[image: image1.jpg]EPHESIANS 511

FROM DARKNESS TOLGHT

METAMORPHOSE

A Catholic Ministryfor Exposing the Truth about Alternative Medicine, the Occult i Reik &
Pranic Healing and Orlental Spiitual Exrcises of the New Age Movement

For queries and detaled nformatio, please callon MICHAEL PRABHU

MICHAEL PRABHU, o:12, Dauin Aparments, 22, Lath Castle South Street Chennal-600 028 Tamilnady, nda
Phone: 431 () 2461 1606 | E-mall michaelrabhu@ephesians-5T1.net | Websit:wi ephesans 511 net





MICHAEL PRABHU, FEBRUARY 10, 2020
Pope’s Post-Synodal Exhortation on the Amazon to Be Presented Next Week
Title of Papal Document Is ‘Querida Amazonia’ (‘Dear Amazon’)

https://zenit.org/articles/popes-post-synodal-exhortation-on-the-amazon-to-be-presented-next-week 

February 7, 2020    
Pope Francis’ post-synodal Apostolic Exhortation on the Amazon will be presented next week.
In a statement from the Holy See Press Office today, journalists were informed that Wednesday, Feb. 12, 2020, at 1 pm, there will be the presentation of the document, titled: “Querida Amazonia (‘Dear Amazon’),” in the Holy See Press Office.

The papal document is the fruit of the Special Assembly of the Synod of Bishops for the Pan- Amazonian Region, on the theme “Amazon: new paths for the Church and for an integral ecology.”
The regional synod took place in the Vatican, Oct. 6-27, 2019.

Those speaking at the presentation include Cardinal Lorenzo Baldisseri , Secretary General of the Synod of Bishops; Card. Michael Czerny, SI, Under-Secretary of the Migrants and Refugees Section of the Department for Integral Human Development, Special Secretary of the Synod of Bishops for the Pan-Amazon Region; Father Adelson Araújo dos Santos, SI, Theologian and Professor of Spirituality at the Pontifical Gregorian University; Sister Augusta de Oliveira, SMR, Vicar General of the Servant Sisters of Maria Riparatrici; Professor Carlos Nobre, Scientist, Nobel Prize 2007, Member of the Environmental Sciences Commission of the National Council of Scientific and Technological Development.

There will also be a video contribution from Bishop David Martínez de Aguirre Guinea, OP, Bishop of the Vicariate of Puerto Maldonado, Special Secretary of the Synod of Bishops for the Pan-Amazon Region.
Pope’s exhortation on Amazon synod to come out next week
Leaked draft suggests approval of married priests.
https://catholicherald.co.uk/news/2020/02/07/popes-exhortation-on-amazon-synod-to-come-out-next-week/ 

Hannah Brockhaus, February 7, 2020 

Pope Francis’ apostolic exhortation on the Amazon region will be published on February 12, the Vatican announced on Friday.
The document, which follows October’s Synod of Bishops on the Amazon, is highly anticipated for how the Pope will respond to the recommendation to allow the ordination of married men to the priesthood for ministry in the region.

The synod’s final document had also called for women to be considered for diaconal ordination and contained strong appeals on environmental issues and the rights of indigenous peoples, which Francis’ letter is also expected to address.

Cardinal Lorenzo Baldisseri, secretary general of the Synod of Bishops, and Cardinal Michael Czerny, special secretary of the Amazon synod, will hold a press conference in the afternoon of February 12 to present the document.

Several others will also speak, including Fr Adelson Araújo dos Santos, a theologian and professor at the Pontifical Gregorian University and participant in the Amazon synod.

The Synod of Bishops on the Amazon was a meeting of bishops and advisors, convened at the Vatican October 6-27, 2019, to discuss ecological, political, and pastoral issues for the Church in the Amazon region, which spans across nine countries in South America.

Pope Francis announced he would write a follow-up document on the Amazon region in his closing remarks to the synod on October 26.

A draft version of the papal exhortation has been circulated inside Vatican departments to receive feedback.

In this draft, which was leaked last week, a section on viri probati said “the competent authority should establish criteria and provisions to ordain” married men to the priesthood.
The leaked text is substantially identical to article 111 of the final document of the Amazon synod, which calls for the ordination of married men as priests.
Sources familiar with the feedback being offered on the draft text told CNA that something similar to the process for ordaining married Anglican clergy coming into communion with Rome is being suggested in the case of the Amazon.

In the case of married Anglican clergy coming into communion with Rome, the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith was given the job of vetting candidates, and approving them for ordination, on a one-by-one, case-by-case, basis.

