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Chapter XV 
 

 

Return to Fatima 

“Let us remember that Jesus Christ is a very good Son 

and that He does not permit that we offend and despise 

His Most Holy Mother.” 

- Sister Lucy 

 

While this is certainly true of Christ, it would seem that we have good reason to question if this was true 

of His recent Vicars.  From rejection to sacrilege, from conversion to apostasy:  just as the events at 

Fatima and the subsequent rejection of the Blessed Mother’s commands represent the nexus of all of the 

forces building up towards the great apostasy, it is at Fatima where we see, in symbol and reality, those 

same forces flaunt their triumph.  The very place where the Blessed Mother appeared to offer the Church 

a heaven-sent solution to her troubles would become the place where the Church would mock Mary and 

her message, and celebrate the birth of the new-world religion.  The Church obdurately refused to 

consecrate Russia to Mary, and instead consecrated her shrine to the world.  In light of the events about 

to be narrated, in no way can these be considered histrionic overstatements. 

 

 Already documented is Pope John’s hubris in rejecting Mary’s commands and promises while regarding 

his own solution to peace in the world as superior.  Paul VI likewise was overt in his contempt for 

Fatima and all that related to it.  In his book, Mr. Socci relates the account as described by Andrea 

Tornielli, describing Paul’s encounter with Lucia during his visit to Fatima:  “Sister Lucia is on her 

knees, she is seen to say something to the Pope, but here ‘the attitude of the pontiff changes, it is 

perceived form his gestures that he has said no and has invited the religious not to insist.  Lucia had 

wanted a face to face meeting; Montini invited her courteously but firmly to address herself to her 

bishop.’  In substance the pontiff ‘did not want to speak in private with her’ and ‘the refusal of the Pope 

was fixed forever on the films of the cameramen.’  Everyone can see the annoyed refusal of Pope 

Montini.”
1
 

Liberals are Liars 

Paul VI’s perpetual championing of the causes of “openness” and “dialogue” were never more clearly 

revealed as, at best, inconsistent, than by his actions surrounding Fatima.  As with his refusal of any 

traditional organization at the Vatican, his actions at Fatima likewise showed his “openness” to be 

towards anything but authentic Catholicism. As Fr. Villa related about his trip to Fatima, “Paul VI did, 

to be sure, travel to Fatima on May 13, 1967, fifty years after the celestial Apparitions, but he did not go 

there to see, but to be seen; not hear the message of the Virgin Mary, but to take the stage; not to kneel 

down, but to dominate before an endless entreating crowd; not to receive celestial commands, but to 

impose his earthly schemes; not to implore the peace from the Holy Virgin, but to demand it of man, to 

impose, right there, in the domain of the Blessed Virgin Mary, the “schemes” of the Masonic World of 

Manhattan; in a word, to stay faithful to himself.  It was clear right from the outset…With a childish and 

impolite pretext, he humiliated the President of Portugal, Salazar (one of the most prestigious political 

leaders of the century, and one of the major authors of the Christian civilization); first by not taking the 
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time to meet him at his office; then, by receiving him as any other Portuguese citizen, without suite, 

without photographers, without any apparatus of the President’s dignity would have required.  And so, 

by humiliating the Head of State, Paul VI humiliated Portugal – the most faithful country of the Catholic 

Faith – paying no consideration to the nation or her leader.  Even the progressive press underscored that 

act of contempt, flaunted, which Paul VI had toward that still deeply Catholic people.”   

     “He then went on to celebrate, in the Portuguese language, a hasty and cold Mass, impossible to 

follow, so much so that even Laurentin defined it ‘stammering.’  It was noted, then, that his speeches 

made but brief allusion to the apparitions of 1917, and, even these, were superficial and detached.  

Concerned for his political and ecumenical chimeras, Paul VI had organized a series of audiences that 

were to take up all of his time; particularly, an ‘ecumenical meeting’ with the ‘representatives of the 

non-Catholic communities.’  But the Lord humiliated him.  Of all the invited, none but two showed up, 

Presbyterians, with whom, besides, as these did not understand Paul VI’s speech in the French language, 

he could only exchange a few meaningless words, while so many good Catholics would have been more 

than willing to pray and speak with him.   

