SISTER LUCY TRUTH

Fraud in Fatima



Sister Lucy Truth

Established as a tax-exempt nonprofit organization in 2018

Purpose

To discover the truth concerning the life and person of Sister Lucia dos Santos
of Fatima using the cutting edge scientific analysis, expert consultation, and
historical examination.



Audience Experiment
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See a problem?
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See a problem?
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Case Proving Fraud

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

1.

2.

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

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.

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
guestioned 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

2.

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.

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

%uhbsequent to the Resurrection of Jesus
rist.

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 Il.




PART |: 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 haﬁpy 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 Ju,'}’ 2, 1959, released a disconcerting note publicly
disavowing Fr. Fuentes alon%wnh the following words of Fr. Agustin Fuentes
correction, supposedly from Sr. Lucy:

* “l 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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RNIGNIINE Historically Plausible?

4 TIMES} BUT FML A series of significant events occur in late 1950s to early 1960s
R the gravity of which naturally require additional scrutiny.
TU ELEGT A PUPE 1. October 9, 1958, Pope Pius Xl dies.
- 2. October 26, 1958 white smoke, then black smoke, and then
Voting to Continue Today— white smoke emerges from the papal conclave sending the

Crowds and Vatican Radio masses and media into confusion.
Misled Twice by Smoke 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 XXIlI
Gloom Succeeds Joy in St. _
AR . ia o [his conclave has now become another aspect of our

Shows Intended Black Investigation which we hope to vigorously pursue over the
| next many months, have hired researchers and are working
By ARNALDO CORTESI with at least one lawyer

Speclal to The Kew York ‘Times, 35

SIGNAL WHITE AT FIRST




Historically Plausible?

-SEERET

Classification Con’trol: 7008
Rec'd:  OCTOBER 115 1958. >
FROM: ROME 11239 AM

T0: Secretary of State
NO: 1166, OCTOBER 11,2 PM 5
Ol
>
LIMITED DISTRIBUTION .

—
—
~
—a

VAT ICAN SOURCE

DURING CONVERSATION WITH EMBASSY OFF ICER,
EXPRESSED PERSONAL VIEW NEXT POPE WILL BE "ELECTED" OUTSIDE CONCLAVE)

BY AGREEMENT BETWEEN CARDINALS. SOURCE SAID PIUS XI| ELECTED THIS 1
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5IRI, RUFFINI, OTTAVIANI WOULD BE "MISFORTUNE FOR CHURCH" SINCE THESE
THREE CARDINALS HAVE AN UNREALISTIC APPROACH TO GREAT PROBLEMS FACUAC
WORLD TODAY. SOURCE SAID ELECTION OF ANYONE OF THREE COULD DEPEND O
|NFLUENCE OF AMERICAN CARDINALS AND VOLUNTEERED SUGGESTION U.S.
AUTHOR I TIES WOULD DO WELL EXERCISE DISCREETLY "THE IR OWN |NFLUENCE

N N AMERICAN CARDINALS."
PAON CERTA | N
\Q,-\

5. ZELLERBACH
\ '

- | DFCLASSIFIED

 Authority _AIMD g87 919 }
/
By UAND NARA, Date 2-2¢ %4

—
-
o
A




COMMENT s

l. From my own observations, which are obviously out of date, I would consider

the new Pope very different from his predecessor so far as personal t emperament is
concerned. I would anticipate wider delegation of authorities to the various

branches of Church administration.

Re I have noted with some humor that the new Pope is captioned in the wvarious

magazine articles about Papal candidates as "non political"; I have never met a
more politically aware individual, whille more than ten years of service as a Papal
Legate and Nuncio seem to me rather politicall
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Historically Plausible?

1. January 25, 1959, John XXIlI calls for the
Setcon 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 XXIIl opens Second
Vatican Council and makes his infamous
(rjemarlgs denouncing the “prophets of

oom.

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.
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Historically Plausible?