A watershed this week?
https://www.thecatholicthing.org/2020/02/10/a-watershed-this-week 
By intention or not, the current papacy has brought back something that we thought died in 1978.
https://www.lifesitenews.com/opinion/pope-franciss-postamazon-synod-exhortation-could-be-worse-than-everyone-thinks 
Robert Royal, February 10, 2020
This week may mark a watershed in modern Catholicism. On Wednesday, the Amazonia Post-Synodal Apostolic Exhortation will be released (more on that later in the week). Ever since that head-spinning event (Pachamama was only the most conspicuous disorder), we have seemed to be headed to major changes on priestly celibacy, deaconesses, and – in several respects – the very nature of the Church.
It’s rumored in Rome that Pope Francis may have retreated a bit on those issues now, perhaps owing to the controversy over the Cardinal Sarah/Benedict XVI book defending priestly celibacy. The Exhortation may “only” recommend establishing a commission on celibacy. If true, we’ll still have yet another case of papal ambiguity. The faithful will be left trying to determine whether the commission is intended really to “study,” or to create an expectation – as happened in the 1960s, with the Pontifical Commission on Birth Control.

Either way, by intention or not, the current papacy has brought back something that we thought died in 1978 with the election of Karol Wojtyla: the feeling that virtually everything in the Church is up for grabs, not only celibacy and deaconesses, but marriage, sexuality, Hell, the Devil, Communion, teaching authority. Jorge Bergoglio may be pope in Rome, but it often seems these days that many of the ideas he entertains are manufactured in Germany.

During the German synod in recent days, for instance, a laywoman dismissed Cardinal Woelki’s objections that a mixed clerical/lay group convened to make rules is a denial – a Protestantization – of the real nature of the Church. She asserted, on her own authority, that his “model of authority” was no longer valid. Francis has issued some statements opposed to such assumptions, to little effect.

But why not? High figures in the Vatican make up their own rules, as well. The pope met recently with the Argentine president, Alberto Fernandez, who is pro-abortion, divorced, and living with a “domestic partner” (his second since divorcing). None of that stopped Bishop Marcelo Sanchez Sorondo, another Argentinean, head of the Pontifical Council for the Social Sciences, from giving them both Communion at Mass. Sanchez Sorondo called American journalist Diane Montagna and other Americans who raise questions about such laxness “fanatics.”

Are you a fanatic if you believe the Catechism of the Catholic Church?

Anyone who desires to receive Christ in Eucharistic communion must be in the state of grace. Anyone aware of having sinned mortally must not receive communion without having received absolution in the sacrament of penance. [CCC1415]

The Argentine president and his girlfriend may have gone to Confession and promised to live chastely. And repented of intentions to legalize baby killing. However unlikely, that would be welcome. But if so, that could have been made clear to remove any possibility of scandal or confusion about Church disciplines – far preferable to slandering people who take reception of the Eucharist seriously.

Benedict XVI’s personal secretary, Archbishop George Ganswein, it appears (no one in Rome seems to want to know or say for sure), was sidelined from his position as Prefect of the Papal Household last week owing to the flap over that book on celibacy. Somehow you get the impression that Bishop Sanchez Sorondo’s cavalier attitude about the Eucharist, “the source and summit” of the Christian life (Lumen Gentium 11), will not put him in jeopardy.
The Exhortation that will be released Wednesday, however, will not only have major repercussions within the Church. Given the centrality of priesthood and celibacy, it will be easy to overlook that the Amazon synod addressed various worldly matters such as environment and economics as well.

The world pays very little attention these days to what the Catholic Church has to say – unless, of course, the Church is encouraging “world leaders” to do what they already want to do, as with climate change and open borders.

That’s a tragedy – for the world – because without Catholic Social Teaching (CST), the world (as becomes more evident hourly) has no idea what human life is, or what it’s for. Even the modern notion of human rights, absent God and the idea of man as made in His image and likeness, is a mere abstraction that quickly degenerates into self-destructive willfulness on questions like abortion and sexual identity.

But there’s another reason that CST attracts so little attention: the often quite poor and partisan way that Catholic principles are misapplied – by popes, bishops, priests – to real-world situations that don’t remotely correspond to their assumptions. And not only in rhapsodic flights about indigenous peoples living in the Amazon.
For example, Bishop Sanchez Sorondo famously opined after a trip to China, “Right now, those who are best implementing the social doctrine of the Church are the Chinese.” Can someone in his position really not know that: China is a world-class polluter, practices social surveillance and repression like no other nation on earth, and is subjecting religious believers to persecution, re-education, and outright martyrdom?

