The Apostolic Signatura commits lies

Mons. Agostino Vallini

Prefect of the Apostolic Signatura 

Rome

Your Eminence, 

on 1st December 2006 I received a letter from the Apostolic Signatura N. 37579/05 CA dated 20th November 2006, which is a reply to my letter from 1st October 2006. Actually, the essential contents of this letter of mine is ignored and the Apostolic Signatura continues to commit evident lies. 

1) The letter of the Apostolic Signatura, which is referring to the information from the Congregation for the Oriental Churches, mentions: “It (the Congregation) had received from You only the letters jointly signed with the other monks and sent from the Ukrainian monastery of Pidhirtsi”. 

The Congregation thereby ignores and conceals six of my registered letters sent to them with the return address: 28506 Sázava 75, Czech Republic. The letters were sent as registered letters and I have an official document to prove this. 

Though it is true that during my visit in Pidhirtsi I co-signed the letter sent to the Congregation, I have never been a member of the Pidhirtsi monastery and I have likewise never officially informed the Congregation about any change of address in CR (Czech Republic). My official address was and is only in CR! 

The Congregation for the Oriental Churches is committing lies, concealment and falsification of official documents, i.e. a criminal offence. The Congregation for the Oriental Churches transmitted false information to the Apostolic Signatura and the latter consciously identified itself with it. In this case of lawsuit this is a grave sin against the eighth commandment.

Although the Apostolic Signatura knew about the existence of my letters, and some of them had been  sent there as copies, it submitted this false information of the Congregation as an official standpoint. This is the core of a crime of justice!

In the enclosure I am sending a list of 11 letters sent as registered letters to the Vatican dicasteries, these letters testifying to ignorance of the letters from the side of the Congregation and from the side of the Apostolic Signatura. When the Signatura responded, it completely ignored the contents of the letter, spoke about something different and lied. 

2) The letter next mentions that: “Now that Congregation received Your address in the Czech Republic, the Apostolic Nuncio in Ukraine has sent You by courier “DHL” the decree of the Congregation of 8th June 2006, by which the Congregation rejected Your hierarchical recourse”.

The letters of the General Superior B. Koubetch OSBM, N. 108/04, 109/04, 121/04, 051/05 as well as the letters of the Apostolic Signatura were addressed to my address in the Czech Republic, and the Congregation is likewise well acquainted with that address – viz the decree of the Congregation for the Oriental Churches N. 458/2002 dated 7th March 2005, by which the Congregation confirmed my dismissal. 

So nobody can claim that the Congregation for the Oriental Churches did not have my address in CR at its disposal. This is an evident lie and falsification of official documents with the intention to disguise the silence of the Congregation on my defence. Although my hierarchical recourse lay within the competence of the Congregation for the Oriental Churches, the Congregation never pronounced on or responded to my letters and their contents. The decree of 8th June 2006 mentioned by You has likewise not been delivered to me until this day. 

The responsibility for this falls upon the Apostolic Signatura which was aware that the Congregation was committing deceit in the matter of lawsuit. 

Deceit in the matter of lawsuit is a criminal offence which fully falls upon the Apostolic Signatura, and for this criminal offence the Apostolic Signatura must take the responsibility. 

3) The letter of the Apostolic Signatura quotes my letter from 1st October 2006 in this way: “Until this day the Congregation for the Oriental Churches… in my cause … has not made any decision”, whereby it intentionally omits from the quoted sentence my mention of the non-existence of an Apostolic Visitator. The full sentence in my letter is: “Until this day the Congregation for the Oriental Churches has not sent an Apostolic Visitator in my cause and has not made any decision.” (viz my letters to the Apostolic Signatura dated 14th October 2005, 1st October 2006 and 15th October 2006). The previous statement of the Apostolic Signatura that “Apostolic Visitator was sent to Your monastery to gather more information and to safeguard the right of defence of those involved” (viz. the letter from the Apostolic Signatura dated 20th August 2005), is, in fact, false. No Apostolic Visitator was sent in my cause (nor was he appointed at all), nor was I called to any official meeting in that cause.  

The Apostolic Signatura is well aware of the fact that not sending the Apostolic Visitator makes the decrees of the Congregation for the Oriental Churches illegal and ineffective, and it also knows that sooner or later they must be annulled. The Apostolic Signatura purposefully conceals this, commits a lie, falsification of the contents of official documents and thus cooperates in these lawless proceedings.  

4) The Apostolic Signatura ignores my letter from 15th October 2006, in which I ask them to send me the decree of appointment of the Apostolic Visitator and the decree of the Holy Father concerning his rejection of the petition of 1st September 2005, and in which I bring attention to other lawless actions of the Congregation for the Oriental Churches and of the General Superior OSBM. One cannot claim that there was “a just and legal process”, when I am perpetually being denied the right to get acquainted with the documents of the lawsuit. I ask again for these decrees to be sent to me.  

Your Eminence, on 20th October 2006 there was a letter sent to You in which You were informed and could persuade Yourself that: 

a) It was never stated when and where I had allegedly committed an offence.  

b) There was not a single evidence of my guilt given. 

c) I was not enabled to defend myself and there was never any protocol made concerning my offence – no trial took place. 

d) “In the name of holy obedience” and under the punishment of dismissal from the Order the General Superior ordered me to sign a false confession prepared in advance by him (the General Superior) and publicly to send this confession out. Because I did not sign that false confession and did not send it out, I was dismissed from the Order for disobedience. 

e) 7 independent testimonies to my innocence and to falseness of accusation from the side of the General Superior were concealed and ignored. 

f) The Congregation for the Oriental Churches and the Apostolic Signatura lied when they claimed that an Apostolic Visitator was sent to my defence. 

g) I was not enabled to get acquainted with the documents concerning my lawsuit despite the fact that I repeatedly asked for it. 

h) The Congregation and the Apostolic Signatura either did not reply at all to the letters sent, or ignored the very contents of the letters. When they resolved to answer, they were committing lies and falsification of official documents in order to conceal the real state of affairs. (viz. enclosure)

Your Eminence, although You were warned of this several times and You had an opportunity to repair or explain the above-mentioned things, You kept silent and by Your silence as Prefect of the Supreme Tribunal in the Church You approved of that all. 

Therefore I ask You immediately to withdraw this completely illegal process and to appoint an impartial tribunal which would examine my alleged guilt: to declare clearly when and where I committed the offence, to furnish evidence of my guilt, to accept the official evidence of my innocence, to enable me to get acquainted with the documents of the lawsuit – and thus to give me a chance of defence. None of these things has been done until this day! 

At the same time I bring an accusation against You to the Holy Father and I demand Your withdrawal by reason of abuse of the Church authority and by reason of the above-mentioned crimes in which You participated, and I propose that You should be deprived of the title of cardinal. 

In Christ, 

Cyril J. Špiřík ThD. Ing., OSBM

28506 Sázava – Černé Budy 75, Czech Republic

8th December 2006

Enclosure: 

List of letters sent to the Congregation for the Oriental Churches, to the Roman Rota and to the Apostolic Signatura. 

