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PREFACE

The purpose of tis short esay it ad» dimension not exploredin
Ch

mnkd Pobiicsof ¢ Chrch Usion Pechermore i & secesry 1 nkorm
and st ehful of this church 50 that they might no be as aps-
bt el dord leaders as they are, and ©
inspire the search for new solutions o the leadership impasse facing the
Ukrainian Cacholic Church today.

REM

Note: Italcs in all the quotations are by the suthoe
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1
ROME-MOSCOW DIALOGUE

‘The Ukrainian Catholic Church' on both sides of the “Iron Curtain”

political, ideological and reli roceses o which she sppencs o 10
be able t0 loosen suficiently o f ical and
ecclesiastical destiny. The grip within the Soviet Umnn is exercized by the

urch, while outside

it comes from the contral of the Vatican under prt:wn-. bodh eigous snd
v, from Moscow. Setting asile the political and ideological processes in
play, this study focuses on the religious processes which Lot
krainian Catholic Church into such a precarious situation.

et I sl v of Camsiions a1 D10l
the it of Moscow in the subueqoen ceneurie the Papal cura hd awas
or perhaps. mvuplud with the efforts of various religious orders,
puasded -mjnu- 10 "convert” and “unite” “Christian Moscow,” or at
least o dr

R
R e e SR L by the papal curia. As a matter
of f

the Helsink .
collapse of the Tsars in 1917, che first papal activists in the Soviet Union
e Jessis bopiag 1o aflence the Rusisn Orthodos Church, pow i 2

the
Churd\ of Rome. However,the Sovit Regime resrcied religious i,

ey Romes Colok it
b XXIII (1958-1963

vocation oll p-uﬂl synod of the Roman Catholic Church for the purpose

of "u the Church. One of his great wishes was to sce the particip-

nnnnhheouhﬁudnumuhunmmmlhenmd To this

Jesuic biblical scholar, Augustine Bea, as its head ! The purpose
pas ks

rd the Synod. fa

iy




with “Christian Moscow
Mater e Magisira. Anoshes e of the pope that elped w pro.

the papal encyclical Mater et Magiirefn 19617 e pope discussed social
issues in the sociological tradition of his predecessors, however, without
discusing or condemmaing socialism or communism. The pope called for
e fnced of onfoccacion. He sppesed el rulrs o e e of
he dreadful responsibilty before history and more importanly before
God's jodgemenc s

Nikita Khrushchev was a bt skeptical about the “ecumenical” approach
ofthe pope. He expressd his view an the pagesof Prasda thus: "It s ox

that we fear God's juds
lome 1a sppet 0 negie . theinerese of pece 20 s bty
J E Keanedy, Koarad Adenaver and

echonge of Crostigt. syne of his skepricism

quick 10 grasp an opportunity when it presented itself. On the occasion aot
Pope John XXIII' o8
umbassador to laly:
ch the ctions i Khi I express
his Holiness Johs 3

his igh-
ieh bicthday, wich the sincee wih o his good heaklh and s i bis

toward strengthening and consolidating peace in the world by
Siving M amioant prcbers crough fraok acgoccions™ The Popes

27 the pope
sent the following response to the Soviet Emhuy in Rome: “His Holiness
Pope John XXIll is m«m foe e good wishes s, foc i pct, comvers
to the entire Russian people (not Soviet) his heart felc wishes for the
velopmens and consosdaion of genera peace through positive veder:
uandings brought sbou by human beocherhood. For his h prays ot
'Y

of Dislogue. With the creation of the Secretariat for the Pro-
msion of Chocn ks, . wrcing, of the popal e e &

s greetings

birthday, there began a new era in the Vatican's m.m... Tk the i

Regime and the Besias Orhodr Chnteh Wl

impact not only on the Roman Catholic Church and mm-....w:u.hu

most particularly, on the Ukrainian Catholic Churd
of the reasons for the existence of the Secretariat for the Pro-

motion of Christian Unity was to make contact wit Churches

of the Christian East. With this in mind Cardinal Bea invited the patriarch




f Moscow down
the invitation in a politely A reped However, the Vatican per-
sisted. Thus in August of 1962 Archbishop Nikodim of Leningrad, Head of
the Forelgn Depurtment o the Russian Octhodox Church met secely in

lebeands,

Christian u.,..,u.nmm in Metz (Ausiria) wich Cardinal Eugene Tisser-
s, Prefec ofthe Congregation o the Eston Cheches s the efocive
administrator of the Ukrainian Catholic Church.** The Kremlin was inter-