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

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.

In 1968, Paul VI changes Rite of Ordination for Bishops, Priests, and Deacons.
On April 3, 1969 Paul VI promulgates the Novus Ordo Missae

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

March 26, 1970, Paul VI publishes the Novus Ordo Missale

40



Sad, somber, and drawn...to happy, healthy, and jovial

Below is the 1967 appearance as she provokes the crowd
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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 Il

Awkward and ostentatious gestures when the Third Secret we
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.

47



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 | 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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Ldcia: da clausura para o Mundo inteir



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.










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 | has a substantially shorter distance between the

bottom of the brow to the upper eye lid/eyelash when
compared to Lucy Il.

« The mathematical measurements and analysis are a never-before
published aspect of our research




Known Lucia (Pre-13967) | Interpupilary/Right Pupil Interpupilary/Right Eyelash Interpupilary/Left Pupil Interpupilary/Left Eyelash

B1 5.8

B2 6.421052632

Bb 6

B10 6.75

B11B 5.850746269

B12 5.636363636

B14 6.25

B15S 5.636363636

Mean 6.043065772
Sum Squares 1.114187519
Variance 0.159169646
Standard Deviation 0.398960707

9.66b666667
11.090903905
10.8

9
10.8B8BEBBESY
8.857142857
8.333333333
11.27272727
5.988708514
5.434032165
1.347718881
1.1609125952

4.833333333
6.1
4.909090909
5.4
5.444444444
5.166666667
5
5.166666667
5.252525253
1.148576635
0.164139519
0.405141357

5.8
10.16666667
b

6.75
9.333333333
7.75
7.142857143
9.538461538
7.810164835
15.75048085
2.82145727
1.679731305

Unknown Lucia (Post-1967) |Interpupilary/Right Pupil
C1
C2
C3
c4
o4
Mean 4.501724942
Above Mean
=1 Standard Deviation 6.442026478
>2 Standard Deviation 6.840987185
7.239947892
7.638908599
Below Mean
>1 Standard Deviation 5.644105065
=2 Standard Deviation 5.245144358
4 846183651
4.447222944

Interpupilary/Right Eyelash Interpupilary/Left Pupil Interpupilary/Left Eyelash

6.4

5.8489393%4

11.14962147
12.31053442
13.47144737
14.63236032

8.827795562

7.66688261
6.505969659
5.345056707

4.8
4272727273

4.,769230769
466666606067
4.501724542

5.65766661
6.062807967
6467949324
6.873090681

4.847383895
4442242538
4.037101181
3.631959824

6.4

5.875
5.333333333
5.6363630630
b
5.848939354

9.489896144
11.16962745
12.84935876
14.52909007

6.130433526
4.450702218
2.770970909

1.0912396




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 | has a more narrow nose than Lucy Il 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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Ratio of Eye/Nose Width

Known Lucia (Pre-1967)

Inner Eye/Nose Width

Interpupilary/Nose Width

Outer Eye/Nose Width

Ratio of Nose to Mouth

B1
B2
Bo
B10
B11B
B12
B14
B15
Mean
Sum Squares
Variance
Standard Deviation

0.9375
0.970588235
0.933333333
0.928571425
0.982142857

0.875
0.857142857
0.96875
0.931628589
0.014249152
0.002035599
0.045117611

1.8125
1.794117647
1.8
1.928571429
1.75

1.9375
1.785714286
1.9375
1.84323792
0.0422819504
0.006040272
0.077719187

2.75
2.705882353
2.533333333
2.285714286
2.544p0432857

2.75
2.571428571

2.84375
2.623093925
0.218459155
0.0312084586
0.176659153

Known Lucia (Pre-1967)