     “Moreover, having no wish to visit the places of the Apparitions, at Cova da Iria, in spite of its 

proximity, he gave everyone the impression he did not believe in them.  But ever since his arrival at 

Fatima, he had not found the time to salute, first, Our Lady of Fatima, as he immediately climbed onto 

the platform, saluting the people.  He had passed before the Virgin Mary without as much as raising his 

eyes toward Her, just as, afterwards, he declined to recite the Rosary with the crowd.  Even the TV 

showed, and the newspapers noted, that Paul VI had not even recited a ‘Hail Mary.’”
2
 

Liberals are Liars II 

As John before him, Paul was less than forthright with his liberal proclamation that writers would no 

longer be censured nor silenced.  Just as John Censured Our Lady of Fatima and relegated the message 

she ordered to be promulgated to be locked in a Vatican vault, Paul too was selective in his “liberalism,” 

as Sr. Lucy was the one exception to his “tolerance” of anything and everything.  Again, I defer to Mr. 

Socci’s skillful summary: 

“Sister Lucia had to live 45 years of her life (from 1960 to death) in a condition that is not 

imposed on anyone in the civilized world, not even the most dangerous prisoners.  In the 

Vatican, starting from the time of Pope John XXIII, they had more than enough of hearing the 

testimony of Sister Lucia.  So much so that they did not content themselves with simply 

impeding her from speaking and from meeting whoever would retain what she said, but from 

the ambient of the Vatican Curia – I have personal testimonies of what took place in the decade 

of the 1980’s – they went so far as to discredit this little cloistered nun [with a future Pope 

joining in the conspiracy] and made it impossible for her to defend herself [what of the ‘rights 

of man’ you so endlessly proclaim, Holy Fathers?].  They defined her as a ‘graphomaniac, a 

person obsessed with writing things down, and ‘obsessed with being the center of attention’ 

because of the pressing appeals, never made public, that she had continued over the years to 

send to the Vatican.”
3
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The intervening decades certainly demonstrated the validity of the Blessed Mother’s warnings about the 

price of disobedience.  Nations were annihilated, Catholic nations in particular.  Mentioned elsewhere in 

some detail are the sufferings and exterminations of those in the Communist Bloc nations.  Also, we 

look to Spain where, on the anniversary of the Miracle of the Sun in 1931, Prime Minister Azana 

declared to the Parliament, “Today Spain has ceased to be Catholic.”   

Also fulfilled were the Blessed Mother’s words that Russia would spread her errors.  Catholic Central 

and South America were decimated by “Liberation Theology,” a replacement of the Catholic Faith with 

Communist doctrine.  In this instance as well, John Paul suffered firsthand the fruits of the apostasy Our 

Lady of Fatima had come to prevent.  The humiliation to which he was subjected when visiting one such 

nation is truly stunning in light of its vast “Catholic” population.  Ironically, it was the very 

“theologians” responsible whose disapproval kept John Paul from invoking the Queen of Heaven to rid 

the Church of these open enemies.
4
   

First of all, however, it is useful to review the proof that The Blessed Mother’s solution would have been 

successful (as though any proof is required beyond her word).  It was noted earlier how Portugal escaped 

the ravages of World War II due to its “micro” consecration, whereby the country was consecrated to the 

Immaculate Heart of Mary.  Likewise, Popes Pius XII and John Paul II both carried out consecrations of 

the world to The Immaculate of Mary, in an effort to carry out her commands at Fatima yet, 

circumventing her explicit intention in order to appease the very people Mary was going to convert.  

Still, these incomplete efforts brought great blessings from Heaven.   