Soviet Union. Khrushchev wanted to make it appear internally that even the

Roman Cacholic Ch

of government and externally give the impression that the Soviet Regime

was no wotally anci-eligious. Thus Khrushchev hoped to soften the under-

belly of the Western naions (using the Vatican as a wol) regarding com

munism, its intentions and its form of government. The Kremlin would
that

the synod did noc become an ani-Soviet forum.

could not resist. On Seprember 27 (1o October 2, mzn Jan Willcbrands
traveled 10 Moscow 10 negoriae th terms of the Russian Orhoder pat-
hat

e willbe i the por

the will not allow
an ani-Soviet forum.* Several questions appear relevant in this context
‘Was the freedom of the synod impaired in advance by this agreement? I it
was, then it was not by the veto of a Christian emperor or king, but of the
world's first atheist regime. Furhermore, was the process of the synod as
democratic as the voting on individual clauses and whole decrees would
indicate?

in 1962,
$J. suggested that pnlllxll temperance would be Coaios synod.
1962 Jan Willebeands

t0 the patiarch v
Pustoral Advice. In the meantime another siream of thinking was
surfacing in the preparatory comission dealing with the Ministry of Soals

in Particalar. ed by Cardinal
of East Berlin. In a document dated May 4, 1962, the cardinal made the
following recommendation amongst others to the preparatory commission
on. pastoeal care — that cetain words, 4 gt gy .,...: oy ln
ol spbere, shoukd o be wed b the socd These words were: “fear
e powes, roe nacios, bared of cocameoism, Iroa Carcsn, s




atly, the Church i Silence “* This was good pastoral politics for the
Caholic Church which cold, 1 1 degre,guiee freely practice its
religion. However, this type of “ecumenical” politics was completely un-
Scceprabl 1o the Ukrainian Catholic Church which was sbolished by the
‘Robber-Synod” of Lyiv in 1946 staged by the Russian Orthodox Church and
the Sovet Regime 1 Therefs this Chrch has existed only i che under,
seound s 30 legal form of ssociti Soviet Union. The Cardinal
failed (0 recognize ¢ ees in the “si
“The Ukrainian bt o hd b e o partally bt oully “ilen-

the Gospel
of Righs, but even the Soviet Constitution iself (article 23 of the hssk
Constitution). This is a classical case of the sacrifice of a minority for the
sake of the majority. This sacrifice was made inspite of the fact that the

pe
makers appear w profess and uphold. Furthermore, the “silence” of the
Ukrainian Catholic Church was brought about by a group of people who
l the Soviet C the very Gospel

consitutes theie raison e

s " perecaind s “dlenechusch.” The Hungarns bishop Haa
vas intervened and advised against any such explanations or
the grounds that it would irritate some governments, e.the Soviet regints

the Ch
improvement *** Thus Hermaniuk's oy fell by the
mm‘ ma .n:v;;m kept is promise to the Soviet R
aciion of Commaniom. 1n the Opeaiig speech of Poge
John XXl oo synod on October 11, 1962 the following words were a

an anti-Soviet forum:

Moscow, both civil and religious, pw.k:d op the signal of o condemomcion
Promptly the very next day, and to everyone's surprise. Archpriest Borovoy
and Archimandrite Kodlyarov arrived in i Rowme a cboerves  the yood

the papacy breaking with the centuries-old procedural pattern of all past
Christian councils which had always condemned erroncous opini

prcice pevalent n thei own times? Was this concesion an impuiement

of conciliar

ol CoHE TS Bttt et o stage on which the




the Caban crisa. On Ociber 22, 1962 the Preskdent o the Unied Sar
Joh E K
carrying armaments to S Coe’ A diplomuic relions e
Union and the United States were severed and war appeared inevitable. On

Vatican's newly developing Ostpolitik appeared t take on credibility was
e,

his aides on 40 appropriste message. On October 24, at the weekly papal
audience, the
the good

selves (0 avoid the mn.ry of war and t procure bt of peace for human-
kind."® As the poj
Khrushchey was delivered t the Soviet Embassy in Rome. On October the

message “We
remind those -m bn: the mpwunbdnq power of their grave duries
With your hand you listen to the anguished cry

heart, may you
imm-llpmmsnhhehnﬂ.hommmmlhvbamrhol‘,lmmpmpkm

pesce!
iavocation We besecch all the rulers ot to remain desf to ths <ry of
oy, Ma chy .t & i the o sbendthe pece. Thy w3l
thereby keep the horrors of war from the world — a war those horrible.
consequences ay there continue to be discussions
Decause this loyal and open arinade tecifies 0 each paty’s conscience and

y. To, 3
isdom and prudence that

all levels and in .u times is a rule of

dowa the blesing of hesven sl sy
same day the Soviet ships began turning back October 26