Outer Nose/Mouth

Width

Unknown Lucia (Post-1967) Inner Eye/Nose Width

C1
C2
C3
C4d
D14
Mean
Above Mean

=1 Standard Deviation
»>2 Standard Deviation

Below Mean
=1 Standard Deviation
>2 Standard Deviation

0.818181818
0.833333333
0.80952381

0.720082357

0.9767462
1.021863811
1.066981422
1.112099032

0.886510978
0.841393367
0.796275756
0.751158145

Interpupilary/Nose Width

1.360223841
Reference
1.920957107
1.998676294
2.076395481
2154114668

1.765518733
1.687799546
1.61008036
1.532361173

Outer Eye/Nose Width

Bl
B2
BE

B10
B11B

Bl12
B14
B15

Mean

Sum Squares
Variance

Standard Dewviation

0.666666667
0596491228
0.625
0.736842105
0651162791
0615384615
0.583333333
0.551724138

0.62832561
0.022851451
0.003264493
0.057135741

Unknown Lucia (Post-

2.2424243243
2.266bbbbbT
2.19047619

2.142857143
2.101818182

2.799753078
2.976412231
3.153071384
3.329730537

2.446434772
2.269775619
2.093116466
1.916457313

1967)

Outer Nose/Mouth

Width

Below Mean
=1 standard Dewviation
=2 Standard Deviation

|
c2

c3
c4

D14

Mean

Above Mean

=1 standard Deviation
=2 Standard Deviation

0.75
0.697674419

0.75
0.792452E83

0.736842105
0.745393871

0.685461351
0.742597092
0.799732834
0.856B6B575

0.571189868
0.514054127
0.4569183E6
0.3599782644




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

ho
3
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worw.fatima.pt

SHRINE KNOW  PEREGRIMATE CULTURE AND FORMATIOM  DOCUMENTATIOM  PRESS

VOICE OF FATIMA

r

The journal Voz da Fitima (Voice of Fatima) is the oldest communication project of the Shrine of Our Lady of
the Rosary of Fatima, becoming its official agent of information and training. The first issue of the journal
was published on October 13, 1922, and the thousandth issue on January 13, 2006.

With a printing run of 80,000 copies, this monthly publication, that has developed naturally over nearly a
century and produced only in Portuguese, has established itself as one of the most effective ways of the

Shrine of Fatima to approach thoze who wizsh to remain connected. Therefore, the Vor ds Fitims haz been
azsuming an eminently informative quality, by conveying to its readers the vital dynamic of the Shrine -
pastoral, celebrative and cultural -, and also by spreading and explaining the specific message that, through
Qur Lady and through the three little seers-shepherds, God communicated to mankind in Co Iria .




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



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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Forensically Pet

Open File Help

Magnifier

Magnification

Enhancement

Clone Detection

Error Level
Analysis

Noise Analysis

Level Sweep

Luminance
Gradient
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Présentation de
Dom J. NESMY

FATIMA-EDITIONS
RESIAC

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, |
stand behind.”

Does that mean Paul VI is standing behind a fraud?
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Dental Report: Dr. Ruud Karsten, M.D.

Retired periodontist

Senior lecturer at the Radboud University
College of Dental Sciences in The Netherlands
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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 | from Luciall.”
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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. |
could have done many more. Any one of the three is conclusive so |
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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Forensic Art:
Findings

Profile Comparison

Our Lady of Fatima Nun Comparison One

There is no perfect compari-
son between the same indi-
vidual in seperate photos.
However, it is possible to
know when the individuals in
different photos are NOT the
same. Due to the various com-
pletely different facial struc-
tures of individual A com-
pared to B, it is impossible
these are the same woman.
1.The foreheads show much
different underlying frontal
bones. The superciliary arch of
B protrudes forward much
more than A.
2.The noses are a different
shape with B having a larger,
rounder, and more downward
Individual A Individual B angled tlp which cannot be
explained by cartilage
growth.
3. The philtrum (distance from the bottom of the nose to the top edge of the top
lip) is longer on A than B. The lips on A are thicker and narrower on the horizon-
tal plane than B, with A’s bottom lip protruding forward much more than B.
Dentures, should they be involved, would replicate the pre-existing dentition
and thus not cause such a drastic difference.*
4. The horizontal mental indention below the bottom lip, is wider on the vertical
plane on A and indents deeper below the bottom lip on A than on B.
5. The mental protuberence of B projects forward to a drastic extent far different
from the mental protuberence of A which recedes below the bottom lip. There is
no plastic surgery that could accomplish this, nor would it be offered or desired.
*This author attended dental school and constructed dentures at The University
of Texas Health Science Center in San Antonio 1977-1978.
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ForenSiC Art: Our Lady of Fatima Nun Comparison Two