It was in May of 1952 when the Blessed Mother appeared again to Lucia, telling her: “Make known to 

the Holy Father that I am still awaiting the consecration of Russia to My Immaculate Heart.  Without 

this consecration, Russia will not be able to convert, nor will the world have peace.”  For reasons 

unknown (in any public venue), Pius tried for “a middle road” between the explicit, non-negotiable 

terms of the Blessed Mother, and the voices of those who feared worldly retribution.  On July 7, he 

published an Apostolic Letter to the people of Russia.  He committed the consecration to writing in this 

document, but it is not the formal act, in union with the bishops of the world, ordered by Mary.  Yet, our 

Heavenly Mother gave a partial reward to this partial obedience.   On October 14, 1952, Stalin gave a 

speech in preparation for an imminent military offensive in Western Europe.  He was determined to 

conquer Europe in his lifetime, but soon after he was struck down by a brain hemorrhage and died.  

 Likewise, Sister Lucia testified that she was assured in an apparition that the act of John Paul spared the 

world a catastrophic war that would have erupted in 1985.  Russia had made plans for the military action 

that would provoke this war when, on May 13, 1984, the anniversary of the first apparition of Fatima 

and less than two months after John Paul’s act of consecration, one of their missal arsenals inexplicably 

caught fire.  Without these weapons, a military action was no longer possible.  Yet, Lucy also confirmed 

that this act, while accepted in Heaven, did not fulfill Mary’s request at Fatima, as Russia was not 

mentioned by name.  If an incomplete act won us such a merciful reprieve (28 years and counting!), it is 

truly heart-rending to think what the actual fulfillment of her command would have won for the world.   

As with his entire pontificate, Pope John Paul’s actions surrounding Fatima remain enigmatic and 

incoherent: on one hand a model of Catholic piety and devotion, on the other a fully committed 
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modernist.  He credited Our Lady of Fatima with saving his life when he was shot on the anniversary of 

her first apparition and, upon leaving the hospital, told his aid “I understand that the only solution to 

save the world from war, to save it from atheism, is the conversion of Russia according to the message 

of Fatima.”
5
  Yet not convinced enough to actually do it!!  A bishop testified that the Pope told him 

firsthand that this omission burdened him, and others said the same.   

A sadder irony still is embodied in this; the Secret of Fatima, as John Paul knew, warned of apostasy at 

the top of the Church.  Yet, it was due to the fruit of this apostasy that he refused to apply the remedy!  

Msgr. Hnicla recalls saying to the Pope “I had occasion to greet him a few days after the election, and I 

said to him:  ‘God has called you because your first work must by the consecration and conversion of 

Russia.’  He answered me: “I am willing to do it even tomorrow.  If you convince the bishops’”  

(Andrea Tornielli, The Secret Revealed).  The fact that bishops would not obey a mandate from the Pope 

and the Mother of God Herself is all the more proof that the apostasy is advancing.  The same Msgr., 

years later, told John Paul directly that his “entrustment” was not enough, to which the Pope responded, 

“I know, but many theologians are opposed.”
6
  By this digression, we see the feebleness and 

impossibility of “the middle road.”  In only three years time the Pope had digressed from fearing 

opposition from bishops to fearing the disfavor of pedantic theologians preventing him from obeying 

Our Lady and freeing the world from the scourge brought about by this decades old refusal.    Yet, not 

only did he acquiesce to the enemies of the message in this regard, he contributed to the subsequent 

efforts to stifle the true message and “cover the tracks” of this staggering Papal omission of the past half 

century. 

The original events and message attacked 

As contrary as the events and message of Fatima are to the liberal agenda, the modernist refutation of 

revelation, and the cowering posture desired by the Church’s new architects, their authenticity has 

always been attacked by the liberal elements in the Church.  As already noted, in the 1960 Vatican 

release which stated that the Blessed Mother would not be obeyed and the message would not be 

revealed, we read that the Church “does not pledge Herself to guarantee the veracity of the words which 

the three shepherds claim to have heard from Our Lady.”  The apparition, already approved, is now 

downgraded to a “claim.”   

Yet, in 2000, all of the sudden the events were given factual status yet again, and the Vatican did, in 

fact, want to reveal the secret to the world.  The explanation given was that the events had been fulfilled, 

culminating in the assassination attempt against Pope John Paul, and that the promised conversion of 

Russia had been achieved by the “fall of Communism.”  The facts, however, would indicate otherwise, 

and the revealing of the secret was yet another step by which the Vatican sought to bury it forever.  First 

of all, by exactly what calculation or criteria does one consider Russia to now be converted? 

