An open letter to the Czech Bishops’ Conference (ČBK) 

concerning a secret document of the State Security Committee (StB)

Most Reverend Bishops, 

we would like to bring to Your attention the internet journal christnet.cz. 

It is enough to take only the articles from this year 2007 and put a basic question: What kind of spirit is behind this journal which among the young Christians is the widest-read Christian internet portal? The duty of the ČBK leadership is to give a public statement on this portal and this duty in the first place obliges the chairman of ČBK Archbishop J. Graubner and Cardinal M. Vlk, and that even before his retirement on emeriture (17th May 2007). 

Contents: 

1) Negative activity of the portal

2) Explanation concerning the secret document of StB (F. Lobkowicz)

3) Attacks on Archbishop J. Sokol 

4) What is the solution?

1) Negative activity of the portal 

a) Attacks on orthodox bishops – Bishop F. Lobkowicz (CR) and Archbishop J. Sokol (SR). The attack on them is purposeful and we therefore ask who is behind it and what aim he is pursuing. The portal is rooted in the same spirit in which acts Prof. T. Halík, and the editors are obviously his adherents. 

b) Casting doubt upon the essence of Christianity. Here it is e.g. the article “The Lost Tomb of Jesus”. 

c) Propagation of buddhism and of the spirit of the New Age. See the article “Joy, dauntlessness and compassion” and the article from 2nd March 2007.

The authors boasted about the congratulation and praise by the Holy Father Benedict XVI. This should also bind them to run this journal truly in his spirit, that means: to take a clear standpoint towards homosexuality, towards abortions, towards interreligious dialogue which must be anchored in proper identity and in a true view of other religions. Unfortunately, all this is absent. The Holy Father points at the vital roots (foundations) of Christianity and he is thereby a pattern not only to Catholics but to all Christians. If the journal was to work in earnest at the renewal of Christianity, for which it has powerful media in its hands, it should go the same way as the Holy Father and not the opposite one. The portal often opens delicate topics in the Church, giving space to many opinions sometimes even absurd or pervert. However, it does not close such discussions with a clear Christian standpoint. The fruit is then disorientation and confusion. 

2) Explanation concerning the secret document of StB dated 11th August 1989 (F. Lobkowicz)
In its attacks against Bishop F. Lobkowicz the journal refers to this secret document. This campaign began in November 2006. The record of StB is from 11th August 1989 and this report was written by Captain of StB Klimeš Zdeněk. The meeting of the StB official and F.L. took place on 8th August 1989. 

In November 1987 the Bishop of Olomouc J. Vrána died. In August 1989 F. Vaňák (73 years) was appointed a bishop. At that time there were priests coming to his parish in Rýmařov who advised him to forward two auxiliary bishops. Evidently the abbot Tyl, about whom there is a report by StB Captain Z. Klimeš, proposed a Premonstratensian F. Lobkowicz as a bishop. F. Vaňák, who loved clerical dignity, became really enthusiastic over this proposal. Among the “counsellors” there were also Focolare representatives (P. Šich and young liberals from Olomouc) who again drew the attention to their candidate, the Focolarine J. Graubner. The State Security Committee knew well about various candidates out of whom the Communist regime eventually chose to approve those who were most optimum for them. The newly appointed bishop F. Vaňák invited the candidate F.L., who was most congenial to him, and it stood to reason that immediately after this visit F.L. was invited also by the State Security Committee. All that was written by Cpt. Klimeš points at generally known facts. In the document are mentioned names of three priests: Lobkowicz, Graubner, Dohnal. All these three priests were potential candidates for auxiliary bishops. For the police as well as for the clergy in the Olomouc Diocese and in the whole CSSR, too, the most familiar was A. Dohnal who since 1981 figured as a personality in the charismatic renewal and who was persecuted for the whole time (till 1989). The persecution was from the part of the Communist regime but also from the part of the so-called underground Church represented by Dr. Zvěřina. The psychologically created public opinion in the Church was that Dohnal was an enemy of the Church, that he was “suspended” etc. Those cunning attacks were worse than the attacks of StB!!! Many can bear testimony to this nowadays. A. Dohnal was defending the true Catholic teaching against the liberal clergy. Samizdat activity of the priest A. Dohnal was known almost to all priests in CSSR at that time. The adherents of J. Zvěřina were gnashing their teeth against A. Dohnal but he, together with a circle of youth, was bravely defending the essential truths of the Catholic faith and morals to the death! 

