
SISTER LUCY TRUTH 

Fraud in Fatima 
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Sister Lucy Truth 

Established as a tax-exempt nonprofit organization in 2018 

 

Purpose 

To discover the truth concerning the life and person of Sister Lúcia dos Santos 
of Fatima using the cutting edge scientific analysis, expert consultation, and 
historical examination. 
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Audience Experiment 
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See a problem? 



23 

1946 1967 
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1946 1967 
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1946 1967 
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See a problem? 



Case Proving Fraud 
There are three primary sources of evidence upon which this case is built: 
historical, photographic, and handwritten data.  

 

1. Historical. If a fraud of this magnitude occurred, then clear inconsistencies, 
anomalies, and, perhaps, even a warning from heaven should exist.  

2. Photographic. Sister Lucy Truth accumulated over 100 photographs of Sister 
Lucia from 1917 to 2005 and submitted them to unbiased experts of various 
specialties for their opinion. 

3. Handwriting. Sister Lucy Truth obtained hundreds of pages of authentic 
writing from the real Sister Lucia, an extremely rare and high quality copy of 
the Third Secret of Fatima published by the Vatican, four writing specimens 
dated post-1967, and a total of 20 authentic signatures prior to 1967 and two 
questioned signatures post-1967. These specimens were examined over the 
course of 6 months. 
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Current Presentation 

1. To present the current status of the scientific and expert evidence 
exposing what appears to be one of the most significant frauds in 
human history. 

• Today,  we will publish two  aspects of our research for the first time 
in a public setting. 

2. To spread awareness of this important work and to ask for spiritual 
and financial support. As a non-profit, Sr. Lucy Truth depends entirely 
on the generosity of donors.  
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The Importance of Sr. 
Lucy 

The identity of Sr. Lucy is tied up with the 
history of the Fatima apparitions, the 
largest public miracle in human history 
subsequent to the Resurrection of Jesus 
Christ. 

 

The events culminating in 1960  
and thereafter demand a  
reasonable explanation and renewed examination. 

 

It seems to be the case that the transition from the 
real Sister Lucia to the new  “Sister Lucia” exactly 
parallels the transition from the traditional 
Catholic faith to the  New Faith post-Vatican II.  
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PART I: Historical Evidence 



Historically Plausible? 
1. Direct warning from Heaven: 

• Jacinta passed message from Our Lady regarding dangers to 
the life of Sister Lucia . 

• “THE MESSAGE WAS A ‘WARNING OF THE GRAVE 
DANGERS THAT THREATENED LUCY’ BOTH AT THAT 
TIME AND IN THE FUTURE.” 

2. June 13, 1921 goes to Dorothean School where she instructed not 
to speak about Fatima or who she was. 

3. Mother Superior gave Lucy a new name Maria das Dores --- Mary 
of Sorrows --- and forbade her from talking about Fatima. The only 
time that she spoke of Fatima was in 1924, when she was given 
permission to respond to an interrogation that was part of the 
canonical process for approving the apparitions 
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Historically Plausible? 

Lucia does return to Fatima in 1946, and, within months, has a 
desire to become a Carmelite, leaving the Dorthean order after 
more than two decades. This request is approved by the 
intervention of Msgr. Giovanni Battista Montini.  

 

Multiple published statements by people with knowledge that 
the Third Secret was to be published in 1960. These 
testimonies include Canon Galamba, Cardinal Cerejeira, 
Canon Barthas, Cardinal Ottaviani, Father Joaquin Alonso, 
Bishop Venancio, and Father Fuentes. 
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Historically Plausible? 
1. Last public interview with Fr. Augustin Fuentes in December 26, 

1957. After this interview, Sr. Lucy was not allowed to be 
interviewed anymore for the next several decades.  

2. The interview was not published until May 1958.  
• Fr. Fuentes described Sr. Lucy’s appearance as “very sad, 

pale, and drawn.” 
• She told Fr. Fuentes: “The chastisement from Heaven is 

imminent. The year 1960 is on us, and then what will happen? 
It will be very sad for everyone, and far from a happy thing if 
the world does not pray and do penance before then.” 

