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The White Fathers have decided to leavc 1\1ozambique. 

On IS May thcy publis hcd in Romc lhe lcttcr which is 
hcrc reproduced undcr numbcr  I. 

ln vicw uf this  announcemcut, the Portugucsc Govcrn-

rnent informcd them that thcy should !cave thc province 
not !ater than 30 May. 

On the mattcr Rcv. Dr. Envio 1-Jchnle, S. A. C., wrotc., 

on 25 May, the lcttcr which we Jlublish under numbcr 11; 

on L June the Episcopal Confercnce of l\1ozambique is.sucd 
the statcmenl which ap))Cars bclow under numbcr UI. 

Finally, lhe Prc.'is Confercnce held by thc White Fnthcrs 

in Paris wllS comrncntcd on, in lhe month of July, by thc 
Uishop or Quelim:mc (Mozambique), and this commcnt 
is printcd hcre undcr munbcr IV. 
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LETTER FROM THE I 
COUNC IL -GEt.,E~~i I 

CONGREGATION 

The Councii-General would like to inform you of 
a serious decision that it has been led to take: after severa! 
months' reflection, prayer  and many contacts with the 
interested parties, we have decided to withdraw the White 
Fathers from Mozambique. We thjnk it our duty to explain 
to you clearly the reasons for this decision. 
ln the first place it is clear that this decision has not 

been forced on us by a lack of staff. Ever since the Chapter 
met, we have every year sent young priests to Mozambique 
and we were ready to do so this year too. Nor have any 
externa! or material reasons led us to  this decision: the 
security of our brethren is not threatened. The living con-
ditions are not bad: in any case, as you well know, this 
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type o[ ground would never lead us to give up a mission. 
Nowhere else have the missionaries enjoyed so privileged 
a  status: nowhere else have they enjoyed such direct and 
substantial material help from a Government. Nor have 
the Lisbon authorities ever indicated that they no longer 
considered our presence in Mozambique desirable. 
Far more serious  reasons underlie this decision: on the 

one hand, the basic ambiguity o[ a  situation in which our 
presence finally becomes undesirable; on the other, the 
sincerity of a mission which refuses, in Africa,  to bear two 
contradictory faces. 
The situation of the White Fathers in Mozambique 

is in fact becoming increasingly characterized by grave 
ambiguity. Having been sent there to bear witness to lhe 
gospel and to make lhe Church  a living  presence as lhe 
sign and method of salvation, the missionaries discover that 
the confusion between the Church and the State, maintained 
by the constant practice of the civil and religious authorities, 
is deeply harmful to the presentation of the evangelical 
message and the true face of the Church. 
Unfortunately it is  a  fact that in many  spheres the 

Church is subjugated. While it theoretically enjoys freedom 
of action, in practice, obstacles are constanlly  being raised 
to the preaching of certain aspects of the gospels. lt is not 
here our intention to present any file  or to argue  about 
specific points: it is enough for us to stress that only  too 
often certain acts of our apostolic  ministry, above aU those 
whose objective would be to promete true social justice, 
a re considered to be subversive activities and are, in the 
case of certain Christian militants, with greater contacts 
with the mission,  a pretext for intimidation, even arrest 
anel i\1-treatment. 

We have long wanted, sought and awailed a clear 
statement of position from  lhe Hierarchy to dissipate these 
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ambiguities in view of the acts o[ injustice and brutality 
of the police. 

A  mattcr of apostolic honcsty 

Faced with a  silence tbat we cannot understand, we 
think in our consciences tbat we are not entitled to be 
taken for accomplices of an official support that the 
bishops would thus seem lo be giving to a regime that 
makes skilful use of the Church to consolidate and perpe-
tua te  in Africa an anachronic  situation-one that, over lhe 
long-term, cannot be  sustained. Not having lhe  necessary 
means to clear up the matter on the spot, our presence 
only serves to originate  lamentable confusion in the minds 
of the population. 
A  Church of silence,  a muzzled Church, can continue 

to be a valid sign in a  regime  where the Church is officially 
persecuted. But such  a  Church, in a country which openly 
declares itself to be Catholic anda protector of the Church, 
which, after ali, makes use of Lhe Church for purposes that 
have nothing to do with the Gospel of Jesus Chris~ is 
bearing undesirable witness. 
We believe that there are situations in which,  like 

SL Paul, we must  repudiate the  silence of shame and not 
behave with cunning,  nol falsifying the Word  of  God 
(TT Cor. 4-2). 
Another reason that has motivated this decision is 

a matter of sincerity. When the African countries became 
independent, we did not consider this  change of situation 
as a matter of ecclesiastical opportunity but regarded it 
sincerely as the consequence of a deep-rooted conviction. 
Following the very clear instructions of Cardinal Lavigerie, 
we have always tried  not only to teach the Gospel but 
a\so to construct to the best of our ability local churches, 
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so that one day they might be self-supporting. For us. 
Africanization seems  to  us to be the normal climate of 
missionary work in the Africa of today. 

