The essential questions
Pidhirci 8th July 2005

Most Reverend Bishop 

Hlib Lonchina

Glory to Jesus Christ!

Your Excellence,

The situation that arose in regard to the former Basilian community of the Pidhirci monastery is very serious (the point is the exclusion of 27 monks from the Order)! So that the visitation may bring a lavish fruit, beside the today’s meeting  (9th July 2005) I suggest one more meeting the following week. 

In the today’s meeting I kindly ask to present me with questions which the Congregation for the Oriental Churches  wants to have replied by me. Simple questions I may answer today, and as to the more complex ones, I will bring a written reply the following week. 

I also need to put some questions to the Congregation for the Oriental Churches in order to know their viewpoints, and therefore I ask Your Excellence to be a mediator between me and the Congregation. The reply to my questions I consider the essential point as to the solution of the situation arisen.

Questions:

1) On  4th July 2004 eight monks of the Pidhirci monastery sent a request to the General Assembly OSBM, asking to give them an agreement for a transition to another form of monastic life – a monastery of episcopal law. Four of them were members of the Delegature of St. Prokop in the Czech Republic. (The idea had been expressed by several fathers of the General Assembly, among others also by the Provincial Superior Fr. Hryhorij Hrynkiv, OSBM.)

Was the reply to this request the liquidation of the Delegature of St. Prokop by the decree from 13th July 2004?

If not, then what was the real cause and why did the OSBM leadership pass that decree to the Ukrainian state authorities, including the Security Service of Ukraine (secret police)?

2) Without a trial and without a juridical evidence of guilt 4 monks from Ukraine (2 fathers) and 23 monks of the Czech delegature from the Czech and Slovak Republics (presently 5 fathers) were excluded and morally blackened. 
Is that a consequence of their request for a monastery “sui iuris”?

Is the question here a collective guilt? According to which CCEO canon? 

3) On 6th August 2004 the OSBM leadership through the Lviv Archeparchy turned to the state authorities of Ukraine with a request to deport and prohibit an entrance to Ukraine to 23 members of the Delegature abolished. 

According to which CCEO canon? 

In the letter to the Gubernator of Lviv, Mr. O. Sendeha, it is written that 23 citizens of the Czech and Slovak Republics: “incited a big conflict to the harm of the faithful in the Czech exarchate, in the OSBM, as well as in other Orders and Congregations, and they are now doing harm to the faithful in Ukraine.”

What conflict and what particular harm did they do in the Czech Republic and in Ukraine, and to whom particularly?

4) Why cannot there be UGCC (Ukrainian Greek-Catholic Church) established in the Czech Republic (CR)?

5) Presently 5 persons from the abolished Delegature in CR were given a prohibition of entry to Ukraine for 3 years. 
On what ground did the leadership of OSBM give personal data to state authorities, and even to ones of a different country?
Is it not a crime, regarding the European laws?

Are the leaders of the Church willing to redress it?

6) Why was the abolishment of the Delegature not discussed with the Superior of the Delegature, and the decree was delivered to him no sooner than half a year after and that only as a copy?

7) Who is now the owner of the estate of the abolished Delegature (2 monasteries), whether the OSBM, or the bishop who illegally abolished the Delegature in front of the state and illegally transferred the property to himself?
8) Why did the Congregation for the Oriental Churches not solve our request from 16th July 2004 regarding our transition to a  monastery of episcopal law, to which Bishop P. Vasylyk had given his consent?
9) Fr. Robert Oberhauser was received to the eparchy of Sokal.
Why is the OSBM leadership struggling by intrigues so that the state authorities should prohibit him the religious activity and deport him from Ukraine? 

10) Why is there a psychological pressure created upon Fr. Roman Šelepko, OSBM, so that he recalled his appellate complaint sent to the Apostolic Signature?

11) A member of the Czech delegature Fr. Peter Kolodi was excluded from OSBM and blackened of an immoral delict with religious sisters.
Who will get the General Superior B. Kovbyč OSBM to recall this mendacious condemnation?

12) B. Kovbyč, the General Superior OSBM, forced Fr. Cyril Špiřík, OSBM, by the “power of sacred obedience” to sign a false accusation against himself and because Fr. Cyril did not do so, without any evidence of guilt or a possibility to defend himself he was excluded from OSBM.

Is this not a grave sin of abuse of the Church authority from the side of the General Superior, and will he take responsibility for it?  

Is this exclusion decree valid?

Fr. Cyril Špiřík, OSBM, informed  the Congregation for the Oriental Churches of it and sent there his recourse as well as testimonies of his innocence asking for a court treatment. The Congregation was silent, and later it approved the unjust exclusion decree. 

Who will engage oneself in this lawlessness?

13) Why was the Congregation for the Oriental Churches silent and approved the rough violation of the Church laws, though they were informed of everything?

14) Fathers Pavol Karoľ and Stanislav Gajdoš were received by the Bishop of Trnava (SR) to his diocese and applied for biritualism. 

Will the Congregation for the Oriental Churches give an approval or will they hinder it? 

In Christ,

Fr. Markian Vasyl Hitiuk, OSBM

