18th January 2007, Pidhirtsi (Ukraine)

Mons. Card. A. Vallini

Prefect of the Apostolic Signatura

Your Eminence, 

on 16th May 2006 the Tribunal of the Roman Rota informed Mrs. Kalina Šutková (doc. N. 19648) about the admission of her accusation in the matter of misappropriation of property: 

· a house on the address: Přímá 35, Prague 5, CR (Czech Republic)

· an apartment on the address: Pospíšilova 3, Prague 3, CR

which she had donated to the Delegature of St. Prokop of the Order of St. Basil the Great in the Czech Republic, and which was illegally, counter to canon law, misappropriated by Bishop L. Hučko and transmitted to the Apostolic exarchate in CR.

1) The whole legal affair has deeper background, well known to You. In spite of that we as members of the Delegature of St. Prokop would like to remind You of these facts, because along with this property, which Mrs. Kalina Šutková donated to us, Bishop L. Hučko misappropriated the monastery in Sázava which we had built with our own hands. Since this cause was set before the Roman Rota Tribunal already longer time ago, and this Tribunal has not taken any steps yet, we ask for Your intervention and bring forward additional information. 

2) Ukrainians living and working in CR, who make up a crushing majority of the Greek-Catholic Church in CR, protested in the first half of the year 2003 against the installation of the Focolarine priest L. Hučko as Apostolic exarch (installed by Card. M. Vlk and Card. A. Sodano). They also warned of the presence of the name of L. Hučko in the lists of collaborators of STB – State Security Committee. Besides this, as early as the communist regime L. Hučko was known as a long-time leader of the Focolare movement and in spite of that he achieved scientific career as well as the title of associate professor. This title could be achieved only by a member of the Communist party or by an agent, a spy of STB. If there was someone who was engaged in the state-persecuted Catholic Church, such scientific activity was absolutely inadmissible. The Congregation for the Oriental Churches (COCh) ignored all these protests and warnings and against all arguments allowed the consecration of L. Hučko.

After his consecration Bishop L. Hučko cast all blame on Basilian fathers and resolved to take his revenge on them. Shortly after the assumption of the office of Apostolic exarch in CR, on 23rd June 2003 he wrote a secret decree No. 337/03 to the state authorities in CR, in which he: 

a) declared the Delegature of St. Prokop abolished;

b) transmitted all property of the Delegature to the Apostolic exarchate in CR.

Since the Basilian Order falls under pontifical right, Bishop L. Hučko had no competence to act in this way, the more so because he did it without the consent and against the will as of the superior of the Delegature so of the OSBM Superiors in Rome. These came to hear of this illegal step of Bishop L. Hučko only two weeks later, and that by a mere chance, because Bishop L. Hučko tried to keep that step in secret and did not notify anyone of it. 

A cooperator in this illegal abolishment of the Delegature and in the misappropriation of property was also the Archbishopric of Prague under the leadership of Card. M. Vlk, which brought detailed data from catastral maps concerning the property of the Basilian Delegature. 

3) Shortly afterwards the General Superior OSBM began to make efforts to settle the situation arisen and to return the property. In that matter he came to Prague where from 19th –22nd October 2003 a meeting took place in the Apostolic Nunciature. Present were the Apostolic Nuncio in CR Mons. J. E. Ender, H.E. Bishop L. Hučko, the General Superior D. Ljakhovych OSBM. The General Superior of the Basilian Order was accompanied by Fr. Cyril J. Špiřík OSBM and Fr. František L. Juchelka OSBM, but these did not take part in direct proceedings, they were just announced the result: 

· Bishop L. Hučko blamed Basilians for things which he could not prove. 

· The Apostolic Nuncio verbally reproved Bp. Hučko that he committed much worse things towards Basilians than were the things for which he blamed them. The Apostolic Nuncio termed the proceeding of Bishop L. Hučko “crimen” (a crime). 

· It was stated that any resolution in the matter of the Delegature and its property lay within the competence of the OSBM Superiors in Rome. 