Findings r ‘n
Facial Comparison /" a

h.JJ

Individual A Individual B

1.The nasal bone of A is narrower than B. This cuases the eyebrow hair
growth to occur closer together in the horizontal center of the superciliary
arch of A compared to the wider-apart eyebrows of B.

2.The eyes are closer together due to 1. above

3.The bottom third of the nose is narrower in A compared to B. The nostril
holes of A are rounder, more visible when viewed frontally and those holes
are closer together on A than on B. The nasal holes of A are a different
shape than the nasal holes of B.

4. A's philtrum (the distance from the bottom of the nose to the top edge
of the top lip) is longer than B’s philtrum.

5.The lips of A are narrower on the horizontal plane than B. The top lip of
A is wider on the vertical plane than B’s top lip. The bottom lip of A is thick-
er on the vertical plane and protrudes further forward beyond the hori-
zontal indetion below the lips compared to B.




Forensic Art: Our Lady of Fatima Nun Comparison Three
Findings

Inconsistent Chin

» Specifically the mental protuberance

’

~

Individual A Individual B

A and B are shown at a much different age in this photo comparison.
Even taking that age difference into consideration, the drastic lighting
shows that B's mental protuberance of her mandible is larger and
thrusts much father forward from her facial plane than A. The aging
process would cause the mandible to shrink, not grow larger. Said
more simply, the chins of A and B have a drastically different shape.
This drastic difference in the mandible area shows these cannot be the
same individual. There is no plastic surgery that would make A’s chin
look like B's chin. Differences described in 1 through 5 in Our Lady of
Fatima Comparison Two also hold true in the above individuals even

considering the large agee difference and the presence of glasses on B.

It must be noted this writer has successfully reconstructed faces with
only the skulls of unidentified murder victims, and has written a text-
book about this subject (Forensic Art Essentials, 2007)
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Forensic Art: lllustrations

lllustration of Sr. Lucy Il'in 1967 lllustration of Sr. Lucy Il'in 1991
Sr. Lucy at age 60 at age 60 Sr. Lucy at age 80 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

Introduction
to Biometrics

foreword by
Jumes Woyman

& springer
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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.

Craim |: ARE SUBJECT A AND SUBJECT B THE SAME INDIVIDUAL?

Figure 1 shows the match scores between the Subject A images and the Subject B images. We
see that the majority scores are above 0.5 and exist in a range where the probability that a score
is genuine is greater than the probability that a score is imposter for the reference distributions.

Conclusion: Claim is true
Confidence: Moderately Likely

A to B scores A to B scores

LFW Ref Gen
m— LFW Ref Imp

@ 2
o
<]
o
fQ
a

p(Score)

03 0.4 05 068 0.7 0.8 0.9 C 0.2 03 05 0.6
Match Score

Match Score

Figure 1. Boxplot (left) and histogram (right) showing the match scores between the images of Subject A and Subject B.
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IPRoBe Report: Findings

Subject C and D are very likely the same individual.

Craim 1: ARE SuBJECT C AND SuBJECT D THE SAME INDIVIDUAL?

Figure 1 shows the match scores between the Subject C images and the Subject D images. We
see that all of the match scores are above 0.6 and exist in a range where the probability that a

score is genuine is greater than the probability that a score is imposter for the reference
distributions.