P cnsid Vo foliring e on its front page: “We beg all rulers

broken and negotiations were resumed. Khrushehev called the papal iner.
vention a “humanistic assistance that will be recorded in history. The pope
and I can diverge on many questions but we are united in our desire for
fnc™ An s ek theflaions berween Mascow ad Rame became even
more intimat

Fiarsy of Visis. The daiogae between Rome and Moscow developed

of communism and the Vatican that the Soviet Regime would be better
disposed to Roman Catholics in areas under Soviet domination.
Therafics o v ofSovet viskors made s way 1o the Vaican 0
consolidate that good relations generated “ecumenical” oppor-
cunism and the p-xm..n exercising of influence. The full bruat of Soviet
fluence on the Vatcan was mos severely fel by the Ukrainian Catholi




Church in the "free world." The Soviet assurances of better disposition did
not apply t the ‘Uksainian Cothlic Chuseh i Ustaioe e 14 the st

regar
Vat

world.” It would appear that the Vaticar
rding

ican et posit
the talei Ciebolc Chaeck I s Secifced oa the akae of

an
ﬂrummo{vmﬂ,“ much to the dismay and discomfort of the

‘Western Workd and the Ukrainian Catholic Church in particular, were:

Noverber 26, 1961, Pope Joh XXII tharks Kheushchev in  seegram for
by congrarlarons,

i 1962,
he Promotson of Chencian Ursty in Moscow.

- Oxtober 23,1962
i the Cuban Criss;

December 13, 1962, Norman s Kheushches in Moscom with
Plparpulint mlapiomespe s

~ February 3. 1963 Jan Willebeards scompanics Meseopedin Sipy rom M-
o 0 Rome:

- March Adshubei

It would appear tha

- Ocober 4
¢ the Unied Nations in New York.

Apeil 16, 1966, Soviet Foreign Minister Aniees Gromyko, in private soience

it Pope Pl V1 in the Varcan:

Jaraas 30, 196 Nikolt Py, Sovie Hewd o S, i peivte e
ith Pope Past VI i
November 14, 197 St Fenin Minier Andcs G i peve

sdence with Pope Paul VI i the Vatican;
 Febray 23,1971 In Mo, Casaol signs the Noceas Do Tty

b 2,197 S g M, Ao Grompho s v s

ence with oge Pl VI i th Vo
20173, o o N G
with Pope Paal "'

J—-y]A.IVN,Sm et Foregn Ministe Andres Geomykars il visi 1 the

Vatican and the fise mecting with the Pobish Poge, John Past 11 (Pope. sice
).

representatives of the Soviet Regime were

rceived s et 54 #6801t spéa o e w the Ukai
ian Catholic Church leaders who were aempring t implement he

sions,

of Varic
Pope bt Refases to Condemn Commanism. June 3, 1963, Pope



John XXl died and on June 21, 1963 Pope Pau V1 was cleced. He cons

ver]
against vandin tha the sle of i predesor may have
ioepieed e th ey changing its position on wi

such as Macxist Atheism. there canoe by - eologial
co-existence.” Yet what appeared to be denied at one moment seemed to be
aificmed i ooches:

During the last sessions of the Vatican Il Synod s pection from 2

icil me:
which de with the Chudlmlheuod‘rnm also treat the * pwh
be accused of silence as for

communism. The Synod's preparatory committee rejected all the proposals
on the direct instructions of Pope Paul VL To prevent any further mis-
i Paul VI,
session of the Synod, summed up his approach to the Vatican's Ostpolitik:
“The oy See i smoding ein s cy o poses s regrs mor ot

il Tt s imaps. prepared for honest 0 dgaufed negsistoms, fo forgmiog

p holic Ch
yundmmeh-mtmmdnmm-mmmmmx
s o hiesionioprorided & i s . s peuns wigins
freedom. At an international conference in Genoa, February, 1922 a¢ which
were also present, Car k

opening statement;

s theis pursut s hrce ot bound 0 4 paticula soxial chmate. The Charch

.a.-,._..m-.-.u—u..--un'
Ushirrssusty Comaalim o turned out to be not only an economic system
secular religion with a complee weltanschanamg of its own.