· Bishop L. Hučko promised the Apostolic Nuncio to return the property. 

After his return to Rome the General Superior D. Ljakhovych summoned the General Council which officially pronounced on the lawless proceeding of L. Hučko, and subsequently in an official letter No. 186/2003 dated 25th October 2003 the Protoarchimandrite asked L. Hučko to return the property. The letters including both this resolution of the General Council and the appeal for a return of the property were also sent to the Apostolic Nuncio in CR Mons. J. E. Ender (No. 184/2003) and to the Archbishop of Prague Card. M. Vlk (No. 185/2003). 

However, Bishop L. Hučko did not keep his promise made in front of the Apostolic Nuncio. On 24th December 2003, one day before the end of his term of office as Apostolic Nuncio in CR, J.E. Ender met in person with Fr. Cyril J. Špiřík OSBM who was charged by the General Superior to see to it that things be put in the original state. The Apostolic Nuncio informed himself on the state of affairs, and when he found out that the property had not been returned, he promised to intervene by telephone on the very same day since the following day his delegation in CR ended. Nonetheless, Bishop L. Hučko did not return the property; in fact, he knew that after the leaving of J. E. Ender there will be noone else to stand up against his crimes. 

Later on Bishop L. Hučko promised the OSBM Superiors in Rome to return the property providing that they would send Fr. Cyril J. Špiřík OSBM to a mission abroad; however, when the General Superior made this concession, Bishop L. Hučko broke the promise again. 

4) The widow Mrs. K. Šutková who donated her property to Basilians did not agree with the proceeding of Bishop L. Hučko. First she protested against it at the OSBM Superiors in Rome, wrote about it to the Bishops of the Czech Republic (CR) and to the Apostolic Nuncio in CR that she had not intended to donate her property to the Apostolic exarchate. After seeing the resultlessness of her letters she brought an accusation concerning this property to the Tribunal of the Roman Rota. 

After that accusation, on 3rd April 2006 Bishop L. Hučko sent his Vicar General M. Hanuš and his Secretary K. Baláž (there was also the lawyer of the Archbishopric of Prague Mrs. Dr. Civínová present) who intimidated the old widow. They deceived her and forced her under pressure to sign a declaration prepared in advance containing a text that actually she had intended to donate the property to the Apostolic exarchate and that the Basilians had deceived her. When these people left, she read what she subscribed, and on 4th April 2006 she officially – in the presence of a notary – rectified the whole thing and withdrew her subscription given under pressure on a paper foisted upon her. Subsequently she sent a protest to the Holy Father against this manipulation and criminal acting of Bishop L. Hučko and his collaborators, who do not even shrink from “robbing widows”. 

5) On 13th July 2004 the new General Superior Fr. B. Koubetch OSBM issued a decree № 2 of the General Assembly OSBM by which he abolished the Delegature of St. Prokop in CR and consequently he commenced artificial processes against the members of this Delegature who had perpetual vows. This abolishment was done without the presence of the superior or whichever deputy of the Delegature. The superior of the Delegature appealed against this proceeding and against the decree and took legal action to the Congregation for the Oriental Churches on 20th January 2005: 

· The decree of the abolishment of the Delegature was issued without the presence and without any hearing of the members of the Delegature.

· The decree does not state what will become of the religious of the Delegature abolished. The successive decrees of the Protoarchimandrite Fr. B. Koubetch practically consider these members dismissed. Their religious temporary vows are considered invalid and the religious with perpetual vows are sent to the novitiate again. They are treated as heavily punished despite the fact that there has not been any court trial nor have they been proved any guilt. Concerning the religious who began to defend themselves, there were artificial processes started against them and they were immediately dismissed from the Order. 

· The decree does not specify whether just the Delegature is abolished and remaining monasteries remain in operation.

· The decree was not officially transmitted to the superior of the Delegature, etc. 