3. After the Fr. Fuentes’ interview was published, the Diocese of 
Coimbra, on July 2, 1959, released a disconcerting note publicly 
disavowing Fr. Fuentes along with the following words of 
correction, supposedly from Sr. Lucy: 
• “I know nothing, and could therefore say nothing, about such 

punishments, which are falsely attributed to me.” 
• The note closes with these words: “Sister Lucy has nothing more to say 

on Fatima.”  
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Fr. Agustín Fuentes 



Historically Plausible? 
A series of significant events occur in late 1950s to early 1960s 
the gravity of which naturally require additional scrutiny.  

1. October 9, 1958, Pope Pius XII dies. 

2. October 26, 1958 white smoke, then black smoke, and then 
white smoke emerges from the papal conclave sending the 
masses and media into confusion. 

3. October 27, 1958 a penumbral lunar eclipse appeared over 
Rome from 5:13pm to 6:36pm 

4. October 28, 1958, Angelo Roncalli appears on the balcony as 
John XXIII 

5. This conclave has now become another aspect of our 
investigation which we hope to vigorously pursue over the 
next many months, have hired researchers and are working 
with at least one lawyer 

 
 

 

35 



Historically Plausible? 
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Historically Plausible? 
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1. January 25, 1959, John XXIII calls for the 
Second Vatican Council as one of his first 
acts.  

2. February 8, 1960, the Portuguese news 
agency in Rome released a statement, 
received anonymously from “Vatican 
sources” saying, “It is most probable that the 
Secret of Fatima will remain, forever, under 
absolute seal.”  

3. October 11, 1962, John XXIII opens Second 
Vatican Council and makes his infamous 
remarks denouncing the “prophets of 
doom.” 

4. October 13, 1962 marked the FIRST initial 
working session of the Council wherein 
members of the ten conciliar commission 
were elected—therefore a clear and direct 
historical link exists between the Fatima 
Miracle of the Sun and the commencement 
of the Second Vatican Council’s work.  

 
 

 



Historically Plausible? 
 

1. Sister Lucia not publicly seen again until May 13, 1967 on the 50th Anniversary of Fatima 
with Paul VI.  

2. Strikingly, in her 1967 appearance before the world “Sr. Lucy” appeared jovial and in good 
health – even gesturing to the cheering crowd as if prodding them for more adulation. 

3. In 1968, Paul VI changes Rite of Ordination for Bishops, Priests, and Deacons. 

4. On April 3, 1969 Paul VI promulgates the Novus Ordo Missae  

5. On December 27, 1969, “Sister Lucy” writes a strongly worded letter demanding complete 
obedience to Paul VI (more on this in a bit) 

6. March 26, 1970, Paul VI publishes the Novus Ordo Missale 
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Sad, somber, and drawn…to happy, healthy, and jovial 
 

Below is the 1967 appearance as she provokes the crowd 



The Bizarre 1992 Interview 

42 



The Bizarre 1992 Interview 

- Third Secret was not supposed to be revealed in 1960. 

- The Secret was meant only for the Pope and not for the public. 

- Russia did not need to be mentioned by name in the Consecration. 

- Heaven has accepted John Paul II’s 1984 consecration. 

- The Jews continue to be a “chosen people of God.” 

- The triumph of the Immaculate Heart has taken place. 

- Also: the triumph is “an ongoing process.” 
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Other Strange Behavior 

2000: Kissing the hand of John Paul II 

 

Awkward and ostentatious gestures when the Third Secret was 
announced 

 

Holding John Paul II’s hand while in conversation 
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Summary  of Historical Evidence 
Warning from Our Lady that Lucia’s life was in danger and would be in the future. 

