Memorandum

In 2001, the book “How Stephen became Metropolitan” was published. The most forceful about it is how Metropolitan Stephen Sulyk, both out of love for the truth and out of fear for the fate of the Ukrainian Greek-Catholic Church (UGCC), discloses the backstage of the intrigues of certain people and powers that managed to lawlessly usurp the rule in the UGCC. He is also one of the authors of the Memorandum.

Memorandum – a protest – was written by three Metropolitans in the name of the whole Synod of UGCC (1996). It concerned lawless and invalid election of a formerly suspended – illegal bishop L. Husar.

“... the entire rule of the Supreme Archbishop M. Ljubachivskyi was appropriated by Fr. I. Datsko chosen by him (and until this day striving for the supreme rule in the UGCC).

... The poorest thing in the whole synod was the part played by the Apostolic Nuncio Archbp. Antonio Franko.

... Archbishop Franko aggressively manipulated the election of the auxiliary bishop with delegated authorities for the disabled supreme archbishop (M. Ljubachivskyi). To bishops, who take responsibility for the Church sui juris before God, he spoke with undisguised arrogance. By his behaviour he humbled us, and when addressing us, his brother bishops, he insulted us.

... Because they proposed only one candidate, there was no possibility of choice, and therefore to speak about some election was out of the question. Admittedly, there was one more candidate. However, this so-called ‘second candidate’, Bishop Julian Voronovskyi, could not be considered an acceptable candidate for such post in that he had neither gone through seminary formation nor had any theological education. Proposing him to the Synod as a candidate was actually like insulting the dignity of the fathers of the Synod. His candidature was a mockery and an attempt of an arrogant effort to create an impression that all that was taking place there was a true election. By the given commentary we in no way mean to insult Bishop Julian or perhaps to humiliate his person. Who insulted him was those that used his name to create an impression of real election.

And so this staged ‘election’ was at best a ratification and at worst a chantage... The bishops were not allowed to propose any candidates. They were forced to vote for a single candidate. Such election was practised only in the former Soviet Union. 

...Canon 952 CCEO explicitly states:‘In the event that freedom of election was violated in whatever way, the election is invalid on the strength of the law itself.’ 

There were various impulses given in the synod to make us bishops violate our conscience and participate in this pseudoelection. 

... However, due to the fact that our vote was not free, the election was invalid. 
An interesting thing would be to know, when our Orthodox brothers will once also hear of this election – what will be their reaction? Whether they will not laugh again at our sui juris Church, that she in fact has no autonomous leadership if the Nuncio acts in contradiction with the canon law and with our statutes... If in the future they will seriously consider entering into a union with Rome, they will ask themselves: ‘Are we too going to be treated in the same way?’ 

... The Nuncio spoke about wounds and division in our Church. But it was his poor speech that caused division and rubbed salt into the wounds. His humiliating manner of expression, statements and promises – when judged with mercy – were insulting. He used half-truths and false assertions. His whole speech was humiliating. In the hearts of our bishops he left a feeling of pain and bitterness, annoyance and worries. ... What happened was the consequence of machinations and of a pre-prepared upheaval that, in a painful way, was forced upon our particle of Christ’s Body.
... The reason why we write this Memorandum is, among others, to supplement the historical documents with our commentaries, so that those who will come after us will no more have to walk the path forced upon us in the October synod (1996)...”

(Note: Before long Rome withdrew Msgr. A. Franko; however, it was already late, for the enemy system installed by him remained. He had done dirty work imposed upon him by Card. A. Sodano, and thereafter he was needed in Ukraine no longer. Moreover, he left Ukraine also for the reason that he was suspected of certain moral delinquencies.)

Important events

June 1990 – Rome. Synod of UGCC, where the Holy Father had the first meeting with the bishops from the time of illegality.

1991 – Rome. Election synod, where behind the scenes Fr. I. Datsko blocked the plans of all bishops as well as of the Holy Father so as to elect the successor to the Lvov see.

1992 – Lvov. Usurpation of the rule of UGCC by the “chancellor” Fr. I. Datsko, who de facto rules the Church.

November 1995 – Kiev. Apostolic Nuncio to Ukraine, A. Franko, “saw to” the removal of suspension in the case of Fr. L. Husar.

October 1996 – Lvov. Synod, where the Nuncio A. Franko, counter to the will of the bishops, enforced L. Husar as the successor to Head of UGCC.

November 1996 – Lvov. Three Metropolitans of the UGCC write “Memorandum”.

