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INTRODUCTION

St. Alexis was born in Carpathia (Hungarian Empire) in 1854. He came from a poor gentry
family distinguished for its piety. His father and his brother were priests and his uncle was a
bishop in the Uniate Church.

St. Alexis was ordained in 1878 after he married Rosalie Michalich, a priest’s daughter, and was
appointed as a second priest to a Uniate parish. St. Alexis was highly educated and knew several
languages, serving before his priestly appointment as secretary in the Ecclesiastical Administra-
tion of the Presov diocese.

However it seems that the Lord planned a different future for St. Alexis than to be a bu-
reaucrat or a professor. Soon after his ordination his wife and thereafter their only child died
leaving him alone in grief with his parents.

In 1879, he was appointed as secretary to the Bishop of Presov and as manager of the
Diocesan Administration. He did not serve long in this capacity; after only two years he was ap-
pointed a Professor of the Theological Academy in Presov to teach Church Law and Church
History. At the same time he had to fulfill the duties of Director of an orphanage. Then in 1883
the Diocesan Administration assigned him to fulfill the priestly obligations in an Art school in
addition to his other responsibilities.

In October of 1889 St. Alexis was appointed as a missionary to North America to be the
pastor of a Uniate parish in Minneapolis, Minnesota. Upon his arrival in Minneapolis in Decem-
ber, he went to introduce himself to the local Roman Catholic Archbishop, John lIreland, since
the Uniates were part of the Roman Catholic Church. The Archbishop did not want to have any
parishes of non-Roman rite in the United States and was outraged by the arrival of St. Alexis,
a widowed Uniate priest, for that parish. Bishop Ireland disregarded all agreements which had
been made by Rome with the Uniates and refused to acknowledge or allow any ifferences
from the Roman Rite. As a result there was a heated discussion between Ireland and St. Alexis
and he was denied jurisdiction in his parish.

The views of Archbishop Ireland were shared by other Catholic bishops in America.
This meeting between Ireland and St. Alexis was typical of the reception given to other Uni-
ate priests by Roman Catholic Bishops throughout America. The Catholic hierarchy also had
problems in North America with Roman Catholics who were Poles, Czechs, etc. and not Irish
or Anglo-Saxon. It was not a misunderstanding but systematic resistance by the Irish Bishops
to petitions from these people for parish clergy of their own nationality, to keep their national
identity within the Church. Some of these groups formed their own Catholic Dioceses, inde-
pendent from the American Catholic Church, which were and are directly administered from
Rome or built their independent Unions such as the Old-Catholic Churches in America.

Until the time of the arrival of St. Alexis in America, the Catholic Church in the United
States had been the beneficiary of European assistance. The church in the United States was not
in a strong financial position and depended on donations. In 1908 Pope Pius X removed the United
States from the missionary jurisdiction of the Congregation of Propaganda and incorporated the
American Church into the ordinary administration of the universal Roman Catholic Church.

The Roman Pontiffs and the Curia had the idea of uniting all Christians around the Ro-
man Pope and as a result made various agreements with the Greeks, Eastern European and
Middle Eastern Orthodox, and other Christians. The Catholic Bishops in America did not
have the same plans and therefore along process of disagreements began between them
and the Roman Curia.

St. Alexis was not an ordinary priest. He knew his rights as a Uniate. He was a natural
leader who was more educated than other priests who came from Carpathia, and he had a
knowledge of Church history and law.

Before St. Alexis’ arrival in Minneapolis, his parishioners had already built and blessed
their church ( without permission from Bishop Ireland ). After his meeting with the Bishop, St.
Alexis tried to work within the terms of the agreement between the Uniates and the Roman
Catholics and the rules established by Rome concerning his ministry in America. In 1890 he called
a meeting of Uniate priests in America in Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania. There were at that
time 10 Uniate priests in the United States and 8 of them came to the meeting. St. Alexis was
elected as their chairman. The meeting dealt mainly with answering the challenges faced by
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the Uniate Church in America. St. Alexis was instrumental in bringing together the Uniate
priests in America but neither the Uniate Bishops in Carpathia nor Rome came to their assis-
tance, heard their suffering or sent a Uniate Bishop to administer the parishes in North Amer-
ica. St. Alexis had great plans for his people in America and in 1890 alone he traveled from
Minneapolis to visit Uniate immigrants in distant places including Chicago and Streator, lllinois;
Cleveland, Los Angeles, Galveston, the state of Alabama, St. Louis, the state of Dakota,
Ashland (Wisconsin), and several places in Canada. He called upon the people to form fra-
ternities, to build churches. He wished to unite all fraternities into one Mutual Aid Society.