• Catholicism, the religion to which Mary promised Russia would convert, remains the subject of 

persecution.  Islam, Judaism, and Buddhism have all been sanctioned as Russia’s “traditional 

religions,” while Catholic parishes must obtain approval from the government.   

• Russia has the highest abortion rate in the world, with the average Russian woman procuring 

eight in her lifetime.   
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• Russia has the highest alcohol consumption in the world.   

• Homosexuality and child pornography are rampant in Russia. 

• Communism still rules:  Vladimir Putin systematically shut down all independent media, with 

the last independent television station closing on Jan. 11, 2002 (London Times reporting).  At 

present, they have an ever-escalating military partnership with China. 

• The Russian Orthodox Patriarch, Alexy II, has “decried the spiritual degeneration of Russian 

society into occultism, Satanism, and assorted non-Christian sects since Communisms ‘fall,’”
7
 

the same “fall” which is alleged to be the sign of the “conversion” promised at Fatima.   

• Muslims outnumber Catholics by roughly ten to one.   

• True to the new orientation of the Church in which the Secretary of State is over the 

Congregation for the Doctrine of Faith, a mere change in political regimes, and a very superficial 

one at that, is now what qualifies as “conversion” in the Vatican II Church. 

The Secret revealed? 

That duplicity may be involved and that the Church’s new politically oriented mission was driving the 

train when the secret was allegedly disclosed is not a very far-fetched theory.  In fact, the only 

theological “expert” cited in the statement was already on record as believing that Lucy lied.  Even 

Mother Angelica of EWTN, sincere in her devotion to Pope John Paul and the Papacy, and perhaps too 

eager to defend the indefensible on his behalf, had to concede that she did not believe the Vatican was 

telling us everything.  She may be right; consider the following: 

• The task of composing the Vatican’s official translation and commentary of the secret was given 

to Cardinal Sodano, the head of the Vatican’s political wing.  Why would this not be done by the 

Pope himself or the Congregation for the Deposit of Faith?  

  

• The Pope in the vision is killed, not wounded, as was John Paul, which is put forth as the 

fulfillment of this prophecy.  Given that the Pope was shot on the anniversary of the first 

apparition, it is not unreasonable to speculate that his love of the Blessed Virgin and devotion to 

Fatima, with all his inconsistencies, led to a lesser fulfillment of this prophecy.  Still, it is not a 

very strong argument, and it is not the greatest of the inconsistencies in the official version of 

events.   

 

• In rebuking the Blessed Mother’s mandate to publish the third secret by 1960, the Vatican spoke 

of the letter in which Sister Lucy wrote the words of the Virgin Mary.  The secret, as revealed, 

contains no words. 

 

• Likewise, it is public knowledge that the “secret” portion of the revelation followed immediately 

upon the promise that Portugal would keep the faith, followed by an “etc….”  The “etc…” 

indicated the secret, and clearly implies other words followed. 

 

• Msgr. Capovilla, a man with firsthand knowledge of the secret, confirmed that it contains two 

parts; a vision, and a written message.
8
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• Even in the official text, Cardinal Bertone spoke falsely of the known portion of the message, 

referring to the “so-called ‘Consecration of the world to the Immaculate Heart of Mary.’” It is a 

matter of public record that it was Russia, not the world, that Mary ordered to be the object of 

this consecration, while his derisive “so-called” tells betrays his estimation of the veracity of the 

apparitions.   

