its guru Fr. Anil Dev IMS and the Indian Missionary Society (IMS), since CHARISINDIA and the CCR are closely associated with them.
15. Anthony Lobo, Secretary of the first National Service Team of the CCR in India and Director of the National Charismatic Office 1983-1988 honestly analyses some of the very serious problems that exist in the prayer groups of the CCR today, 45 years since the coming of Catholic Charismatic Renewal to India, in CHARISINDIA ERRORS-14.
16. CHARISINDIA ERRORS-15 explains how the National Charismatic Office in New Delhi controls and restricts who does and doesn’t attend their programmes. I obtain, through an intermediary, clearance to register for PUSH, the National Prophetic Intercessors meet at Divine Retreat Centre, Kerala, without being a member of a charismatic prayer group.
17. The present file CHARISINDIA ERRORS-16 is a sort of repeat of the very serious lapse reported by me on the issue of contraception in CHARISINDIA ERRORS-01. The article in the September-October 2001 issue of CHARISINDIA by liberal writer Lawrence S. Cunningham is blindly copied by CHARISINDIA staff from the magazine U.S. Catholic, which too is liberal and dangerous, and not recommended for Catholic consumption. See
U.S. CATHOLIC MAGAZINE ENDORSES NEW AGE-REIKI, YOGA AND ZEN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/U_S_CATHOLIC_MAGAZINE_ENDORSES_NEW_AGE-REIKI_YOGA_AND_ZEN.doc
Apparently, the staff of CHARISINDIA, while reproducing the U.S. Catholic article did not read it or, if they did, could not understand the venom against the Blessed Virgin Mary that it contains. Apparently, the innocuous title “There’s something about MARY” befooled them. What is equally serious is that none of the hundreds of regional and national leaders of the Catholic Charismatic Renewal -- which includes a horde of bishops and priests -- or readers of the then bi-monthly -- pointed out the lapse. I maintain my repeated accusation that few subscribers read CHARISINDIA. That accusation is supported by my finding of many, many errors and problems in the issues of CHARISINDIA and in the functioning of the NCCRS, NCO, NST and regional service teams, some already recorded in the preceding reports. For unearthing CHARISINDIA/CCR errors subsequent to the report CHARISINDIA ERRORS-10, I have to thank National Service Team member Francis D’Souza of Mumbai who telephonically exhorted me to investigate CHARISINDIA. See
CATHOLIC CHARISMATIC RENEWAL-TRACKING THE LIES AND HYPOCRISY - FRANCIS D’SOUZA, CYRIL JOHN, CONSTANTINE FERNANDEZ AND FR. A.J. THAMBURAJ [TO BE UPDATED]

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CATHOLIC_CHARISMATIC_RENEWAL-TRACKING_THE_LIES_AND_HYPOCRISY.doc
There was no explanation or apology in later CHARISINDIA issues for the blunder in the September-October 2001 issue.
However, Fr. Daniel Van Kerkhove CICM, a personal friend of Fr. Fio Mascarenhas SJ, wrote from Japan, and I quote from his CHARISINDIA November-December 2001 letter, "I was very much astonished to read the article about our Holy Mother Mary… I feel the contents are very insulting and degrading towards the Blessed Mother. Until now I never read such kind of stuff in any charismatic literature. I think the article slipped by in insufficient screening."

Where does one hide one’s face when the editorial team of the supposedly world’s best charismatic journal receives a letter worded that way? I do not think that the letter of Fr. Kerkhove was seen by publisher-cum-NST Chairman Cyril John. If it had, it would not have seen the light of day.
Francis D’Souza’s timely suggestion has resulted in my finding enough material (I have copies of the magazine from the November-December 1974, Volume 1, Number 3 issue onwards) to file, God willing, another 10-20 reports on CHARISINDIA lapses and errors, and update a few others already published (for instance on the Hindu oil lamp, I have discovered yet another 30 to 40 photographs of its use at CCR ceremonies, aside from the 7 (see CHARISINDIA ERRORS-11) found in some of the 2013-2017 issues of CHARISINDIA. I unashamedly admit that I did not previously notice those errors (in CHARISINDIA ERRORS-11 as well as in all reports that follow(ed) it, even those of the lighting of the lamp emblazoned on the front covers of the magazine, because I rarely glanced at the magazine when it arrived.
Here, then, is the article that subtly denigrates the Blessed Virgin Mary as well as Catholic devotion to her, the Rosary included:
There's Something about MARY
By Cunningham, Lawrence S.

https://www.questia.com/magazine/1G1-56745012/there-s-something-about-mary 

https://www.questia.com/read/1G1-56745012/there-s-something-about-mary 

Veneration of the Blessed Mother has been a central characteristic of the Catholic tradition. Noted theologian Lawrence Cunningham sketches out some fundamental elements for a renewed, contemporary Marian devotion.
What generalizations could one make after a consideration of the following:

