Open letter to cardinal MIloslav Vlk

Your Eminence,

in this letter we want to point at:

1) Spiritual apostasy of the priest Prof. Tomáš Halík ThD. PhD.

2) Who takes the responsibility for him? 

3) The fruit of the Focolare movement in CR.

ad 1) Spiritual apostasy of Fr. Tomáš Halík

Fr. T. Halík admits that shortly before and after the velvet revolution (1989) he was a close co-worker – adviser to the 90-year-old Cardinal F. Tomášek. After the fall of Communism in the Czech Republic (CR) the Church held great authority before the whole nation. Crucial word in the election of the new president was pronounced by Card. F. Tomášek: “We (the Church) have chosen Václav Havel.” The fact that in a few weeks, sooner than the visit by the Holy Father, this new president invites “His Holiness Dalai Lama”, representative of pagan religion, was incomprehensible to the whole nation. Why is Dalai Lama visiting even Card. F. Tomášek and giving him a wreath of “intimacy and friendship”? Why since this first visit (February 1990) has Dalai Lama visited Prague several times? Who is the initiator and instigator of the so-called Fórum 2000 which has been gathering in Prague until this day, working towards a so-called interreligious dialogue, which becomes a means of opening oneself for buddhism and spirit of the New Age? No wonder that this year (2006) Dalai Lama and Fr. T. Halík took turns at the pulpit in a Catholic church. This year the former president V. Havel was promoting so-called registered partnership of homosexuals and the traditional family was named by him as a cowshed. Who met the Dalai Lama first? V. Havel or T. Halík? T. Halík himself testifies that Card. F. König together with K. Rahner contributed to the enforcement of the declaration Nostra aetate which has brought internal decay into the Church, totally paralyzed the mission and opened the way to apostasy and syncretism with non-Christian, pagan religions. T. Halík mentions that soon after the Council Card. F. König met with the Dalai Lama in China several times and that later he contacted the Dalai Lama with him. T. Halík knew V. Havel well as early as the time of Communism. T. Halík knew that V. Havel had a sense of spirituality (membership in the Rotary Club). Who instigated Card. F. Tomášek to choose V. Havel as president? Who instigated the visit of the Dalai Lama to CR? Who is the real initiator of the Fórum 2000 which for the most part took place or was finished in a Catholic church? This year, on 11th September 2006 T. Halík was chosen for a new spiritual function to the so-called Council of the Wise in the European Union. The ideal of a single government (political globalization) and a single religion (religious globalization) has long since been a dream of Masons. 

If John the Apostle writes that in the last days many antichrists have gone out into the world (1Jn 2:18f), then this definition fully refers even to the Catholic priest Prof. T. Halík. The fruit of his 16-year-long work in Prague and elsewhere is a testimony what kind of spirit he has. 

The same spirit which is seen with Fr. T. Halík can be found also with O. Štampach ThD., but the latter honestly left the Catholic Church similarly as it was done by Prof. Hans Küng ThD. On the contrary, Prof. T. Halík ThD. remains inside the Catholic Church and thus he works more effectively on her decay not only in CR but even on a worldwide scale. 

Relativism (viz book by Fr. T. Halík: “What shakes not is not firm”, ISBN – 80-7160-628-1 /2002/)

The substance of relativism is in the fact that 1) the Word of God is not accepted as the truth revealed by God; 2) human reason is denied an opportunity for objective knowledge. (viz pg. 82,83) A practical example is Halík’s answer to the question if all religions are equal. His answer is: “I can give three different answers and insist on all of them: NO, I DO NOT KNOW, MAYBE.”

ad 1)“My answer is NO … as a religionist who, when studying religions more closely, can see a number of differences.”

This answer is not an answer to the substance of the question. Christian religion is revealed by God, pagan religions are a mere figment of human psychology and philosophy. 

ad 2) “I DO NOT KNOW – and with all my being I do not trust the people who make themselves seem that they know it,… no man knows ‘all religions’ so much that he could adequately compare and evaluate them.”

Setting a lack of knowledge as if it were a wisdom and thereby excluding a possibility for a correct answer results in the truth being knocked down. The Church is the mystical body of Christ, the source of the revealed Truth given for one’s salvation. Thereby it is different from pagan religions. 

ad 3) “‘MAYBE’ (all religions are equal). … if I want to have a true dialogue, I have to put aside the conviction that I am the exclusive proprietor of the whole Truth.” 