1
IMPACT OF THE ROME-MOSCOW DIALOGUE
ON THI
UKRAINIAN CATHOLIC CHURCH

Ukrainian Protest. It is not surprising that the presence of ecclesiastical
Church
Sovie Commeist Reglase fo the fceed pabacion of the Ulrsiac cub

Sl Orierh s ool e shosccion o0 e MBS O
cow by the staged “Robber-Synod” of Lyiv (Ukraine) in 1946 m.:dn

ey

‘separated”
ches? The Ukrainian community reacted to the appearance of the Russian
Orthodox observers at the synod with a letter of protest t the pope. The
Ukrainian Catholic bishops at the synod drafted the famous protest note
whichthey presece o he Varicn adminisirwion. The Vaican i
already

play the apparent implicaions of betrayal inherent i i policy. n despaic

publicly
altar of Vatican Ostpolitik, an “wnauthorized” secretary of the Ukrainian
Catholic Episcopal Synod leaked the protest note to the press. This note or
{ather excepts were priatedin Glormale dlhals o November 21, 1962 by

Fiog RS

ks of e patiche of Move b

m—d-knmm .m....ua.-nu.w. Chii” o, b st
et among many fahers of the covnch

premagrySaare Jomy Bepr i Adioniomop oty og o e

whike st

ity fomented apustasy among the Ukeaioisn Catholc lrgy and then -



in apen collaboraion with the athes cvil powers wishont whose sssstance 4
From

e i o G e a5 e 1 e
in e b o the S gt whel s e o
ding el o el . Fo Gk st o dopoch of ks
cannor e comered  actof e I was e
T TR
‘The “confusion” referred to was the implied suggestion that .r.:tm
munist acheis Regime s no 2 dramatically opposed 0 religon 33
buc with & w1t
Sl i (oS .e,,... freedom is allowed, in pracice
Ginte) it
mumunmtﬁtmn‘ﬁehﬂl}nmm:ﬂn‘h extern-
all. For example, using the Vatican connection the Soviet Union hoped to
o i s g K i political determination whenever it ex-
tended its tentacies of control into new tertitories or when it had to deal
with 8 sitvation sch s th case o he Ukraiian Caholc Church.
ancing " The reaction of the Vatican t the protest
of the Ubsainien Coboll bishope (uod w0 ol beesuen:aiemps e of thi
Church to imy the recommendaions of the concilir decree On fhe
Eastern Catholic Charches) was negative.
anced” tself from everything Ukrainian under pressure from the Russian
Orthodox “separated” Church and the ime

facilicate "
the following statement of the Secretariat for the Promotion of Christian
Unity:

come extended to them i offered 1 2 spict of eager oy They all. wihout
Wisfor

spis ot odda with that i which loyal ontacts has been estublhed with the

On the very day the protest note of the Ukrainian Catholic bishops
s leked o the press, Cardinal Gustavo Test, Secreary of Sse for the
o

of Josyf Slipyj, Metropol
the rx.:lu(nl- (Cardinal Tests made i very cleat 0 the lnuunm

separated”
bishops. The basic points of that first meeting were reported in frime



della Sera (Febeuary 12, 1962) by Fabrizio de Santis:

Candinl's decaio

i favor of Archbshop Sipyi_he puined out with whit
Procestane

therm 1 brothers exen hocgh separaced. hom the Secetanat o the Advame.

S here presor st e o, who hd

‘Why does the Vatican administration “separate” itself from an integral part
o the “Caholic cn.. it sppeecs 0 socae che homeical raingf the

“conversion” s b However,
for the moment .hv.-m willsectle for “ecu

o domcrioed md ke htmting” o the Yok from o ingit gachaf
the “Catholic” Church, the Ukrainian Catholic Church, in the following
manner:
Ieumedusely abe the publicaion of the manifests fsan and snecommenint
foried ha

s s pobical maneuver o the o vernment

ey bhops.