* Gang members tattooing images of the Virgin of Guadalupe on their backs as a shield against the bullets of rivals;

* Planeloads of pilgrims flying to Croatia (Medjugorje) to receive messages from the Blessed Mother, who seemingly speaks about everything except peace in Yugoslavia;

* Pilgrimage sites (like Lourdes, France) that draw hundreds of thousands every year;

* Icons that weep fragrant oil, statues that weep tears, and ghostly images that appear on unlikely places like office-building windows in Pinellas County, Florida;

* Sectarian Marian movements in rural Wisconsin or suburban New York City;

* Zealots who wish to name Mary as a co-redeemer with Christ;

* Museums filled with pictures, statues, tapestries, and ceramics depicting everything from Mary's Assumption into heaven to her "fishing" souls into paradise using a Rosary for a lifeline;

* Parochial-school May crownings; novenas in honor of the Miraculous Medal or the Seven Sorrows; and the once ubiquitous Rosaries wound around the hands of the faithful at Mass or as they rest for a final viewing before the coffin is closed.

What, in short, can one say about the enormously complex--indeed, bewildering--phenomenon known as devotion to the Blessed Mother that is part and parcel of popular Roman Catholic practice.

How do we get from the sober assertions of scripture to the plethora of Marian practices that are a feature of the Catholic tradition? Is there not some truth in the critiques of those who live within the traditions derived from the Protestant Reformation that such attention detracts from Christ at best and sinks into a kind of sentimental paganism at worst?
What's essential, what's not?

The first thing to say, of course, is that Mary has an honored place both in the witness of sacred scripture and in the liturgical, doctrinal, and devotional life of the Christian tradition.

The second thing is that many of the popular practices and devotions clustered around the figure of Mary reflect historical and cultural moments in the unfolding of Christianity that possess their own logic as well as their own cultural limitations.

And the third point: The fact that the church tolerates or even promotes a wide variety of devotional practices does not mean that they are essential parts of the Catholic faith or that they appeal to every segment of the Catholic population. In these matters there is a wide latitude of choice.

To be personal for a moment: I sometimes light a candle at the grotto here on the campus of Notre Dame (do not ask why; it is, I think, an involuntary Catholic reflex) and keep a wide variety of icons of Mary and the Christ Child in my office. But I confess that I do not care for most representations of Mary in popular religious-goods stores and have no desire to go to Fatima and an antipathy to the notion of a visit to Medjugorje.

When thinking about Mary in the life of the church, one needs to distinguish what is essential and what is not. In the period after the Protestant Reformation, and largely in reaction against it, there was a flowering of Marian devotion and Mariological speculation that threatened to get out of hand by evolving too separately from the essential Rule of Faith.

In one of the most adroit moves at the Second Vatican Council, the bishops of the council refused to accept a plan proposed by some prelates to create a separate document on Mary. The council decided to speak of her as part of the larger document on the mystery of the church (Lumen gentium).

That decision, in a stroke, realigned the church's attitude toward the Blessed Mother by insisting that her person and her role must be seen in the light of the total Christian mystery in general and the mystery of Christ and the church in particular. 
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I had to type the rest of the article as reproduced in CHARISIDIA:

Indeed, in Lumen gentium the Council professes its conviction that Mary is a model for the Church: “The Church, moreover, contemplating Mary’s mysterious sanctity, imitating her charity, and faithfully fulfilling the Father’s will, becomes herself a mother by accepting God’s word in faith.”
By placing Mary within the context of the life of the Church, the Council made a crucial move to emphasize something very fundamental about Mary in the scheme of divine revelation: Mary is unintelligible unless she is seen as the specific means by which the Incarnation of Jesus took place and how it specifically unfolds in the life of humanity.
Everything that is crucial about our understanding of Mary derives from the simple yet awe-inspiring fact that this young woman, a child of Jewish parents who live in a backwater province of Rome, was the instrument of human salvation. Her “yes” to the designated will of God set in motion the whole economy of salvation.

In that sense at least, Mary represent humanity’s role in the saving plan of God. And for that reason, as early as the second-century writer, Saint Justin Martyr, it has been common place for the Christian tradition to parallel the obedience of Mary to the disobedience of Eve, just as Paul did the same for Adam and Jesus, the “second Adam” in his letter to the Romans.