Pope Francis himself has said repeatedly that a Third World War is currently being fought, but in piecemeal fashion, so that we don’t notice. If so, we should be able to look and see what he’s saying. But there’s nothing to see. During the Cold War, America and the USSR fought proxy wars in Cuba, Nicaragua, El Salvador, Chile, Angola, Vietnam, etc. But that was decades ago.

Today, militant Islam is engaged in terrorism and re-establishing the caliphate. All the decent nations in the world seek to stop it. And despite the dozens of small armed conflicts that always exist at any given moment, it’s difficult to see how all that adds up to global war, except in the sense that the fallen world is always at war with itself.

Pope Francis often says, “This economy kills.” And it does, as all economies do. But we have a global economic system that, for all its flaws, is something quite close to a miracle. And in large-scale economic terms is constantly improving.

Just the other day at a special Vatican seminar on economics, he called for global wealth redistribution and pointed out that 5 million children die worldwide every year from preventable causes.

Five million dead is terrible, but it’s down from 12 million not long ago. And there are many ways to “save the children.” Fifty-three million children, more than ten times the number who die because of poverty, are aborted every year – without anything like special Vatican initiatives.

It’s unrealistic, I suppose, to expect the pope or bishops to Google some of these questions and look at what’s actually happening in the world. They prefer old socialist or new radical perspectives – troubled teenager Greta Thunberg, to a sober Scandinavian environmentalist like Bjørn Lomborg; Pachamama romanticism to the hard work of crafting practical compromises. Their moral pronouncements sound wise and compassionate, but in current circumstances, are very poor contributions to public affairs.

Keep an eye out, of course, for how celibacy, deaconesses, and Church governance are treated in the coming Exhortation. But don’t forget that there’s a world of other problems in play as well.

THE FANTASY WORLD OF POPE FRANCIS’ MYTH-MAKERS
Imaginative spin-doctoring follows pro-celibacy book
 https://www.churchmilitant.com/news/article/celibacy-book-prompts-imaginative-efforts-at-spin-doctoring
Henry Sire, February 10, 2020
In the last few days, we have had several examples of the political cynicism which has been the mark of Pope Francis since he came to the papal throne. First, there's the appointment as vice-dean of the College of Cardinals of his fellow Argentinian Cdl. Leonardo Sandri, in what is seen as a bid to manipulate the next conclave so as to ensure a Bergoglian successor. To appreciate the full impudence of this appointment, we should read George Neumayr's article in The American Spectator.

Neumayr points out that Sandri is the creature of the notoriously corrupt former Secretary of State Cdl. Angelo Sodano, and was appointed papal nuncio in Mexico for the purpose (which he amply fulfilled) of covering up the crimes of the Legion of Christ and its evil founder, Fr. Marcial Maciel.
The second example, or pair of examples, is the recent reception by the pope of the anti-Christian, pro-abortion and divorced president of Argentina, together with his mistress, who were both given Holy Communion; along with this, there's the meeting of the pope (last November, though only just disclosed) with Bill Gates' wife Melinda, a nominal Catholic, regardless of the fact that the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation is one of the world's largest pushers of contraception. These two meetings illustrate Pope Francis' taste for cozying up to the elites of the secular world, with blithe unconcern for Catholic principle.

What is instructive about the events mentioned is their failure to provoke a whisper of criticism from Pope Francis lackeys — the likes of Austen Ivereigh and Christopher Lamb. No act of their idol's, however blatant, will ever prompt them to see him as the cynical and power-obsessed politician that he is.

With propagandists like these, Pope Francis can be sure that his image will be religiously presented in the world's media as that of the liberal reformer and lover of the poor, in defiance of all the evidence. An example of this is given by a mind-boggling article by Paul Elie in The New Yorker for Feb. 2.

The subject of the article is the controversy over the recently published book by Cdl. Robert Sarah and Pope Benedict on clerical celibacy. Elie sets the background by describing the Amazon Synod, which he depicts as a high-minded endeavor to discuss issues "such as climate change and human-rights abuses," with no hint of its character as a device stage-managed in Europe to push the program of the German hierarchy.

Elie misrepresents Abp. Gänswein's intervention on the eve of publication with the words: "He said that Benedict had only contributed an essay to the book, not collaborated on it, and that the pope emeritus wants his name taken off future editions." The fact that Benedict's contribution consisted of an essay was already clear from the book itself; but it was an essay of such importance that Cdl. Sarah had felt it could only be done justice by publication in a book. And what Abp. Gänswein demanded was not the removal of Benedict's name — that was impossible, since his authorship of the essay was indisputable — but a change of credits whereby Benedict was to be described as contributor, not co-author.
As an obfuscation of what the Gänswein intervention was about, this is comparable to an article by another author some days ago, in which, with a show of benign judiciousness and a sedulous ignoring of the real issues, he rebuked Cdl. Sarah for misrepresenting Pope Benedict as the co-author when there had been no separate publisher's contract with Benedict. So that's what was bugging Abp. Gänswein, was it?
But we come to the real jaw-dropper in Paul Elie's article. When Gänswein's intervention, with its multiple misstatements, was revealed, Cdl. Sarah set the record straight by publishing the correspondence between him and Pope Benedict since the previous September, making clear the genesis of the book. On this Elie writes: "The letters are printed on Benedict's letterhead, but progressives have pointed out that there is no saying for sure that Benedict composed them."

