





A HAUIR UEPKBA - KWIBGHKMA IATPIAPXAT """

CTQHOBJIAATh XapaKTePHY OCOOMMBICTh BCHOTO BEMMKOIICHOTO OorocmyxiHHA. OpHaK y Liil MOMUTBI ix
3HaY€HHA BUJHO HaliKpauie. B TpuBanoMy i BaXKKOMY IIOIBUTOBi IyXOBHOTrO Bifpoj keHH:A LlepkBa He
BipinAe pymy Bif Tina. JIroguHa Bignana Bif bora Bes, ninkoM, gyiuero i TinoM; i BcA 1iiia II0AMHA MYCUTD
O6yTu moHOBJIeHa, abu moBepHyTUCS 10 bora. [pixoBHe majjiHHA monArae sikpas y rnepemosi IioTi —
TBApUHHOI ippallioHaIbHOI IOXOTi B HAC — HaJl [y XOBHOI0, 0 0>keCTBEHHOIO IIPUPOJI0I0. AJIe Ti/I0 TpeKpacHe,
TIJIO CBATE, HACTUIbKY cBATe, 10 CaM bor “ctas mnorTio”. OTOX CIIAcCiHHA 1 TOKasgHHA — He 3HeBara Mo
TiJla, HEe HEXTYBaHHA HUM, — aJie IIOHOBJIEHHA TiJIa y JI0r0 CIIPABXXHIM CIY>KiHHI AK BUpa3y XXUTTA 1 ByXY,
SK XpaMy HaiiJOPOTOIiHHIIIOI JTFOACHKOI Aymri. XpUCTUAHCbKIIT acKeTn3M — He 60poTbhba cynpoTu Tina,
aste 3a Hporo. OCb YOMY yCsi JIIOAMHA — JYLIEIO i TIIOM — KaeTbcs. Timo 6epe y4acTb y MOUTBI Ay1ii Tak
caMo, fAK i iyllIa MOJINTbCSA He 30BHi, a B CBOEMY TiJli. BigTak 03eMHi IOK/IOHY, IICUXOTi/IECHNI 3HAK KAaATTA
i cMUpeHHOCTI, IOKOPY, ITOLIAHM i TOCTYXY, € IPUKMETHOI OCOOIUBICTIO BETIMKOIIICHOTO OOTOCTY>KiHHS.
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IIboro poky mIOTUII MicAllb HaMaraerbcs

HAJIONMY)KUTU TIporasiHe 3UMOKI0 Y TIpyAHi - 30aaexy xaonyi. Moxkna cxasamu
Ta ciuyni. Ha niHii posmexyBaHHA 3 3 camoi Amepuxu?

pociiicekumy  Hemomamu  Ha  JloH6aci
MOPO3HO i CTpaurHo. 3eM/Isd 3aMOPOXKEHa, a -
oCb BilfHa raps4a. Y OMiHZaXi CUAATH IOHI
6iit11i OTHOTO 3 JOOPOBOIBPUNX OATANBITOHIB, - Yxpainyi 3 CIIIA donomoeau.
30BCiM Moroni xtomii, MOXKHa cKasatu Bowu npo cBoix ne 3adyBatoms...
pitn. Ha o6mmyuax aHi nepensaky , aHi
YOrocb HeTraTMBHOTO. Ta 11 IOCMIIIKM He
nob6ayutu. [lIBupie ssKach BeIMKa BTOMA,
K Bifi BaXKKOI, HEJIIOACHKOI 1 JOBIOTPUBAJIOL
pobotu. bo BililHa 3 YacoM cTae sK

To uye ax?

Y 6i0nobiov mobuanxa. Buxodumdv
cnpaBoi ne ouikybaiu Moa00i Oitiyi Ha
maxe.

nekenbHa pob6ora. Ochb Tak BUXOOUTD.... =

3aHocuMo y OnmiHAaX Bemuki, 3Mepsni B
NOpOo3iAmMKA. Kach YOpHABUIL XIOMYMHA, 3
qy0OOM IO BIIEPTO ITHETHCS Yepe3 HATATHY TY
I10 CaMi ByXa IIAIIYMHY, 3SMPKHYBIIN Ha OfIVH
HaIliBPO3KPUTUX IIAKYHKIB BECETIO 3a3HAYAE:

- TI'aranmepes npuixaaa! Tenep do
0iBuam nidemo...

- Ho cenapamucmox ? - xapmye
11020 nomimuo kana08yxui mobapuul.

- A xi0a inwux e mae?! Xoua 0
anoAiMmuyHuXx... .

Binyi Beceso , ax i 2co0umuca
napybxam, 3asubaromuoca y 6ionobiov
Ha HeBubazaubBuil xxapm cMixom.

- A xmo easranmepero opeanizyBa8?
- yikaBumuvca wopHABuil.

To noodaxyiame ix wupo! - 3a
Bcix 36epmaemuvca 0o Boronmepib
yopHABuilL.

Otoxx, HM3bKMi1 BaM yK/miH Hami yMTadi 3a
Typ6OTYy i momomory YkpaiHi, ii 6iriam, ii
3axXJICHUKaM i BoloHTepaM. | B3araji Hamri
yyravi 3 CIIJA i Kanagn Harikpami B cBiTi!

Baac. Ingpopm.
(M. Oninpo - Donbac)
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« Ukrainian Orthodox Church of Canada and Ukraine \
or Why Ukraine needs Constantinopole?».

Peaiziuni nouymmsa ma peaiziuina memamuxa
Haod3Buuaino monka mamepia. A momy
opykytouu npayro Muxoru Bopomuaenxa 3
Eomonmony « Ukrainian Orthodox Church of
Canada and Ukraine or Why Ukraine needs
Constantinopole?» pedakxuyia c6idoma w0
maxa nybaixayisa moxe Buxiuxasu He y Bcix
cxBasennsa. Ase mu nepekoHani ujo Hailbisvi
32Yy0H010 044 HAULOT OYyxoBnocmi € baidyxicmo.
PosyminnapoaillepxBu 8 xummiyxpaincekozo
Hapoody nad3Buuaino Baxaube 3aBdanna. I
Bono ne maxenpocme 044 po36’asanna. Oonax,
oymu  nacubnumu cnocmepieauamu mMux
peaicitinux npouyecib, kompi 6i0byBatomovca
6 Ykpaini ma diacnopi mu He maemo npaba.