The God-bearer
The single most fundamental doctrinal statement about Mary was the definition at the Council of Ephesus in 431 that affirmed Mary as Theotokos –“the God-bearer”. That definition flowed directly from the desire of the Church to navigate between those who saw Christ as more human than divine and the opposite faction whose exaltation of Christ’s divinity, in effect, diminished his humanity. The Orthodox tradition of icons in which Mary presents the Child to the viewer or points to him – icons known as “She who points the Way” – are a visual statement of the truth of the God-bearer doctrine accepted at the Council of Ephesus.
The doctrine of the theotokos is absolutely crucial because it links Mary to Christ and upon reflection, reveals the further truth (affirmed at the Second Vatican Council) that Mary is also a type of the Church. Even subsequent doctrinal statements about Mary’s Immaculate Conception or her Assumption into heaven derive finally from the fuller meaning of Mary as God-bearer.

Show me your Mary and I’ll tell you who you are
What does this dogmatic fact have to do with the bewildering multitude of different Marian devotions (to say nothing of some of the more extravagant speculations of “Mariologists”) that dot the historical landscape of Christian – mainly Catholic – history? 

A useful observation made some years ago by the late German theologian Karl Rahner might provide a framework for answering that question. Rahner argued that different ages looked to Mary to express values that were of intense concern to the culture of the time:

-The exaltation of Mary’s virginity exercised the imagination of the early Church when, following the period of the martyrs, ascetism was so highly valued.

-The tremendous flowering of Marian devotion in the Middle Ages reflected the exaltation of women under the influence of the courtly love tradition. Think, for example, of the pure devotion of Dante for Beatrice who guides Dante to a vision of God through the intercession of Mary.

-The emphasis on Mary who stays the hand of a judging Christ in the late Middle Ages reveals much about the anxiety of popular religious belief about sinfulness and punishment.

-Finally the Marian renaissance of the 19th and early 20th century (marked in the West by the dogmatic definition of the Immaculate Conception in 1854 and the Assumption in 1950) is, at least in part, a direct challenge to the erosion of traditional religious belief in the post-Enlightenment period.

Each of these stages – and the above list is only partial – brought with it popular forms of devotion, different kinds of liturgical innovations, the hallowing of pilgrimage sites and the erection of architectural monuments, the founding of confraternities, sodalities, religious communities of men and women, as well as a bewildering array of religious art and artifacts.

For better or for worse there has been a sea change in Marian devotion in many parts of the post-Vatican II Church. To be sure, traditional elements remain for an older generation of Catholics as well as for younger Catholics who wish to rediscover something they feel was lost as they grew up in the post-Conciliar Church

New appreciation of Mary
Rahner insisted that newer understandings of Mary would derive from the experience of women in society. Some years ago the feminist Scripture scholar Elisabeth Schussler Fiorenza wrote that for many Catholics in the past, intense devotion to Mary was a fundamental experience of the transcendent and that many people experienced God as feminine in their veneration of the Virgin.

One fresh approach to Mary derives from feminist theologians influenced by liberation theology. Liberation theologians have put a strong emphasis on Mary’s hymn in the opening chapter of the Gospel of Luke (1: 46-55).

The Magnificat, after all, draws a picture of Mary identifying herself with the lowly of the earth, contrasting that lowliness with the rich who will be judged by the poor ones – the biblical anawim – who will inherit the kingdom: “He has scattered the proud in the imagination of their hearts. He has put down the mighty from their thrones and exalted those of low degree.” (Luke 1: 51-52)

The graced power of the lonely, then, is why “henceforth all generations will call me blessed” (1:48). As liberation theologians meditated on Mary’s Magnificat, they began to see her life’s story in the light of her liberating hymn. One evidence of that has been powerful new prayers such as a litany that does not invoke th4e praise of the 16th century Litany of Loreto - with its moving images of Mary as House of Gold and Tower of Ivory – but instead drew pictures that might come from the newspapers of today: Mother of the homeless, Widowed Mother, Mother of a political prisoner, Mother of an executed prisoner, Unwed Mother, Seeker of sanctuary, First disciple, pray for us!
We observe that Cunningham reinterprets traditional Marian theology in the light of feminist and liberation theology.

Karl Rahner, cited by Cunningham, is a dissenting theologian, one of the most liberal of them.