What does this “maybe” mean? If we use this question to compare various pagan religions among themselves, then we can nod that maybe they are equal, but the teaching of the Church is as follows: “It would be contrary to the Catholic faith to consider the Church as one way of salvation alongside those constituted by the other (pagan) religions… One cannot attribute to these a divine origin…” (Dominus Iesus, 21) 

(viz Four Words from Ukraine, www.community.org.ua)

Fr. T. Halík argues that he is no relativist (pg. 55); however, at the same time he tries to persuade the readers that there is no absolute truth, that there is no difference between truth and lie, good and evil and that somewhere deep all contradictions are one. On this foundation he further persuades the readers that Christian God and god of buddhists is identical and he states that it is possible to be a buddhist and a Catholic at the same time (pg. 96). This is apostasy.

This opinion is propagated also by the Focolare movement whose leading representative in CR is You, Your Eminence. For this reason You consciously keep silent and are thus concealing apostasy of T.Halík, which is a big stumbling-block to the weak and dubious Catholic Christians. The attitude of relativism is expressed on pg. 55: “Another source of tension to me was the relation of Christianity with its claim to the exclusiveness and sovereignty towards other religions.” How he views the exclusiveness is evident from his next statement: “Yes, I love Jesus of Nazareth, I believe that He is the way, the truth and the life, I confess with the apostle that He is my Lord and God. But no one will make me declare: ‘Only Christianity is true.’” 

Certainly we must admit with T. Halík that Christianity may be mistaken in many inessential aspects; however, it is absolutely correct in the most essential truths concerning the exclusiveness of Jesus Christ and the uniqueness of salvation in Him. 

So T. Halík declares that he believes that Jesus is God, but this does not mean to him that He is the only God. He declares that Jesus is the way, but in his view this means that He is not the only and exclusive way. He declares that He is the truth, but not the only and absolute one. These are the views of buddhists.  

If Tomáš Halík does not admit the exclusiveness of Christ and Christianity in relation to other religions with respect to salvation (pg. 55), then he actually is not a Christian. 

If Jesus Christ is not the exclusive God, then He is not the exclusive Saviour, either, and then we no longer are Christians, but pagans. What Fr. T. Halík preaches and propagates is a completely different gospel, another Jesus and a different spirit (2Cor 11:4).

In his writings and speeches  Fr. T. Halík demagogically denies the essential truths of common human sense, casts doubt upon the normal way of thinking and installs his own philosophical axioms which have no foundation and, on top of it, are illogical. For example, what is firm is defined by him as unstable and what is shaky is defined as firm. From psychological aspect, in a certain stage of maturation, it may be possible to support such statements, but by no means from ontological aspect or from the aspect of the scientifically accepted truth. This is a buddhist, illogical way of thinking inconsistent with the objective reality and with the natural laws defined by God. On the basis of this new way of thinking he builds up theories of faith and of knowledge of God, or rather of god with small g. These theories of his are a manifestation of internal apostasy and buddhistic system of thinking. One cannot fight against them with a normal dialogue because Fr. T. Halík denies common sense, the Church tradition and the true belief in the Gospel. It is a classic example of New Age thinking (viz. pg. 82-83). 

In the view of Fr. T. Halík Christ and Buddha are one and all actually is one, even contradictions are one (pg. 57). 

He argues that god worshipped by buddhists is identical with Christian God (viz pg. 101). And these heretical statements are presented by him as the current Catholic teaching, as the teaching of the II. Vatican Council, as the teaching of the Pope. He thereby commits an offence not only against God but against the Church as well because he corrodes the foundations of the Catholic faith from the inside. 

From the position of relativism Fr. Halík writes: “If I believe that God of my faith is not a god of local competence and if I believe that my buddhist friend Yokayama with a genuine heart searches for truth and worships the divine mysteries in his best faith and conscience, then the addressee of our prayers is not two gods but one, however different our images of him may be…” (pg. 55)

The reality is such that Christians worship God, whereas pagans worship demons (cf. 1Cor 10:20). 

If Fr. Halík speaks about Christian God, yet in a buddhistic meditation he concentrates on a particular object, then this is not the Triune God; and if the buddhist concerned concentrates on the same object, too, then the addressee of their prayers is not two gods, but it is the god of local competence. Halík’s statement is in profound conflict with the Catechism of the Catholic Church which speaks of erroneous judgement and of the necessity of its formation (CCC 1783-1785). His emphasizing of dialogue and common spirituality has nothing in common with the saving faith which is christologic and is connected with personal conversion and repentance. However, if one minimalizes or denies sin and calls everything one, as it is asserted by T. Halík at many places in his books and essays, then such a faith, or rather an attitude, does not lead to the knowledge of truth and to salvation, but on the contrary, to condemnation. 

Fr. Halík speaks about his enlightenment in a Japan hermitage: “You are fully both this and that… and remember, things that seem to be contraries on the surface are one at the core…” As to this enlightenment, which is not from the Holy Spirit, Fr. Halík next mentions: “This sentence reminded me of koan, typical element of the Oriental spirituality: things apparently double, different, contrary, are one in the depth.”