Ilpodobrxenna. [louamox
Y nonepeonvomy Homepi

“...Metropolitan Constantine, of blessed memory,
and Metropolitan Yurij, and Metropolitan Nomi-
nate Antony were students of Metropolitan Ilarion.
When was it, Father, that Metropolitan Ilarion’s stu-
dents rejected his teachings and his memory? When
did they heed the whispers of evil? Was it still dur-
ing the life of the Teacher, or after the Crucifixion?.”
“..You state that the Church of the Kyiv Patriar-
chate is not conciliar. Perhaps you are thinking of
your brothers and concelebrants of the Moscow
Patriarchate. If you would take the time to read the
Constitution of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church
of the Kyiv Patriarchate, you would notice that
our Church has a conciliar form of governance.
You “enjoy Communion” with the Moscow Pa-
triarchate and decry as tragic not being able to
have Communion with your brothers in Ukrain-
ian Churches. Who is keeping you from it?.”
“..Afterall, youassert that the UOCC s not subjugat-
ed to Constantinople. Unfortunately, through your
words and actions you prove otherwise. Whether to
be in Communion with the Church of the Kyiv patri-
archate is nota doctrinal matter. You have the absolute
right, and owe a duty to your to your ancestors and
predecessors, to decide this matter for yourself, with-
out seeking permission from your Greek masters...”
“...You state that the Patriarchate of Constantinople

Hobpodiit M. Bopomusenko o00un 3 HAWUX
wupux i 000pux npuamenib. Poxamu pedaxyis
cnibpobimnuuae ma niompumye kKowmaxm
3 yum ne Oanldyxum ykpainyem. 3 4UMOCH
MU MOXceMo He noz2o0xyBamuca 6 nosuyiax
Yb020 2pomMaodcvkozo akmubicma. Ase me o
cBoeto disaavnicmio nan Mukoaa Bopomuaenxo
npaene mnpucaykumu Yxpaini ma cBoemy
HapoOdy He Buxaukae HKoOHux cymnibib.
Mu o0yoemo 60sauni 3a Bawi Oymxu i
cyoxceHHA w000 onybaikoBanoi npayi. Pasom
wykamu icmuny aeeue! Iapnozo uumanns.

®dideav Cyxonic,
pedaxkmop

does not interfere in the affairs of the UOCC. Rev-
erend Father, in all honesty, admits it. The published
Articles of Agreement are but a deceitful facade. We
all know that the actual agreement signed by our hi-
erarchs is a detailed and exhaustive document, wor-
thy of Byzantine tradition, and that the Phanar has
the right to interfere in the affairs of the UOCC..”
“..In the United States, the Consistory at first de-
nied even the existence of any written agreement
at its Sobors. This, of course, later proved to be un-
true. I served on the Constitution Committee at the
Sobor of the UOCofUSA in 2010, which reviewed
a previously written proposed new Constitution.
There, Vladyka Antony briefly circulated one copy
of Articles of Agreement, virtually identical to the
ones published by you. At my request, a copy was
made for me. On the reverse sides of the two pages
I received, there appeared portions of printed par-
agraphs, which someone, apparently, neglected to
delete. Article XV. Is entitled Omophorion Rights
and Obligations. The following paragraph was de-
leted. Paragraph 2. is entitled Financial Obligations
of the UOC of USA to the Ecumenical Patriarchate.
The following instructions follow, in parenthesis: “A
note to the Constitution Committee of the UOC of
USA: please provide the necessary information re-
quired under the above heading” The Consistory of
the UOC of USA denies that it has any financial ob-
ligations to the Phanar. But, it appears that the hier-

archs have made agreements binding upon Church,
g 0 g
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which violate its Constitution. It now appears prob-
able that the Constitutions proposed to and adopt-
ed by Sobors are disregarded by the Consistories.
The published Articles of Agreement do not reflect
the true agreements made by the Church hierarchs.
The true agreements are hidden where the faithful
may, perhaps, have access to the in half a century,
at a time when the Ukrainian Orthodox Church in
the Diaspora will no longer exist, unless the faith-
ful arise from their slumber, and the clergy re-
cover the courage to return to the way of truth..”
Mn rtakox Moxemo mnpocmigkysary, Ak YIIIK
nourHaouy 3 1990 poky, “mopsiroBama’ CBOIO
pobory 3 KoHcranTmHOmoMeM 1mo6 DOIOMOITH
Ykpaini i sk Bapdonomeit “pearyBaB” Ha ue.
“..In 1993 the worldwide news media reported
that Patriarch Bartolomew publicly condemned
the UOC of the USA as “the Church of the dev-
il”. However in 1995 he was in Eucharistic Union
with this “Church of the devil” In Appril 1994 in
a major press interview, Patriarch Bartolomew
publicly declare that he “categorically rejects”
the independent Ukrainian Orthodox Church
in Ukraine, and that Moscow’s control over the
Churches in Ukraine in to remain inviolate...”
“...Another example of Patriarch Bartolomew’s
machinations was his visit to Odessa to meet with
Moscow’s Patriarch Aleksei and Metropoliatan Vo-
lodymyr of the UOC Moscow Patriarchate, in Sep-
tember 1997. Patriarch Bartolomew refused to meet
with representative of the other two independent UO
Churches who had sought an audience with him in
Odessa...Patriarch Bartolomew is quoted as saying,
among other things: “That he recognizes only the
UOC under the jurisdiction of the Moscow Patriar-
chate” ..”The problem of the Ukrainian Orthodoxy
is to be resolved by Moscow’s Patriarch Aleksei and
that this is within his control and capacity to do...”
Tenepimniit ITaTpiapx PIILI Kupun 21 nucronapa
2016 poky i 9ac CBOTO I0OBi/Iel0 3asABUB, 1O BiH
HeponyctuTh Bigminenna YIILI MII B YkpaiHi Bif
PIILI. To6T0 06’ €qHAHHS BCIX TIPABOCIABHUX LIEPKOB
B YKpaiHi B OZHY, B HalIO/IVDK4i pOKY He BifTOY e ThCs.
o mposip YIILIK gymae 3 1bOro BUC/IOBIIOBAaHHA?
Ax BiH 36upaerbca pgomomoraty  YkpaiHi?
Takox pgyxke wikaBow A Bipyroounx YIIIK
Oynme mepemmcka B 1995 poui mix ITarpiapxom
Bapdonomeem Ta narpiapxom PIIII
Anexciem. IlpuBOomMMO BUTPUMKM 3 JIUCTA.