At the same time Archbishop Ireland continued his attacks against St. Alexis and his
parishioners. In Catholic churches condemnations were read; parishioners were told not to
listen to or even contact St. Alexis. St. Alexis and his people did not know what they should
do in these circumstances; they had a meeting and came to what St. Alexis called " something
that was long in my heart”. St. Alexis and his parishioners decided to seek a way to return to the
jurisdiction of an Orthodox Bishop rather than a Roman Catholic or Uniate Bishop. It is im-
portant to emphasize, that this first return to Orthodoxy by an entire parish and its pastor oc-
curred without any influence from the Orthodox Church Administration, which was unaware of
these people in America. It was in accordance with the decision of the parishioners them-
selves. They came from a territory that was part of Kievan Rus’; they had never been part of the
Muscovite Rus’ and they had been Uniates. This petition was completely unexpected by the
Russian Orthodox Church and it took a long time before the Russian Synod accepted this parish
into the diocese. But after the first Uniate parish was reunited, it became a mission to at-
tract other parishes and that was where St. Alexis was instrumental.

It is obvious that St. Alexis was not a “revolutionary” or a priest who disobeyed his
Church authorities. He was appointed by his Bishop to go to America and to give spiritual guid-
ance to people from his homeland; but his right to do that was disregarded and denigrated by
a local Bishop not even of his jurisdiction. A Union meant that Roman Catholics and Uniates
were able to keep their differences as they were before the Union and the only condition
was that both groups would be under the spiritual guidance of the Pope in Rome. Therefore
Bishop Ireland and other American Bishops were in disagreement with the Papal Church and
Administration and not St. Alexis who in spite of all his difficulties, would not return to Car-
pathia abandoning his own people, violating his (and other clergy’s ) belief in the right of
Unia and of the equality of Eastern and Western Rites in the Church. Saint Alexis followed
his own conscience as to the best way to preserve the faith; the only way he found was to
reunite, with his parish, to Orthodoxy rather than to continue to be misinformed, dominated
and fooled by his supposed equality with Roman Catholic priests.

After the Hungarian Revolution of 1848, the life of the Carpathian people, including those in
Galicia which had been added to the Empire after the Polish partition, was barely tolerable. The
Austrian Emperor was crowned King of Hungary and the Hungarian government treated all of
those in their territory as Hungarians and Roman Catholics. Previously, there had been difficulties
with Roman Catholic clergy, who sought to force the Uniates to accept Western traditions and
newly introduced Roman Catholic doctrines. After the establishment of an independent Hungar-
ian government with authority over the Carpathian regions, the civil authorities attempted to en-
force these changes. Many other problems within the Hungarian Kingdom encouraged people to
emigrate. Czechs, Slovaks and Carpathians all wished to have autonomy in their political and
cultural lives and there were also economic difficulties.

It has to be noted, that a large percentage of people from Carpathia came to the United
States. Many villages lost half of their population or most of the young people due to emigra-
tion to North America. Only about one third of the people over 14 years of age who emigrated to
the United States were literate. Many of these literate people were not well educated, and there-
fore needed not only spiritual but cultural guidance that they could receive only from their
own priests. Uniate bishops sent priests to North America for their people for these needs.

Many of these people had the opinion that they were Orthodox, as was the case with Mr.
Mlinar, who was delegated by the parish in Minneapolis to go to the Russian Orthodox Bishop
Vladimir in San Francisco. Bishop Vladimir sent him to the Roman Catholic Bishop who sent
Mr. Mlinar back to the Orthodox Bishop. As a result poor Mr. Mlinar wrote to St. Alexis
asking him “What kind of a faith do we have? | have never heard of Uniates. All priests told
us that we were Orthodox Christians!!!”

After Mr. Mlinar returned to Minneapolis, St. Alexis went to meet Bishop Viadimir and
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there in the Cathedral in San Francisco was reunited with the Orthodox Church. In March of 1891,
the Bishop came to Minneapolis and reunited the parishioners with the Orthodox Church. It
was not until July 14, 1892 that the Russian Synod decided to accept St. Alexis and his
parish into the Aleutian Diocese and to give St. Alexis a salary like that of other Orthodox
priests in North America. Before that St. Alexis worked in a bakery, at the same time fulfilling
his priestly obligations. The acceptance into the Orthodox Diocese was a great relief for St.
Alexis and his people, who had suffered all kinds of vicious accusations and threats. After this
event t here were, however, other accusations of St. Alexis for “selling his people and religion to
the ‘Moscovites”. Rumors were spread of astronomical sums that he had received from
Moscow. In reality St. Alexis was living without financial support from anyone including his par-
ish in Minneapolis which was at that time very poor.