Quotation from the document of StB: “From the part of the source (F.L.) in the next interview there was an issue outlined of an activity of the priest Antonín Dohnal who by his initiative and approach to some dogmatic questions is eroding the unity of the Church.” In 1988-1989 a literary spiritual dialogue took place between Fr. A. Dohnal and Dr. J. Zvěřina and his samizdat articles which eroded the substance of faith (see samizdats from 1989; the reaction to them was elaborations with titles: Prayer and liberal theology; Prayer fight and liberal theology). Dr. J. Zvěřina gained popularity as a member of the political organization Charta 77. Who would only display a shadow of doubt about his activity as of a priest, a fighter for the Church, the one would be disqualified by the psychological pressure which through personal contacts was created by his adherents among the liberal clergy. Even the young liberals in Olomouc (today teachers at the theological faculty – Prof. ThD. P. Ambros SJ, Doc. ThD. R. Smahel SDB, Doc. ThD. F. Kunetka SDB, Archbp. J. Graubner, Vicar General Fr. M. Kouba, Fr. O. Šváček OFMCap., Fr. F. Petrik…) proudly endorsed the new theology. Nowadays they hold the most significant posts in the Church in Olomouc. An impersonated ideal was the personality of Dr. J. Zvěřina. Another personality among the clergy in CSSR was an occultist, priest F. Ferda. Fr. A. Dohnal openly stood up against him (in 1983) as well as against the liberalism of Dr. J. Zvěřina through illegal print. Focolarines, liberals, Halík’s adherents as well as occultists harshly stood up against his testimony and defence of the faith. 

Bishop F. Vaňák perceived the resistance of liberal and Focolare circles which concentrated on an enforcement of their candidates for episcopal seats, and he also perceived their resistance to A. Dohnal. This so-called underground Church was afraid most lest F. Vaňák should forward to the post of bishop A. Dohnal, who was well known in whole CSSR. The State Security Committee was afraid of it, too, that was why they needed to know what opinion Vaňák had of Dohnal. They presumed that timid Vaňák would not be pushing through A. Dohnal to the post of the auxiliary bishop; however, they needed to be sure of it. And that was the very purpose of StB which is implied in the document dated 11th August 1989. StB was obviously relieved when their anticipation was confirmed, since neither Graubner nor Lobkowicz were for certain reasons a danger for them. The conveyance of Vaňák’s opinion of Dohnal through Lobkowicz was no task set by StB or informing against Dohnal. Even if Vaňák had proposed Dohnal, then, anyway, StB would have had to pronounce on his person and Vaňák knew that both StB and the Communist regime would in principle be against this auxiliary bishop. That was why he diplomatically gave a negative opinion of Dohnal. Quotation from the document: “Bishop Vaňák expressed himself in an absolutely negative way concerning his evaluation of Dohnal, stating that this matter is going to be treated before long, first by his transfer to another parish in order to impair his relations.” The State Security Committee had treated the issue of Dohnal for several years, especially since 1981, and they were well aware of the fact that transferring him to another parish solves nothing. Since that time he had already been transferred to the fifth place. By strictly distancing himself from Dohnal, Vaňák showed the Communist state but also the liberal circles that he was not aiming at an internal reform of the Church but just at the preservation of the Church institution. StB as well as the so-called underground Church represented by liberal Dr. Zvěřina knew well that the Catholic priest A. Dohnal loved Christ and the Church and was ready to defend Jesus and souls to the point of death. Unfortunately, neither StB nor the liberal Church organization needed such personalities! Vaňák was in the same deanship as Dohnal, he regarded him highly; nevertheless, he was more afraid of state bodies and also of the public pressure of young liberals and did not want to provoke them, so he dissociated himself from Dohnal in this way and thus through Lobkowicz he showed StB but also the liberals that his candidates were Lobkowicz and Graubner and in no case Dohnal. This is the sense of the report from 11th August 1989 subscribed by Captain Klimeš. So the matter by no means was some real task work set to Lobkowicz against Dohnal, and the less so against Graubner. 