The superior of the Delegature repeated the legal action on 1st March 2005 and demanded a court treatment in the matter of investigation of the Decree of abolishment of the Delegature and of the proceeding of the General Superior OSBM since the decrees issued by him were illegitimate and contained serious juridical defects. He also sent the copies of these legal actions to the Prefect of the Apostolic Signatura. 

Bishop L. Hučko demonstrably committed a criminal offence before the state authorities of CR as well as before the Church, he illicitly abolished a delegature of pontifical right and stole its property. It was necessary to solve this theft – crime. Bishop L. Hučko was obliged to return the property and before the state bodies to renew the Delegature as legal entity. After the term of office of the former General Superior D. Ljakhovych OSBM, who in the matter of the return of property turned to COCh, there arose a problem. The Congregation took measures which are against the canon law and the new Protoarchimandrite Fr. B. Koubetch pronounced that he consulted this Congregation. A scapegoat of this all was the flourishing Basilian Delegature which was subsequently liquidated along with 29 religious, which from the very beginning had been the effort of the Focolare leaders L. Hučko and Card. M. Vlk who is a member of COCh. That was why immediately after his election Fr. B. Koubetch took up “the liquidation activity” without scruples. COCh thereafter promptly approved all his illegal and immoral decrees, regardless of appeals and legal actions from the part of innocent victims. 

6) Bishop L. Hučko immorally and illegally misappropriated a property to which he had no right. To build the small monastery in Sázava cost us nine months of a paper martyrdom because the territory was protected by the Care of Historical Monuments. With limited financial resources we were then building this monastery with our own hands for one and a half year, many times even during the night. Bishop L. Hučko misappropriated this monastery along with the property donated by Mrs. Kalina Šutková in five minutes, with two sentences on a paper. 

Professional lying, cheats and stealing of property committed by Bishop L. Hučko, subsequent artificial processes against individual members of the Delegature constructed by the General Superior Fr. B. Koubetch OSBM who “in the name of holy obedience” orders to sign false confessions, and eventually the prompt ratifications of these illegal decrees from the part of COCh are still shielded by the higher employees of the Vatican dicasteries. The Focolarine bishop L. Hučko committed a crime, several times he broke his promise made in front of the Apostolic Nuncio, he committed pressure and deceit when foisting upon a poor widow a declaration prepared in advance. All this is tolerated in the Church and considered normal and the Tribunal of the Roman Rota has likewise not done anything in this matter up to this time! 

Therefore we ask You to see to the investigation of the affair concerning the abolishment of the Delegature of St. Prokop in CR by Bishop L. Hučko as well as concerning the misappropriation of the property of Mrs. Kalina Šutková. 

As members of the Delegature we likewise demand to inform us who has been encharged with the repeated legal action taken by the Superior of the Delegature of St. Prokop against the proceeding of the General Superior Fr. B. Koubetch OSBM and against the decree of the General Assembly OSBM №2 by which the Delegature was abolished without any reason given and without the presence of its deputy. 

In Christ,

Fr. Metoděj R. Špiřík ThD. OSBM

Fr. Markian V. Hitiuk ThLic. OSBM

Fr. Eliáš A. Dohnal ThD. OSBM

Fr. Cyril J. Špiřík ThD. Ing. OSBM

Address: Monastery OSBM, Pidhirtsi 80660, Brody district, Lviv region, Ukraine 

www.community.org.ua
Enclosures:

· Decree of Bishop L. Hučko No. 337/03 concerning the abolishment of the Delegature as legal entity

· Decree of the General Assembly OSBM № 2 concerning the abolishment of the Delegature 

· Accusation by Mrs. Kalina Šutková addressed to the Tribunal of the Roman Rota and to His Holiness Benedict XVI.  

· Sworn affidavit of Mrs. Kalina Šutková concerning a deceit committed by the employees of the Apostolic exarchate by enforcement of signature

To the notice of:

· Card. Tarcisio Bertone, State Secretary, Vatican

· Mons. Diego Causero, Apostolic Nuncio in CR
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