That's the story then, is it? Cardinal Sarah has forged two letters from Pope Benedict, on Benedict's own letter-paper, falsifying the account of how their book came to be prepared. One hardly knows where to begin with this suggestion. In the first place, it is difficult to see what Cdl. Sarah's motivation would have been, except that he was desperate to forestall an attack on clerical celibacy by publishing his book. In other words, it was a matter of principle that made the cardinal so unprincipled.
Then again, what has Abp. Gänswein being doing in this story? After his frantic intervention, in which his efforts to discredit the book got no further than making a distinction between a co-authorship and a contribution, has he been unable to expose an elaborate forgery perpetrated under his own eyes, and demonstrate how the pope emeritus would have been incapable of writing those letters?

But the wilder fantasy concerns the world-vision that Pope Francis' myth-makers are conjuring up. A cardinal has forged the letters of the pope emeritus, and for the moment, at least, has been able to get away with it. It's a pretty staggering vision, one would have thought, of the present state of the Church. Have these propagandists any explanation of what has brought it about? Have they uncovered any facts that would begin to make the accusation plausible? Have they collected murky secrets from Cdl. Sarah's past — such as are well documented in the cases of McCarrick, Maradiaga, Rica, Peña Parra and so many others that Bergoglio has protected — and in the case of Bergoglio himself, that support the depiction of him as an audacious forger?

By contrast, those who criticize Francis' papacy have a very consistent account of how the Church has got into its present state. It passes through the St. Gallen Mafia, the lobbying at the 2013 conclave, the long-renowned character of Bergoglio as a clever politician — all facts not only admitted but advertised by such an admirer of Bergoglio as Austen Ivereigh. Several books and a long stream of articles documenting scandals, corruption and manipulation give full ground for the belief that the Catholic Church today is indeed being run by crooks and blackguards. But that is not the corpus of evidence with which the likes of Paul Elie are working. With their backs firmly turned to the truth, they fire off grotesque insinuations about figures of whom nothing discreditable has ever been alleged.

These fantasists are in control, as far as the world's media are concerned. Paul Elie can get his article published in The New Yorker, which would never accept any exposure of Pope Francis and his entourage. The question to ask is, are the Church's cardinals and hierarchy hand-in-glove in this fantasia, or are they privately, secretly, taking stock of what is really going on in the Church?

Attack on celibacy puts priesthood in ‘mortal danger,’ warns Cdl Sarah
The African cardinal said that by ‘attacking the celibacy of priests, you are attacking the Church and her mystery.’
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/attack-on-celibacy-puts-priesthood-in-mortal-danger-warns-cdl-sarah 

Martin Bürger, Rome, February 10, 2020
Cardinal Robert Sarah has declared that the Catholic priesthood is “in mortal danger” and “going through a major crisis” because of the push from various voices within the Church to abolish priestly celibacy. The African prelate called out those who want to make celibacy optional. 
“By attacking the celibacy of priests, you are attacking the Church and her mystery,” he said. 

Ahead of the publication of the post-synodal Apostolic Exhortation “Querida Amazonia” on Wednesday, February 12, which has been rumored to open the doors to married priests, Cardinal Sarah told Edward Pentin of the National Catholic Register that faithful Catholics are not asking for priestly celibacy to be overturned. 

“The ordination of married men is a fantasy of Western academics who are in search of violations. I want to affirm it forcefully: The poor, the simple, rank-and-file Christians do not demand an end to celibacy,” he said.

Sarah, the prefect of the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments, said there are voices within the Church who would like to “relativize the celibacy of priests.” 

“That would be a catastrophe! For celibacy is the most obvious manifestation that the priest belongs to Christ and that he no longer belongs to himself. Celibacy is the sign of a life that has meaning only through God and for him,” he said, 

“To want to ordain married men is to imply that priestly life is not full time, that it does not require a complete gift, that it leaves one free for other commitments such as a profession, that it leaves time free for a private life. But this is false. 
A priest remains a priest at all times. Priestly ordination is not first of all a generous commitment; it is a consecration of our whole being, an indelible conformation of our soul to Christ, the priest, who demands from us permanent conversion in order to correspond to him. Celibacy is the unquestionable sign that being a priest supposes allowing oneself to be entirely possessed by God. To call it into question would seriously aggravate the crisis of the priesthood,” he added. 