 

A cascade of events bringing the late 1950s and early 1960s into sharp focus 

 

Multiple sources announcing the Third Secret to be released in 1960 

 

Powerful 1957 interview with Fr. Fuentes subsequently denied by Diocese of 
Coimbra 

 

Direct connection between Fatima and first working session of Second Vatican 
Council 

 

Multiple inconsistencies in Sr. Lucia’s behavior and statements post 1967 
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PART II: Photographic Evidence 



Overview 
Accumulated over 100 photographs of Sister Lucia from 1917 to 2005 and sorted 
them as Subject A (0-18 years); Subject B (18-40 years); Subject C (60 -70 years); 
and Subject D (75 years+) 

 

Sought expert opinions as to whether two different individuals were present 
including: 

 1. Board-certified Plastic Surgeon 

 2. Dentist (periodontist); 

 3. Criminal forensic sketch artist; 

 4. Facial Recognition (2 companies, 1 super recognizer); 

 5. Ophthalmologists. 
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Expert Analysis of 
Photographs 



Plastic Surgeon Report: Dr. Julio Garcia, M.D. 
• Board Certified in Plastic Surgery by the 

American Board of Plastic Surgeons 

• Board Certified by the American Board of 
Facial Plastic and Reconstructive Surgery 

• A member of the American Academy of 
Cosmetic Surgery 

• A member of the American Society of 
Aesthetic Plastic Surgery 

• Chief of Plastic surgery at both Humana 
Sunrise and Valley Hospitals. 

• Art History Degree from Northwestern 
University 

• American Board of Anti-Aging 
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Plastic Surgeon Report: Findings 

Dr. Garcia’s Conclusion:  

 

“I am of the opinion that Subject B and Subject C share 
some similarities, but I am very confident they are not the 
same individual.” 
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Plastic Surgeon Report: Findings 

FINDING #1: Inconsistent Chins – Visibly different chins  
unexplainable except the individuals are different or a chin implant. 

 “Subject C and Subject D have far more prominent, 
protrusive chins when compared to the profile view of Subject 
B… 

This difference cannot be explained by the aging process. Nor 
could dental work account for the observed discrepancy… 

As we age, we lose fat and bone making the appearance of 
the chin less prominent over time… 

The chin and jaw will not be altered in the manner apparent in 
the images and video with usual dental work, it would take 
broken jaw bones or facial bones.” 
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Plastic Surgeon Report: Findings 
FINDING #2: Eye lid crease discrepancy  

• “It would be very unusual to not be able to detect a crease in 
the upper lid when an individual is young and then observe 
such a crease when that same individual ages.” 

• However, in images from the 1940s, it is nearly impossible to 
detect any crease in the upper eyelid. Yet, in the post-1967 
photos, the upper lid crease is observable in nearly every 
photograph. 
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Plastic Surgeon Report: Findings 
FINDING #3: Different Eyebrow Distances 

• The distance between the eyebrow and eye should shorten 
with age, not lengthen. In Lucy II, the distance is longer. 

• Mathematical measuring of the faces establishes ratios that 
show Lucy I has a substantially shorter distance between the 
bottom of the brow to the upper eye lid/eyelash when 
compared to Lucy II. 

• The mathematical measurements and analysis are a never-before 
published aspect of our research 
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Plastic Surgeon Report: Findings 
FINDING #4: Nose Width  

• The width of the nose of Subject C/D appears wide relative to 
the mouth when compared to the nose and mouth of Subject 
B. 

• Mathematical measuring of the faces establishes ratios that 
show Lucy I has a more narrow nose than Lucy II when 
calculating the ratio of the width of the nose  relative to (a) the 
mouth, and (b) interpupillary distance. Width of nose is 
unaffected by aging after maturity. 
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Plastic Surgeon Report: Findings 
FINDING #5: Photographic Anomalies   

• Unexpected insight during Dr. Garcia’s analysis concerned a 
photograph. 

• “…at least one of the images appears to have been tampered 
with or otherwise altered. Specifically, Subject C – Exhibit 6 
presents an image of Subject C that is incompatible with the 
lighting present in the remainder of the image.” 
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Plastic Surgeon Report: Findings 
FINDING #5: Photographic Anomalies   

• This is perhaps one of the most widely published photographs from the 
May 13, 1967 

• Published as early as June 13, 1967 by Voz Da Fatima 
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The Widely Published Photo is Fake 
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The Photographic Anomalies Multiplied as the 
Examination  Continued 
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We Still Are Unsure Regarding How Exactly They Made 
the Widely Published Photograph 