Conclusion: Claim is true
Confidence: Very Likely

C to D scores C to D scores

LFW Ref Gen
— LFW Ref Imp

p(Score)
p(Score)

03 0.4 05 06 07 08 9 1.0 o 0. w‘r’z‘ 4 LVA-I 0'5 06
Match Score Match Score

Figure 1. Boxplot {left) and histogram (right) showing the match scores between the images of Subject C and Subject D.




IPRoBe Report: Findings

Subject B and D are likely different individuals.

Craim 1V: Is SuBJeCT B A DIFFERENT INDIVIDUAL THAN SuBJECT D?

Figure 1 shows the match scores between the Subject B images and the Subject D images. We
see that a large majority scores are below 0.5 and exist in a range where the probability that a

score is imposter is greater than the probability that a score is genuine for the reference
distributions.

Conclusion: Claim is true
Confidence: Likely

B to D scores B to D scores
"W Ref Gen FW Ref Gen
ot L e

p(Score)
p(Score)

0.3 0.4 05 06 07 1 1] 01 02 03 04 05 06
Match Score Match Score

Figure 1. Boxplot (left) and histogram (right) showing the match scores between the images of Subject B and Subject D.




IPRoBe Report: Findings

Subject B and C are likely the same individual.

Craim 111z 1s SuBJECT B A DIFFERENT INDIVIDUAL THAN SuBlJecT C?

Figure 1 shows the match scores between the Subject B images and the Subject C images. We
see that the majority scores are above 0.5 and exist in a range where the probability that a score
is genuine is greater than the probability that a score is imposter for the reference distributions.

Conclusion: Claim is false
Confidence: Likely

B to C scores B to C scores

v
2
S
o
@
= 1

p(Score)

04 05 06 07 08 08 1.0 * 0 0.2 03 04 05 06 07
Match Score Match Score

Figure 1. Boxplot (left) and histogram (right) showing the match scores between the images of Subject B and Subject C.
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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
guality 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.
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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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Known Lucia (Pre-1967)

Inner Eye/Philtrum Length

Interpupilary/Philtrum Length Outer Eye/Philtrum Length

B1

B2

Bo
B10

Philtrum is base of nose to B11B

B12

edge of top lip B14
Philtrum length gets longer [k

Sum Squares

not shorter with age. Variance
. . . Standard Deviation
Smaller eye/philtrum ratio in

1.875
2.129032258
1.866606006067
1.857142857

2.2
1.555555556
1.714285714

2
1.899710381
0.309159721
0.044165674
0.21015631

3.625
3.935483871
3.6
3.857142857
3.92
3.444444444
3.571428571
il
3.744187468
0.300390527
0.042912932
0.207154368

5.5
5.935483871
5.066666667
4.571428571

2.7
4. 888888889
5142857143
5.870967742

5.33453661
1.6595268687
0.24275267
0.45269937

real LUC|a Compared to |arger Unknown Lucia (Post-1967) Inner Eye/Philtrum Length

C1
eye/philtrum ratio proves that c2
imposter has a shorter o

philtrum than the real Lucia. |
The differences can be Above Mean

»1 Standard Deviation

iIndependently confirmed with EESEREREEE:
measurement and
mathematics. Below Mean

»1 Standard Deviation
»2 Standard Deviation

2631578947
2428571429

2.663934837

2.109866691
2.320023001
253017931
2.74033562

1.689554072
1.479397762
1.269241453
1.059085143

Interpupilary/Philtrum Length Outer Eye/Philtrum Length

4.571428571

2416666667 5.833333333
D14

5.087092732

3.951341836
4.158496205
4365650573
4.572804942

3.5370331
3.329878731
3.122724363
2.915569994

7.157894737
6.571428571

7.108817043

5.827235981
6.319935351
6.812634722
7.305334092

4.84183724
4.34913787
3.856438499
3.363739129




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

103



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
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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.