Letter from Patriarch Alexis to Patriarch
Bartolomew
18 May 1995, No.1308

“...Your Holiness, You know what deep pain we ex-
perienced in 1990, in connection with the one-sid-
ed, without prior consultation with us, decision of
the Sacred Synod of the Constantinopolitan Church

in receiving into Your jurisdiction the so-called
“Ukrainian Greek Orthodox Church of Canada”
Now, the new decision taken without consultation
with us gives birth to still more serious problems.
“...receiving under Your omophorion the so-called
“Ukrainian Autocephalous Orthodox Church in
the USA and Diaspora,” Your Holiness entered
into communion with the schismatic group in
Ukraine, headed by two false-patriarchs: Vladimir
(Romaniuk) and Dimitri (Yarema). To the point:
the schismatic themselves receive your action of
11 March of this year precisely in this manner...”
“..It is evident totally, that the given action
brought enormous damage to Church unity of
Orthodox Christians in Ukraine and faithfulness
to sacred canons. It has given impulse to endeav-
ors by schimatics to assert themselves in Ukraine
as the dominant “legal” Church. All of this brings
down upon Orthodox bishops, clergy and laity
new sufferings, causing enormous damage to the
prestige of the Constantinopolitan Patriarchate
in the eyes of the Orthodox people in Ukraine...”
“...We are forced, with all firmness, to place Your
Holiness on notice that the Russian Church will not,
under any circumstance, enter into communion with
those so-called bishops received into your jurisdic-
tion on 11 March until a decision on the Ukrainian
autocephalous schism is resolved in a legal, canon-
ical, manner...” “...We regret profoundly, as we are
forced to admit, that serious damage will be born to
the unity of North American Orthodoxy as the result
of action taken by the Constantinopolitan Throne.
The latter is especially sorrowful for us, for the Rus-
sian Orthodox Church always was aware of her
special responsibility for growth on the ecclesiasti-
cal field, planted by her in North America. She will
never weaken in her prayers to the Great Chief Pas-
tor, our Lord Jesus Christ, for the desired unity of
the North American flock, that the historic place-
ment of Holy Orthodoxy in America be crowned
with a common Orthodox witness to its maturity...”
“...The consequences of such actions not only under-
mines the peace of the Church which has existed be-
tween us until now, but also mortally injures pan-Or-
thodox order and progress; the foremost and most
outrageous instance being the totally unmanagea-
ble “autocephality’of the Metropolia in America...”
(As we <can see from this letter the
pan-Orthodox order - exist. MV)
Reply from Patriarch Bartholomew
to Patriarch Alexis
July 11, 1995, Prot. No. 937
... Fifth, of course to a certain extent we can compre-
hend the fears Your Beatitude and your Holy Synod

have as to the consequences which the settlement
of the Ukrainians in the Diaspora could eventually
have had on the general situation in Ukraine, if
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care had not been taken.
In this regard we would like to assure you that the
induction of the Ukrainian communities into the ca-
nonical order of the Orthodox Church by receiving
them under the omophorion of the Ecumenical Pa-
triarch will, we believe, finally prove to be beneficial
for the relationship between the Most Holy Church of
Russia and the faithful in Ukraine. This is so because
on the one hand those received were obligated to for-
mally declare that they will not seek autocephaly of
the Ukrainian Church, or event a part of it, through
know methods employed by the “autocephalists” who
operate in every way possible. On the other hand,
it is no longer possible for them to cooperate or to
commune with schismatic Ukrainian groups which
are out of communion with the Orthodox Church
without bearing harm to themselves, provided the
canonical principle “one who receives communion
with another who is out of communion finds one-
self also out of communion” is still valid for them.