The Cath-

s e cumenal e of mond

(e Carholic) Ukrainians.

the expense of th suffeing Catholc bochers in Russa (s0d Ukruine)? That

German Protesans Churchmen) 1 woub russomeshiog bk thi. The iy .

ot five millon Catholic Ukrainans of the Bysantoe.Ukesioian rie in the
How
can 0ne cceptsuch cakulaions? That, | shouh think, s hardly the el way

Suppressors beleve and worship the same G 1 the oppressed, Unil nom we
thought 1t was the questonable prerugaive of Genevs 1 pursee ccomenial

Chrisian trath



Release of Slipy;. Cardinal Testa and th
observers, the latter agreed to raise the matter upon their return o Moscow
after the termination of the first session of the synod. In the meantime
the Cuban Crisis negotiations, surfaced in
ins 1o continue
the dialogue between the Vatican and the Kremlin. On December 13, 1962,
Consiosemvered Khrushchev's sudy where be bad  threehoue dicsion
with
the Vatlcan, b goly uncicily, Comins alo .ppm.ma S
the release of Metropolitan Slipy). Khrushchev's

Sive O,

e o . 1 would ot ule cut  relesse. One more enemy n freedom does oo

On January 25, 1963 the Soviet ambassador to taly nortified the Prime
Minises o aly, Amintore Fanfai, chc MetcopolianJosy Sl woukd be
released and allowed to travel through ltaly to the Vatican. A confidential
letter was also sent which declared that the metropolitan was guilty of
Samicky wich (he Cermtes ey che eoopcon of Western Ukraine,
nd o an

hat his
o 5...: will ™

mn...y 2, 1963 the baffled metropolitan arrived in Moscow from
sibera He Jan - Wille

sty ‘political uplmml)n i i e
Slipyi wn.n Willebrands arrived in Moscow he was met by Archpriest

Borov:

an enemy of the Soviet Scte he could nox N Paceis M el o R, I

had o liv in exile: When Jan Willbeands informed the metropolitan of
hotel, che latter

He would go

into exile in
his metr oyl ot ly refused. Discussions
dragaed on for two days. Pope Jobe xxm s o,m,.u-.k hinged on Metro-

ations with the Soviet m:u..mmunwn.pnum
dashed. Ultimately the metropolitan relented and acceded to the Soviet
conditons I the crucial moment of the delicately siuctued relations bet

Succumbed to pressare from the Vatican Giancarlo Fisos i

2t ke Sy refusal would have unchinkable consequenes fo the el



gios policy in ll of Eastern Europe. Wilebeands coukd o rurn i back over

for e Chols (Raman) i the B He sderd the eccmey of che
Sarfice Sipy) had 0 make, bt theee s o b
Hemcslorth the Wil d i the emmenicn dialogue” berween Rome
nd Moscow was clear. The popes would expect the Ukrainian Catholic
Church o make sacrifices whenever necessay o serve the ends of the
PoaTili R S
wed "Distancing” of the Vatican. The release of Metropolitan
Slipyi Yirferd sy wey ehentaste ox evee lessen the “dstancing. of the
Vatican administration from everything that was Ukrainian Catholic. With

Coban Crii The papal purai ofdilogue” wich Moscow s histoical s

of tha “dislogue” was S v B i Papacy has been
by Moscow ito a negative stance towards an integral part of
the “Catholic” Church, i., the Ukrainian Catholic Church. That is embar-
rassing, or at least ought to be. This negative disposition of the papacy
towards the Ukrainian Catholic Church has manifested itself on several
occasions in the post-Vatican Il period.
In 1945 Patriarch Alexci of Moscow declared the Union of Berest
(139396 berweea the Kicvan Mewropeka o Romelimmkl Bengl e
of Lyi

even thimgh the poskion ha ot eves 8 ramg) of Mtorcal or aeoaiel
substance (o substantiate it. It was a purely political decision. However,
when this invalidation was reicerated by Patriarch Pimen (1971) in the
presence of papal envoys, Cardinal Jan Willebeands and Rev. sJ.

they did not express any objection whatsoever. Some justified theie lack of
response on linguistic grounds. When this was beought to Cardinal Wille-
brands’ 2 2 Howses,
the fact remains that he did not deny it. What then is the meaning of this
Vatican position. It would appeat (o be a signal that the Vatican is prepared

Uk Catholic

and even in the “free world.” Such a situation would facilitate and strength
dilogue wich Mosco, plese the Koemin s open fothe dinkoga wich
‘which consider the Eastern s

vcsn.n
Catholic Church.
Cardinal Josyf Slipyj raised bitter reproaches during the 1971 World



Synod of Roman C:
“No one defends the Catholic Ukrainians..now because of the Splomecc

suggested that a posicive response from the powerful voice of the orks
out t0 the
final victory..For the world may perish, but there must be justice The
response of the Roman C Catholic World Synod was. WA toher ek

in the West.

