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To Whom Do the Relics of the Catholic Church’s Saints Belong?
Pope Francis’ improvised gift of St. Peter’s bone fragments to the patriarch of Constantinople requires further exploration.
http://www.ncregister.com/daily-news/to-whom-do-the-relics-of-the-catholic-churchs-saints-belong
By Fr. Raymond de Souza, July 10, 2019

On June 27, the body of the Venerable Fulton Sheen was flown from New York to Peoria, Illinois. Two days later, some relics of St. Peter the Apostle were on a plane from Rome to Constantinople (Istanbul).
These two prominent transfers of relics — though entirely different in circumstances — raise an interesting question: To whom do the relics of the saints belong?

Catholics in the United States, having observed the three-year legal dispute between the Archdiocese of New York and the Diocese of Peoria over the earthly remains of Fulton Sheen, might have been surprised that relics of St. Peter were sent by Pope Francis to Patriarch Bartholomew of Constantinople with less than 24 hours’ consideration.

Who gets to decide? Practically speaking, it is a legal question. But is it more than that?

In the Sheen case, the Diocese of Peoria made the argument that, because it had done the work and paid the cost of the cause for beatification, the body should be transferred to a shrine in Sheen’s hometown cathedral, where he was ordained a priest. The Archdiocese of New York, which had custody of Sheen’s body, buried in the crypt under the high altar in St. Patrick’s Cathedral, argued that it was bound to defend Sheen’s wishes. He wanted to be buried in New York.

Denied its request for the body, Peoria decided to halt the process of Sheen’s cause. No body in Peoria, no beatification.

In response, Sheen’s closest living relative, his niece, Joan Cunningham, asked a New York court to permit her to move the body of her uncle to Peoria. She is elderly and would like to see him beatified before she dies.

The New York courts repeatedly ruled in favor of Cunningham. The judges saw it as a relatively straightforward matter. The family can make a reasonable request to transfer a body. Cunningham and Peoria argued that if Sheen knew the “no body, no beatification” circumstances of today, he would agree to posthumously leave New York for Peoria.

The question before the courts was a narrow one: Was it reasonable for the niece to request the transfer? Given the circumstances, was it reasonable for his niece to think that Sheen himself would agree, despite what he wrote in his will? They answered both affirmatively.
The legal question, though, does not exhaust the broader question of who gets to decide about relics. The New York courts faced essentially a property question, with the property in question being human remains. It was decided according to the broad principles of estate law.

The Church question, though, is broader. Peoria made the case that, as the chief actor in the sainthood cause, it had a moral and ecclesial claim to the body. The court did not take up that question, but it is certainly a valid position to hold.

What about the dioceses where Sheen served — New York and Rochester? Do they not have a valid claim regarding a bishop? From an ecclesial point of view, it is not unreasonable to argue that the “next of kin” for a deceased bishop is actually his diocese. A bishop is supposed to regard himself as married to her.

In the case of a bishop — to say nothing of a candidate for beatification — it is not clear from an ecclesial point of view why the family’s wishes should be determinative. What if Cunningham wanted Sheen to be buried with his parents in the local Peoria cemetery and the cathedral?

There was no question of legality in sending the relics of St. Peter the Apostle to Constantinople. As absolute ruler of Vatican City State, Pope Francis could have made any decree that he wanted to permit their transfer. It does not appear that he did so, but simply manifested his will by doing it. And as supreme legislator for the Church universal, if canon law prevented such a transfer, the Holy Father could have amended it. So there is no legal question to sort out.

Yet other questions arise. The excavations of the Vatican necropolis under St. Peter’s Basilica were one of the most sensitive decisions taken by Venerable Pius XII and his successors. The discovery of Peter’s tomb was so momentous that Pius XII requested that he himself be buried as close as possible to the holy site.
The confirmation in 1968 — as much as archaeology allows — that the very bones of St. Peter had been found by St. Paul VI was of immense significance for the very status and symbolism of St. Peter’s itself: Upon this rock I will build my Church.