After being accepted into the Orthodox Diocese, St. Alexis called upon all Uniates and their
clergy, that he had visited before in North America to join him and to reunite with the Holy
Orthodox Church. He became instrumental in the return and formation of 17 Orthodox parishes in
North America. He helped not only Carpathians, but also Russians, Galicians and other Or-
thodox people to establish parishes. As a result of his call to the Carpathian people, during
the next several decades many more thousands of Carpathian Uniates returned to Holy Or-
thodoxy, the Faith of their fathers, forming more than 300 parishes across North America.
St. Alexis became their first and most effective missionary and they called him “Bat’ko” -
Father. There were after him many other Orthodox missionaries in North America but only one
was called “Bat’ko” by the Carpathians.

St. Alexis was a highly educated priest, but in his teaching, he used language and sub-
jects that his people could understand. He simplified his theological teaching for these people
since they were not prepared to go into dogmatic details. He received from the Orthodox Diocesan
Administration the assignment to go to different places and to teach Orthodoxy and form
people into parishes. In one of his letters to another Orthodox priest who was in the Administra-
tion, St. Alexis wrote that there is so much that he himself has tolearn and he tries, but
he has to spend all of his time for missionary work.

It is possible that St. Alexis made some errors in his sermons and his teaching, but it
seems that they were neither many nor great. As Fr. Hopko wrote in his book “The Ortho-
doxy™ A heretic brings disagreement and damage into the Church, he acts intentionally.
Fr. Hopko wrote: even in the teachings of the Holy Fathers there are things that were later ac-
cepted as inexact or false, but these Holy people are not counted as heretics. As the Holy
Orthodox Church teaches, only God does not make errors and is infallible. St. Alexis, even
if he did make mistakes in his teachings, made them unintentionally.

Rev. Bishops Vladimir and Nicholas were Christ’s Bishops, representing Him in America,
and therefore Fr. Alexis, receiving a direct order to go and teach in all places where there
were Carpathian people, had to obey their orders. St. Alexis did not respond, that he is not
ready to do this work or that he wishes to do something else. It often happened that receiving a
mission, people found, like Moses did, all kinds of excuses, but that was not the case with St.
Alexis. For all the results of his missionary activity he has to be accepted as the greatest Ortho-
dox missionary in North America among the East European immigrants. Mostly St. Alexis was
the only one defending the Orthodox Church from the Uniate attacks, since other clergy were busy
building churches in their parishes, collecting funds, teaching in the Missionary School and in the
Seminary, editing the newspaper, the magazine, the calendar etc, and St. Alexis was left alone
to answer the accusations that appeared in the press. For that reason the Orthodox Church in
America considers St. Alexis as Defender of Orthodoxy in America.

St. Alexis had a vision of all Orthodox people of all nationalities in North America united
around one Orthodox Bishop, with equality among these national groups who would “in this
free country be able to glorify the Lord in their own language”. When asked by Bishop Tikhon to
express his opinion about how the Orthodox Church should be registered in its charter, St.
Alexis wrote a long report examining all possibilities. He proposed a “Greek-Catholic Church of
America standing under the Spiritual Jurisdiction of the Holy Governing Synod of Russia”, but as
he pointed out, according to the American judicial view the members should be then only
Greeks and Russians. As the only good solution he suggested “Orthodox Church of (changed
by St. Tikhon to “in”) America, since its members were not only Greeks and Russians but Arabs,
Syrians, Serbians, Slovaks, Hungarians, Americans, and Indians”.
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From the beginning of his mission St. Alexis wrote articles in local immigrant publications.
He defended Orthodoxy. He pointed out the misguided position of the Roman Catholics who fol-
lowed the new dogmatic teaching of Papal infallibility; he accused them of not fulfilling their
obligations to all Uniates and especially those in America. He called upon Orthodox people to
use Orthodox terminology such as Pascha, not Easter and Nativity of Christ instead of Christ-
mas. Christmas, he pointed out, is a Roman Catholic name, coming from a Mass to Christ. Or-
thodox people do not have a Mass but a Liturgy. Besides that Christmas is only the word in
the English language; in other countries this holy day is called differently.