This “distancing” has been further witnessed in the course of the
attempts of the Ukrainian Catholic the recommend-
ations of the Vatican Il Decree On the. Eatter Cabolic Charcbr I ocder o
8rasp the dein of it own Church th Ukrainian Caholic bishops under

-
cober 4, Vatican
I Deere O o Bt coohe b The first item on the agenda
was the erection of patriarchal structures in the Ukrainian Catholic Church

for the mor 2 church cnti-
nens. Whik the Ukrsinian Catholc Church was aempeiag o etablish
puricchal scuctures, Cadioa Je Vil Seceary of Sae, met wich

Mesropolitan N:indm: of Leningrad, Secetary for Forign Afars in the

the Vatican administration against supporting the aspiration (recommend-
ions of the Vatcan Decree)of the Ukrainian Cathoh Church o stablih
patriachal scructues", When the Vatican response to the request of the
Ukrainian Catholic C Apeil
10, 1971, it was as one might expect after such “ecumenical dialogue”,
negative:
s viion of oty o Ui parocion o Kt o
st

Three times l'xl)knmunl’.uhnlnuwswl?opeh-lvlmmm
i

Quly 7,1971,
1575 e Decrner 1176 p.n...n,
Obviously the creation of a Ukrainian patriarchate in the person of
ws.mu.mumummumnmmm“.%
et

lrpme would interpret such

ional i
pocenially high profile leadership in the “free world.” someching it now
B o e B Rt Ol Chich woald e Yo



y-five

‘might rally around a Ukrainian Catholic Patriarch as a means of easing out
of and eventually escaping from the Russian (Soviet) political and religious
grip. the Soviet

dox Church have firm control over the Ukrainian people, the Vatican opted

o most observers that thre is lile, if anything, o be gained,at least
litical
olic Chuch at this juncture. The question that arises, nonecheless s, who is
uaing sad wboa josing 1 this - cumenical disinge” wich Moscow. s
clear that the Russian Orthaxlox Church and the Soviet Regime benefic

policically as Soviess. It is also clear that the “Roman” Catholic Church has

Roman Catholic Church in communist counties. It is also clear that the
Ukrainian Cacholic Church and the Ukrainian people have lost the most in
tha di

alogue.

the Soviet C

the Vatican Il

hollhed o drsicaly setriced. Theybave b scrificd o the akarof
Vatican Osepolicik

‘As followers o Jesus Christ (it is embarrassing to bring up His name

prepar

principle
o lossnd &t basembacked on 3 poliy of deserlcing e manipulniog

history ra
action of the human commus
momlmlsummmmmvxmm.,vm
o Vo
the cardinal and six Uknumn&xhdxbnhnpﬁmmll 1976, the
Ppope said:
Yom b vy el hr crmncsidepden f e Hol Se prvee
omplance with yout repesed s the Holy See follows 4 very
e Uhein o ot
Thesignthae Crdinal Sy was efrriog to wasthe nod be belicved be
tablish patriarchal sructures in the Ukrainian Catholic Church.
Fiss of sl the papal response won 20 €3 ome %0 el BVl (e

"



political situation in Ukraine. Even if the Ukrainian Catholic Church were to
. this Varican policy of “the Holy See knows best.” who really knows
papacy. To whe know? If one were

Judge there islitle if anyhing for any Church
of the Christian East to put its trust in. Furthermore, in this cast there are

plays
pe of Vatican policy appears as complicity with the Kremlin in the
anniilation of the Ukrainian Catholic Church in the free world,or at mini.

eholic
Church. If the Ukrainian Catholic Church in the free world could be made o
ppea

Orthodox Church.

Unable to carry out the recommendations of the Vatican Il decree On

she Eastern Catbolic Charches regarding the erection of patriarchal struct-

wres, the Ukrainian Catholic Church decreed synodally to establish a perm-
Church. Th:

istration among the Eastern Churches and the one recommended by the
Vatican I Decree. Even this less ambitious attempt at self rule was struck

Why? To appease:
the Orthodox upanled Churches? To latinize? Why not accepe the re-
commendations of the Varican 1] Decree? Did Moscow perhaps object?
‘When that actempt a self rule failed the Ukrainian Catholic Church
decided w0 draf o continution a5 3n cfecive mesns of sdmiieering 3
Church scattered over five continents. That attempt 100 was outri
ieced b the papay & Why? Soch o consincion migh sand i the way of ol
the “canonical
Jewi I e o comon low code the p ‘posion o the papecy & (ur-uﬂliy
ngdl only directly vis-a-vis the whole Roman
Cobtis Cuaoets ek = pariclsythe Emirn Cabolic Chmrche ! bu ind-
rectly vis-a-vis the Orthodox Churches and the non-Chalcedonian Churches.
‘atican Rbetoric. While keeping the “ecumenical dialoguc” alive and