» 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.

Normal alignment:

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.










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 Ill: Handwriting Evidence



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
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Handwriting Analysis: Bart Baggett

Forensic document examiner

Examined over 14,000 documents for over 880 cases

Court qualified expert witness in gquestioned 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

Signhatures 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 Antonlo Socci’s “4t" 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.
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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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o Coimbea, Dec. 37, 1588

Dr. Alcing,
Pax Chnist

Coriisbon, 2 ¥-12-1969

5 «ipui:aradi - .
o - Thank you very much for the gift you sent

the community. As well as myself they
thank you for it. We ask the Child Jesus to
compensate you with a Holy and Happy
Mew Year of 1970, That it may be 0 vou a
yvear of grace, of an increase of firm Fait in
God and His Church, in His representatives
that remain united to the Supreme Chief
that is Pope Paul VI. There is no other that
15 true or chosen by God to be the Head of
His Mystic Body on earth. He iz the guide
of His people. People of God, which formes
the militant Church, of which we have the
luck of being members; we nead to remain
farthiul, firm in Faith, Hope and Charity,
united t the representatves of Chnst on
earth, following His doctrines, His teachings,
His directorates = “if somebody tells you
different, don't believe him, because he is
in error; those are the ones our Lord
speaks of in His gospeal: "The branchaes which,
saparated from the vine, wither, dry up and
are only good to be thrown into the fire to
burn.” We remain united to the grape-vine,
in order that the divine sap may run into our
souls and save us...

Thankful and dedicated in union of prayers.

Fau Chalte 2
Y% a?\\AM Joela Lessidraviop. eorvinda
£ Eorvidlade e goce la Yscits A}uda,u_ Csoredesida,
. E»Ij.u,ul 1"."ud««r «clotufuwu » 52 PDacilon. soeee
FPPRD 7999 A }tiv; avr 17 70,_?44.4. d‘% fuun. ~
S Dedir e arie de 1aga, He mcuuﬁdt_{&')é-—-_
foae 2ed Vewr « Ma Suun M‘it_zf, 19:1 Seus ufuuufuo&
, Borcuaienie tsbot s Phije dednesis
TZ’F% Tauakae VI, 313 A auidie ,M_%mr_
deine, bura MMN)J" fdnr—i/tm fuu& m&‘u‘_n’rh
eu(}w—ltwdru aetre o z‘u&,& e » Qusa dr e ‘fmﬂ
peve A Dewes o qeur eovealelii Li?»u?uﬁw—uuﬁd‘. gecad
Sase rices }JMM e dor Striiahos, Jocerimisiod ac.
Ton - Vios }'\#A, buw e F2, 110 Ei]u"nnqn ¢ %74 earsdade -
Arasn oot VW“JM&M“M'W&
Au VorTiiven, 09 Serne MLM, oe Suans luoruym - A
o»i-\m ﬂc R o eoufn:n.u e 13\‘ i cud s, 1;0\.4‘.4.1 Lasts
fw,ms Lt e, —-4mp -4, &W *‘& Aioser Steeh-onten
‘f»ﬂuﬁdx?ﬁ = et varar goir u.f:ua.ia-o = Leha, boesicradas
Lecmiie & 44 40tend frasa ar lacecadne ae- ,‘71 e Madia. R,

egaicsos wisiloy & Vidscra fars. giie m Ansion Diviica oaren
Mas Spesns aficins ¢ brr andhee,

