Heresies about the Mother of Jesus (II)

Quotation of Taras Senkiv: “Special attention is to be given to heretical statements about Jesus’ Mother and about Jesus Christ discovered by the ‘Pidhirtsi monks’ in the words of His Beatitude Lubomyr, Head of the UGCC. As an example we shall analyze some of them. The ‘Pidhirtsi rebels’ oppose statements such as follows:

‘The Mother of God is a human like all others.’ This, according to the ‘Pidhirtsi monks’, is a heresy. So if we deny the given statement in accordance with their treatment, we can arrive at a wrong conclusion, that ‘the Mother of God is not a human’. This likewise will be a heresy, but this time one of the ‘Pidhirtsi theologians’.”

Response: T.S. consciously distorts a truth clearly formulated by us. If we claimed that the Mother of God is not a human, or even if we did not say it but it would follow from the context, then we would rightly be blamed for a heresy. However, the reality is different. We write clearly: The Mother of God is a human; however, if we want to say “like all others”, we need to add that she is also Full of Grace (cf. Lk 1:28), Mother of the Son of God and Virgin. If someone does not confess these essential truths, one has fallen into a heresy.

Unfortunately, the Cardinal not only does not clarify this heresy presented in the question of A. Arzhakovskyi (see the book “Discussions with His Beatitude Lubomyr Husar: On Postconfessional Christianity”), but he even consciously develops and sustains it. We want to bring to attention that in the whole interview the Cardinal does not give a single quotation either from the Holy Scripture or from the Church doctrine or from the Tradition of the Church Fathers. On the contrary, if he does quote something, it is pagan writings (Upanishads) which he in no way distinguishes from God’s Word, so the reader gets the impression that this pack of heresies and myths is of the same authority as the Holy Scripture.

Instead of answering the given question by presenting the teaching of the Scripture and Tradition, as one would expect of a cardinal of the Catholic Church, he just says: “I suppose” and then most often says the exact opposite of what is the teaching of both the Scripture and the Tradition. He does not give a single clear formulation of the truths of the faith but only relativizes and casts doubt upon everything. After casting doubt he then labels these obscurities with a noble term – ‘mystery’. However, in reality he ignores the fundamental truths of the faith. 

We state in conformity with the Church: The Mother of God is not just a common woman. Any other common woman is infected with original sin. As regards Jesus’ Mother, however, it holds true that: “In Thee, O Lord, and in Thy Mother there is no stain.” (St. Ephraem Syrus)
It is astonishing how the apostate bishop T.S. manages by means of concealment, lies and dialectics to attach a completely different meaning to the fundamental truths of the faith, which we formulate clearly. If a sensible man reads our review of the book “Discussions with His Beatitude Lubomyr Husar: On Postconfessional Christianity” in our Letters from UA 9/08 (pg. 27-33), he can by no means come to conclusions as drawn by T.S. Such distortion and such spirit of interpretation of God’s Word and of the fundamental truths of the faith as is seen with T.S. is one of the professional heretics. Today these found their exegesis on the so-called historic-critical method (HCT) as well as on syncretism and relativism. Christianity, buddhism and hinduism are presented as equal ways of salvation, and this is a heresy! They like to refer to the “Nostra aetate” declaration and to the prayer of the Pope John Paul II in Assisi (1986, 2002). But this all is misuse and distortion. For this reason we are calling on the present Pope to give a clear interpretation which would serve as defence against these distorters who are undermining the foundations of Christianity. Without these foundations the whole building of Christianity falls down!!!
The statement of Card. L. Husar: “She was one of them and that is all” is a heresy, because it is not made precise that the Virgin Mary was and is Mother and Virgin at the same time and that she is preserved from original sin. If this is denied, for example by silence too, one thus says only half the truth, and that is a heresy!
However, T.S. is very skilful at completely distorting orthodox formulations of the truths of the faith and calling the Church’s doctrine, which we interpret, “a heresy of the Pidhirtsi theologians”.
Moreover, in the present time it is necessary to emphasize the essence of the Christian truths and not to obscure it. Noone is saying here that the Virgin Mary was not a human, but attacks on Jesus’ Divinity have always been connected with attacks on her supernatural conception and supernatural motherhood. In the present time the spirit of heresy works in such way that it diverts from the essence and highlights that which is inessential. That is why we, by contrast, point out the essence, that means the foundations of the faith. 
Quotation of T.S.: “‘Simply, she was a good wife, a good neighbour, a good mother; undoubtedly, people liked her. She was one of them and that is all.’ This, as viewed by ‘the monks mentioned’, is the second heresy; so following their opinion and denial of the given statement as of a wrong one we come to another wrong statement, that ‘the Mother of God was not a good wife, a good neighbour, a good mother, and the people did not like her’. This, we can say, is another ‘heresy of the Pidhirtsi theologians’.”
Response: To fabricate artificial heresies and to ascribe them to us with a covert purpose to obscure the substance of the problem is a pattern of distortion and manipulation of the truth. The statement that the Virgin Mary is just a common woman contains a concealed heresy, for it denies her supernatural conception and motherhood, and this is then reflected in the relation to her Son. This is a very serious thing entailing violation of the foundations of our faith. Instead of a clear orthodox statement T.S. ridicules the issue by ascribing to us a statement that Jesus’ Mother was not a good mother and neighbour. This is purposeful and dishonest manipulation. The aim is to muddy the waters, to divert the attention from a concealed heresy and thus to avoid confrontation with the truth. T.S., however, demagogically ascribes these lies of his to us and calls them “another heresy of the Pidhirtsi theologians”.
Quotation of T.S.: “It is worth notice that the devotion to the Mother of God – the illustrious tradition of the Ukrainian nation – is: to honour her by preaching, by writing books, by icon-painting, by celebrating the noble Marian feasts in the monasteries which are well-known for her miraculous icons.” 