irch,
from cime to rime to defend the rights of the Ukrsiian Carholic Charch

its “dialogue” with Moscow. For example, at the follow-up conference to the
Helsaki Euopesn Secary, onfeence i Belgrade (1977, Cardinal Caa
i representative, Achille Silvestrini made the following statement on
Octaber 7 1977 with the Ukrainian Catholic Charch in mind:
“There are slso some srious wounds that we woukl ke with 3 hope thi we

o certain commuities of ehfol of the Essteen Rte which in the past bad 2
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‘These apparently are by
signalling Moscow that nothing will be done without “dialogue” in an “ecu-
menical spiric
Polab Pope. Withthe camiag of the “Polsh Pope; Joha Pus 1, he
Utssiien Carholic Chuch resewed i sempes 1o establish pats
s — peshups  fuile dsive given the curreat ol i o

2w o kv, that the “Ukranians and the oles have a common
cncy, which today is Moscow. Poles know how Russians make contracts

of the " w-..nmnm.nmnmm-nnnmmm
premises” and the establishment of a “Ukrainian Patriarhate.” On Novem-
ber 20, 1978, the “Slav” pope rejected both requests ¢ However to alleviate

c ? 19,197, (peeme-
ably for f the millenium of the Ch
which event will only be commemorated in 1988).% The most u.pnnm
thoughts in the letter were:

1. the “vaehoriey” o the Union of Berese (1395-1596) i il i forc vdy.”

s 5 e

Chan
regard wieh the wimost eseem’ and the Russian Orthosbox Church cught 1o
Feapec each cther,

s
B e =
4 diret refrence is made 10 the principle of
A e ks M e
The leter created an uproar in the Vatican Secretariat for the Promotion of
Chistian Unity " was greatly ups
 consle i on the Vaticn policy regarding the Kremlin and the Russian

alogue” wi

wssian Orthodox Church. Mﬁldnnunmlynlheumlnnlmm

eakural

pechaps how can the pope speak on behalf of the Ukrainian Catholic

Chnldnmdlnflhnmnnmhh-llnhhelumhhﬂxm'hu
4

and "vicat of Chist” mmerdy’"m‘m!hlhrpnp:mmmu‘zhhm

16



ing act on how ot 1 offend Moscow, the B0 o
Uknmun holi for the Christian

T Moteow Demands, The Russsn Oribodon Patrarch and the Sover
Regime were upsct by the contents of the Pope’s leter of March 19, 1979,

v tican did not publish it unil June 17, 1979, severa days sier the termi
ation of the pope’s visit o Poland. In protest the Patriarch of Moscow

Odessa between Roman Catholic and Russian theologians
Sl ovenily Ny wasor 8 Hast of e Foign

he Moscow Patrarchate,seat s st on Sepsember 4, 1979, 10 Carlin
Jan Willebeands. Head of the Vatican Secretariat for the Promotion of Chris-

hur menical progress of the second
Vum Council was disavowed. Amu 0 the Russian pericchas s

I bundcrsuodiogs e All the yeus of braordy e
Cardinal Willebrands replied in a mw&mm 2,1979:

ing here nd | am writng 1 you i his name. The leter addeessed 10 His
Eminence Cartnal Sty o the Pope o Morch 19 hd  very bt
lrecie TheHolyFther hadw et of cpressin o s comepes of

h “The sy
har we scek i o the sbuorpeion o the one by the caber, but racher fll

itieens from ours. s were imspired by 4 thcoogs that 1 mo longer carrens.
-n.-m.u.»..-‘m..mqm-.-.._ st e Lo
craditon s ot the only authentialy Chrstan one
W been sad sl s el On the oher had, e st st tht these

o h s Move tha v o horts st be doced o e bed
mecns 20d from 40y incncon that s sben t the siagle desie

pobticl el oy e dee of

oty

i obetierce o Him o renews everyhig. 1
More Vaticen “Distancing” September 21, 1579 Pope Jobn Past 11
appointed Miroslay Lubachivsky as Metropolitan Iphia for the

”



Uk Catholl ardinal Josyf
Slipyi a

irional ecclesiastical procedure of u.. Chiion Evn e At of the
Union of Berest, and the recommendations of the Vatican Il Decree On the
Easors Cobats Chorcboe I woskd sppass thes the ks edmimotrtitn

and even extend s total jurisdiction, in spite of the ot
S Satarn Gl b, gl st St s St Lo
presnt i che moet dimdvosageons polkical and sl sietion

has succumbed to the pressure from Moscow, both civil and
mw o make sure that in the future the Ukrainian Catholic Church does
ot run interference in the Vatican's “ecumenical dialogue” with Moscow.
Thirdly,