ujgui;ula_ e. deodeeada. coed wirieay e
2 arster Lucia




£ sa= t:c-oq_._‘.j_r:_m:_&(f_ﬂ_lutlrlhdu
19-5-19 44 ;,égw_;mu_immafmﬂ_, ik

cleashs n.#&ad_ﬁf.;r_m&:ﬁv Ao vinls adi o Viiein Saoils, abicieiada ahe.
P F&h' fqﬂh-#ﬂ&m&.—.__ y ey
aﬁ?_eyﬂu!a._uﬂr 'm.e.w?t_wﬁ; mda&t&aﬂ&&mdm iﬂ#._&inﬁhﬂ__
e Werdilies. Via: Yidasdiin daDiiita. farssciiga. bie eduhicels
jamcmmii oo Bt PDoves coteriresivece <o 55 foclivisace sils
Uaasrha adiie quie Yie Lmﬂ_wmf_m_jﬂm_d‘ Fnear
116 @M#ﬁ@d t1e- abalticeieseds dff%—p‘fl—l.w Yada . Mas o G
g seds Ba1a ,?Mﬂa: o Mi—l.%-lﬂﬂ.p_ﬂ_d_#&.; M:ﬂm ] .q-mmm#k..ﬂﬂﬁ_éﬂl. Jospm,
:qumidf&_% vacii Mo da _21.:5_& bvaulte & 1ie o hdoitd g
B o eorapae gure Flo toneisiice o ‘,’uuﬂ%m Aas forotrrens Buatrin
s HM farse ot auf.?.;,u&._ cotila forca. Ao hisiechbasii tia
Saen janesciusa., e ‘o Yaliacie Sice Ll 0lals Lvaiidaciale o o
ﬁﬁg&-ﬂn Me.u%fmw ,da Mfﬂ&,gda_m‘a&;&;m_ﬁ; " idiad

q}af hﬁwcﬂw eifacae grase e ﬂﬁuu. &mx.éﬂaé‘ﬁ’&#a e
gaie. ﬁthﬂ.ﬁ.&d_qu.ﬁ_-:&#dem.fﬂ dude, das e s f e L o2
Canlared aoe Senbor, 11913 canfien Bovia e resso ardes o1
pedss louvores 124 resqmraeo dos Sardas . S
_ Heoig ngj;ﬂv_e-; {1.fj.?.f_{:!.ﬁﬂjj_{li;;:fJ_{fJ??? 4 EHffEr’-r-r_.f_ P o)
Pc_lfr.‘l_ﬂ_-r_g_ 1238 havers de leslaicde Serrdar,

5::111{-‘}.{} elea Ei‘r_-

o311y @ Vassa IT,E-'!'.'S.MLFFLLI A LMt I At

H’we _JHarqa !

e a,{.aufz)ci-h-l.a S0 h(,u,}-—/ 444 it pe ,&e 1aec Aa Secera Aa Lo
pré a Vs

!
{ — . . ) 2
Uarsiihae ¢ -lltcdz & Yottt Gt Hle figeite totihecar-gienl era a Sica.
1 J 7

= N B — = -
! l"‘('-’;L\"{L. ;/M‘L t’ﬂﬁ.ﬁ/a._ Loiito 4.,,/,_,4,»5_) A fxoa. .’fu_t g 0!-5/44,‘.-1 d&; p

‘ A ~ (- = P - T - ~ y '
Juniotss 4o @ eipliriidias Contin Ra Yoieliofls B Peies , Hae hrede

’ i
;

- - S ) - g ;
Cren. Qi 2ada oo Hae focit, Ze -!'E'IMLLwd_‘ Yito o Blidrla ” At & J2btr
' / / } & ~

a : :

e ind. Mrirveiit tseteran. Gire horetio f202ime 10008 Jititl, 202is o
i ! F|

- = = A F S
Yf‘tlc e o Misios, eslrrave. dilid ARELL EXTLLT, LLiidn Yiitsozda

= = L . v ’ a1
Seall 2ti ;T.fx-r, GALL LLALAA Yiteo, mittiora, Cariiitr oo o Suialiiiinl

B A - A ‘ A . 2
ie 1ot Yo petitas, bvmildeo o othar € Weife O fpilieztila s, Ao

! /7 ! .
0 A . : A O . Joane
CLLA- , «c /fao Ae174as, gt 4;(D¢H‘; nRraovar A Jétcr OCOnEdLe1I€2a, fe'e hod

: )f) ) 2 £\ oy ] g <
INAIAQA €&, €54Q €177 Mz € eserere o oide ¢ [7a71aarzy, hae [raren
] !