This  is why it seems to us difficult to be sincere when 
there are  two contradictory ways of Jooking at things: 
one in Mozambique and the other in the rest of Africa. 
We find it hardly compatible to be Malians with the 
Malians, Congolese with the Congolese,  Tanzanians  with 
the Tanzanians a nd then, suddenly, Portuguese with the 
people of Mozambique! This  is  a problem of apostolic 
honesty which concerns our whole society. To you, 
brethren, working in other countries of Africa,  does it not 
seem  natural that this  sincerity should prevent us from 
wearing there  a mask and conniving, reduced to silence, 
at  a false situation  that is, more than ever  today in Africa, 
an act of false witness? 

We are sure that you will understand that  this  has not 
been an easy decision to take. lt has only  been taken after 
mature  reflection and after consulting ali our brethren in 
Mozambique. If the serious  reasons to which we have 
referred  made  us decide the withdraw the White Fathers, 
we are  nevertheless fully aware that other reasons might 
call o n us to stay, especially  the  temporal pasto ral  benefit 
of the inhabitants  whom we were aiding by our presence, 
and whom we shall serve with our ministry. 

While we rirmly hope that these inhabitants will not 
be  left without priests  and we are  sure that, over the  long 
term, our  decision will be  useful to the  People of God 
in those regions, we would also like to say quite clearly 
that this position should not be taken as a criticism of the 
missionary societies which will continue their ministry there 
for reasons that we may consider to be legitima te. Mo reover, 
we informed them in due terms before we took o u r decision. 
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We are also fully  aware of the painful sacrifice that 
we  are calling on our brothers in Mozambique  to make. 
lt  is not without considerable  suffering  that they will 
leave the inhabitants whom they loved, the country to 
which they had  given the  best of themselves. Most  of them 
will be appointed  to other African  countries. We  do  n ot 
need  to ask you  to receive them  charitably because we 
a re certain that you will do  so and you  will be  able  to  help 
them fraternally  to  take their places in the dioceses in which 
they will have the courage to  begin again. 

Let us  pray for ali the  inhabitants of Mozambique, 
hoping that  one  day,  which  we hope will soon arrive,  we 
may again serve there a Church which will have  become 
o nce more  an undeniable  sign  of salvation and justice for 
ali men. 

This document,  dated 15  May 1971 fro m  R o me, is 
signed by: Theo van  Asten, Superio r,  and Robert  Chaput, 
Wilhelm Grosskortenhaus and Joseph  Perrier, assistants. 
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LETTE R FROM 
REV. DR. ERWIN 

HELMLE 
TO FATHER VAN II 
ASTEN, GENERAL 
OF THE WHITE 

FATHERS 

Reverend Superior, 

You have given orders for the missionaries to with-
draw from Mozambique. 1 would like to make the 
following comments on this decision: 

I. lt is undoubtedJy  a pol itical decision. You have acted 
out of deference towards the other African states where 
your missionaries work. You are entitled to send your 
missionaries where you think fit. 

2. But to justify your decision is another matter. You 
compla in  that your missio naries cannot express themselves 
sufficiently freely on behalf of Right and social Justice. 
Would the other Orders stay if this were the case? What is 
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the situation of social rights in the ohter African states? 
Can missionaries there effect politicai campaigns against 
tyrants big and small? Everybody must agree that constitu-
tional conditions in Portuguese Africa are far more valid 
than in the so-called liberal countries of the continent. Even 
you admit  that Portugal supports the missions, and thus 
supports tbe White Fathers also. 

3. Missionaries should not interfere in purely politicai 
questions: they should be Joyal to  the civil authorities 
unless they want to be taken for revolutionaries. Even 
C hrist never rebelled against the Rornans. 

4. lt is clear that through this decision you have sought 
to rnake a speclacular gesture to brand Portugal before the 
world as a «colonial power)). ls this just? Does it show 
gratitude?  Is it true? 