The Message Under Attack 

There are so many pedantic statements on record as the Vatican sought to discredit both Lucy and the 

Blessed Mother that it is difficult to choose some of the best candidates.  Consider the following:  

• The communication stating the Pope John’s refusal to obey Mary explained, “She [the Church] 

does not wish to take upon herself the responsibility of guaranteeing the veracity of the words 

that the three shepherds say the Virgin Mary revealed to them.”
9
 

 

• The Blessed Mother stated that “in the end, my Immaculate Heart will triumph.”  Yet, according 

to Cardinal Ratzinger, Mary had either her verb tenses or the historical sequence of events 

confused.  According to the Cardinal, this statement meant that Mary’s Immaculate Heart had 

already triumphed when she agreed to be the Mother of God.  In other words, Mary came to 

Fatima repeatedly, showed the children a vision of hell and thousands the miracle of the sun, 

only to convey to them something which had in fact transpired 2,000 years ago. 

 

• In retelling her vision of Hell, Sr. Lucia stated that, had Mary not already promised to take them 

to Heaven, “I think we would have died of fear and terror.”  Cardinal Ratzinger, however, 

keeping alive the decades-old Vatican campaign to discredit her, surmised that what Sister Lucia 

remembers as being a vision of hell may instead be memories of images she “may have seen in 

devotional books.”
10

  Yes, the man who would be Pope is really trying to have us believe that a 

firsthand experience of the horror of hell and eternal damnation is so innocuous that it can be 

confused with a drawing one saw in years past (or is Sister Lucy the only one he is alleging to be 

this scatter-brained and untrustworthy?). 

 

• The above quote also seeks to discredit Mary by implying that, when wanting to convey 

something by way of an apparition, she is only capable of producing so feeble and unreliable an 

impression that the seer forgets whether it actually happened or she saw a picture in a book.  

  

• He seeks to discredit Mary more directly by discrediting prophecy altogether:  “A person who 

foretells what is going to happen responds to the curiosity of the mind, which wants to draw back 

the veil on the future.”
11

   

 

• Truly inane is the assertion of Cardinal Castrillon that “the Blessed Mother appeared to the three 

little visionaries in the Cova da Iria at the beginning of the century, and marked out a program 

for the New Evangelization which the whole Church finds itself engaged in…”
12

  Even though 

the Blessed Mother’s “program” has not been implemented at all, as she herself has complained, 
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and even though she said nothing of the “New Evangelization,” we are to believe that the events 

of Fatima were nothing more than endorsement of a silly modernist cliché to be implemented 

sixty years down the road to shepherd the faithful down the road of indifferentism and apostasy.  

 

Fatima consecrated as a shrine to syncretism and indifferentism 

• In October, 2003, the Vatican and the United Nations sponsored an interfaith congress at the 

shrine of Fatima.  That the purpose of this event was to develop the “one world religion” sought 

by the U.N. is implicit in the obnoxious name of the conference, “The Future of God.”  

  

• As yet another display of open contempt for the Blessed Mother, the congress was held in the 

meeting hall named after Pope Paul VI, the pope so instrumental in setting the Church on its 

course for a Masonic, worldly goal, and whose disrespect for the events of Fatima was apparent. 

 

• In the words of the shrine’s rector, Msgr. Luciano Guerra, Fatima “will change for the 

better…The future of Fatima, or the adoration of God and His mother [yes, a msgr. in the Church 

of the great Apostasy thinks we adore the Blessed Mother] at this holy shrine, must pass through 

the creation of a shrine where different religions can mingle.  The inter-religious dialogue in 

Portugal, and in the Catholic Church, is still in an embryonic phase, but the Shrine of Fatima is 

not indifferent to this fact and is already open to being a universalistic place of vocation.”
13

 

 

• That the Monsignor would use the word “indifferent” in regards to the shrine is fitting, as it was 

to become a temple of religious indifferentism.   

 

• The Blessed Mother was the recipient of further condescension, as Msgr. Guerra assured the 

listeners, “we must assume that it was the will of the Blessed Virgin Mary that this comes about 

this way.”  It is presumption to assert that he knows the will of the Mother of God, blasphemy to 

say that she wills her shrine to be desecrated and made a temple of indifferentism, and a 

hypocritical arrogance worthy of the Devil to state that his intuitive understanding of the will of 

the Mother of God must be carried out, while her explicit will expressed to the visionaries at that 

same place had been ignored. 