SIk Mmu 6aurmo Bapdormomeir BUIIPaBIOBYETHCS
nepen Ajekciem i 3ameBHs€ 106 TOM HIYOrO He
6osBca. Bce mim koHTpomeM. BuHMkae Takox
3allMTaHHA [0 iHINiaTOpiB Ta yYaCHMKIB IIpOLECy
BxompkeHHA YIIIIK no Koncrantunonons. Ilpo sAxi
Ta€MHI JOMOBJIEHOCTI, Y/ HOBITHIi, € PKOBHUI ITAKT
“Pibentpoma-Mornorosa”, roBoputb Bapdomomeir?
AI>Ke y BIIKpUTHX JpDKepelax HiYoro He iCHYE.
Yy MoxnmBOo Oyra JOMOBJIEHICTP Ha CIOBax?
B cepenoBumi npasoBipanx YIIIIK 6ynmu ta icHyoTh
naTpioTy, A1 AKUX BO3'€THAHHA 3 MaTepuHCHKOIO
Ykpaincpkow IIpaBocmaBHOW0 1IEpKBOIO B YKpaiHi
0y/10 JaBHBOIO Mpi€to. Ajie Ije BUK/INKAE IIaIeHHNIT
cynpotuB 3 6oky Bumoro mposoxy YIIIK i
ocobucro Murpononmura IOpisa. O3naitoMuBIINCDH
IONIEPEIHbO /IMILIE 3 JEKiIbKOMa [JOKYMEHTaMM
Mu Tenep posymiemo Yomy? Haiibinbuie aBTOpa
VX psAfKiB o6ypmwmn ail Mutpononura HOpis mo
BiJJHOILIEHHIO 10 OfiHi€l 3 KOJMILHIX JIOr0 LIEPKOB.
Ykpaincbka IIpaBocnaBna Ilepksa cBaToro Ilerpa i
ITaBma B micTi HoBnit Bectmincrep B bpurancokin
Konmymo6ii 6yna 3anoyaTkoBaHa B 1958 pori, misHie
BUK/IIOYHO Ha KOLITM rpoMmajyu Oyma moOymoBaHa
nepkBa. Komm VYkpaima crama HesaneXxHOI,
LIepPKOBHA TpoMajia Lji€l LepKBY BUPILINMIA TIEPENTI
mno YIIIT KII. Ie BuK/IMKaNO CTpalleHy HETaTMBHY
peakuito mposopy YIIIIK. CpameHHuka orus
[.®ina 3a Te, mo BiH npaBuB cay>x6y boxy B Ll
1epkKBi, enTpanbuuit nposin YIIIK nmumus npasa
Oytn cBamenHnkom???!!! A caMmy LiepkBy modanm
3aKpMBaTH i IT0Ya/1IM Ipolec ii mpopaxy. Hesenuke
IIOSICHEHHsI JyIs1 YuTada. 3 TifIHO SIKMXOCh “CTaTyTiB”
Bci nepkBy siki Hanmexars go YIIIJK i saxi mo6ynoBaHi
Ha KOWITM BIipylYMX BCE OJHO ABJAKTHCA
BJIaCHICTIO 1eHTpanbHOro nposopy YIILK. Ym me
tak? Ilpoumec NpOTUCTOAHHA BipyrOUMX LIEPKBU
cearoro Ilerpa i IlaBma ta Koncucropii Tpusas
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6ins 10 pokiB. Tak sAK ymoau He XOTi/M IpopaBaTu
LIEPKBY TO ILIEHTPA/JbHMUII IIPOBiJ, LI€PKBM II0YaB
CyAMUTHCA 3 TpoMajo. Ha 3BepHeHHA TpoMaiu Ipo
NPUIVHEHHA CY/IOBOTO IIPOLECYy i 3HAXOM>KEHHA
AKNXOCh JIOMOBJIEHOCTEN, TaK fAK Iie Jy>Ke JOpOro
KOIITYE, LeHTpanbuuii nposin YIILIK He pearysas.
Jl714 HeBeIMKOI LIepKOBHOI TpOMazy CYy Ta IIOCIYTU
afiBoKaTa KowmTyBamm 6ima 200 Tmcsad monApis,
ame “uentpans’ YIIIK mpopomxyBama cymoBumit
npouec. Ha e morpi6no 6yro mie corni Tucsy. 106
BUITM 3 I[bOTO CTAHOBMIIA Ta 30epertu LepKBy
Bipyroun YIIII cearoro IlerpaillaBma mpomanm 75%
MaliHa IepKBIU e(]iolChKiil MpaBOCTaBHi TpoMafi,
a co6i saymmmm 25%. Lle mano 3smory BUIUTATUTH
Koncucropii un nentpanbnomy mnposopy YIIIK
650 Tucsau ponapis!! «xommencanii»!??? Iluranusa
3a mo? Tobro Mpia Ta OakaHHA YKpaiHCBKOI
rpomajy BUKoHyBatu pintenss 2 Co6opy YITII Bix
27.11.1919 poky i Hanexxatu go YIII KITkomrysano
iit 6111 OJHOT'O MIJIBMOHA pomnsipis!!! Bunukae
HUTaHHA KOro mo6uth KoHcucTopis, neHTpanbHui
nposip YIIIK ta Mutponomur [Opiin? Ipomi ymn
Ykpainy? Mn Ije MokeMO IIOTOANTICD, IO TYT OyIIn
3afiifHi Benuki rpomi i xToch 6yB “ociimneHHMI”
HUMM. Ajle caMe HeNpUMEMHE Ta IIOKylode Oy/o
HanucaHo B yucti Mwurponommra YIIIK IOpia
[0 TOJIOBM LIEPKOBHOI TpOMajiXi LE€PKBM CBATOTO
Ilerpa i IlaBma 2 nmucrtomapma 2011 poxky. Len mucr
BapTUil TOro mo6 1oro mokasary moBHicTio. Llei
JUCT CTaB TOJOBHOK IPUYMHOK IO HaNMCaHHA
uiei crarri. Tum 6inpmi, mo aBTOp 3HA€ IaHa
A Ilanpky ocobucTo, K BipHOro martpiora Ykpainm.

- VKPAIHCBKA ITPABOCJIABHA LIEPKBA B KAHALI
4 UKRAINIAN ORTHODOX CHURCH OF CANADA
L'BGLISE ORTHODOXE UKRAINIENNE DU CANADA
9 St.John's Avenue,  Winnipeg, Manitoba R2W 1G8

Tel. (204) 586-3093  (204) 582-8709 _ Fax. (204) 582-5241
web site: www.uoce.ca e-mail: consistory@uocc.ca

November 2%, 2011

Mr. Anatoly Ciacka
5465 Cambridge N.
Burnaby, B.C., V5B 4P3

Dear Mr. Ciacka,

Cnasa Icycy Xpacty! Glory to Jesus Christ!

You have chosen to become a member of the Vicariate of the Ukrainian Orthodox
Church of the Kyivan Patriarchate in the United States and Canada, and furthermore you have
been appointed or elected as President of a mission community of the said Church.

By so doing, your membership with the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of Canada has been
forfeited. A member who fails to abide by the rules and regulations of the Church or otherwise
conducts himseif in a manner detrimental to the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of Canada may
have his membership revoked and his name struck from the membership roll of the Church.

By this letter termination of ‘your membership in the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of
Canada is confirmed.

With the Grace of God,

‘YURIJ, Metropolitan
Archbishop of Winnipeg and the Central Eparchy
Primate of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of Canada

e Wayne Murdoch, Barrister
Holy Trintty Ukr. Orth, Cathedral, Parish Council
Rev. Roman Tsaplan
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I ne nume Mutpononut KOpiit 1o ogHOTO 3 TaTPiOTIB
YKpainu Ta yKpaiHChKOI IlepKBu. SIK B3araji Takmii
JINCT Mir MOSABUTHUCH Ha cBiT? XTO itoro mucas? o
3a oroyeHHA Mae Murpononurt O0piit? Xto gae iomy
nopazan? et mucT NpoTUpIiYNTDb BCIM MOpanbHUM,
JTIOJCBKMM, a TUM Oi/IbII XPUCTUAHCPKUM KaHOHAM.
B Toit yac ko ediony KOMOMOralTb YKpaiHCHKii
LEPKBi 1 PATYIOTD ii, «yKpalHCbKMit» Mutpomnonut
IOpiit roToBuit 3SHUIINTY OFHY i3 CBOIX IIepKOBHUX
rpoMaji JMIIe TOMY, IO BOHA IIOBEPHY/IACH [0
Ykpainu. Xo4 MM MOXEMO 3[0TafyBaTHCh 3BiJJKM
poctyrbHorn. ITposig YIILIKmpocToiineBdapBaTepi
Koncrantunonons, t06T0 MockBu. [InranHs
XTO B oToueHHi Mutpononura IOpia aBnaerbca
areHToOM MOCKBM 4y HAiBHUM Ta OCJIIIJIEHUM
MidiuHO0 KaHOHIYHOCTIO? UM MOXIMBO BiH cam?
This is reply to Metropolitan Yurij
Detrimental to UOCC? Who? Why?