5. By taking this position you are acting against the 
policy of the Holy See, which  also collaborates with Por-
tugal in the Overseas Provinces. 

6. ln spite of your denials, you are accusing the other 
Orders, especially their foreign members, because they are 
going on with the beneficial work in the Overseas Provin-
ces under Portugal's protection. 

7. You are offending the missionaries of the last few 
centuries who, with St. Francis Xavier at their head. 
worked in the Overseas Provinces. 

8. Unfortunately the politizalion of the Church still 
goes on, even in the case of the missions. The Gospel has 
nothing to do with politics. The Portuguese Governmenl 
is entitled to dernand loyally from ali the inhabitants of 
its territories: it does not demand mo re than this. As a 
Swiss,  I am happy to have been able to carry out my 
pastoral work in Portugal for the last twenty-five years. 
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Never has any c ivil authorily ever given me instructions 
regarding my work as a  students' chaplain oras vicar. Why 
do your rnissionaries have difficulties then? 

Your decision can only me deeply regrelted. 

25 May  1971. 

Your brother in Christ, 
Dr. Erwin  Helmle, S.A.C. 
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COMMUNIQUÉ FROM I 
THE MOZAMBIQUE III 

EPISCOI'AL 
CONFERENCE 

The prelates of  Mozambique,  being  mel in extraordi-
nary assembly  o n  being informed, somewha t  to their 
surprise,  of the  decisio n  wh ich  led the Most  Rev. Superior 
and the Councii-General of the Congregatio n in Africa 
o f Missionaries,  or lhe White Fathers,  to  withdraw the 
members of their lnstitute frorn tbe dioceses of Beira  and 
Tete, consider it their duty to declare the following: 

I. They express their deep  gratitude  and esteem  fo r 
lhe noteworthy spiritua l and ma terial work done in  favour 
of the Church  in  Mozambique, over twenty-five years of 
persistent,  merito rious work,  and stress that the item 
published in the Press as to the alleged destruction  of 
material and installations o n  their leaving  one of the 
missions was the result  o f  incomplete information. 
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2. Although lhe White Fathers  make up only  2 ro 
of Lhe missionary staf( in Mozambique and 6 ro of the 
total non-Portuguese staff, their unexpected departure 
leaves a serious gap in the two dioceses where they worked, 
above ali in Beira,  already in a delicate situation due to 
the prolonged absence of its Bishop. 

3. They deeply  regret a decision that they do not 
consider to be dictated by genuine evangelical spirit,  rather 
seerning to them  a reflection of the crisis that at present 
affects certain sectors of the Church. 

4. They cannot accept the reasons quoted in the 
communiqué sent to the members  of lhe Instit11te and 
published in the world press; this is,  in  any case, widely 
different from the  letter on this  matter sent to the  prelates 
o f Beira and Tete and to lhe  Chairman of the Mozambiq ue 
Episcopal Conference. 

They know that this unhappy decision was taken  due 
to the influence of pressure groups, against the express 
desire of the majority of the members serving the Church 
in those two dioceses. Some of them have stated that they 
regret their superiors' decision and expressing their desire 
to stay on in Mozambique. 

5. They state once again lheir deliberate politicai 
independence and the independence o[ the Cburch as 
regards Lhe Stade, even though they respect legitimate 
authorities and collaborate with them for lhe common 
good, as lheir conscience calls on them to do. and also 
in accordance with their mission as pastors, to which they 
were appointed, and in which they are maintained, by the 
decision and confidence of lhe  Holy See. 

Their clear-cut position in this respect has often been 
expounded by cach Bishop in bis diocese and by lhe bishops 
collectively. as may be seen from the Collective Pastoral 
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Letter of 19 April 1970 and the letter to priests o r 
I May 1971. 
lt is not for them to take up polilical attitudes,  and 

they advise missionaries to adopt the sarne principie; even 
so they are zealous in the defence of lhe basic rights of 
the hurnan being, being watchful of any violation the reof, 
making every effort to act with the necessary firmness 
in such cases. They cannot fail to recognize the effort 
being made by Lhe legal authorities to promete the progress 
of lhe least favoured social  groups and to lead them to 
participale in the future of Mozambique, in spite of the 
serious difficulties of the present moment. 