 
The Face of the “Imposter Lucia” Has Itself Been 

Tampered With  



74 

1. Notice the eye position of Lucia, 
looking to her left. 

2. Notice her body/head position looking 
to her left. 

3. Notice the different heights of the 
peaks formed by the black material in 
her habit. 
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Lucie Raconte Fatima, 1975 

 
 

Shows a significant abnormality regarding 
the eye/cheek area 
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According to one official publication with “Ecclesiastical 

Approval” the Documents on Fatima & the Memoirs of 

Sister Lucia, pg. 79, ironically captioned the Official image 

with a curious quote from Bishop John Venancio who 

commented on the Official image as follows: “This gesture 

of the Pope indicated, ‘What Sister Lucia stands for, I 

stand behind.’”  

 

 

 

Does that mean Paul VI is standing behind a fraud? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
Retired periodontist 

 

Senior lecturer at the Radboud University 
College of Dental Sciences in The Netherlands 
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Dental Report: Dr. Ruud Karsten, M.D. 



Dental Report: Findings 

Sr. Lucy’s upper teeth were removed and replaced with an acrylic 
denture in 1948 due to a severe inflammatory disease. 

 

From the photographic evidence of the teeth and gums alone, Dr. 
Karsten concludes, 

  

 “It is not possible to distinguish Lucia I from Lucia II.” 
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However… 

Dr. Karsten notes the distinctly different shapes of the lower jaws of 
both Lucys. This difference cannot be explained by aging or dental work. 

 

It must therefore be a natural, that is, genetic difference. 
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Dental Report: Conclusions 

If the different jaws are due to a natural difference, then the most 
reasonable explanation is that there are two different people. 

 

** Note: in near future, we expect to obtain two additional dental 
reports authored by a prosthodontist and maxillofacial/oral surgeon. 
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Forensic Art Report and Sketches: Lois Gibson 

One of the world’s foremost forensic artists 

Attended dental school 

Holds the 2017 Guinness World Record for most 
identifications by a forensic artist 

Has helped Houston police solve 1,266 cases 

Authored a standard textbook in forensic art 

Teaches forensic art at Northwestern University 
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Forensic Art: Findings 

“Even one of these forensic reports is a complete confirmation. I 
could have done many more. Any one of the three is conclusive so I 
sense this is totally convincing.” 

 

Gibson states that the two Sr. Lucys have “completely different 
facial structures” and therefore that “it is impossible these are the 
same woman.” 
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Profile Comparison 
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Forensic Art: 
Findings 



Forensic Art: 
Findings 

Facial Comparison 
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Inconsistent Chin 

• Specifically the mental protuberance 
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Forensic Art: 
Findings 



Forensic Art: Illustrations 

Illustration of  
Sr. Lucy at age 60 

Sr. Lucy II in 1967 
at age 60 

Illustration of  
Sr. Lucy at age 80 

Sr. Lucy II in 1991 
at age 84 
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Facial Recognition Report #1: Dr. Arun Ross 

Established leader in biometrics 

Has co-authored the standard textbook introduction 
to biometrics and two other handbooks on biometrics 

iPRoBe Lab has state-of-the-art biometric software 
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iPRoBe Report: Findings 

Subject A: young Sr. Lucy 

Subject B: adult, pre-1967 Sr. Lucy 

Subject C: 1967 Sr. Lucy 

Subject D: elderly Sr. Lucy 

 

 

According to our hypothesis, Subjects A and B are the real Sr. Lucy 
while Subjects C and D are the impostor. 
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iPRoBe Report: Findings 

Subject A and B are moderately likely to be the same individual. 
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iPRoBe Report: Findings 

Subject C and D are very likely the same individual. 
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iPRoBe Report: Findings 

Subject B and D are likely different individuals. 
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iPRoBe Report: Findings 

Subject B and C are likely the same individual. 
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Logically, however… 

Subjects A and B are one individual. 

Subjects C and D are very likely also one individual. 

Subject B (the real Sr. Lucy) is different than Subject D (the elderly 
Sr. Lucy II). 

 

Therefore, Subject B must be different than Subject C (the 1967 Sr. 
Lucy). 