The majority of the bones found were left in situ (on-site) under the high altar of St. Peter’s. But Paul VI took nine small fragments and placed them in a special reliquary, which he kept in the chapel in the pope’s private apartment. He desired that the Successor of Peter’s daily prayer be nourished by the corporeal presence of the Prince of the Apostles and that Peter’s relics would protect the pope and his ministry.

His successors maintained the custom, never removing the reliquary for public veneration. Pope Francis exposed the relics for public veneration at the conclusion of the Year of Faith in November 2013, after which they have remained in the private chapel of the papal apartment, which lies unused.

When he gave the relics to the 2019 delegation representing Bartholomew at the Solemnity of Sts. Peter and Paul in Rome, he revealed that the idea had occurred to him the night before while praying.

“I no longer live in the Apostolic Palace, I never use this chapel, I never serve the Holy Mass here, and we have St. Peter’s relics in the basilica itself, so it will be better if they will be kept in Constantinople,” Pope Francis said. “This is my gift to the Church of Constantinople. Please take this reliquary and give it to my brother Patriarch Bartholomew. This gift is not from me; it is a gift from God.”

Given that the decision was spontaneous and executed without any apparent consultation, the Holy Father will likely provide a fuller explanation for the gift in the future. No doubt he will be asked about it on the next papal flight. He will, on that occasion, address various questions that arise about relics.

Do relics have a proper home? Relics often travel for the veneration of the faithful, but do they belong in a certain place? Could the relics of St. Peter be sent permanently to Los Angeles or Melbourne? Could the relics of St. Francis in Assisi be given to the Coptic pope in Cairo? Or must the Shroud of Turin remain permanently in Turin?

The undisputed Christian tradition is that Peter is linked forever to Rome, the new “mother and head” of all the Churches, by his martyrdom at the Vatican. Peter has no connection at all with Constantinople; indeed, when the Roman emperor shifted the imperial capital from Rome to Constantinople in the fourth century, the successors of Peter pointedly remained in Rome.

Do relics have owners in the strict sense, or custodians in broad sense? Once the papal apartment and chapel was left empty, should the relics have been moved to the Santa Marta Chapel where the Holy Father offers daily Mass, or to another place where they would be venerated regularly? Is Pope Francis obliged to consider that his successors may desire the presence of the precious relics of Peter for their personal veneration and prayer? It’s possible that they might again live in the papal apartment and use the chapel.

Imagine the Holy Father had given Vladimir Putin the Pietà of Michelangelo on his recent visit, to be displayed in the Hermitage in St. Petersburg, or to be conveyed as a “gift from God” to the Russian Orthodox Patriarch of Moscow. It would be a bold gesture to be sure, but would it be proper? It would never happen, of course, as the Italian Republic would ensure that, the moment the sculpture left the Vatican City State, Italian authorities would prevent its removal from Italy. But if the Italian state understands itself as a custodian of precious art that it does not own, is not the Holy See the custodian of the Pietà rather than its owner?

The relics of Peter are, of course, more precious than any artwork, more precious than anything the Holy See owns, save for the relics of the Passion. Could those too be given as gifts? 

The improvised gift of Peter’s successor to Andrew’s successor needs further exploration.
Father Raymond J. de Souza is the editor in chief of Convivium magazine
Pope Francis gives away relics of St. Peter to Orthodox patriarch
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/pope-francis-gives-away-relics-of-st-peter
By Diane Montagna, Rome, July 3, 2019
In an unexpected and what some in Rome are viewing as an ominous gesture, Pope Francis has given away relics of St. Peter the Apostle to an Orthodox patriarch.
Following a solemn Mass on June 29, the liturgical feast of the Apostles Sts. Peter and Paul, the Pope gave a delegation representing Orthodox Ecumenical Patriarch Bartholomew of Constantinople a bronze reliquary containing nine bone fragments of the first Pope.