To  Brothers and  Sisters in  Christ.
I wrote a conciliatory letter to Metropolitan Yurij and
all of the 23 Consistory members (see attachment) on
April, 23,2011 in regard to the Ukrainian Autoceph-
alous Orthodox Church of Sts. Peter & Paul, Kyivan
Patriarchate, in New Westminster and received his
reply on November 2, 2011 stating that I am detri-
mental to the UOCC because I belong to the KP and
he is, therefore, terminating my long standing mem-
bership of the UOCC even though I am still a paid up
member in good standing as of today’s date. This was
done without due process according to the UOCC’s
By-Laws. (see attachments of the two letters).
If I am detrimental to the UOCC, because I also
belong to the Ukrainian Orthodox Church - Ky-
ivan Patriarchate, would I be welcomed with
open arms if I belong to the Moscow Patriarchate?
Who is detrimental? A person who tries to save the
Ukrainian Orthodox Church of Sts Peter & Paul in
New Westminster as directed by Metropolitan John
six years ago or the one who has prevented and denied
the parishioners from having a priest for Liturgical
and Funeral services. We did not leave the UOCC
but it was the Consistory that disaffiliated us from
the UOCC. We, therefore, had to spiritually join the
Ukrainian Mother Church, KP, so that we could have
priests for Liturgical Services for our parishioners.
Fr. Hladio as Chancellor of the UOCC stated in his
letter that our church in New Westminster is like a
“Baba” (old woman) who is on life support and has to
make sure that her death is peaceful and painless as
possible. Does Fr Hladio means to pull the plug on the
“Baba” to hasten Baba’s death to get her inheritance?
Not content with Fr. Hladio’s unsuccessful actions
the Consistory is continuing to choke “Baba” (our
Church in New Westminster) financially with le-
gal costs by involving her in litigation to get the
inheritance by taking “Baba’, who is still alive,
to Court to get her property for $1.00 and ig-
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noring my letter of reconciliation (see attached).
To our great sorrow the Consistory continued to
take us to Court in the period of the Ukrainian Or-
thodox Great Lent. This took place in the Supreme
Court on Thursday, 29 March, 2012. Thank God
the Judge postponed the hearing, which enabled the
parishioners to celebrate Ukrainian Orthodox East-
er in peace in their beloved Church. The UOCC
has counter-sued us and again we are scheduled
to a Summary Trial at the B.C. Supreme Court in
New Westminster on 20th and 21st March 2013.
Currently it has cost the New Westminster Church
approximately $150,000.00 in legal fees and no doubt
Fr/Lawyer Udod’s and Mr. Murdochs legal bills
for the Consistory would probably be greater than
ours. Who is paying for the Consistory’s legal fees
and how much are they? I heard that theirs is way
over $150,000.00. Do you know? Have your Con-
sistory delegates informed you? If not, why don’t
you ask and ask where is the money coming from?
So far we have saved “Babas” life for the past six
years while the Consistory is constantly trying
to pull the plug on “Baba” to take her inheritance.
Now, ask yourselves who is detrimental to the
UOCC -- the people who want to keep the
Church alive or the Consistory who wants to
take the Church for $1, close and sell the Church?
To the patriots and members of the UOCC
we ask you to stand together -- united.
There is a saying: “United we stand. Divided we fall”
We should be in communion with our 2 churches --
UOCCandUOC-KPas“BrothersandSistersin Christ”
andnotbedictatedwithwhomwecanprayormeetwith.
We should be taking an example from the Ukrain-
ian Catholic Church in Canada where they have
no enemies amongst themselves in Ukraine and in
Canada. They can do services with their priests from
Ukraine in Canada whereas the UOCC will not al-
low any Ukrainian Orthodox KP priest to do a joint
service in a UOCC Church. But the UOCC can do
a joint service with a Moscow Patriarchate, which
they are considered to be canonical with the UOCC.
Contrary to the Church’s canons the Consistory also
suspended Fr. Hryhorij Fil’ for celebrating a Liturgy in
our church when there was no parish priest assigned.
“The Epitome of Canon 4 of the Seventh Ecu-
menical Council held at Nicia in 787 AD states:
“And if anyone, through the power of gold, or of an-
ything, or through his own whims shall be found
to have prevented any one of the Clergy who are
subject to him, from the celebration of the Holy Of-
fices, or shall have shut up a venerable temple, so
that the sacred worship of God could not be per-
formed in it, he shall be subject to the lexalionis”
The UOCC should be adhering to the can-
ons as they now claim to be canonical. Now,
who is detrimental to the UOCC of Cana-
da? Is it the one who tries to save the Church
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for the future generations or the one who is chok-
ing/closing it and throwing out the members out of
their beloved church onto the street -- the church
that was paid for by them with years of volunteer-
ing their free, and hard, labour with not a penny
given by the Consistory to support the Church fi-
nancially in any way. There is no concern by the
Consistory for the spiritual well being of these pa-
rishioners in New Westminster. It seems that the
Consistory is more concerned about the money.
There is a saying: “money is the root of all evil”.
And you wonder why the parishioners are leav-
ing the UOCC! The numbers speak for themselves!
Refer to Fr. Thor O email to the Consisto-
ry re “Credit Cards” to verify this statement.
We are a small parish of approximately 40-50 mem-
bers. However, there are many smaller parishes with
about 5 members and the UOCC is not going after
their properties. Maybe it is because the land in New
Westminster is more valuable than in the Prairies.
We need your support.
Perhaps it will be your church next where appoint-
ed Trustees by the Consistory will be parachut-
ed to transfer your church property to the Con-
sistory for $1 as they have tried to do so to our Sts
Peter & Paul Church in New Westminster con-
trary to their written agreements not to do so.
We feel that closing the Church is not the Chris-
tian way when there are people who are begging
to keep it open. There is a video available where
you see the parishioners begging Fr. Hladio to
keep the Church open. We also have this tran-
script, which we can e-mail it to you on request.
Also my Afhidavit submitted to the Court is avail-
able on request. All documents that are submitted
and registered with the Supreme Court are open
to the public and not, as stated by the Consistory,
that the matter cannot be disclosed as “it is before
the Court”. This will give you more information.
There is a Ukrainian saying “cho prav-
da to ne hrikh”® -- that truth is not a sin!
As the Consistory is continuing to choke us financial-
ly with legal costs in order to close the Church in New
Westminster we are therefore appealing to Ukraini-
ans, descendants of Ukrainians and non-Ukraini-
ans to please consider supporting us morally and fi-
nancially to keep our Church alive as this will set a
precedent to keep your Church alive. We would be
very grateful for any financial support as modest as it
may be by sending us a donation cheque payable to:

Ukrainian Autocephalous Ortho-
dox Church of Sts Peter & Paul or
(Ukr.Auto.Orth.Church  of Sts. P & P)
304 8th Street
New Westmlnster B.C. V3M 3Rl
or to m home address:
5465 Cambridge Street
Burnaby. B.C. V5B 4P3.
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Please pray for our Churchs survival
With Christian Love,
A n a t 0 1

Y
PS: The letter to Metropolitan Yurij dated 23 April
2011 was also mailed to all 23 members of the Con-
sistory of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of Canada.

Metropolitan ~ Yurij  replied to my let-
ter on 2nd November 2011.
Please forward this email to your friends

and relatives so that the truth will be known.

ITicna duMTaHHA LMX JIUCTIB  HAIpOLIYETbCA
3alMTaHHA: MOXIMBO Mutpononut IOpiit Ta unenn
KoHcucropii cami siBnsieTbest mikipmuBumu (detrimen-
tal) msa YIILIK ta Ykpainu? Ajpke BOHU CKIa[jal0Th
JuIle MajeHbKMII BiICOTOK NPUXWIbHUKIB Ta
3HaBI[iB “KaHOHIYHOCTi” i OIBIIICTD IIEPKOBHOI
rpoMaZi He TIOTOKYIOTbCA 3 IXHIMU [iAMIU.
Mu moxeMO HOIYCTUTH, IO Ha LIbOMY INPUKIAfi
uentpanpHuit mposig YIILIKioco6mucto Murpononut
IOpiit xoTinu mokasary BCiM IHIIMM IjepKBaM, 4OTO
iMm 6yme kxomryBatum mo60B mo Ykpainu. Pasom
3 TUM Ccepefi MPaBOCTABHOI IPOMAjii BXKe /[ABHO
icHye nmyMKa, 10 B cepe;aom/mu TPOBOJTY YHHK
BifOyBaloTbcs Ime sAKiChb “He 3po3yMimi Iporecn’.
Irnopyroun YIIII KII, VIILIK pasoM 3 TuM mpaunioe
Ha/J| 30/IVDKeHHAM i 06’ €JHAaHHAM BCiX TPaBOCTaBHUX
nepkoB B IliBHiuHill Awmepuni. [lna unporo B
EnMOHTOHI B/IAIITOBYIOTbCA «[HI IIpaBOCIaBifA»
Ha fAKi 3alIpOIIYIOTbCA BCi IIpaBOC/IaBHI LjepkBu. B
tomy 4ucii i Pycpka III, Aka omocepenkoBaHo 4u
IpsAMO KOHTPOMIETbcA Mockbow. Buxoguts, 1o
mns Mutponomura IOpis 6yap ska iHIma Ijepksa
HabaraTo pigHimla HDK CBOS MaTepMHCbKa IjepKBa
B YkpaiHi. Yomy Tak? Takoxx Hampouryerbca
NUATAHHA [IHi IpaBOC/IaBiA  Iie IPOCTO NPABOCTABHE
OpaTcTBO UM MOX/IMBO Hi/ITOTOBKA 10 Maii0yTHHOTO
o0’eflHaHHA BCiX HalliOHAJIBHMX IPABOCTABHUX
LEPKOB B OJHYy IIpaBOC/IaBHY ILepkBy IliBHiuYHOI
Amepuxn? Ha npsiMe 3anmTaHHA 4 Lie TaK Ha camiit
CIIpaBi BOHM TOBOPATH, IO Hi. A/le Ha Take came
3aMUTAHHA 10 POBOJTY VIIL] B IliBpenniint Amepuui
BOHM BiIBEPTO BifITIOBifAIOTDH, IIJO TAK MU IIPALIFOEMO
HaJ, O00’€IHAaHHAM BCiX IIPaBOC/IABHUX I[ePKOB B
OfHy ImpaBociaBHy LepkBy IliBmeHoi Amepuku.
Tob6To M'SIKO KaXy4M MU MOXEMO [OIYCTUTH,
mo Koncucropia ta mnposig YIIIK npuxoyoTb
Bifl rpoMaau fKich Jyke BaXIuBi fii Ta ¢akTu.
Ha >xanmp My Maemo 6arato JJOKyMEHTIB sIKi TOBOPATD
po Te, IO Mpolec 00 eTHAHHS BCiX MPaBOCTABHUX
LIepKOB TPOBOAMUTbCA 1 JyXe aKTuBHO. Hipkuye
IOIAI0TbCA B CKOPOYEHOMY  BUITIAML  JeAKi
OOKYMEeHTH. BoHM [oOCTymHiI 1A 3anikaBlaeHUX
mopieti, ane cepep Bipytounx YIIIIK BoHu ocobnmso
HE PO3INOBCIOKYIOTbCA. [nd  mifTBepi KeHHA
poboT 1O 06’€MHAHHIO TPUBENEMO [eKilbKa
BUCTYIIB Tepes, KOH(EpeHIielo Ta [JIOKYMEHT
npo koHdepeHIio ska Bigbymack B 2009 pori.