Response: The fact that there are books written about the Mother of God and her icons painted in Ukraine is considered by T.S. to be a proof of L. Husar’s orthodoxy. However, his very book “Discussions with His Beatitude L. Husar: On Postconfessional Christianity” distinctly presents a clear expression of his heretical attitude. The covert heresy of Card. L. Husar and T. Senkiv consists in the fact that when speaking about the Mother of God and also when speaking about the Saviour, they emphasize merely the human aspect. Behind this one-sided emphasis on mere humanity is hidden the spirit of HCT which distinguishes between historical Christ, who according to them is a mere human, and Christ of faith, who is said to have been dreamt up by the early community of believers. This method, in essence, denies real miracles and the supernatural in the Holy Scripture.
Supposing that a bishop is a heretic, where will he lead the flock? Evidently the other bishops of the UGCC have fallen under anathema mostly for fear, lest they be punished by Card. L. Husar; however, in the case of T. Senkiv there is a difference. He overtly avows these heresies and this spirit. He consciously defends the apostasy of Card. L. Husar and his heresies and declares them to be the orthodox doctrine of the Church.
As for the Mother of God, this spirit also distinguishes between historical Mary as a common woman, a good neighbour, liked by all, but still only a common woman, and Mary of faith, i.e. one that was fabricated by the early community of believers. But these theologians at the same time safely apply orthodox terms, such as Mother of God. 

Quotation of T.S.: “... similar erroneous and blasphemous conclusions which the monks draw from the words of the Church hierarch are e.g. that ‘the Virgin Mary is not the Mother of God’, ‘is not a Virgin’, ‘is conceived in sin’, ‘lived in sin’, and these they spread among the God-pleasing folk.”
Response: We do not draw erroneous and blasphemous conclusions from the words of the Church hierarch (L. Husar). But if his words do not clearly emphasize the whole truth of faith, if he says that the Virgin Mary is just a common woman and that is all, then the conclusions are quite logical: from Husar’s one-sided statement it follows that the Virgin Mary is not Mother of God, is not Virgin, and if she is just a common woman it means that she was also conceived in sin and as any other common woman lived like other people, that means, committed sins too. This statement, however, is a heresy, and we clearly revealed and at the same time condemned this covert heresy. T.S. calls this unmasking ‘blasphemous and erroneous judgement of the words of Card. Husar’.
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