We answer: Certainly, in the life of a Christian there is dialectic, which is the crucifixion with Christ (Gal 2:20) and walking in the Spirit; however, this is diametrically different from buddhistic koan. Buddhism does not discern, it makes unity between good and evil, between truth and lie; all that is one. Yet this is not only a heresy in the field of faith, but also a lie and illusion in the sphere of natural life. 

Why does a Catholic priest, who as a shepherd is put into a fight for souls, need meditations the result of which is by no means deeper knowledge of the Lord Jesus Christ or experience of the incomparable power of His sacrifice, but only some kind of “enlightenment” with an absurd conclusion which is to evoke an impression of deep philosophy where all is said to be one? To say the least of it, such meditations are nothing but loss of precious time. Unfortunately, Fr. T. Halík has not noticed that through such “enlightenments” the god of local competence has been leading him by the nose.  

False view of Christ 

On page 83 he writes about unrestrained Christ whom he compares to the cosmic Christ of T. de Chardin. 

“I am a Catholic and a buddhist at the same time”, this confused statement is explained by Fr. Halík on pg. 96: “I have come to the knowledge that there are not many reasons to treat buddhism and hinduism as analogical and thus competitive religious systems in relation to Christianity. In both cases the matter is rather an aggregate of elements of spiritual culture.” Fr. T. Halík denies the uniqueness and fullness of Divinity in Christ (viz. Col 2:3; 2:9). In other words, Fr. Halík says that Christianity, hinduism and buddhism are in essence equal, which is a heresy! It is evident how buddhism or hinduism in relation to Christianity are competitive and with respect to the essential truths mutually inconsistent (ex. reincarnation). This truth is obscured by him, he does not make any difference between culture and a personal relation to God, and moreover, Christianity on no account belongs to some aggregate of elements of spiritual culture, but it is a personal relation to Christ as God. 

Fr. T. Halík writes on pg. 101-103: “One of the local bishops reproved me sharply that I had organized a common meditation of Christians and buddhists in our church: ‘Something like this is absolutely inadmissible, or do you not know that we do not have common God?’” The bishop expressed thereby that we the Christians have Triune God, whereas the gods of pagans are demons (cf. 1Cor 10:20). Buddhistic nirvana has nothing to do with a relation to personal and only God. And what is more, Buddha was an atheist. The reaction of Fr. T. Halík is explicitly demagogical. He responds to the bishop: “Am I to understand this in such a way that God whom we worship is some kind of local, particular god with a competence restrained to the Roman Catholics, on whom we at the same time have a monopoly? If You claim this with all authority of the bishop, shepherd and teacher and supposing that it should appear that this version is the teaching of the Church, then, please, take right now a paper and a pen and strike me off such a Church.” These open statements clearly testify that Fr. T. Halík is an apostate, and the Church should pronounce it in public so as to prevent him from mass corruption, destruction and ruination of Christianity and above all of the Catholic Church. 

It is worth noticing how craftful and rude manner he uses in order to derail anyone who would try to convict him of a heresy. A genuine Christian attitude is deflated by him as if it was dull and primitive and he evokes an impression that he puts God higher than this narrow-minded view. But this is only a manoeuvre how to escape from the firm and clear foundations of the Christian faith which stands upon the concrete acceptance of Jesus Christ as the only Lord, God and Saviour and upon the power of His redemptive sacrifice. “He who does not honour the Son does not honour the Father.” (Jn 5:23)

Attitude to the film of M. Gibson

Fr. T. Halík by his attitude ridicules not only the film of M. Gibson, but even the very substance of redemption. He writes: “Into the gospel story one thus projected a scheme of angry God calmed down by the blood of sacrifice. Folk missionaries of the Middle Ages and baroque complemented this with a description of terrible tortures of the Redeemer, which together with the view of hell fire added the needful dose of guilt feeling and fear of sin…” In fact, Fr. T. Halík thereby expresses that he does not perceive the reality of sin, eternal condemnation, nor the manifestation of God’s love given for our salvation. 

Fr. T. Halík turns to the image of Jesus and ridicules Him as “a virtuoso of suffering who by His devout will performs a maximum feat of sacrifice and mars the devil’s plans”. Further he ridicules the book “The Bitter Passion of Our Lord Jesus Christ”: “The dominant scenes of torture are by no means inspired by the gospels, but by rather perverse fantasies of the visionary Katherine Emmerich…” 

The film of M. Gibson left a deep impression on many Christians and caused a deep inner conversion of many. Yet Halík’s attitude is quite contrary; he calls it perversity and a kitsch. 