2135



A HALUA LEPKBA - KUTBCLKUH MATPIAPXAT =" "™

Ecumenical Patriarchate: American ‘Diaspora’
must submit to Mother Church
MARCH 18, 2009 POSTED BY: JOHN COURE-
TAS
The battle is joined.

Highlight:
With regards to the United States, the submission
to the First Throne of the Church, that is, to the Ec-
umenical Patriarchate is not only fitting with the
American society and mentality but also it opens up
the horizons of possibilities for this much-promis-
ing region, which is capable of becoming an exam-
ple of Pan-Orthodox unity and witness. The Mother

Church of Constantinople safeguards for the Ortho-
dox Church in America those provisions that are
needed for further progress and maturity in Christ.

Challenges of Orthodoxy in America And the Role
of the Ecumenical Patriarchate

By Very Reverend Archimandrite
Dr. Elpidophoros Lambriniadis
Chief Secretary of the Holy and Sacred Synod
(Chapel of the Holy Cross, March 16, 2009)
Reverend Protopresbyter Nicholas Triantafyllou,
President,
Reverend Protopresbyter Thomas Fitzgerald, Dean
of the School of Theology,
Reverend and Esteemed Members of the Faculty and
staff,
Dear Students,

It is an exceptional honor and a great joy for me to be
here today, among you, with the blessing and permis-
sion of His All Holiness the Ecumenical Patriarch and
the consent of His Eminence the Archbishop of Amer-
ica, in order to share with you some thoughts regard-
ing the present condition of Orthodoxy in America
and our Ecumenical Patriarchate’s position towards it.

The cultural peculiarities and characteristics of the
United States find also a reflection in, as it is only
natural, and exercise an influence on the religious
communities of this country. It is far from acciden-
tal that none of the “traditional” religions (com-
ing either from Europe or elsewhere), remained the
same once they were replanted on American soil.
The same change can be of course observed in the
case of Orthodoxy, whose appearance and develop-
ment in America was influenced by certain indete
rminable factors.
The firstand main challenge that American Orthodoxy
faces is that it has been developed in a region, which,
from an administrative and technical point, is that of
diaspora. By the term “diaspora” we indicate that re-
gion whose ecclesiastical jurisdiction is been unfor-
tunately claimed by a variety of “Mother” Churches,
which wish to maintain their pastoral care over their
respective flocks, comprised by the people who, over
the years, immigrated to the superpower called USA.
In this way, the Orthodox faithful in America be-

came organized according to their national origin
and not according to the canon law of the Ortho-
dox Church—that is, they organized themselves
not in accordance with the principles of Orthodox
ecclesiology which dictates that neither nation-
al origin, nor the history of a groups appearance
in a particular region but rather the canonical tax-
is and the perennial praxis of the Church, as codi-
fied by the Ecumenical Councils, has the ultimate
authority. (mogu o6’egHamich 1A 3aOBOJICHHA
CBOIX perniriitHux notpe6, a He KoHcTaHTMHOMOMA
Ipo iCHyBaHHSA SKOTO MOX/IMBO i He 3Hamm) (MB).
According to such ecclesiological principles, in any
given region there can be one and only one bishop
who shepherds the Orthodox faithful, regardless
of any nationalistic distinction. It was, however, the
very opposite scenario that took place in America
and today one observes the challenging deplorable
condition where a number of bishops claim pasto-
ral responsibility for the same geographic region. (ue
3pO3yMizi0 YoMy e oguH? K pyMMHOMOBHUI
4y T'PEKOMOBHUII CBAILIEHHMK Milr 3aJ0OBOIBbHUTHI
perniriiini moTpebu ykpaiHuiB y Ttoit 4ac?) (MB)
A second challenge of the Church in America is that
it was brought here by people who left their home-
lands at a time that these homelands were econom-
ically underdeveloped. Economic immigration cre-
ated, from the very first moment, the need for these
people to assimilate to their adopted land in order to
achieve, as soon as possible, the high living stand-
ards of the privileged Americans and therefore to en-
joy the fruits of the American dream. Towards that
goal, they changed their names, they put an empha-
sis on the English language in every aspect of their
lives, and at last they succeeded in becoming true
American citizens, holding ever higher positions in
the financial, commercial, academic, artistic and po-
litical life of this country. The negative aspect of this
strong emphasis on cultural assimilation was the con-
sideration of the faithfulness in one’s cultural back-
ground as an impediment to the progress and suc-
cess in the American society. Thus, the complexes of
an alleged inferior nationality or class that, in order
to enjoy the fruits of the American dream, is sup-
posed to eradicate any bond to its distinctive culture.
The third challenge of Orthodoxy in America con-
cerns the manner of its ecclesiastical organization.
The Orthodox faithful organized themselves in
communities of lay people, who, in turn, became
identified with the ecclesiastical community in the
manner of the traditional organization of Chris-
tian communities. Thus, the parish (kowétnta) be-
ing now governed by lay elected members, builds
its own Church, school and other such institutions,
and provides the priest’s salary. Such communal or-
ganization improves, as it is right and desirable, the
role of laity in Church administration, and increas-
es the sense of responsibility and participation in the
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life of the Church, offering thus the change to
the Church to profit of its talented and able pa-
rishioners. On the other hand, however, four
very concrete dangers lurk behind such a com-
munal organization of the local Church:
a) That the priest might become alienated from his ad-
ministrative duties, and from being the spiritual leader
oftheparishwouldbecomeaclerkofthe parish council,
b) That the parishioners would find it difhi-
cult to comprehend the rules according to
which the Church is governed and instead
they would follow their own secular reasoning,
c) That the structures of the parish would become
influenced by the prevalent Protestant models
and thus they would replicate and imitate prac-
tices that are foreign to the Spirit of Orthodoxy,
d) That the parishes would degenerate into
nothing more than membership clubs, in-
vested with some ecclesiastical resemblance.
As you all know, one of the secrets for the success
of the American miracle in its financial, political
and technological aspects was precisely its desire to
detach itself from the traditional models of the old
world, its ability to break free from the established
norms, its willingness to question whatever was
considered as given or beyond any criticism. As it
might have been expected, these tendencies soon
found an expression within the life of the Church,
sometimes in more extreme ways, other times in
more temperate ways. Thus, soon Orthodox cler-
gymen became indistinguishable from the clergy
of other denominations, choirs in the western style
were adopted, the liturgical tradition became more
and more impoverished by being limited only to the
bare essentials, etc. (He 3po3ymino, 10 IOraHOTrO
0y10 B TOMY, 10 HOBOIIPMOY/i BiMOBMINCH Bif
AKUXOCh apXaiyHMX IIOCTY/NaTiB JABOXTUCAYHOI
[aBHOCTI Ta CTa/IM Kpallie XUTY HixK B €Bpomi? (MB)
It is particularly saddening that the crisis in priestly
vocation has decreased dramatically the number but
also the quality of celibate priests, whom one day will
be assigned with the responsibility of governing this
Church. Lack of spirituality makes the monastic ideal
incomprehensible and unattractive especially among
the youth (with the exception, of course, of the afore-
mentioned monastic communities with their own
peculiarities). (Axmo me pobuth mpobmeMu s
Mari0y THbOrOYOMYHeBiIMOBUTUCHBifuoroch?) (MB)
Having attempted this general evaluation of the
American Orthodoxy, allow me to consider brief-
ly the Holy Archdiocese of America, this most
important eparchy of the Ecumenical Throne.
The Holy Archdiocese of Americaunder the Ecumeni-
cal Patriarchate is the most organized, well-structured
and successful presence of Orthodoxy today. This is
not accidental. This success was not achieved by fore-
going its cultural identity. It was not achieved by ig-
noring the sacred canons and the decisions of the Ecu-
menical Councils. It was not achieved by succumbing
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to the temptation of secularism. It was not achieved
by imprisoning itself in the darkness of the extreme
fundamentalism, nationalism and sterile denial.
Precisely because the Holy Archdiocese of America
occupies such an esteemed position in this country
we are obliged to offer a self-criticism but also to de-
fend ourselves against the unjust accusations that tar-
get this jurisdiction of the Ecumenical Patriarchate.
Examining, then, ourselves, I believe that we ought
to be more careful towards the easiness with which
we are ready to abandon our Hellenism, both as lan-
guage and as tradition. As we have already said, it
is nothing but a myth the opinion that Hellenism is
an obstacle to the creative and successful incorpora-
tion in the American reality. Hellenism is identified
with its ecumenical character and for that reason it
can never be nationalistic for both of its manifes-
tations, its culture and its Orthodox faith are con-
cepts that transcend the boundaries of the national.
My dear brothers and sisters, allow me now to re-
turn to the problem of the diaspora and the juris-
dictional diversity that one observes in the USA.
First of all, allow me to remind you that the term “di-
aspora” is a technical term denoting those regions
that lie beyond the borders of the local autocepha-
lous Churches. It does not mean that the Orthodox
people who dwell in these regions live there tempo-
rally, as misleadingly it was argued by His Eminence
Phillip in a recent article (“The Word”). According
to the 28th Canon of the 4th Ecumenical Council
one of the prerogatives of the Ecumenical Patriarch
is precisely His jurisdiction exactly over these re-
gions, which lie beyond the predescribed borders of
the local Churches. The canon in question uses the
technical term “barbaric” in order to denote these
lands, since it was precisely referring to the un-
known lands beyond the orbit of the Roman Empire.
On account of this canon, the Ecumenical Patriar-
chate has suffered the unfair and unjust criticism of
two American Orthodox Hierarchs: Metropolitan
Phillip and the newly elected Metropolitan Jonas.
It is my duty to refute the injustice directed against
the Mother Church of Constantinople for the sake of
historical truth and for the sake of moral conscience.