His publications appeared in different languages. For example in a Slovak newspaper he pub-
lished an article in Slovak “How we should live in America”. In this article he tells that this is
a land of freedom, but people should live here according to local laws and standards. He sug-
gests that people should change the behavior and habits that they used in the old country. He
says that people should keep their houses clean, wash their children and clean the windows;
even in poverty people can live in cleanliness. He compares the Slavs with English people and
suggests to parents that they send their children to school instead of sending them to work in
mines or other places. St. Alexis especially warns people of the danger of alcoholism, espe-
cially when young people start to drink alcohol. He instructs that people should not sing, shout
or holler in the streets.. He teaches them “to hold on to your faith teaching and do not attack
the faith of others”. Respect other people... read good religious and national books, especially
on Sunday, instead of drinking. “Read a good newspaper, those will teach you how to be a
good Christian and a good nationalist, read “The Life of Jesus Christ”, “The Virgin Mary”, and
other books...” “Apply for and take citizenship papers if you wish to live here”. He teaches how
women should be treated in America, that they should dress decently, and not go barefoot
in the street, dressed in peasant costumes, etc.

Right after he became pastor first in Minneapolis and later in Wilkes-Barre, St. Alexis started
local church schools where he and his assistants taught religion, language and other subjects.
He was instrumental in the opening of schools in other Orthodox parishes. He also taught
adults, not just children.

It was his idea that it was important for the Orthodox Church in America to have a publi-
cation. As aresult of his correspondence with Bishop Nikolas, “Svet” (Light) began publication
and Fr. Hrushka, a former Uniate priest and friend of St. Alexis became its editor.

St. Alexis' most famous and influential book “Where to Seek the Truth” was written by the
end of 1893. It was directed to Slavic people from the Austro-Hungarian Empire and was written
in a simple question and answer format. It gave the readers basic information about the ori-
gin and place of Christianity, how it spread, the Ecumenical Councils, heresies and schism
and the reasons for them. St. Alexis indicates that the mission of the Church is the guidance
of people to salvation. In his book the saint answered such questions as “Can we call the
Pope Christ's successor? Did Christ, the Apostles, the Holy Fathers, or the Ecumenical Councils
teach or write any-thing about infallibility?” The book explained the basic differences and ori-
gins of Orthodoxy, Roman Catholicism, Protestantism and Unia, but indicates that the only true
way of salvation is through Orthodoxy.

This book of St. Alexis was written in simple and understandable language for people who
came from villages in Carpathia, Galicia and Bukovina. It was accepted by these people with
joy and influenced many at a time when there was no other available and easily understandable
religious literature. Therefore St. Alexis’ work was unique and has great merit to the Church as
labor of Enlightenment and preaching of the Gospel.

It can be observed that in his writings and sermons St. Alexis expressed his devotion to the
Russian Church, Russia and its Czar. He defended all of them because he believed that they
were the only protectors and supporters of other Orthodox people around the world. His love for
Russia was not in conflict with his loyalty to his new country, the United States. He said many
times, that it was only because of the freedom in the United States that he and his followers
enjoyed and were able to fulfill their wish to become Orthodox.

St. Alexis had his unique methods of preaching. For example after receiving an order
from the Most Holy Synod in Russia concerning acceptance to the Aleutian Diocese, he tells
the parishioners in his sermon: “Orthodox Christians! ... we were detached for 244 years from our
Mother Church... the Church of Christ, the only Holy Ecumenical and Apostolic Church... We suf-
fered much here being Uniates from those who told us that we were one of a whole with them... |
have informed you about the Church’s teach- teaching... and now you have to live with
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goodness, peaceful Christian lives, in love to the Lord and His Church proving that not only in
words but in your hearts and deeds we are true children of the Orthodox Church,- God and the
Orthodox Church will not leave us, and the Lord’s love will be among us forever! Amen..."

In another sermon he tells people that the Holy Virgin was always the Protector of Ortho-
dox Christians. She protected cities from attacks by infidels, for example the city of Azov.
Almost every city glorifying the Theotokos had its own icon; many of them were known as mi-
raculous. He spoke about the special bond between the Orthodox people and the The-
otokos, of many holy days and many churches that are dedicated to Her glorification.

In another sermon to the people of Old Forge, Pennsylvania, on the occasion of their
return to the Orthodox Church, St. Alexis spoke about people suffering for the Orthodox Faith
in Austrian and Hungarian Kingdoms and about the faults of Unia. He told people to hear what
the Orthodox Church preaches and not what others tell about Orthodoxy; for example, that
the Orthodox people do not believe in the Holy Trinity or the Theotokos.

In his sermons St. Alexis told the Uniates, that the Uniate Church is not Roman Catholic nor
Orthodox, but that it became a mixture of both, that the people are now ashamed of. Hear
the Orthodox teaching, said he, “this is the teaching of the Christian Orthodox Church, this is the
teaching of your forefathers, your fathers, this is your faith, through which all of us will come
to salvation. Hold to it! Amen.”