Model of syncretism

News from the press, November 15, 2006 CTK, Prague: “A Czech-Japan spiritual music project connecting the Christian and buddhist liturgical traditions continued in Prague with a concert… The programme in the former Church of St. Anne in Staré Město offered not only music of both traditions separately but joint one as well: Japans were for example reciting their mantra and Czechs were entering it with psalms or Marian antiphons. 

Behind the impulse to this project aimed at inspirational interpenetration of both traditions stands the Catholic priest Tomáš Halík.”

This is classical religious syncretism so many times condemned by the Catholic Church in the past as well as in the present. 

An article from Katolický týdeník (Catholic Weekly, KT 42/06): “The Fórum 2000 took place already for the tenth time this year and beside the whole range of other guests arrived even the Tibetan spiritual leader His Holiness Dalai Lama. The culminant moment of the meeting then was a common prayer of Christians and meditation of buddhists. This took place in the Church of the Most Holy Saviour where the Dalai Lama and Fr. Halík took turns at the pulpit… Thereafter both religious representatives as well as the present got absorbed in a short silent meditation. In the end they lit up seven candles… A look at these two men of two significant and diverse world religions, sitting side by side in mutual harmony and understanding was another moment in the process of bringing cultures and religions closer to each other.”

In order to understand the substance of the whole event, let us put a question who is the Dalai Lama. In Tibetan buddhism Dalai Lama is worshipped as the 14th reincarnation of the divinity of bodhisatva Avalokiteshvara. He  thus puts himself on equal level with our Saviour Jesus Christ and from their view he even exceeds Him. The Holy Scripture refers to such persons as to antichrists with whom we must not even shake hands or let them in our houses, not to speak of letting them in our sacred churches for a common meditation. It is a big shame that this Catholic weekly, which has an imprimatur from the Archbishop of Prague, is unable to discern, has no Catholic feeling at all and in addition builds up a reputation of things which in God’s Word are called abomination. A certain unbelieving professoress, who is well acquainted with the activity of Prof. T. Halík, said: “Is the Church leadership really so blind that they cannot see that Prof. Halík is going to ruin your Christianity?” 

18-part TV serial – Interpenetration of the Worlds

The film is no testimony of the Christian faith so that both Christians and non-Christians could understand what is the substance of Christianity, so that they could know that there is salvation and eternal life in no one else, only in Jesus Christ and through Him. Halík is silent on this. The film also says nothing about the need of repentance and how concretely one should repent in the present time. Nothing like this, no building of the substance of Christianity, no strengthening of our identity, but only constant pointing at the positives of pagan religions and pursuing of a heretic aim, which is to persuade the public that all religions are in fact equal and interpenetrative. Each part of the serial pursues this aim. In addition, Fr. Halík appears here as a Catholic priest. One would expect that a priest that appears here with the permission and blessing of his ordinary, i.e. You, Your Eminence, will be pointing at the way out of this great crisis in which Christianity has found itself, namely at the way of conversion and repentance. Instead of a testimony and way out of the crisis, this way being Jesus Christ Himself, one is not only normalizing here the state of crisis, but even marking out the way to total apostasy. The film transforms Christian thinking into the thinking and spirit of the New Age. This is a big crime, for which the co-responsibility also falls on You, Your Eminence, as the supreme Church authority in CR. 

Let us realize that this 18-part serial will not end in CR, it will start its grand tour and “mission” throughout the Christian as well as non-Christian world, it will be a new psychological medium towards religious globalization which will strike a deep blow to worldwide Christianity and will cause further mass apostasy from Christianity.

The film is not a testimony of the Christian faith, but by means of psychological methods even counter to logic it enforces a public opinion that all religions are equal in essence. So the teaching of the Scripture and the Tradition is valid not longer; and this is, in fact, not only practical liquidation of mission but even internal ruination of Christianity, denial of the fundamental pillars of the Christian faith: the Divinity of Christ, salvation, eternal life! This openness and this so-called internal dialogue means betraying the substance, renouncing Jesus and ranking Him in one line with the avatars and so-called spiritual masters, such as Buddha, Dalai Lama and others; and this is a mass apostasy! 

Halík’s TV serial started in September 2006 and in the same month Fr. Halík was elected to EU, to the so-called Council of the Wise, which is probably going to be the spiritual centre of the EU leadership. Among 25 members Fr. Halík is the only priest. To the question whether his activities will be for the sake of Christ or antichrist there is a clear answer. Fr. Halík has already for long years been an apostate from the only Saviour, from the Lord Jesus Christ! It is a paradox that under the Church patronage and with the Church blessing Fr. Halík could for such a long time push through the spirit of apostasy in the name of the Church. He must be justly punished in order to protect those who would otherwise be misled only because they have confidence in the safe guidance of the Church. And then even if a propagation and subsequently an invasion of this TV serial appears, the bishops in individual states will be able to protect their sheep. 