Metropolitan Jonas, while he was still an abbot, in
one of his speeches presented what he called “a mo-
nastic perspective” on the subject “Episcopacy, Pri-
macy and the Mother Churches” In the chapter on
autocephaly and primacy he claims “there is no effec-
tive overarching primacy in the Orthodox Church”

IIpoodobrxenna uumaiime y HACMYnHOMY
Homepni 61o1emusa Hawa LlepkBa
Kuibcoxui Ilampiapxam
nouamox uumaiime y nomep 3(175)
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Y ubomy poui Benukuu nict Bunaae
Ha nepioA 3 19 NOTOIO N0 7 KBITHA

ITicm maxun daBuii, ax came atodcmBo. Bin npunucanui we 6 paro. Adam dicma8 yto nepury
3an06idv:"3 depeBa i niznanna 0odpa i 3aa ne icmumew" (bye. 2,17). Lle "ne icmumew" — mo naxa3
nocmy i cmpumanocmi. Slxuyo 6 €6anocmusra nanaio depebamoeo, mumenep He Myciiu 6 nocmumi...
Hac 3panuB epix, i mu mycumo aikyBamuca nokymotro. Ilokyma x 6e3 nocmy— 0e3Bapmicna

(cB. Bacunint Benmkwit, [Tpo micr 1).
Tomy wo mu ne nocmuau, nac npoenano 3 par. Yunimo, omoxke, nicm, ujod 0o paro 3HoBy
noBepuymuca!l Xiba ne 6auuw, wo Jlasap uepe3 nicm yBinimo8 do paro?.. He BunpaBdoByiica
Hemiuuto miaa i caadicmio! Lle s mu ne nepedi muoro BunpaBooByeuics, are neped mum, xmo Bce 3Hae.

(ce. Bacuniit Benukwnit, [Ipo micT 1).
ITicm — ye Bipnuii cmopox oywi, Bipuuii moBapuw miaa, 36posa mux, wo 3a63amo dopromuscs,
Buwikiaoaaamaema. Ilicmnpoeansae cnokycu, Hamauye 00 noboxkHocmi, € Opyeomnomipkobamnocmi
it yucmomu. Ha Bininax Bin 0ae mysxuicme, a 6 mupi — cnoxii. Bin podume xpucmuanuna c6amum.

(ce. Bacuiit Benmukmit, [Ipo micT 1).
ITicm3anocumovmorumbyodonebda,cmaedsaneixpuramudosemybzopy.Ilicm — %pupicmdomig,fuamu

300po8'a,6uxoBamesvbmo.100i, 0kpacacmapyib, 000puilcynymuuk, BipHuiL0pye 00MY OAANOOPYHHKAL.
(ce. Bacuiit Benukmit, [Ipo micT 1).
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