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Glory to Jesus Christ!

We received Your decrees No.125/08, 126/08, 127/08, 128/08 of 21st August 2008, wherein You inform us that You confirm Your competence and summon us to appear in court on 29th August 2008. We do not consider it logical and moral to be tried by a tribunal appointed by the Supreme Archbishop, against whom we have brought an action and whom we have convicted of heresies and apostasy! There indeed is no logic in it! 

The facts of the case: The eparchial tribunal of the Sokal-Zhovkva eparchy found us guilty in three points, alleging that we:
a) illegally usurped the office;

b) provoked a rebellion and disobedience to M. Koltun;

c) defamed and insulted L. Husar (see KC-01-08, No.14/08, KC-02-08, No.15/08, KC-03-08, No.14/08, KC-04-08, No.14/08).

We did not commit these crimes and that was why on 12th June 2008 we lodged an appeal against this unjust verdict of the Tribunal of the Sokal-Zhovkva eparchy.

In the judicial proceedings we want to refute the individual accusations and to prove our innocence. First we give a refutation of the point [c] (the refutation of the points [b] and [a] will be given in the next proceedings).

For personal reasons we cannot present ourselves at the proceedings on 29th August 2008, and therefore we ask that these claims and arguments of ours concerning the point [c] be presented and defended by the ex officio advocate.

We demand that the advocate should verify the body of evidence used against us by the eparchial court of first instance. The advocate is to verify whether the documents (our letters), mentioned in the document KC-01-08, No.14/08, KC-02-08, No.15/08, KC-03-08, No.14/08, KC-04-08, No. 14/08 (verdict of first instance), are original and whether they include our signatures, as it is stated in the verdict. Unless the can. 1225 CCEO was observed, the eparchial tribunal committed a crime of justice and we were condemned without any proofs. We remind that the web-page www.community.org.ua is private and according to can. 1225 CCEO cannot serve as body of evidence for the court. Besides, none of us is the owner of this web-page! In this matter we ask for publication of a decree with an explanation.

The next point of our defence is a request that in compliance with CCEO it should be officially proved that Bishop M. Koltun had the right to appoint an eparchial tribunal and that this tribunal had the right to impose on us the punishment of major excommunication. We remind that three of us are members of a religious order of pontifical right! Canon 415 §4 CCEO applies to punishments imposed by an extra-judicial decree, but to those only which fall within the competence of an eparchial bishop in relation to a monk of a religious order of pontifical right! In compliance with can. 417 CCEO the right to judge us is within the competence of the tribunal of the Apostolic See. With regard to the norms of CCEO, the Apostolic See cannot delegate this competence of theirs to an eparchial tribunal. 

In case the eparchial tribunal was not competent to render a sentence on us, the sentence is vitiated by irremediable nullity (can. 1303 §1 pt.1 CCEO).

We ask for publication of a decree of the collegiate tribunal in this matter along with an explanation.

In case the evidence relating to the point [c] (defamation of L. Husar) is an original, or its legally attested copy, and in case it holds our authentic signatures, we then demand an inquiry into the concrete charge of so-called defamation of L. Husar for his “non-Catholic and non-Christian view of homosexuality” and for his divination by pendulum (the spirit of New Age).

Divination by pendulum:

In the book “Discussions with His Beatitude L. Husar: On Postconfessional Christianity”, pg.63, L. Husar states: “It happened somehow that someone presented me with a pendulum in Rome. It is an instrument which allows me to learn whether certain medical preparations are good for my health. There is nothing magical about it. It is a mere wave swinging the pendulum to one or the other side.” 

Though L. Husar claims that there is nothing magical about divination by pendulum, the Holy Scripture and Tradition of the Church definitely condemn divination by dowsing-rod or pendulum as a grave sin against the First Commandment (cf. Deut 18:9; Hos 4:12; CCC 2116-2117).

We hereby demand that the collegiate tribunal issue a resolution the content of which shall be a statement that L. Husar practises divination by pendulum and for that reason we committed no defamation against him when we wrote that he has the spirit of New Age.

Otherwise the collegiate tribunal must give evidence and an explanation by experts in compliance with CCEO 1477 §2.

Homosexuality:

In the book “Discussions with His Beatitude L. Husar: On Postconfessional Christianity”, pg.67, L. Husar says: “Of course, they can perform sexual activity of whatever kind but their love will always remain unfruitful ... They can live together if they insist on it. Yes, I may acquiesce in it to some extent, but they must not demand that this should be regarded as marriage for this is no marriage.”
L. Husar calls sexual activity of homosexuals LOVE and allows that they may live together!

The Holy Scripture and Church’s doctrine call homosexual activity an abomination and a serious sin (see Gen 19:1-29; Rom 1:24-27; 1Cor 6:10; 1Tim 1:10; CCC 2357, CCC 2396; a document of Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith of 3rd June 2003 on homosexuality).

No Christian, and the less so a Cardinal of the Catholic Church and Supreme Archbishop, can call homosexual acts love and acquiesce in the fact, not even to some extent, that they live, that means sin, together!

We demand that the collegiate tribunal issue a resolution the content of which shall be a definite statement that L. Husar has a non-Christian and non-Catholic view of homosexuality and that we, in fact, did not commit any defamation of him.

In the next proceedings of the Tribunal of the Supreme Archbishop we would like, through the agency of witnesses, to defend other activities and statements of ours (if, however, we really wrote or said them publicly) and to prove our innocence.

In Christ, 

+ Metoděj Špiřík, OSBM

+ Samuel R. Oberhauser

+ Markian Hitiuk, OSBM

+ Eliáš Dohnal, OSBM
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