The Orthodox Church, while having a valid priesthood and sacraments, is not in full communion with Rome, in part because it does not accept papal primacy. Although a mutual withdrawal of excommunication between Rome and Constantinople was issued at the end of the Second Vatican Council by Pope Paul VI and Patriarch Athenagoras, Catholics do not pray for the Orthodox patriarchs in their liturgy nor do the Orthodox pray for the Pope. There is no sacramental intercommunion between the Churches.  
The relics
The nine bone fragments were among the relics of St. Peter discovered during excavations of the Vatican necropolis begun by Pope Pius XI in 1939. During the excavations, archaeologists discovered a funerary monument with a casket engraved with the Greek words Petros eni, or “Peter is here.”

Following subsequent investigations, Italian archeologist Margherita Guarducci published a paper asserting that she had found the bones of St. Peter near the site identified as his tomb.
In 1968, Pope Paul VI, convinced of the authenticity of the discovery, commissioned a bronze reliquary for nine bone fragments and kept the relics in his private chapel in the Apostolic Palace, where they have remained until now. Each year, on the June 29 liturgical feast of St. Peter and Paul, the relics were displayed in the chapel for the private veneration of the Roman Pontiff. 
The other relics of St. Peter still remain in a small niche in the wall under the main altar of St. Peter’s Basilica, in the place they were originally discovered. 

The nine bone fragments have been displayed only once for public veneration, on November 24, 2013, when Pope Francis had the reliquary placed next to the altar during the closing Mass for the Year of Faith, opened by Pope Benedict XVI.
Pope Francis removed the reliquary from the private chapel of the popes on June 29, the liturgical feast of the Apostles Sts. Peter and Paul, Patrons of Rome. 

Leaving the Apostolic Palace

Archbishop Job of Telmessos, who headed the official delegation of the Ecumenical Patriarchate of Constantinople, said that after the papal Mass in St. Peter’s Basilica on June 29, Pope Francis invited him to accompany him to the tomb of St. Peter under the main altar. 

The archbishop said that after the two prayed together at St. Peter’s tomb, the Pope told him he had a “gift for the Church of Constantinople.” The Pope invited the archbishop to accompany him to the Apostolic Palace. There, in the private chapel of the popes, Francis took the reliquary and gave it to Archbishop Job.

“When we entered the chapel,” the Orthodox archbishop said, “Pope Francis explained to me that Pope Paul VI wanted to keep a part of the relics of St. Peter from the Vatican Basilica in his private chapel.” 

Pope Francis told him: “I no longer live in the Apostolic Palace, I never use this chapel, I never [celebrate] Holy Mass here, and we have St. Peter’s relics in the basilica itself, so it will be better if they will be kept in Constantinople.”  

“This is my gift to the Church of Constantinople,” the Pope added, as he handed over the relics. “Please take this reliquary and give it to my brother Patriarch Bartholomew.” 

“This gift is not from me, it is a gift from God,” he said.

Admitting to being somewhat taken aback by the Pope’s decision, Archbishop Job said: “This is an extraordinary and unexpected event that we did not expect. The relics of the Holy Apostle Peter were always kept in Rome where they were the purpose of pilgrimages.”
“The Orthodox Church has never asked for them since they never belonged to the Church of Constantinople,” the archbishop added. “This time, we do not speak of a return of relics to their original place. This time, the relics are being presented as a gift. This prophetic gesture is another huge step on the path to concrete unity.”

An ominous sign?

But some observers view the gesture as an ominous sign for the Church and for Rome. 

“Pope Francis literally gave St. Peter away,” one source in Rome told LifeSite. “Incredible as a gesture.”

“The relics were in the Pope’s private chapel,” a priest noted. “He clearly prefers to make a ‘gesture’ of the relics than to pray before them and receive special graces from his patron, the first Pope.”

“It is an entirely secular way of thinking, and what he reaps — secularization — he will sow for the whole Church, in a way no one expects,” he added.