With a contribution by Pope Emeritus Benedict XVI, Cardinal Sarah has recently published a book defending priestly celibacy. 

Sarah pointed to Germany, where married priests have been discussed for a long time, and more forcefully since the launch of the “synodal path.” 

“But I am uneasy. In Germany, a strange synod clearly envisages the questioning of celibacy. I wanted to cry out my concern: Do not tear the Church apart! By attacking the celibacy of priests, you are attacking the Church and her mystery,” he said. 

Explaining that those who attack celibacy want to make the Church a purely human institution, “within our power, within our reach,” the cardinal continued, “It means renouncing the mystery of the Church as God’s gift.”

If married men in the Amazon region were allowed to become priests, Sarah argued, that “would prohibit the raising of vocations of unmarried priests. The exception would become a permanent state.”

Asked about priests within the Catholic Church who are married, namely as part of the Anglican Ordinariate and the Eastern churches, Sarah clarified that those exceptions constitute “a parenthesis in the normal and natural state of things.” At the same time, he said, “the lack of a priest is not an exception,” especially in nascent or dying churches.

Cardinal Sarah also attempted to dispel a number of myths surrounding the question of married priests. Even though married priests did indeed exist in the first few centuries of the Church, after their ordination, “they were required to abstain completely from sexual relations with their wives.”

Referring to the Council of Elvira in 305, Sarah made clear that one of the first concerns of the Church after the age of martyrdom was “to affirm that priests must abstain from sexual relations with their wives.”

He quoted the council itself, which stated, “It was unanimously agreed that bishops, priests and deacons, that is to say, all clerics constituted in the ministry, should abstain from their wives and should not bear children; whoever has done so (had sexual relations) should be declared to be deprived of the clerical office.”

In January, Cardinal Gerhard Müller said that the Eastern churches, by allowing married priests, had departed “from the tradition of the early Church.”

Cardinal Sarah echoed this assessment. “It was only much later, because of the corruption of the texts, that the East would evolve in its discipline, without ever renouncing the ontological link between priesthood and abstinence.”

Apart from historical considerations, Sarah also sees practical problems with having married priests, without doubting the holiness of married priests in Eastern churches. “If a priest is married, then he has a private life, a conjugal and family life. He must make time for his wife and children. He is unable to show, by his whole life, that he is totally and absolutely given to God and the Church.”

Starting with statements by former Pope Benedict XVI, Cardinal Sarah stated that he has shown “that at the root of the abuses committed by clerics, there is a deep flaw in their formation.”

“They wanted to make the priest a man like any other. Some priests were formed without putting God, prayer, the celebration of Mass, the ardent search for holiness at the center of their lives,” Sarah elaborated.

According to the African cardinal, priests were formed without teaching them about God as their only support, “without making them experience that their lives only have meaning through God and for him.” If God is taken out of the equation, the priest is left with nothing but power, Sarah continued.

“If a priest doesn’t daily experience (that) he is only an instrument in God’s hands, if he doesn’t stand constantly before God to serve him with all his heart, then he risks becoming intoxicated with a sense of power. If a priest’s life is not a consecrated life, then he is in great danger of illusion and diversion,” Sarah cautioned.

Cardinal Sarah briefly commented on the rollout of the book From the Depths of Our Hearts, to which Pope Emeritus Benedict XVI had contributed.

Sarah accused the opponents of the priesthood of making the former Pope out to be an old man. He then asked, “But have you read what he writes? Do you think one can write pages of such depth without having all one’s faculties?”

He further accused “some people” of trying “to make us believe that our publishers have manipulated us and have taken advantage of a misunderstanding to mount I don’t know what kind of communication stunt. This is totally false! There is no misunderstanding. Our French publisher has simply implemented what I personally worked out with the Pope emeritus.”

In this context, Sarah praised his French publisher Fayard, with which he had already worked on many other projects, including his trilogy of interview books that were written together with Nicolas Diat. “All these polemics are a diversionary tactic to avoid talking about the essential, the content of the book,” Sarah is convinced.

French newspaper Le Figaro first reported on the book on January 12. The cover of the original edition of the book on celibacy portrayed Benedict as a co-author, including a photo of the former Pope the same size as that of Sarah.