Q cﬁ-«c le ¢ C.'fl-’Ju “22 }_[:77&)8/ elo SEA1 /anr-:t e do. (De h()i, 0" Eserd

—
¢

1o CNreerrad-0 Q44727 a7V p..)—y ) FE u,cl £ L'M‘cr’ﬁ-n ¢ Escrev ('/7.';r'

L Orel, (& gA1E 50O hode ser d}Jé,chz e 19¢ ¢, nelo Sr. Cardeal Fa-
- I " J

g : ] _ N s
[riarca de Lishoa o1 pelo 51 DSk cle & etv4a 2.

2 - e e O
% g di o 2shuady ticcadads hot et Meatsterceo e Licy

7 1= 1 - s j— L e v
ﬁl"-'»'-c VeLL 2 e_.’*"}; e VA & QA4 , — }77(.'9‘.; 1144 d:) ‘cJ’I‘C;Q Cor1)¢

. ¢ > A = ‘ ok
CJ;Q‘H/(L Qite S& fleshhretncle, 1oeca < wiXo :1’1 lerva, — Ela e¢slremn
: ’
- | e 1 1.3 s n
az-4arhas, C4 elades, } { [cis e gldetas 011z o3 Sex15 [2720ra

— B ~ . -
Cl;‘:r'i’i‘ $5¢¢ StAratldciddas, — CF triar s Vdes & Ads HiAVEILs, 5aie

I

: o = 5 : -
Qs >&445 }(7/)r«' £, u‘d.‘i:n-"n‘-ﬁ'&ta‘.'., .'vlft».l:*:,/.':«‘!//

| . A\ —
Ll DAinag Vel e i1l oAajz6, RIOrd 6445 € 19€ €317 124410870

(4 W 4
J

{epae se oo hode cor11ar; ¢ @ hidri44e8¢80 do niasda
! ¢ A

" | _ ) ) | | ¢ ’ . A
1Ielo ICCnele) 737 Cade 5S¢ IR2Ere)j((ihecl, = (& -);Ju,,qa“:o/.
| ] v,

Lao }»-)rn Voealrl A GAievra tesdrii1clora | ~,_[}r]-;cu'> Serls
J J ‘




JH/.

G}WL -LL&A—MM

%b/we/r

/m S.p/“/&oua—) Sos /"aZ;zf—l—;

Facsimile of Sister Lucy’s letter to Father Umberto Pasquale,
on April 13, 1980. We present here our translation and the

circumstances of her composing this letter.
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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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Lower Case “h” Discrepancy




Upper Case “S” Discrepancy

Questioned:
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Signature Comparison Analysis

The most striking difference 1s the concave baseline shapes in the questioned signatures
compared to the razor sharped angles formed in the known signatures.
ii. I have taken mto consideration the writing mstrument (fountain pen in both sets
of exemplars).
The baseline of the known handwnting of Mana Lucia 1s incredibly straight, precise, and
angular throughout the entire timeline. However, the questioned signatures are arcaded.

rounded and displays an unstable baseline. These are major differences.

In summary, there are some similar strokes to the known writings of Irma Lucia. That

would be expected if the intent of the writer was to model or copy the writer's style of

handwriting  Like all forged documents, the small micro movements and connections of
the pen often reveal details and errors that are not part of the natural writer’'s execution.
In this case, the differences are sigmificant and point to a different writer than the known

writer, Irma Lucia.
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KNOWN SIGNATURES QUESTIONED SIGNATURES

456, 1940

hssie Fovsis th 2.0/ . foseaia

»

458, 1941 466, ~1567

466, 1565

460, 1941 (“M. Lucia")

T -
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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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