The total absence of racia l discrimination in legislation 
and in customs, and the ever widening access of persons 
of ali races, colours and beliefs to a wide range of public 
offices, togethe r with basic school attendance which is 
affecting ali children, and which,  a t lhe secondary and 
higher leveis, is progressing, even if more  slowly-these 
a re fac tors which musl rnerit the indulgence and support 
of the Church. 

6. Fortunately  the altitude of that lnstitute was not 
shared by lhe rnany others working in Mozambique, where 
they are effecting missionary and social promotion work 
whic h is highly praiseworthy. The  Jeaders of the other, 
non-Christian churches continue to bear witness of faith 
and lave for the population they serve, in spite of the 
no Jess difficulties they encounter . 

7. ln this hour of suffering they address words of 
comfort and hope to the  Christian communities abandoned 
by the missionaries who have thrown up their posts; they 
promise to do everything in their power to ensure the 
necessary religio us assistance so that there  may be no gap 
in the work of promotion and evangelization already begun. 
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8. They appeal to the missionary congregations of 
Mozambique, and lhe  clergy in general, wilh special confi-
dence in the Church of the Horneland, to offer their 
generous, fraternal co-operation, with eyes fixed on God 
and His People so that lhe Chu.rch in Mozambique, 
especially in the regions affected by this lamentable decision, 
rnay not Jack the priestly support it needs for its  vitality 
and constant growth. 

N arnpula, I June 1971. 

t Custódio Alvim Pereira,  Archbishop of Lourenço 
Marques 
t F rancisco Nunes Teixeira, Bischop of Quelimane 
t José dos Santos Garcia, Bishop of Porto Amélia 
t Ernesto Gonçalves Costa, Bishop of  Inhambane 
t Félix Niza Ribeiro, Bishop of Tete 
t Eurico Dias Nogueira, Bishop of Vila Cabra l 
t Manuel Vieira Pinto , Bishop of Nampula 
Father  Manuel dos Reis Miranda, Vicar-General of 

Beira. 
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STATEMENT I 
BY THE BISHOP 
OF QUELIMANE IV 
(MOZAMBJQUE) 

H would seem to be a matter of juslice and necessity 
to stale the truth and have it recognized, especially when 
wrong or tendentious news items appear in the press 
andare widely publicised. ln its 11 June number Le Monde 
gives its readers an account of the press conference held 
in Paris by the Revs. Fathers Cesrae Bertulli, Pampalk, 
Pickard and Tschesko. The account appears above the 
initials of the French publicist Henri Fresquet. lt contains 
certain errors of fact, and a certain number of lies, as 
I will now enumerate, it being rny duty not to let them 
slip by without remark. 

I. «The Portuguese translalion of lhe encyclical by 
John XXILI «Pacem in Terrisn was expurgated». 
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This is not true: this famous e ncyclical was published 
in its entirety in the «Ecclesiastical Gazette of Mozambi-
que», in its first issue, in August 1963. I do not know 
of any Portuguese versio n  of  the encyclical that was cut 
in any way. 

2. «The diffusio n of Paul V.L's message to Africa 
(November 1967), published by «Voix Africaine>> was 
prevented  by the police, which  bought up ali the copies 
of the papem. 

[  do not know what happened in other towns and 
dioceses but in the town and diocese of Quelimane lhe 
paper with the text of «Africae Terra rum>> was sold without 
let o r hindrance; the Diocese of Quelimane itself published 
an edition of Paul VI's important  declaration, printed in 
t he works of lhe «Diário», belonging to t he Archbishopric 
of Lourenço Marques, which has been sold without any 
kind of difficulty or prohibition. The  text was a lso published 
in the review «Missão e Vida», the  o fficial o rgan of the 
Episcopate of Mozambique. 

3. «The «Pastoral Weeks>> intented for the tra ining 
of missionaries and sisters were stopped in I 970 because 
t hey were considered  to be «dangerous». 
The Episcopal Conference decided unanimously to 

interrupt Lhe holding of these so-called «Pastoral Weeks», 
since in 1971 Biblical Weeks were to be held in ali lhe 
dioceses of Mozambiquc, as had been laid down p reviously 
in a prograrnme,  and for the simple reason that it would 
be impossible to hold both, within lhe sarne year and in 
view of the time available. · 
The second reason for the interruption was to meet 

the requests made by severa! missionaries of severa! d ioceses; 
t hey thought it timely to promete rneetings to recapitulate 
and examine the results obtained from the implementation 
of the norms and methods indicated and proposed in 
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preceding weeks, which dealt witb the sacraments of 
Christian initiation and the catechumenal status. 
To suggest · that they were interrupted because they 

were considered to be «dangerous» is to make the  gravest 
insinuations, launched on to tbe international press net-
work for no very clear purpose. 
4. cdn Novernber 1970 the local superiors of the 

missionary congregations were asked by the Episcopal 
Conference of Mozambique to air their grievances; 
in February 1971 they were called, by the permanent 
comrnittee of the Episcopal Conference, «enemies of 
Portugal». 