Archbishop Georg Gänswein, prefect of the Papal Household and private secretary of the former Pope, said January 14 that he had called Cardinal Sarah “at Benedict’s request, to ask the book’s publisher to remove the signature of the Pope emeritus from the introduction and conclusion, because he had not co-authored them.”

Following the first backlash, Sarah said in a statement, “The polemic which has aimed to tarnish me for several hours by implying that Benedict was not informed of the appearance of the book ‘From the Depths of Our Hearts’ is completely despicable.”
While the first edition of the book, for reasons of time, was still printed portraying the Pope emeritus as a co-author, future editions were announced as only referring to him as a contributor.

The publisher of the English version, Ignatius Press, maintains that Benedict is a co-author. They argued: “Given that, according to Benedict XVI’s correspondence and Cardinal Sarah’s statement, the two men collaborated on this book for several months, that none of the essays have appeared elsewhere, and that a joint work as defined by the Chicago Manual of Style is ‘a work prepared by two or more authors with the intention that their contribution be merged into inseparable or interdependent parts of a unitary whole,’ Ignatius Press considers this a co-authored publication.”

Archbishop Gänswein later said the introduction and the conclusion were not written by both, but only by the cardinal, even though the French publisher said otherwise.

The German archbishop has not been seen with Pope Francis at his Wednesday audiences for almost a month, which the Vatican claims is “due to ordinary redistribution of the various commitments and duties.”

POPE FRANCIS GIVES ABP. GÄNSWEIN A LEAVE OF ABSENCE
Bergoglio: 'I don't want to see you anymore'
https://www.churchmilitant.com/news/article/pope-francis-gives-gaenswein-a-leave-of-absence
Marco Tosatti, Rome, February 5, 2020
Dear friends and enemies, the German Catholic daily Tagespost gives us news that Pope Bergoglio has granted Abp. Georg Gänswein a leave of absence for an unspecified amount of time. We are able to confirm from our own sources that the news is true; in fact the leave of absence has already been in effect for some time. Here are a few paragraphs from the Tagespost article that we have translated.
Pope Francis Gives a Leave of Absence to Abp. Gänswein

Pope Francis has granted the Prefect of the Papal Household, Abp. Georg Gänswein, a leave of absence for an unspecified amount of time. It is unclear when Gänswein will resume his duties.

Vatican sources have confirmed this news to this newspaper [Tagespost]. The private secretary of the Pope Emeritus remains in his office as head of the prefecture, which is responsible for the arrangement of all of the Pope's public audiences, but will be left free to dedicate more time to Benedict XVI.

Differences of Opinion between Gänswein and Sarah

The backstory is apparently the unfortunate presentation of Cdl. Sarah's book on the priesthood, to which Benedict XVI had contributed an essay on celibacy and the Catholic priesthood. The French publisher Fayard had at first presented the book as being co-authored by both the Pope Emeritus and Sarah, the Prefect of the Congregation for Divine Worship, thereby giving the impression that they wanted to dictate to the Pope presently in office the way he ought to resolve the question of ordaining married "viri probati" as priests, which had been raised by the Amazon Synod.
[Translator's Note: It is quite interesting to read the "spin" being placed here on this story by the German daily Tagespost, downplaying the fact of Benedict XVI's personal authorship of an extensive section of the book].

More Details from Other Sources

From our own sources we are able to give some more details. In reality, for several weeks Gänswein has no longer been seen at the side of the pontiff, ever since the bomb exploded of the book written by Benedict XVI and Sarah.

Rumors are circulating in the Vatican about an explosion of anger from the pontiff, and of a turbulent meeting [with Gänswein]. But in reality, nothing like this happened. Pope Bergoglio simply said to the archbishop: "I don't want to see you anymore." The prefect asked him: "But am I returning, and when?" The Pontiff gave no reply to this question. When, however, Gänswein asked him, "But can I still come into the office?" the Pontiff replied, "It's better that you don't, since Msgr. Sapienza is there." And this is how Georg Gänswein disappeared...

First published at Marco Tosatti's blog.
Pope Francis puts Archbishop Gänswein on leave: report
German newspaper Die Tagespost reports that Pope Benedict's secretary has been placed on leave after the controversy over the celibacy book.

https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/breaking-pope-francis-puts-archbishop-gaenswein-on-leave-report-says
Martin Bürger, Rome, February 5, 2020
Pope Benedict’s secretary, Archbishop Georg Gänswein, has been put on administrative leave indefinitely by Pope Francis, according to Catholic newspaper Die Tagespost. Gänswein is reportedly being released from his duties as Prefect of the Papal Household in order to spend more time with Pope Emeritus Benedict XVI.
Gänswein has been the private secretary of Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger since 2003. He remained at his side after Ratzinger’s election to the papacy. Only a few months before Benedict resigned in 2013, he made Gänswein the Prefect of the Papal Household, as well as an archbishop.