 

• A sign of things to come:  As the Monsignor proudly described how the United Nations’ vision 

for a one world, syncretist church would be advanced at Fatima, he also gave clear indication of 

the only religion which would find no place there: Catholicism of the pre-apostasy sort, as those 

who were opposed to the Congress, as any Catholic would have been before 1963, were 

described as “old fashioned, narrow minded, fanatic extremists and provocateurs.”  The apostate 

Cardinal Patriarch of Lisbon told the media that the shrine would become a modern pagan 

pantheon, “a center where all the religions of the world gather to pay homage to their various 

gods.”
14
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• Should the reader suspect that I am overstating the intentions of the congress, the words of one of 

their keynote speakers, Fr. Jacques Dupuis, clearly convey the intent:  “The religion of the future 

will be a general converging of religions in a universal Christ that will satisfy all.”  His vision of 

the Church’s dissolution into syncretism and indifferentism fits in perfectly with what had been 

described in previous chapters:  “The other religious traditions in the world are part of God’s 

plan for humanity and the Holy Spirit is operating and present in Buddhist, Hindu and other 

sacred writings of Christian and non-Christian faiths as well.  The universality of God’s kingdom 

permits this, and this is nothing more than a diversified form of sharing in the same mystery of 

salvation.  In the end it is hoped that the Christian will become a better Christian and each Hindu 

a better Hindu.” 

 

• True to the Post Vatican II Church’s denial of the Church’s true nature, an official statement put 

out by the Congress repudiated evangelization.  “No one religion can irradiate another or 

strengthen itself by downplaying others and an open dialogue is the way to building bridges and 

tearing down walls of centuries of hate. [Note the recourse to the perennial liberal tactic of name-

calling; if you disagree with us, you are guilty of ‘hate,’ precisely the tactic used in society to 

enforce ‘diversity’ and tolerance’ and protect themselves from any criticism]. What is needed is 

that each religion be true to its faith integrally and treat each religion on the same footing of 

equality with no inferior or superiority complexes.”  As the Blessed Mother promised peace by 

conversion, the Congress called to defy her said peace would be achieved by indifferentism.  Of 

course, they could not resist the tired Masonic mantra of John XXIII that peace would be 

achieved by concentrating on what unites them as opposed to what separates them.  Again, all 

religion is reduced to a human, earthly, materialist enterprise as Jesus is excluded.   

 

• One of the meeting’s sponsors is directed by Mikhail Gorbachev (The World Conference on 

Religion and Peace), a rabid proponent of abortion throughout the world.  The groups stated 

purpose is to unify the world’s religions into a single “spiritual branch of the United Nations.”  

This was openly declared at the group’s 1993 meeting in Chicago. 

 

• Pope John Paul supported this group, and at his invitation 1,000 representatives gathered at the 

Vatican in 1994, representing fifteen different pagan and Christian religions.  “Rome will lose 

the Faith, and become the seat of the antichrist…” 

Another insult to the Mother of God 

In the chapel built on the very spot where the Blessed Mother appeared and offered the world Heaven’s 

directives for peace, a Hindu priest led prayer sessions from the altar.  As a further affront to Mary, the 

very place where she offered the peace plan which the Church rejected, the Hindus offered their prayer 

for peace.  After the prayer service, the bishop of Leiria – Fatima, D. Serafim Ferreira e Silva, was 

clothed in a Hindu prayer shawl by their high priest.   

The works of Mr. Socci and Fr. Kramer listed in the bibliography are the definitive texts for a fuller 

investigation for all of the contradictions and attempts to discredit the monumental events of Fatima.  Sr. 
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Lucy once had another apparition:  “The Blessed Virgin told me that the devil is in the mood for 

engaging in a decisive battle against the Virgin.  From now on we must choose sides.  Either we are for 

God or we are for the devil.  There is no other possibility.”  Even though we are guaranteed Mary’s 

triumph in the end, in light of the facts and events summarized above, who would you say is winning for 

now?  Furthermore, we who see through this abomination still have good reason for “fear and 

trembling” regarding our own salvation, as Jesus warned us… 
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