Almost in every town all over the world one can see buddhism spreading among the young generation through propagandistic films about buddhist monks, through oriental philosophies, zen meditations, martial art and in the very schools through so-called religionistics.

Under the influence of the current trend these young buddhists will turn Catholic churches into their meditation centres. A precedent is already seen in the churches of CR and this model “to follow” is likewise presented through the serial “Interpenetration of the worlds”. 

T. Halík is consciously silent on the intolerance of buddhistic lamaism tied to the Dalai Lama. In the book by W. L. Duewel: “Touch the World through Prayer” ISBN 0-310-36271-7 (1986) the author gives a testimony of the missionary Sadhu Sundar Singh who preached the Gospel in Tibet. In the town of Rasar the buddhist lama put him into prison and condemned him to death for the preaching of Christ. He was thrown into  a waterless well full of bones and rotting human bodies. It seemed that through the terrible stench one could not endure in the pit. In three days’ time he was saved by miracle and continued to preach the Gospel at once. 

Supposing that lamaists worship the same God, as Halík claims, why did they condemn the missionary to such cruel death for the Gospel? 

In his book Fr. T. Halík claims (pg. 103) that Christians, Jews, buddhists and atheists, all people worship the same God, only their notions of Him are different.

We would like to make it clear that our Christian faith is not based on our notion but on the Word of God – on God’s revelation which is in Jesus Christ. 

God is really God of all people. From His side this relation towards people works but not from the side of man. We, as sinners, are staying by our nature in the region and shadow of death (cf. Mt 4:16-17). We are slaves of sin, held by pride, and only by an act of humility, namely by admitting the reality of sin and receiving by faith the Saviour given to me by God – that is His only Son Jesus Christ, I am delivered from the power of darkness and conveyed into His kingdom (cf. Col 1:13). By this act of repentance and conversion I receive also from my – human – side the reality that God  became even my God and that He is the only God. 

The teaching of the Catholic Church is that pagans can be saved, too; however, this is an extraordinary and problematic way and therefore we are all obliged to witness to Jesus and perform evangelization and mission (CCC 847-848). But they must be aware that God is one and that He rewards good and punishes evil. This includes the admission of one’s sin, that means standing before God in truth. 

Pagans, when not bound by the system which by way of meditations, philosophies and unnatural order kills God’s voice – conscience, can be saved. However, hinduism and buddhism are misleading systems which keep man in darkness (in false light). Man makes himself god. This is the culmination of pride. They consequently do not want to worship the true God even in their conscience. These systems do not dispose man towards the receiving of Christ but they lead him in opposite direction where the motive power is pride and not humility. They lead to self-divinization and that was also the substance of the first sin in paradise. Here the inspiration is given by the angel of light and that in various meditations and philosophies. Even though they contain so-called shards of truth, they are a deceit and a trap. 

The presupposition of salvation is that man is delivered from the system of this world (Eph 2:1-5).

The false interpretation of Fr. T. Halík consists in the fact that he presents the situation as if there was no sin, as if all could come to know God without repentance. Not all people will be saved. Neither baptized atheists, nor fornicators, murderers, thieves (cf. Eph 5:5), and mainly philosophers, psychologists, religionists, liberals or pious hypocrites, unless they are converted and break up with the system of pride and sin, they will not be saved (see Gal 5:18-21).

The will of God is that all people should be saved. God’s way to salvation is that they should be converted, confess their sin and receive God as God and His Son Jesus Christ as the only Saviour (cf. Acts 4:12). Yet not just theoretically but even with their heart: “For man believes with his heart and so is justified, and he confesses with his lips and so is saved.” (Rom 10:10)

Various current theological systems are the same hindrance of salvation as the system of hinduism and buddhism. Man, in order to be saved, must forsake them and adopt a new system, that is the Gospel of Jesus, the good news. 

From the whole book “What shakes not is not firm” follows the Creed of  Fr. T. Halík:

1) Nowhere has he said clearly who is Jesus Christ.

2) Nowhere has he said clearly what is the substance of salvation. 

3) Nowhere has he pointed clearly at the vital and safe means which lead to this salvation.

4) Nowhere has he shown clearly what is and what is not the substance of Christianity. 

5) Nowhere has he shown clearly what is the substance of buddhism and hinduism with which we are supposed to make a dialogue.

6) Nowhere has he said clearly what in reality the buddhist meditation opens for, for what spirit. 

7) Nowhere has he said clearly where is the diametrical difference between the buddhist or yogi meditation and the Christian contemplation. 