Since then, the German prelate has spent part of his day with the Pope emeritus, while fulfilling his duties as Prefect of the Papal Household during the remainder of his day.

Die Tagespost speculates that the administrative leave is related to the rollout of the book From the Depths of Our Hearts on clerical celibacy by Cardinal Robert Sarah, to which Benedict XVI contributed.

French newspaper Le Figaro had first reported on the book on January 12. Immediately, “a storm of criticism ensued against the cardinal and the Pope emeritus, portraying both of them as at odds with Pope Francis,” as Edward Pentin wrote for the National Catholic Register.

Sarah, the Prefect of the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments, had been working with French publisher Fayard for years. The cover of the original edition of the book on celibacy portrayed Benedict as a co-author, including a photo of the former Pope the same size as that of Sarah.

Archbishop Gänswein said on January 14 that he had called Cardinal Sarah “at Benedict’s request, to ask the book’s publisher to remove the signature of the Pope emeritus from the introduction and conclusion, because he had not co-authored them.”

Following the first backlash, Sarah said in a statement, “The polemic which has aimed to tarnish me for several hours by implying that Benedict was not informed of the appearance of the book ‘From the Depths of Our Hearts’ is completely despicable.”

While the first edition of the book, for reasons of time, was still printed portraying the Pope emeritus as a co-author, future editions were announced as only referring to him as a contributor.

The publisher of the English version, Ignatius Press, maintains that Benedict is a co-author. They argued: “Given that, according to Benedict XVI’s correspondence and Cardinal Sarah’s statement, the two men collaborated on this book for several months, that none of the essays have appeared elsewhere, and that a joint work as defined by the Chicago Manual of Style is ‘a work prepared by two or more authors with the intention that their contribution be merged into inseparable or interdependent parts of a unitary whole’, Ignatius Press considers this a coauthored publication.”

Archbishop Gänswein later said the introduction and the conclusion were not written by both, but only by the cardinal, even though the French publisher said otherwise.

Also on January 14, Vatican-based journalist Antonio Socci had claimed that Pope Francis was “furious” over Benedict’s contribution to the book on celibacy, demanding he retract his name from the work.

Socci speculated, “In fact, that very authoritative pronouncement of Benedict XVI prevents [Pope Francis] from taking a pickaxe to ecclesiastical celibacy as he had planned to do in the next post-synodal exhortation.” The exhortation is expected to be published this month. There have been conflicting reports as to whether or not celibacy will be made optional for certain men wanting to be a priest.

Implicating Gänswein in the story, Socci said, “Thus, [Pope Francis] personally called Archbishop Gänswein, the secretary of Benedict XVI as well as the prefect of Bergoglio’s pontifical household, and – furious – ordered him to remove the name of Benedict XVI from the cover of the book …”

On January 17, after having talked to the Prefect of the Papal Household, Die Tagespost reported that both Benedict and Gänswein received the French edition of the book for the first time the day after Le Figaro published the first story about it.

Die Tagespost wrote, “Then, according to Gänswein, he approached [editorial director of the Dicastery for Communication] Tornielli and agreed on the following language, which was then adopted by all Vatican media. First: Benedict XVI did not write a “Book of Four Hands” together with Cardinal Robert Sarah. Secondly: The Pope emeritus has neither seen nor approved the front page of the book allegedly written by four hands. Thirdly: Benedict XVI wrote a contribution on the priesthood months ago, and Cardinal Sarah asked to be able to read it. The Pope emeritus finally left this article to Sarah, knowing that he was writing a book on the priesthood. Fourthly: It is obvious that (in the presentation of the book) there took place an editorial and media operation with which Benedict XVI has nothing to do and from which he distances himself completely.”

Gänswein claimed there was a misunderstanding between Pope Emeritus Benedict XVI and Cardinal Sarah, but no conspiracy by any of the parties involved.

Cardinal Sarah had worked closely together with Nicolas Diat, the book’s editor. According to Vatican-based journalist Edward Pentin, Diat confirmed Sarah’s summary of events, most notably stressing that the cardinal showed Benedict in person a draft copy of the cover during a private audience.

Pentin quoted Diat as saying, “Cardinal Sarah sent a confidential letter [to Benedict] on November 19 with the full text. The proofs were complete: introduction, the two texts, and the conclusion. Then, on December 3, he showed the draft cover during an audience with Benedict XVI.”

Gänswein later denied that the Pope emeritus had seen the proofs of the book.