As to the first part of this accusation,  I do not recai I 
the Conference having  made any such request to the 
religious superiors. Nane of the Mozambique bishops 
remembers having done anytlling of the kind. What may 
have occurred, at most, is some of lhe prelates having 
recommended reasonable moderation and prudence, if in 
fact this did take place. As far as I arn personally concerned, 
r have made every effort- as tbe missionaries know for 
a fact - in favour of victims of injustice and unjust 
methods  used. 
As for treating the religious superiors as «enemies 

of Portugal», this cannot be true. The permanent cornmittee 
of the Episcopal Conference of Mozambique only met for 
Lhe first time on June 24 and 25 last. At the meeting 
in February 1971 only the bishops of Vila Cabral and 
Quelimane took part: they are members of the committee 
but not enough to constitute lhe committee by themselves. 
At the rneeting lhe Bishop o f Nampula, who belongs to 
the unjustly criticised Permanent Committee, could not 
be present. 
ln their turn, when asked about the rneeting they 

attended, some of the  religious superiors confirmed that 
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they did not hear any such phrase as «enemies of Por-
tugal», because no such phrase was spoken by either of 
the two bishops present. 
Self-defence is a righl but defence based on a lie is 

dishonourable. 
5. «The Mozambique Episcopate has never taken 

a public stand against acts of injustice against Africans». 
The lie is increasing in extent and volume, lamentably 

propagated by priestly lips, which should serve only the 
pure truth and give the message of Christian charity. 
At least they might say that the brave voice of Dom 

Sebastião Resende, now unhappily for ever  silent, was an 
example throughout Africa; at least  they should remember 
that in two talks wrillen and published by lhe present 
Bishop of Narnpula, one on the rights of man and tbe 
other on peace, the voice of the Bishops had not been 
slilled in lhe silence of the dumb dogs' of the prophet 
lsaiah; at least they could have recalled, arnong others. 
two sentences spoken by one of the Mozambique bishops 
in Lourenço Marques Cathedral on 8 Decernber 1968, 
and published in the local press, at the solemn inauguration 
of the Major lnterdiocesan Seminary of Lourenço Marques, 
in the presence of the Governar-General, lhe Commander-
in-Chief of the Armed Forces, Provincial Secretaries and 
other aulhorilies, and God's people gathered there, filling 
lhe vast temple to overflowing. 
«Übservant of lhe words of the Pope, who says that 

«development is lhe new name of peace>>, come to the 
Church, seminarists, to offer men the light of lhe Gospels. 
to encourage the centres of human prornotion, to cherish 
the poor and lhe sick by the cornmunal development of 
country people. rr, sorne day, you see, as l have seen, 
rnen called on to work day after day without wages ar 
food, in lhe name of God and for the Jove of men, hurnbly 
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but bravely  and pe rsistently beg for justice to be dane. 
lf, some day, you hea r, as f have heard, of cases of dis· 
respect for wome n's honour, even through the misuse of 
authority, then prudently defend those who cannot defend 
themselves». 
Js this never to have ta ken a stand against injustice? 

Is this to suppress the truth? 
At their Paris  press conference it was lhe obligation, 

even from a  me re huma n point of  view, fo r the White 
Fathers to be more scrupulous in their state ments if they 
want the consideration o f others. How can o ne explain 
the meaning of their words? 
Finally carne the last attack, dangerous and criminal 

because it is so outrageously untrue: 
6. «Father Bertulli declared that they had become, 

in lhe hands of the local hierarchy, instruments for  l he 
oppression of lhe Africans». 

[ cannol find any rational explanation for such  a 
sta tement as this. Until I am given a convincing explanation, 
I think r a m  justified in calling the author of this sentence 
a n intellectually dishonest person. 1t is outrageous. There 
can  be no justification for blackening lhe name of the 
hierarchy of Mozambique through so ma ny lies. 

t Francisco, Bishop of Que/imane 
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