The whole book is misleading. The fruit of this new view presented from the perspective of a so-called dialogue has the following impact on Christianity:

· it ridicules all foundations of the Christian truth;

· it ruins all pillars of Christianity and Catholic faith. 

Particularly painful is what sort of commentary T. Halík makes in his review of the film by M. Gibson (2004)  upon Christ’s suffering. 

Supposing that the author of such an article would be a satanist who hates Christ and hinders others from coming to Him, then it is understandable. However, supposing that such an attitude to salvation and to the suffering of our Lord and Saviour is held by a Catholic priest, then it is a witness of total apostasy from Christ and from true Christianity. What is the source of such coarseness and incapability of at least minimal relation to our Lord and Saviour? Probably T. Halík has thus unintentionally revealed what is the fruit of common meditations with buddhists – opening oneself for the spirit which kills what is the most precious in one’s soul – the living relation to the Lord Jesus Christ.

One can see here a pride that does not want to admit how much the Son of God had to suffer for my sin and for my salvation. “Not with silver or gold but with the precious blood of Christ.” (1Pt 1:18-19) Christ is called by him a virtuoso of suffering performing feats of sacrifice. The substance of redemption is cowardly ridiculed by him, so that he would not have to admit: It was for me, it binds me to the same love. He unjustly presents Gibson’s attitude to God as to some angry God calmed down by the blood of sacrifice; he is thus artfully disguising his own attitude. 

T. Halík exaggerates certain facts and thus removes the substance. It is exactly the same method as used by the devil in Eden when he exaggerated God’s truth and commandment. God forbade eating from one tree only, and the devil said it was from all (Gen 3:1). This is done in the same way by T. Halík. He says: “Angry God calmed down by the blood of sacrifice.” He thus provokes a reaction: But this is not true. And the result? Complete removal of the awareness of sacrifice and of the shed blood of the Lord Jesus. 

T. Halík in his book speaks about enlightenment, about common meditations with the Dalai Lama and with buddhists. However, the fruit of that enlightenment is a total apostasy from Christ. In this way, through his literary and massmedial activity, he is bringing up the whole Catholic intelligentsia in CR and leading it to apostasy. We have to state that such enlightenment is not a way to salvation, it is not enlightenment by the Holy Spirit, it is not a genuine conversion to Christ. The result of his meditations is a completely absurd statement: “You are fully both this and that… Remember… all is one at the core.” Based on this new solution he draws a conclusion that Christians worship the same God as the Dalai Lama and buddhists, and that is a lie. 

ad 2) Who takes the responsibility?

Who takes the responsibility that the priest T. Halík holds the function of president of Christian academy until this day, that he publicly appears in massmedia as a Catholic priest and in reality “ruins Christianity”? 

Your Eminence, You are shielding Halík’s apostasy and making a space for him, so that he may officially destroy Christianity and the Catholic Church. However, You harshly persecute true Christians, making out decrees against them and forbidding whatever contact with them. Your Eminence, we remind You that punishing someone in public as a schismatic (as You did so with the editors of the journal Te Deum) may be executed by You only after a regular ecclesiastic trial and after a clear evidence of schism, that means of denial of the infallibility of the Pope. You did so without trial and without any evidence. This is similar as if someone pronounced on You, without having any concrete documents, that You are a Mason, and the Church would inflict a punishment on You as on a Mason! Supposed schismatics were condemned by You in less than no time. We ask You: Which is a bigger evil, schism or apostasy? Throughout the 15 years of Your rule in the Catholic Church in CR Halík’s apostasy and activity has been shielded by Your silence and thus approved. Your duty as of the shepherd was to protect the entrusted sheep and therefore You were obliged to deprive Fr. Halík of his function of president of the Christian academy and of his pastoral care of the university youth. You were obliged to warn both him and the public against his heresies. If he would not repent, he should be excommu-nicated from the Catholic Church. The responsibility and participation in his guilt for his public preaching of apostasy now falls even upon You. 

Faculty

Your Eminence, was Your attempt to reform KTF (Catholic Theological Faculty) due to the reason of so-called low academic level or due to the reason of pastoral inadequacy in the preparation of priests for the conditions of the present time? You thereby officially justified the removal of the dean Prof. V. Wolf and other orthodox professors and opened the door for liberal ones. Your solution has brought quite the opposite! Even the little that was sound in the education has been removed and the true renewal of clerical formation has not come. The picture is a rapid decline of the number of seminarists and newly ordained priests.  