In the wake of the controversy surrounding the genesis of the book on celibacy, Archbishop Carlo Maria Viganò had also released a testimony. In it, he denounced Gänswein for what he calls his “abusive and systematic control” of the Pope emeritus.

As LifeSiteNews reported, “Archbishop Viganò asserts that ‘Gänswein habitually filtered information, arrogating to himself the right to judge how opportune or not it was to send it to the Holy Father.’”
During public events, the Prefect of the Papal Household is never more than a few steps away from the Pope. From now on, Gänswein will be replaced by the regent of the Papal Household, Italian prelate Leonardo Sapienza. It is not certain when the German archbishop will again take up his duties as prefect.

UPDATE 9:05AM ET: Edward Pentin, Rome correspondent for the National Catholic Register, reports that a Vatican spokesperson has denied that Archbishop Gänswein was put on leave. The spokesman told him, “We have no information in that sense.” Rather, his absence “during certain audiences in recent weeks” is “due to ordinary redistribution of the various commitments and duties” of Gänswein working both as prefect of the Papal Household and personal secretary of Pope emeritus Benedict XVI.

LifeSite has confirmed that Gänswein last attended the pope's Wednesday general audience on January 15, 2020. Since then, he has been replaced by another prelate. As the Prefect of the Papal Household, he is responsible for organizing all audiences with the Pope, and is usually seen sitting next to Pope Francis during his Wednesday audiences.

Ingo Brüggenjürgen, editor in chief of Domradio, the news outlet affiliated with the archdiocese of Cologne, said in an interview that according to his sources, the original report is correct. He added, “The decision was already looming. There were already similar reports immediately after the struggle over the book by Cardinal Sarah and Pope Benedict.”

LifeSite has reached out to Archbishop Gänswein for comment.

Mickens on Gänswein and the End of the “Shadow Pontificate”
https://onepeterfive.com/mickens-on-ganswein-and-the-end-of-the-shadow-pontificate 

Steve Skojec, February 7, 2020
Robert Mickens — a man notorious for his dislike of Pope Benedict XVI, so keep that in mind going in — has a fascinating piece (paywall) at La Croix about the Gänswein sidelining.
Mickens says that Francis was stuck with Gänswein by Benedict, who didn’t see Bergoglio coming, and had, just before his abdication, elevated his personal secretary to the position of papal prefect with the thought of creating “seamless transition and continuity” between the old and new pontificates.

“The top candidates” for the papacy, Mickens writes, “were believed to be Angelo Scola of Italy, Marc Ouellet of Quebec, Odilo Scherer of Brazil, Peter Erdöof Hungary or, possibly, Christoph Schönborn of Austria.”
But they got Bergoglio instead.

And now, says Mickens, citing the assessment of La Stampa Vatican journalist Francesco Peloso, this little fiasco with Gänswein’s duties being “redistributed” look like a “purge,” and the Holy See Press Office’s explanation like something from the “golden years of the Kremlin.”

Mickens offers some history on the situation:

On Dec. 7, just 75 days before stunning the world with the announcement of his resignation, Benedict appointed his personal secretary, Monsignor George Gänswein, then 56, as prefect of the Papal Household.

The pope consecrated him titular Archbishop of Urbisaglia a month later on the Feast of the Epiphany.

All the pieces were now in place.

Benedict had already begun refurbishing a building in the Vatican Gardens that had been used the previous two decades as a nunnery.

John Paul II had established the Mater Ecclessiae Monastery in the 1990s to be occupied by a different community of contemplative nuns every five years.

When the last group completed its term in 2012, Benedict decided he’d make the monastery his retirement home.

He would live there with his private secretary and a small group of consecrated women who would serve as his staff.

There was nothing terribly unusual about the arrangement except for one thing – Gänswein would be living with the retired pope while running the household (being the gatekeeper) of the current pope.

Seamless transition and continuity from one pontificate to another was guaranteed.

But then Francis got elected. It would have been difficult for him to replace Gänswein, being that the German had been in the post only a few months.

Instead, the new pope decided to live at the Santa Marta Residence where the cardinals lodged during the conclave.

The old guard from Benedict’s pontificate was dumbfounded.
And the now-retired pope’s well-laid plans came to nothing.

Meanwhile, Archbishop Gänswein looked out of place and sullen in the early days and weeks of the papal transition. He was, in effect, the prefect of an empty household.

Mickens argues that Gänswein never had any real power with the new pope, that his attempts to schedule things without consulting with Francis were met with refusals, and that he eventually took the hint that Francis was going to be his own man and do things his own way.

Now, it seems, after six years, Francis has finally figured out how to get rid of him. And along with him, Mickens opines, quite possibly the “unwritten (and unspoken) non-aggression treaty” between the two popes.
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