 

Professor Ross noted that the inconsistency may arise from the low 
quality images and number of photographs analyzed. 
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iPRoBe Report: Conclusions 

The report still supports the thesis that there are two individuals, one 
before 1967 and one after. 

 

When combined with the other reports, this one adds more support 
to the overall reasonableness of our hypothesis. 
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Facial Recognition Report #2: Animetrics 

Leading developer in advanced facial recognition technology for the 
military, intelligence, and law enforcement 

 

After the Boston Marathon bombing, Forensica GPS successfully 
analyzed low-resolution stills of the bombers and identified them. 

100 



Animetrics Report: 
Findings 

Facial analysis “strongly 
suggests that Subject [B] and 
Subject [C] are photographs 
from two different individuals.” 

 

Specifically 

Different nose length 
Different philtrum length** 
Different eyebrow shapes 
Different mouth shapes 
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Philtrum is base of nose to 
edge of top lip 

Philtrum length gets longer 
not shorter with age. 

Smaller eye/philtrum ratio in 
real Lucia compared to larger 
eye/philtrum ratio proves that 
imposter has a shorter 
philtrum than the real Lucia. 

The differences can be 
independently confirmed with 
measurement and 
mathematics. 

 

 

 

 



Super-Recognizer Report: Dragica Brayovic 

 

Facial “super-recognizer” 

Ranked the #1 super-recognizer in Australia 

Currently involved in research on super-
recognizers, conducted at UNSW Sydney 

Highest recorded score by professor David White, 
who conducts cutting-edge research into this area 
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What is a Super-Recognizer? 

Super-recognizers are “individuals who are extremely proficient at 
processing facial identity.” 

 British Journal of Psychology 

 

“The best facial-recognition algorithms are now as good as the 
best forensic examiners are. But the best results come by 
combining human and computer skills.”  

 Scientific American  

104 



Super-Recognizer: Findings 

Ms. Brayovic sorted the photographs: 

 young Sr. Lucy 

 pre-1967 Sr. Lucy 

 1967 Sr. Lucy 

 elderly Sr. Lucy. 

She concluded that the first two were the same person and the latter 
two displayed a different person. 

 

Ms. Brayovic conclusively determined that two different people were 
photographed in Subject A, B, C, and D images 
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Ophthalmology Findings: Dr. Sean Donahue, M.D. 
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• Chief of Pediatric Ophthalmology at Vanderbilt Children’s 
Hospital 

 

• Associate Professor of Neurology 

 

• Medical Degree from Emory University 

 

• Completed two fellowships: neuro-ophthalmology and ocular 
vascular disease, and pediatric ophthalmology 

 

• Member of the Association for Research in Strabismus 
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During our research, one of the facial recognition experts 
pointed out that the real Sister Lucia appeared to have eyes 
that were misaligned. 
 
This is a condition known as strabismus and can present with 
varying forms of severity. 
 
We approached Dr. Donahue with the question as to whether 
strabismus was present in either the pre-1967 Lucia or the 
post-1967 or both or neither. 
 
Dr. Donahue suggested that he present the question to 20 of 
the top strabismus experts in the world at an upcoming  
Association for Research in Strabismus conference.  
 
We agreed. 
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Sister Lucy Truth will now publish the results for the first time in public 
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According to the 
super majority of 
strabismus 
experts, the pre-
1967 Sister Lucia 
DOES have 
strabismus. 
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According to the super majority 
of strabismus experts, the post-
Sister Lucia DOES NOT have 
strabismus. 
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The experts did not find evidence that the strabismus alone could 
determine whether two different individuals exist, nor is it typically used for 
identification purposes. 

 

However, strabismus is a medical condition that requires therapy or 
surgical intervention to correct. Otherwise, it degrades (gets worse with 
age). 

 

Medical treatments for this condition were not available during the relevant 
time frames applicable to Sister Lucia. 