In comments to LifeSite, another priest in Rome noted how important “locus,” i.e. place, is in Catholic thought, and added that it was the Lord’s will that Peter be martyred in Rome.

The priest pointed out that Christian art and literature have depicted Peter fleeing crucifixion in Rome during Emperor Nero’s persecution. According to a Christian tradition, on a road outside the city, Peter met the risen Jesus. In the Latin translation, Peter asks Jesus, “Quo vadis, Domine?” to which the risen Lord responds: “Romam eo iterum crucifigi” (“I am going to Rome to be crucified again”). The vision gave Peter the courage to return to the city, where he was martyred by being crucified upside down.

“I strongly suspect this is a sign that St. Peter’s protection will be leaving the Vatican,” an observer in Rome said. “What to watch for next: Francis gives relics of St Paul to Protestants. It would be in the same line as the logic of this move. And it would further remove divine protection, preparing St Peter’s for a devastation not seen since the sack of Rome in the 1500s.”
Moving East

On the evening of June 29, the relics were transferred from Rome to Constantinople, accompanied by Monsignor Andrea Palmieri, undersecretary of the Pontifical Council for the Promotion of Christian Unity. On June 30, they were exposed for public veneration during a solemn Divine Liturgy celebrated by Patriarch Bartholomew, who described Pope Francis’s decision as a “brave and bold” gesture.

The reliquary is now being kept at the ecumenical patriarchate in Istanbul.   

“Often signs are given to us,” one observer commented on Twitter following the news. “St. Peter leaving Rome for the East means only one [thing]: the judgment has been passed upon Rome.
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Those not in full communion with the Chair of Saint Peter cannot be given such relics as these. It seems that Rome under Pope Francis slides further from the truth every day.

When you give St. Peter away to those opposed in various ways to St. Peter's Catholic Church, one would think that PF defenders would finally come to the knowledge of truth and declare.............."Pope Francis..!!! That is enough, we are on to you."

It has been the actions of the current holder of The Keys, from the beginning of his reign, to "demote" the Papacy. The greatest tragedy is that vast numbers of Catholics just don't care. His "give away" is symbolic of his goal.

As if it couldn't get worse, then it does. The Orthodox left the apostolic succession of St. Peter, we didn't simply "go our separate ways". And now Pope Francis symbolically erased the distinction of the Catholic Church as the seat of Peter.

Too bad he didn't give himself away so we can elect another pope and hopefully one that holds the Faith whole and entire.
Pope Gives Bones of St. Peter to Schismatics

https://www.remnantnewspaper.com/web/index.php/articles/item/4522-pope-gives-away-relics-of-st-peter-to-schismatics-resist-francis-to-his-face
By Michael J. Matt, July 2, 2019
On June 29, the Feast of Sts. Peter and Paul, the Vatican held a large ceremony. Among those present was a delegation from the Ecumenical Patriarchate of Constantinople.
The pope presented them with precious relics of St. Peter, which had originally been venerated in the papal apartments. The relics were bone fragments found during excavations begun in the 1940s of the necropolis under St. Peter’s Basilica.

The pope claimed this was a token of “brotherhood and closeness”...whatever kind of closeness he imagines there can be with schismatics who deny the primacy of Peter. 

The gesture prompted many Catholics the world over to ask: Who exactly does this man think he is, and what's next: Our Lady's Veil from Chartres Cathedral?
3 of 54 readers’ comments
Pope Bergoglio' gesture of giving away Holy bone relics of Saint Peter to ecumenical satanic cronies is just another lauded example of telling Vatican II Catholics that the Church is no longer the One and Only True Church established by Jesus Christ. This declaration which began under Pope John XXIII ecumenical position was solidified under Pope John Paul II first ecumenical gathering at Assisi in 1986. You will know them by their fruits says our Lord.
He gave away the Rock on which our Church was built. It’s symbolic. Its Francis' twisted way of thumbing his nose at the Church.

The relics were not his to give. They belong to our patrimony. He is a thief as well as an enemy of Christ and His Church!