In the conclusion of the document it is written: “He (Lobkowicz) was set a task to re-discuss the issue of the priest Dohnal with Bishop Vaňák regarding the fact that according to the operative means he had not yet taken towards the person of Dohnal the attitude he mentioned. He (F.L.) was further set a task concerning the priest Jan Graubner who is a candidate for the post of auxiliary bishop, too.” This much as to the quotation from the StB document. What to add? Certainly, Cpt. Klimeš did write that F.L. was set a task work, but it was in order to render his working activity; however, there is no document that in the next meeting Lobkowicz would somehow have influenced Bishop Vaňák. Dohnal, who is an alleged victim of Lobkowicz in the document of StB dated 11th August 1989, has never and in no way been caused any harm by him. Interview and enforced loyalty of F.L. has nothing to do with some task work, that is with systematic watching of Dohnal and informing the State Security Committee against him, as the journal christnet.cz has wrongly deduced from this protocol. As for the priest J. Graubner one can 60% suppose that he likewise as a candidate for bishop was visited in that time by StB. Also here should exist some record, which would be normal; in case it got lost there arises a question who took interest in cancelling it. However, maybe Graubner did not come to any contact with StB at all, but this would confirm a serious conjecture that StB let the Focolare members be, as it was publicly and indirectly pronounced by Bishop Hučko (Focolarine, consecrated in 2003). He as a representative of an informal Church structure had allegedly never spoken with any StB employee nor had he come into any contact with them. So from the position of a higher policy which Focolare had with the Communist regime Graubner likewise was not only left undisturbed, but on the contrary – this regime gave a willing and full consent to the Focolare candidates for bishops. In this case the person of J. Graubner could not have been compromised by StB as it was in the case of almost all priests. On the other hand Focolare was as early as that time in unity with the liberal circles around Dr. Zvěřina, that means that they made bilateral unity, which then also bore the longed-for fruit. This programme of unity with the spirit of the world and with those who are in power manifested itself even when the registered partnership of homosexuals was legalized in 2006. The Focolare movement, which nowadays is in control of ČBK, made not even the least prevention against the declaration of these immoral laws. The next fruit of this “uniform” line with the spirit of the world and with those who are in power can be expected even in the future (a total collapse of the Church in CR). 

We recommend the editorship of the journal to open the issue of collaboration of Focolare with StB during the Communist regime. Perhaps even the very author Cpt. Klimeš Zdeněk might bring light into this StB report. It would be appropriate, too, if the former StB officials could bear testimony to this most essential problem in the times of the Communist regime, which was the collaboration of this regime with the Focolare movement on a higher level. Certainly, both testimonies would have to be taken with reserve; however, they could help reveal valuable information testifying to the true essence of the Focolare movement in CSSR. In the first place it would be appropriate to disclose the past of the former prominent representative of Focolare in CSSR, the present Greek-Catholic Exarch, Bishop L. Hučko (ThD. RNDr. CSc.), who before his consecration in 2003 was publicly challenged to undergo lustration. The voice of the people was put to silence by the Focolarine Cardinal M. Vlk and this incapability of truthfulness of the Church representatives testifies to an astonishing unity with the secular trend. 

Why has the journal not with a single word ever mentioned this issue? The journal refers to Card. M. Vlk who claims that the whole affair of “priests – collaborators”, which has at this time been stirred up by the massmedia, can be of great benefit not only to the Church but to the whole society as well. Cardinal understands this activity as an effort to see the Church as “criterial”, i.e. such that is a bearer of certain values which may be a criterion for man. We therefore suggest that Card. Vlk should begin this criteriality from himself, and that mainly concerning the issue of the apostate Prof. Halík, the issue of elimination of the orthodox dean of Prague Theological Faculty Fr. Prof. ThD. V. Wolf and above all concerning the collaboration of the whole Focolare movement with the Communist regime. 

By the fact that throughout the journal’s existence he has never defended orthodox personalities attacked by this journal, Card. Vlk, in fact, covertly says that this policy suits him, and not only that, but also that this journal is an implement of his policy, too. Therefore on the other hand the statement of Archbishop Graubner in Katolický týdeník (Catholic Weekly), where he “defended” F. Lobkowicz, is actually a hypocrisy of Focolare.  

3) Attacks of christnet.cz on Archbishop J. Sokol 

At the end of 1987 the Archbishop of Trnava died. After his death his counsellors assembled and elected their candidate – the priest J. Sokol – to the vacant episcopal seat. Rome immediately approved this candidate. This was a shock to the state bodies. They considered it an insolence that the counsellors had elected the candidate without their consent. It was an unexpected intervention in the Communist power towards the Church. It was a shock, too, that Vatican agreed. This step was a display of extraordinary heroism of J. Sokol and a great risk, too. If he had done so a bit earlier, it would have resulted in a heavy punishment for the concerned and moreover, the Communist regime would have revenged itself on the Church, too. This bold gesture of J. Sokol was an encouragement for the whole Church in the former CSSR (Czechoslovak Socialistic Republic). The state authorities tried to boycott it at first, but in the end they resigned and at the beginning of 1988 Fr. J. Sokol was consecrated a bishop. This also urged the regime to put on a face of tolerance and loyalty towards the Church and in order to prevent a similar situation, in 1989 it immediately rather accepted such candidates who suited this regime, and these candidates were Mons. F. Vaňák (Olomouc) and Mons. F. Tondra (Spiš). Both of them were loyal to the state in a way. 

