Declaration of contemplative sisters before the court in Chortkiv (February 4, 2010)
Your Honour,

in this lawsuit the matter in dispute in actual fact does not affect property rights but concerns a religious dissension between the Ukrainian Greek-Catholic Church (UGCC) headed by L. Husar and represented by D. Hryhorak and the Ukrainian orthodox Greek-Catholic Church (UOGCC) headed by Archbishop Mykhailo Osidach and represented by our contemplative monastery which is subordinated to the UOGCC leadership. What is the difference between these two Churches? Similar to that between three Orthodox Churches in Ukraine. In our case the point is that in his book “Discussions with His Beatitude L. Husar: On Postconfessional Christianity” ex-Card. L. Husar publicly proclaims heresies – e.g. that hell is not eternal, that homosexuality is permitted, that one can practise divination and, moreover, he casts doubt upon the Divinity of Christ and Virginity of the Mother of God. Owing to these heresies he is automatically excommunicated from the Church and under God’s curse in accordance with God’s laws (Gal 1:8-9). 

The orthodox Catholic Church (UOGCC) maintains the true Tradition of the martyrish UGCC except for Husar’s heresies. 

We remind that legal registration of the UOGCC is in progress in Lvov and Kiev at present. The last court session took place on January 19, 2010. Even here L. Husar intrudes on the process of the registration, trying to abuse state authorities and make them violate the Ukrainian laws and act in his interests. He aims at liquidating both our Church and our monastery. And the legal proceedings here in Chortkiv are now to serve this purpose too. 

Our religious sisters live in five monasteries. There are about 60 of us altogether. All of us are within the ecclesiastical jurisdiction of the UOGCC. On July 31, 2009 the UGCC leadership made an attempt to compromise our monastery in Lvov-Bryukhovychi. They even abused state bodies for this purpose. The Supreme Court in Kiev declared this intrusion on the interior affairs of the Church by state authorities to be unlawful.

At the same time the UGCC leadership started liquidation activities against our monastery in Probizhna as well. The administrator of the Chortkiv eparchy D. Hryhorak and the parish priest of Probizhna Z. Pasichnyk, who is subordinated to him, were made the instruments of it. We would like to emphasize again that the matter in dispute in this lawsuit here in Chortkiv is two independent and autonomous religious organizations. The law of Ukraine “On Freedom of Worship and Religious Organizations”, Art. 4, states: “Whatever direct or indirect limitation of rights, direct or indirect preferring of citizens according to their religion as well as engendering of animosity or intolerance connected with it, or offending of feelings of the citizens, entail responsibility set by the law.” The matter of the whole proceedings is violation of this law of Ukraine in several points – limitation of the rights to existence of a religious organization and systematic liquidation, in which the state court in Chortkiv is now to do an indirect service. 

As for our monastery in Probizhna, this building was given to us lawfully by Bishop I. Bilyk OSBM to serve as a monastery. The deed of gift does not ordain whose monastery it should be – whether of the UGCC or the UOGCC or the Orthodox Church. It only says that this building is to serve as a monastery. The building did not lose the character of a monastery. It is a dwelling house of 14 religious sisters who fulfil their proper duties. All property documents are in order. The fact that the owner of the building is not the Church but individual religious sisters is a common practice in the majority of religious institutes at the present time. The whole problem is that another religious organization under the leadership of L. Husar and D. Hryhorak applies efforts to liquidate its adversary, that is, to throw religious sisters out on the street. And the state court in Chortkiv is to be abused for this purpose. Moreover, we have received confidential information from two witnesses that the judges were bribed by the UGCC leadership. So the judges are biased against the UOGCC and against our monastery. This is another violation of Art. 4 of the law “On Freedom of Worship and Religious Organizations”, i.e. engendering of religious animosity. The UGCC leadership headed by Husar and represented by Hryhorak invited the priest Vilchinskyi to the village of Probizhna with the aim of engendering religious animosity. Throughout one week in the second half of the year 2009 this priest publicly engendered religious animosity towards us in the church in Probizhna. Twice we had to call the police for help when they (the parish priest and the priest Vilchinskyi) had incited and fanaticised the local people against us. This was violation of Art. 4. Even at the cost of engendering religious animosity, the UGCC leadership pursued one object: liquidation of our monastery. Their plan failed. Their psychological intrigues, lies and defamation were ineffective. Now they have resolved to abuse state power to carry out their intention. They seek to liquidate an independent Church before its official registration. This is clear violation of law. This is limitation of the rights of one religious group by another one. This is engendering of religious animosity and intolerance, which, according to the laws of Ukraine, is liable to penalty. 

Art. 5 of the law “On Freedom of Worship and Religious Organizations” further states: “All religions and religious organizations are equal before the law. Giving whatever priority to or imposing a constraint on one religion, belief or religious organization in relation to others is inadmissible.”
The whole lawsuit pursues one aim – to trample down justice and the laws of Ukraine and to engender animosity between two religions which, however, is liable to penalty according to the Ukrainian laws.

In conclusion, we demand:

Because of partiality and corruption on the part of the judges, we demand that these judges be discharged and new ones be appointed who will be impartial. 

Contemplative sisters of the Monastery of the Annunciation 
Probizhna, February 4, 2010