€ the very leas
omsinment of the Eetea Catholic charehes s0 thes they would ot have
any traditional independent
Why was the

‘manner he
and che Vatican 11 plnﬂduu) To have allowed he legl procedurs of the
Christian East and the recommendations of the Vatican I decree t take

their course, would have emancipated the Eastern Catholic churches from
domination by the papacy and would haveset a precedent in recent
though ot in raditon, where by thes churches could elce theie leaders

t tecourse to Rome Secondly ¢ woukd have allowed the Ukiainian
Cohotkc Guerch 40 rong leader who would continue to pursue the
et o the Ubosei Cunmit G Mimales Tabachivaky wes oot
involved in the surrou

sacrificed the interests

and perhaps even the exstence of the krainian Catholic Church. During
John Paul I's

in m. Utaiolan Cutolc Cuthedial i Philadelphia on November 13. The

dinal Josyf Slipyj with the
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abthe duty of “matval kst and sssced i ha b wonkd “wih o my

Morcoe Emborits Pope.| Imly the Russian Orthodox Church has

manifested its determination the Vatican into maintaining 3
omplteangebold onthe UkramunC:(inlx Chuschin e fres workd
me known from the “leaked” secrer correspondence between

e Burarc of Moscow, Psen sod e oge. T n.., seret correspondence

m-sylndln R, Noveroes 25 Decimber 1+ o8 The el
scated tha the so-aled "aynod of Liv” (1946) tha sboished rltions of

the Ukrainian Catholic Church with the papacy was not convened by the
Ulrnnun Catholic bishops. In fact the synod was organized by several

cm).,a.u i time for the synod.
ould appear that Patriarch Pimen was not discurbed so much by
Skt the Uhrasion Cacboic bishope chough o ssid o that ws wel
by

o far away from the events of the so-caled “synod of Lo o 500 e
Patriarch was cager 1o know whether the Vatican's “silence” of 1971 still
held. When the patriarch failed 10 get a satisfactory response from the
Vaican through his envoy, Metropolitan Juvenaliy, he wrote a letter 10 the

pope dated December 22, 1980. Patriarch Pimen stated in no uncertain
terms that the Uk decl threatened the " 3
e Moo 2 Kstom hesiry it 1 e B4

deloy,
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Thei desings wih he chrches
What was the papal reaction? The official Vatican press suppressed
the existence of thisdecaraion of the Uksainian Ccholic Church I secms
that o state historical facts is an improper “direction” for the Ukras
i Choths v e P ot P M e a8 o of Jomary
24, 1981, chus:
Yoot Holines, Pien, Pariarch of Moscow s All Rusia. (she Holy Sec)
immcdisely posied s e whre e e Ui
Cohobe commanies

e fact tht thse ene (ohe Ui
A

"ess ondered st 10 publh o Grcalte these dumenes. No

el pabicten of the ol e fvr mencuacd thm
Do the patriarchs of Moscow and Rome think history can be denied or
covered up? it would seem so.

Seil oor scisied wih the papal initives apinse the Ut
Catholic Church, Patriarch Pimen published the “secret” correspondence.




pope before he whole Roman Catholic ey yet make his point, the
in the Russian

ibe Moseos Pavirchate, but ot n he usually esical English version

Are thee the v of 1 "spiially mioded” “ecumenical dalogs” wh

“brotherly”

Emerging e P W it plstendd 0 Vil e
¢ abuadsady clse ther the Uil Cotbalic Chnech ot st o the
moment, has become the sacrificial victim of the politicized "ecumenical
dialogue” of Rome with Moscow. A pattern has emerged from this dialogue:
(1) any Catholic C
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any such statements; (2) Moscow, both i ious, pressures the

Utraian Ccholc Chuech the“fee woed” (31 ehé Voo mashasiady

R N e

e e e

olic lndenhnp. ol e religiot, garaly thongh ot chsively,jus 5

snsshamedly ciepes the dubious explantions of the ‘popel curi and s
Fa et ol et

pul-q id ie el

cholic Church
siven the curreat poliical sication in the world. However, chere s lctle

constitution, which are internal vehicles of effective administeation, unless
and only, if these are seen as leading up to the former. There is not any
justification whatsoever when it relates o the cover-up of historical facts.
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