One of the theologians on the Second Vatican Council was Karl Rahner, who suggested the need for a “second Magisterium” with theologians as a buffer between Pope and people. 
Source: Fr. Finbarr Flanagan OFM http://sine-glossa.blogspot.in/search/label/Vatican%20III
In the light of Scripture and Patristic Tradition, theologians have criticized Karl Rahner and other “theologians of the concept of anonymous Christianity” in their interpretation of the Vatican II texts. 
Rahner, like (like leading New Ager Fr.) Teilhard (de Chardin), was a pantheist. "God and the grace of Christ are in all things, as the secret essence of each reality... He who accepts his own existence, and thereby his humanity, even though he doesn’t know it, says yes to Christ." Karl Rahner, Foundations of Christian Faith (Crossroads, 1982), p. 228, cit. Philip Trower, The Catholic Church and the Counter-Faith (Family Publications, 2006), p. 256.
Source: http://www.christianorder.com/features/features_2016/features_may16.html
"…dissenters like Hans Kung, Schillebeeckx, Frings, Danielou, and the pseudo-mystic Karl Rahner, the Council darling, who for the entirety of Vatican II was dating the notorious feminist Luise Rinser who had clamored for abortion and women priests. (Fr. Karl Rahner-Heresy and Amor, John Vennari) The enemies of the Faith had captured the key positions of the Council, thus enabling them to draft perfidious documents for the misguiding of the Church, i.e. the 16 documents of Vatican II."
Source: https://onepeterfive.com/was-the-vatican-ii-revolution-real-or-a-misinterpretation
"…Rahner was often in the Vatican’s eye—silenced under John XXIII, rehabilitated under Paul VI, peritus for the German bishops at Vatican II, and then back under scrutiny during John Paul II’s reign. The issues of greatest concern for the CDF from his corpus include priestly ordination, contraception and his classic notion of “the anonymous Christian”."
Source: http://www.catholicsforchoice.org/topics/reform/documents/2006movingforwardbylookingback.pdf  
Elisabeth Schüssler Fiorenza, cited by Cunningham, is a dissenting German theologian who promotes the ordination of women, contraception, abortion, euthanasia, the culture of homosexuality, etc.
"Elisabeth Schussler Fiorenza - a feminist promoting women priests, claims that "Roman Catholic theology has developed not only hierarchical-kyriarchal understandings of the universe but also a politics of exclusion that has made women second class citizens"."
Source: http://www.ourladyswarriors.org/dissent/disspeop.htm
In 1984 she was one of 97 theologians and religious persons who signed A Catholic Statement on Pluralism and Abortion, calling for religious pluralism and discussion within the Catholic Church regarding the Church's position on abortion.
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http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-07.doc
CHARISINDIA ERRORS-08 - ERRORS ABOUT FR. THAMBURAJ AS CHAIRMAN
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-08.doc
CHARISINDIA ERRORS-09 - AMBIGUOUS PROPHECIES?

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-09.doc
CHARISINDIA ERRORS-10 - USE OF KUTHU VILAKKU/NILAVILAKKU AT NATIONAL CONVENTION
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-10.doc
CHARISINDIA ERRORS-11 - RAMPANT USE OF KUTHU VILAKKU IN THE CCR AT INAUGURAL CEREMONIES [TO BE UPDATED]

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-11.doc
CHARISINDIA ERRORS-12 - CHARISMATIC SEMINAR UNDER THE AUSPICES OF THE YOGIC JESUS

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-12.doc
CHARISINDIA ERRORS-13 - CATHOLIC CHARISMATIC RENEWAL AND FR. ANIL DEV IMS’ MATRIDHAM ASHRAM, VARANASI
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-13.doc
CHARISINDIA ERRORS-14 - ANTHONY LOBO ON THE CONDITION OF THE CHARISMATIC PRAYER GROUPS
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-14.doc [TO BE UPDATED]

CHARISINDIA ERRORS-15 - HOW CENTRALISED REGISTRATION AT THE NATIONAL CHARISMATIC OFFICE ENSURES RESTRICTION ON WHO ATTENDS THEIR PROGRAMMES
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CHARISINDIA_ERRORS-15.doc
CCR MADRAS SILVER JUBILEE CONVENTION-MY FLYER ON NEW AGE CHARISMATIC LEADERS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CCR_MADRAS_SILVER_JUBILEE_CONVENTION-FLYER_ON_NEW_AGE_CHARISMATIC_LEADERS.doc
CATHOLIC CHARISMATIC RENEWAL-TRACKING THE LIES AND HYPOCRISY - FRANCIS D’SOUZA, CYRIL JOHN, CONSTANTINE FERNANDEZ AND FR. A.J. THAMBURAJ [TO BE UPDATED]
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CATHOLIC_CHARISMATIC_RENEWAL-TRACKING_THE_LIES_AND_HYPOCRISY.doc
CATHOLIC CHARISMATIC RENEWAL 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CATHOLIC_CHARISMATIC_RENEWAL.doc
CATHOLIC CHARISMATIC RENEWAL-BRO IGNATIUS MARY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CATHOLIC_CHARISMATIC_RENEWAL-BRO_IGNATIUS_MARY.doc
CATHOLIC ASHRAMS AND THE CATHOLIC CHARISMATIC RENEWAL 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CATHOLIC_ASHRAMS_AND_THE_CATHOLIC_CHARISMATIC_RENEWAL.doc
WHAT'S HAPPENED TO THE CATHOLIC CHARISMATIC RENEWAL? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WHATS_HAPPENED_TO_THE_CATHOLIC_CHARISMATIC_RENEWAL.doc