Relation to the orthodox – liquidation

1) After the extinction of “The International Report”, which defended the orthodoxy of the Catholic faith but which was several times assaulted by You, there appeared a new journal Te Deum. Immediately after the first issue You published the following decree: “I warn against this schismatic group. As the Archbishop of Prague I emphasize that it is completely unthinkable that this journal should appear wherever in the parishes or churches of the Prague archdiocese. I prohibit believers from spreading this journal and from whatever support to the above-mentioned schismatics.” 

If You expressed Yourself so sharply and concretely against the liberals at the theological faculties in Olomouc and in Prague and against Fr. T. Halík and his meditations with buddhists, then in respect of Your service of a shepherd who is to protect the sheep against wolves it would be a pertinent response. However, You act in a completely opposite way. 

The editors of the journal Te Deum replied to You that none of them is a schismatic, that they all revere and recognize the Holy Father Benedict XVI. as well as all his predecessors. Your public statement that they call the Pope a schismatic or Antichrist is based on lie. 

2) Beside the journal You further removed the orthodox professors from the Theological Faculty in Prague and appointed ones who publicly propagate there homosexuality and christological heresies which destroy the biblical and saving faith of the seminarists. 

3) You take a big blame for the legalization of so-called legislative partnership of homosexuals in CR because You did not dissociate Yourself from the misleading statement of Fr. T. Halík in television and You Yourself did not stand up for the family in an adequate manner, nor did You point at the clear standpoint of the Catholic teaching. 

4) To the post of bishop in our Eastern Church You pushed through Your Focolare leader, who was a collaborator of secret police (STB – State security service), in spite of the fact that You had been  informed of it in time! This act liquidated the right of the predominant majority of Ukrainians to their own Ukrainian Church and Ukrainian bishop. The full responsibility for the suppression of the right and justice towards UGCC believers as well as for the subsequent commotion falls upon You. 

5) Only within 10 years of Your administration as the head of the Church in CR and as the leading representative of the Focolare movement a million of believers fell away (from 5 to 4 millions). The spiritual awakening cannot come because You liquidate all that is living, true and orthodox and all that in the name of authority! 

6) In 2003 You supported the campaign for the entrance in EU. There were 200.000 leaflets issued and distributed in churches that believers should vote for the entrance of CR in EU. Even the massmedia criticized this clerically-political campaign. It is a shame: in the first place Your duty is to care for the immortal souls and not for politics. 

ad 3) The fruit of the Focolare movement in CR

What influence does the Focolare movement have upon the Church activity in CR? 

You, Your Eminence, are the leading representative of the Focolare movement. In February this year You moderated a meeting of 97 Focolarine bishops in Castel Gandolfo and You also introduced them for the first time  into the audience with the Holy Father Benedict XVI.  

During all the time since the fall of Communism You and the Archbishop J. Graubner, a member of the Focolare movement, too, were the chairmen of the Czech Bishops’ Conference (ČBK) in CR. The committee of bishops nowadays has seven members of this movement. So the Church rule is fully in the hands of Focolare. What a great chance! Within 15 years You could mediate a real spiritual awakening. You could introduce a thorough formation of priests in the seminaries and based on this formation You could point at the efficient models of evangelization. You are in the heart of Europe as a unifying unit backed up by the strongest base of laymen. You could give a model of true Christianity on the pattern of the early Christians. Regrettably, we have to state that the Focolare movement did not bring any spiritual revolution; on the contrary, the Focolare leadership is fully responsible for the mass apostasy of Catholic believers in CR whose number decreased from 5 to 4 millions within the span of 10 years. 

The question of seminaries: Neither You nor the Archbishop J. Graubner have ever stood up against the real spiritual cancer which is represented by HCT philosophy, uncritical openness for paganism, propagation of homosexuality, ordination of women and the spirit of the New Age. By Your silence and misleading formulations You tolerated these destructive theories spreading among the professors and seminarists. You both as ordinaries of the Focolare have never condemned these cancerous bearings and therefore the responsibility for the advanced stage of this mortal disease lies upon You and that as in the seminaries so among the believers. 

In Olomouc there was a theological study introduced for the religious men and women on the basis of liberalism. In spiritual recollection during the holidays they were initiated into the so-called oriental spirituality (zenbuddhist meditations). Responsible for this is again the Focolare ordinary. 

There is a question whether this spiritual blindness is only the fruit of Your spiritual life or whether it is the official attitude of the whole movement. 

If we remember the fact that the Focolare founder Chiara L. received several doctorates of honour from hinduists and buddhists, that she meditated together with them and experienced unity in vibrations, supposing that this vibratile spirit led her to the decision to establish yoga of love (prem-yoga), supposing that the members of Focolare are even buddhists and hinduists, then in the Focolare leadership there is the same spirit of apostasy as with Prof. Fr. T. Halík. But then it is logical that neither You nor Archbishop J. Graubner, as Focolarines, cannot reprove him because You and Your movement are in deep internal unity with this spirit of apostasy. The whole movement must repent in truth, i.e. break up with the spirit of the world which hides itself behind phrases about love and unity, because otherwise its existence is to the detriment of the Church. 