 

We intend to conduct additional research into this issue. 
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PART III: Handwriting Evidence 
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Handwriting data presents a completely different and 
independent source of information to judge whether 

two individuals claimed to be Sister Lucia 
 
 

If our hypothesis is correct, then we expect to see a 
different individual’s handwriting starting sometime 

after May 13, 1967 



Handwriting Analysis: Bart Baggett 

• Forensic document examiner 

• Examined over 14,000 documents for over 880 cases 

• Court qualified expert witness in questioned documents 

Over 1,500 radio and TV appearances 

• One of the most well-known document examiners in the 

U.S. 
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Handwriting Analysis: Findings 

Known samples 

Letters and excerpts from Sr. Lucy’s Memoirs, dated between May 1941 
and December 1955 

Signature samples from between 1927 to 1955 

 

Questioned documents 

2000 text of the Third Secret released by the Vatican 

December 27, 1969 letter to Dr. Alcino Magelhaes 

Excerpts from an unpublished, post-1967 manuscript O meu caminho 

April 13, 1980 letter to Fr. Umberto Pasquale 

Signatures from Memoirs, dated 1967 and 1969 
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Handwriting Analysis: Findings 

All post-1960 writing samples were written by another hand compared 
to the pre-1960 samples. 

 

All the post-1960 writings are internally consistent, that is, written by 
the same hand. 

 

In sum, the same, single hand wrote everything attributed to Sr. 
Lucia post-1960, but that hand belonged to a different individual 
than the individual who wrote the pre-1960 samples (known to be 
authentic writings of Sr. Lucia). 

 

The full analysis can be found in our reports online. 
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Significant Findings 

• Baggett concluded the handwriting of the released 2000 Third Secret of 
Fatima text to be consistent with the known samples of Sr. Lucy’s handwriting from the 
1940s.  

 

• This suggests the  published Third Secret is an authentic text. To our 
knowledge no other handwriting expert examined the authenticity of the Third 
Secret using the same quality of sample. 

• We are the first English-speaking website to publish the extremely high quality images of 
the published Third Secret Fatima (images presented on the next slide) 

 

• Yet, so many problems remain… 
• This opens up the possibility of Antonio Socci’s “4th Secret of Fatima” hypothesis (aka that 

the Third Secret of Fatima actually had two parts, with only one part being published). 

 

• Regardless, we cannot draw out the theological conclusions here. This is only the evidence. 

120 



121 



122 



Known Samples: Pre-1960 
Hundreds of pages of Sister Lucia’s known writings spanning more than two decades provided a very sound basis for 
Mr. Baggett to render his opinion. Some of the specimens include photographs of  the original manuscripts known to 

be written by Sr. Lucia. 
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Questioned Samples: Post-1960 
Published by Official Sources. Manuscript excerpts published by Carmel of Coimbra. 
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Comparisons/Discrepancies 
What follows are a few highlights of the numerous discrepancies noted in Baggett’s full report. 
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Known Questioned 
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Known Questioned 
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Known Questioned 
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Lower Case “h” Discrepancy 
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Upper Case “S” Discrepancy 
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Signature Comparison Analysis 
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KNOWN SIGNATURES QUESTIONED SIGNATURES 



Handwriting Analysis: Conclusions 

The post-1960 writings are definitely written by a different hand compared to 
pre-1960, known writings. 

 

A significant, noticeable discrepancy arises in 1967 and every sample 
thereafter. 

 

The 1969 letter demands obedience to Paul VI 

 

Timeline of discrepancy in handwriting matches perfectly with discrepancies in 
the historical and photographic evidence. 

 

What is the best explanation? 

Another person was posing as Sr. Lucy. 
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“When you have eliminated all which is impossible, then whatever 
remains, however improbable, must be the truth.” 

 Sherlock Holmes 
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Support Sister Lucy Truth 
This project depends entirely on the generosity of its donors. 

 

More reports are coming; others are being finalized; payments must be 
made. 

 

We are prepared to take this investigation to the next phase. The items 
on the immediate horizon include: 

1. Final dental reports 

2. Obtaining DNA samples. 

3. Taking legal action to obtain information regarding 1958 Conclave. 
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What Can You Do? 
1. Pray 

 

2. Spread the news 

 Word of mouth 

 Email 

 Social media 

 Online algorithms hide this stuff as “conspiratorial,” but they 
 cannot stop people from sharing it. 

 

3. Donate 

 Tax-deductible 
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Thank You 
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