Mendacious information on the official website of the UGCC
The leadership of the UGCC (Ukrainian Greek-Catholic Church) along with the employees of the department of information of the UGCC are professional liars and intriguers!
The apostatic leadership of the UGCC have announced that the Apostolic Signatura allegedly confirmed the illegal excommunication pronounced against us by + M. Koltun and that this verdict is allegedly ultimate! In evidence of their demagogical statement they present the reply of the Secretary of the Apostolic Signatura, + Frans Daneels OPraem, who writes to us: “Having seen your instances to the Holy Father and the Major Archiepiscopal Tribunal, enclosed with your letter, this Apostolic Signatura does not see any reason for it to intervene in this matter as well.” 
We want to point out the following:

1) The letter of the Apostolic Signatura of 7th October 2008 as well as of 15th October 2008 contains no such words which would state that the Apostolic Signatura confirms our excommunication and that the verdict of the Major Archiepiscopal Tribunal is ultimate.
On the contrary, the Apostolic Signatura replies that it does not want to intervene in this matter “as well”. Obviously because the matter is outside its terms of reference: The right to judge Cardinal L. Husar and Bishop M. Koltun for heresies and judicial crimes really does not fall within the competence of the Apostolic Signatura but only within the competence of the Holy Father himself alone – see can. 1060 §1 pt.2 CCEO.
2) Whether one likes it or not, the right to judge monks of a religious order of pontifical right was beyond the competence of the eparchial tribunal. Even the Apostolic Signatura can change nothing about this fact, no matter how heavily it is biased against us. Can. 415 §4 CCEO, which the judges of the tribunal of the Sokal-Zhovkva eparchy refer to, applies to monks of an order of eparchial right. As far as monks of an order of pontifical right are concerned, there is can. 417 CCEO which says that we can be judged only by the tribunal of the Apostolic See or by the tribunal of our Order. Excommunication pronounced by Bishop M. Koltun is invalid.
3) In their proclamation the apostatic leadership of the UGCC along with their judges also want to force upon the public their demagogical lie that we had no right to lodge an appeal with the Holy Father but that we only had the right to make a request which does not suspend the execution of the decrees or the exercise of power by the judges. They argue that the Major Archbishopric has the right to return the final verdict according to can. 1063 §3 CCEO. The core of their lies consists in their concealing the fact that as monks of a religious order of pontifical right we are not subordinated to the Major Archbishopric and that we are exempt from the jurisdiction of the Major Archbishop and subordinated directly to the Apostolic See. In compliance with CCEO as well as with our Constitutions, our highest superior is the Holy Father himself alone! That is also why the eparchial bishop cannot judge us, and the less so excommunicate us. It is really absurd to claim that we, monks of an order of pontifical right, cannot lodge an appeal with our highest superior! The apostatic leadership of the UGCC thus deny our most elementary right to justice, defined by CCEO!
4) If the alleged excommunication was to be truly valid, the Apostolic Signatura would have to issue a decree, not merely an informative announcement, wherein it would explicitly record that it “rehabilitates” the incompetence of the eparchial tribunal and validates the unjust verdict of the tribunal of appeal. The decree would, moreover, have to contain the reasons for this particular resolution.
5) If we were to treat the letter of the Secretary of the Apostolic Signatura + Frans Daneels as negative after all, it could at worst mean the following: The Secretary of the Apostolic Signatura, without the consent of the Holy Father and counter to his intentions, made an agreement with Card. L. Husar and with the system which L. Husar serves and on the basis of ideological cooperativeness with this heretic and apostate wrote an evasive letter which may be interpreted in different ways. For example in such a way, too, that the Apostolic Signatura “washes its hands”. And the apostatic UGCC leadership then know well what to do with such a statement.
Supposing this assumption of ours was really true, one could say that the Secretary of the Supreme Tribunal of the Catholic Church + Frans Daneels OPraem acts like a man who sees another man being killed, but since the murderer is his colleague in ideology and system, he closes his eyes and in response to the cry for help declares: “I do not see any reason for me to intervene as well!”
6) So that the whole matter may be clear, we turned to the Apostolic Signatura once more by a letter dated 11th November 2008, wherein we request a definite reply – a decree – whether it confirms or cancels the illegal excommunication pronounced by M. Koltun, or whether it is incompetent and the matter has to be authoritatively resolved by the Holy Father Benedict XVI in person. 

7) In conclusion, we want to draw the attention of all, and in the first place of the Apostolic Signatura itself, to the substance of this whole fabricated trial. As the eparchial tribunal so the tribunal of appeal of the Major Archbishop tried until a particular moment to maintain the legal proceedings at least outwardly. However, on the same day when we produced the body of evidence concerning only a small part of L. Husar’s offences against the faith (divination by pendulum and a non-Catholic view of homosexuality), on the basis of which we were condemned by the Sokal-Zhovkva tribunal, on that same day the tribunal of appeal of the Major Archbishop “closed” the proceedings and confirmed the verdict of the eparchial tribunal. It is interesting that afterwards these two crimes of L. Husar were omitted from our accusation and no more included in the court decision. Still, the weightiest fact is that the tribunal of appeal of the Major Archbishop no longer allowed us to present other arguments of our defence, which we wanted to be made public along with the witnesses bearing witness to serious moral offences of the Church hierarchy. It speedily closed the proceedings without giving us an opportunity for defence! Thus the tribunal of the Major Archbishop consciously covered up the crimes and hid the tracks. They deliberately prevented the crimes of the Church hierarchy, which are the reason for our steps towards the renewal of the UGCC, from being exposed before the tribunal. Instead of justly judging the crimes of L. Husar and other hierarchs the tribunal of the Major Archbishop issued a verdict of moral liquidation (excommunication) of witnesses who had pointed out these crimes.
As we have said, it turned out that the leadership of the UGCC along with the employees of the department of information of the UGCC are professional liars and intriguers. For the fact is that the Apostolic Signatura gave no definite resolution! This is the first thing, and second, it in no way approved the criminal lawsuit with the fabricated punishment of major excommunication. 
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