The journal further publicly brings out an artificially produced filth imputed to Archbishop J. Sokol. Instead of standing up in justice and truth for this archbishop stoned by massmedia, though innocent, who moreover has already managed to defend himself against similar attacks of the Slovak massmedia, this so-called Christian journal defames this archbishop even more insidiously than these massmedia. Why these attacks of massmedia and of the journal against Archbishop J. Sokol? Even in Slovakia there is a trend that the Church is directed by the policy of Focolare (ThD. A. Konečný, rector of the seminary in Košice; Fr. C. Jančišin, Secretary of KBS) and of liberal circles (Prof. ThD. J. Jarab, rector of the seminary in Spišská Kapitula), which have absolute unity with the spirit of the world that manifests itself concretely even in toleration and enforcement of pervert laws (homosexuality, euthanasia…). A hindrance to this trend is always only a certain orthodox personality that has the courage to stand up and defend the Church, and this personality in Slovakia is above all Archbishop J. Sokol. 

Prof. Halík forms the student generation not only in the Czech Republic, but his formation affects even Slovakia. Christian spirituality is being transferred to the spirituality of buddhism and New Age. Halík’s following, the students in Slovakia, are displeased that the adherent of Prof. Halík’s spirituality, the religious priest Bubák, who is in charge of the youth in Slovakia, is restrained by Archbishop J. Sokol and cannot thus freely and in the name of the Church spread Halík’s heresies. That is why even the liberal circles in unity with the circles of Focolare take exception to Archbishop J. Sokol, looking forward to the day when at last Archbishop Sokol will retire on pension. These circles calculate already in advance whom to install in his place so as to give space to the spirituality of Halík, liberals and Focolare.

The current trend of these Church circles (Focolare + liberals) is that their heretical attitudes should be considered the only and official standpoint of the Church. Supposing that there is one person found who still defends the Catholic spirit, then it appears that they actually do not have any right to present the official attitude of the Church, but that they are heretics. Here we are at the root of the problem why there is so extraordinarily great effort exerted in order to make “unity” in the bishops’ conferences in CR and SR – so that the heretical spirituality might then be presented as the official teaching of the Church! This false unity with the spirit of the world and spirit of heresy is approved and represented by the bishops’ conference! And this is a terrible crime in relation to Christ as well as in relation to the bleeding body of the Church. 

4) What is the solution? 

The state of the Church in CR under the 16-year-long rule of Focolare liberals (Card. M. Vlk, Bp. J. Graubner) is really catastrophical. The Church in the heart of Europe has become a model not only of an apostasy from faith but even of a transfer of Christianity to buddhism and to the spirit of the New Age. These positions for the spirit of apostasy were prepared as early as the Communist regime, namely through the circle of Dr. Zvěřina and his so-called underground Church. If today the Holy Father wanted to make a radical reform in the Czech Republic, that means to appoint to the key posts 3-4 orthodox and courageous bishops who are able to perform an internal reform of the Church, there would be a strong resistance. He would be opposed by the majority of active clergy and lay intellectuals who are the disciples of Zvěřina, Halík and Focolare. What could we, as those who are familiar with the situation in the Czech Republic, advise to the Holy Father? Only that he should not be afraid to make this necessary step. True and faithful priests and religious who are not spiritually blind and who perceive this spiritual disaster suffer very much from this state, and they are being liquidated not only by the spirit of the world but even by the official Church structures which are in unity with this spirit. A similar situation as is now seen in CR was seen also in the year 1921 when the fruit of modernism was a great apostasy from the Catholic Church and the liberal priests at that time founded a new Hussite Church. For a certain period that painful division brought the Catholic Church an internal recovery. Obviously even this variant of a separation of false spiritual streams, and thereby actually of a division of the Church, has to be taken into account. The recovery process must naturally be founded on solid conversion and repentance, i.e. on breaking with the spirit of the world and receiving the Spirit of Christ, and not on some Church diplomacy.

Conclusion:

We ask the reverend Bishops of ČBK that they bring the leadership of ČBK, namely Cardinal M. Vlk and the chairman of ČBK J. Graubner, to pronounce publicly: 

1) on the activity of the apostate Prof. Tomáš Halík; 

2) on the activity of the internet journal christnet.cz; 

3) we further ask to open the issue of collaboration of the Focolare movement with the Communist regime in the years 1970-1989;

4) that the plenum of ČBK should insist on the retirement of Archbp. Card. M. Vlk on emeriture to the date of 17th May 2007;

5) that they demand of the Holy Father to consecrate 3-4 bishops to the leading posts with the purpose of a reform of the catastrophical state of the Church in the Czech Republic. 

In Christ, 

Fr. Metoděj R. Špiřík ThD. OSBM

Fr. Cyril J. Špiřík ThD. Ing. OSBM

Fr. Markian V. Hitiuk ThLic. OSBM

Fr. Eliáš A. Dohnal ThD. OSBM

Pidhirtsi 6th March 2007

Address: Monastery OSBM, 80660 Pidhirtsi, Brody District, Lviv Region, Ukraine 

www.community.org.ua
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