Certainly, this movement can be divided in two groups. The first one is the member-base and it comprises common and genuine Focolarines who are permitted to live a normal Christian life which in addition is supported by an important element – community. This inevitable need was equally grasped even by all sects. 

On the other hand, the second group is a kind of caste of the chosen or elected ones who are capable of playing even very dirty politics. A pattern of such Focolare leader acting for 20 years is Bishop L. Hučko in Prague. A few days after assuming the episcopal office he turned to the state authorities and without the consent of the religious brothers he stole their two houses by a cheat. 

At the same time he stole a flat from an old widow Dr. K.Š. This widow during the life of her husband had decided together with him to donate their flat in Prague to a religious order, and this bishop stole this donation designated to the Order by transferring it to his name. Not even the intervention of the Apostolic Nuncio J. E. Ender helped. Bishop L. Hučko was not even ashamed to demand a high rent for the widow’s flat (which he treated as his ownership) from her cousin who was caring for her in her old age! This is an example of Focolarine love to neighbours and of unity with their property. 

To this cynical attitude the poor widow responded by an indignant letter addressed to ČBK. How was this affair settled by the Focolare leadership in CR? Bishop L. Hučko sent his vicar general and his secretary to the widow, with them coming also the Your advocate. They were threatening the old widow and shouting at her that by publication of such issues she offended a representative of God on earth and they forced her to dissociate herself from that letter. She thus for fear signed a “declaration on word of honour” prepared in advance by Bishop L. Hučko. When, after they had left, she read in quiet a copy of the paper she had signed, she was horrified. Among other things it included “her” declaration that she actually wanted to donate the property to the Apostolic exarch. Therefore in the presence of a notary she immediately wrote a declaration of invalidity of an enforced subscription and of a criminal act (cheat and intimidation) committed by Bishop L. Hučko and his accomplices. In accordance with the state and the canon law this criminal offence is covered by sanctions. 

Before the episcopal consecration of L. Hučko in 2003 the lists of the collaborators of STB (State Security Service) published even his name. It is understandable with respect to the fact that to acquire an academic title of associated professor under the Communist regime would otherwise be impossible (one had to be either a member of the Communist party or a collaborator of STB). 

The Focolare leader wrote in her proclamation addressed to the youth: “Does it not seem to you that  the unity of the world in which we firmly believe has drawn near today? … Therefore we are all making a new step together towards this aim.”

Why is the Focolare youth presented here with the unity of the world as its aim? This is the aim of the New Age Movement. The Lord Jesus was praying for unity, but for the unity of those who are not of the world and whom the world has hated because of that (Jn 17:14).

The spirit of the world, the spirit of the New Age, nowadays has its ground in buddhism and hinduism. Supposing that buddhists and hinduists without having fully received Christ are members of the Focolare movement, then a question arises: What kind of spirit rules in this movement?

Nowadays the Focolare movement has about 300 bishops and more than 10 cardinals. How is it possible that they cannot see this destructive spiritual stream which Focolare is bringing into the Church? These bishops and cardinals are obliged before God and before the whole Church to bring this movement in order or publicly to withdraw from it because it is no longer Catholic movement today! 

Conclusion: 

Your Eminence, we have pointed at the activity of Prof. Fr. T. Halík for whom You bear the  responsibility. We likewise pointed at the true face of the Focolare in CR which makes unity with the liberal theology as well as with a so-called dialogue with buddhists and hinduists. Because You, Your Eminence, are an accomplice in the liquidation of the Catholic faith not only by Your 15-year-long silence upon the activity of Fr. T. Halík but also by Your liquidating attitude in general, we propose at least a symbolic punishment for You. This will be a testimony that in the Church exists at least minimal justice. We want to inform You that we have proposed to the Holy Father that he should deprive You of the title of cardinal and that by 17th May 2007 at the latest, when You reach the age of 75, You should be sent to emeriture!

Concerning Fr. Prof. T. Halík we propose that his public request – excommunication from the Catholic Church – mentioned in his book “What shakes not is not firm”, should be complied! (pg. 103)
We believe that these just punishments will open the process of recovery and spiritual awakening not only in the Church in CR but in whole Europe as well. 

In Christ,

Fr. Eliáš A. Dohnal ThD. OSBM   

Fr. Markian V. Hitiuk ThLic.OSBM

Fr. Cyril J. Špiřík Ing. ThD.  OSBM

Fr. Metoděj R. Špiřík ThD. OSBM
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