“Tempi canonici stabiliti”
Pidhirci 17th October 2005

Congregation for the Oriental Churches

Card. Ignace Moussa I Daoud

Prefect

Glory to Jesus Christ!

Your Eminence, 

we thank for Your letters from 28th September 2005 (No 138,139,140,142/2005) which we obtained through the Apostolic Nuncio on 16th October 2005, unfortunately not by an official way. 

In the letters You inform us that on 8th June 2005 the Congregation for the Oriental Churches assigned Apostolic Visitor regarding our cause. Your Eminence writes that for that reason “tempi canonici stabiliti” (canonically fixed time-limits), which are mentioned in the CCEO can. 1002, 1518, have been prolonged by six months, i.e. until 8th November 2005. 

However, we were informed of this visitation by the Apostolic Visitor not until 5th July 2005, and that again unofficially. The letters sent were not registered letters, nor was it possible to identify when they had been sent off, nor when we had received them! 

Fr. Roman V. Šelepko, OSBM, was not informed about the visitation at all and Fr. Eliáš A. Dohnal, OSBM with Fr. Metoděj R. Špiřík, OSBM, had sent a recourse to the Supreme Tribunal of the Apostolic Signatura a few days before – as the canonically fixed time-limits (see CCEO can. 1002, 1518) had already expired. Fathers Eliáš A. Dohnal, OSBM and Metoděj R. Špiřík OSBM, informed the Visitor and the Congregation for the Oriental Churches about this fact. 

On 9th July 2005 Fr. Markian V. Hitiuk, OSBM, had a meeting with the Apostolic Visitor (Bishop Hlib Lonchina) who to his request showed him a copy of the decree by which the Congregation for the Oriental Churches had appointed him Apostolic Visitor. But it seems to us that this decree contains certain relevant inconsistencies! Unfortunately, afterwards the Apostolic Visitor committed an evident violation of the canon law and that was why the visitation did not take place (see CCEO can. 1139). In fact, the Visitor did not permit the solicitor of Fr. Markian V. Hitiuk, OSBM, being present at their talk and also rejected his request to take a minutes of the meeting!

We now ask to have a concrete important thing explained:

Is the prolongation of the time-limit “tempi canonici stabiliti” (mentioned in the CCEO can. 1002,1518) counted from the date of the make-out of the decree of the Apostolic Visitor appointment, or from the official date of its official (legal) announcement or emission? 

We suppose that the time is counted not from the date of the make-out of a letter (decree) but from the date of its emission, or its legal announcement! 

Regarding the above-mentioned we suppose that Fr. Roman V. Šelepko, OSBM and Fr. Eliáš A. Dohnal, OSBM with Fr. Metoděj R. Špiřík, OSBM, passed their recourse to the Supreme Tribunal of the Apostolic Signatura legitimately because the Congregation for the Oriental Churches by its not responding in a canonically determined limit (see CCEO can. 1002, 1518) had  rejected these recourses of theirs!

We kindly ask Your Eminence for a response that would settle this important point.

We thank for Your kindness.

With devotion, 

Fr. Markian V. Hitiuk ThLic., OSBM

Fr. Roman V. Šelepko ThLic., OSBM

Fr. Metoděj R. Špiřík ThD., OSBM

Fr. Eliáš A. Dohnal ThD., OSBM 
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