It seems that St. Alexis was guided by the Lord; he came at the right time and right
place to the defense and mission of Orthodoxy in America, becoming its champion. For his
achievements St. Alexis became not only Defender but also Confessor of Orthodoxy in America.
His teaching has  influenced not only people here in America but also in the Carpathian
homeland. The return to Orthodoxy spread there also. For this reason it can be said that
St. Alexis had the virtue of service to the Fatherland.

St. Alexis had many other virtues, such as those of self sacrifice and unselfishness. As an
example, for years he asked the Bishop's permission to go for a visit to his mother in Hungary,
but he stayed each time when the Bishop indicated how much there was to be done for the
Church and its people. When he was offered the leadership of his people in America as a
Bishop, with humility he pointed out that this responsibility should be given to a younger and
healthier man than he, who would be more effective to the Glory of God.

The doors to St. Alexis’ house were always open to anyone who was looking for assis-
tance and advice. His limited funds were shared with other clergy and given to needy people.
In his “Last Will", he wrote: “Let my funeral be simple, without pomp and wreaths, and the cas-
ket as cheap as possible. Eulogies need not be said; otherwise, let every one pray for my soul
which stands in fear before God’s Judgment Throne. Wealth | have none...” Saint Alexis’ life
insurance and savings covered only part of his debts. To his relatives and friends he left
very little, only small things as mementos. He left a little fund for prayers for his parents.
His entire estate was determined at $5498.45 against $6529.84 of claims against his estate.

He spent much of his income for the defense of the church in Wilkes-Barre from the
Uniates and Roman Catholics, and then, after the church burned down, for building a new one
on the same place. He donated for the education of seminarians in Minneapolis and to
schools. He helped many people in every way that he could.

When St. Alexis was offended or fooled by other people, in his love he forgave them
and always asked his Bishop to forgive him his omissions and mistakes.

He helped much in building Orthodox churches in America, giving his advice in different
parishes, and helping to collect funds for the church buildings.

St. Alexis’ teaching was in accordance with the Orthodox Ecumenical Councils and Church
canons. In some instances there are signs of his national pride but that is excusable since it was
in conjunction with his defense of the Church. In some cases his comments might seem harsh
or inappropriate. It has to be remembered that he taught in language common to the time and
the meaning of some words have changed since then. Also, of course, was the fact, that
many of his comments were responses to unfounded accusations of Orthodoxy and the Mission
in North America by people who used much stronger language than St. Alexis and unethical
methods of discrediting them; a lack of tolerance, rude behavior and threats against his people.
St. Alexis may in fact only be commended, for his restraint. It also should not be forgotten that
many of St. Alexis’ strong comments appeared only in private correspondence with the church
administration. Some people that he wrote about were indeed, as the future showed, revolutionar-
ies. St. Alexis was not wrong in his evalua- tions about their plans against the Church.
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As described above, St. Alexis had merits to the Orthodox Church in America, hewas a
defender of the Orthodox Faith, his mission was not only in North America but was spread
even to his own Homeland by people returning there; he helped to build churches, he had a
lot of patience, and sacrificed much for the Church, he was unselfish, humble and loved
other people, he was a laborer of Enlightenment to his people, a theologian, a teacher and
preacher. St. Alexis endured such suffering and persecution from Uniates, a hostile press,
enemies of the Church and representatives of the Hungarian Empire, that he might even be
considered a martyr_for the Faith. St. Alexis for his exceptional merits of service to the
Church was awarded by the Most Holy Synod with an epigonation, a _Miter and the title of
Archpriest. At that time these were quite rare awards given by the Church only to excep-
tionally distinguished priests. From civil authorities in Russia he received also 2 orders of
each St. Ann and St. Viadimir 4 th and 3 rd class for his services for the Red Cross _in Japan,
for Fraternities, in the Mutual Aid Society, in orphanages, for the newspaper, parish _libraries
and education in America. In his memory and in veneration, right after his death an orphanage
in Vermont was dedicated in his name and members of the Orthodox Church of America ordered a
splendid mausoleum built in his memory in the Saint Tikhon monastery. His death did not stop
the spreading of his achievements and his work was continued by such dedicated workers as Rev.
Fr. Peter Kohanik and others, who said that they were continuing what St. Alexis began.

The grounds for canonization of saints has varied during the history of the Holy Orthodox
Church, since in each particular case of glorification specific reasons might be found which
depended both on the feat performed by the zealot for salvation and on those spiritual re-
quirements which the Orthodox Church deemed necessary to make for the sake of the goodness
and salvation of her believers in different periods of history. Glorification varied in different
Orthodox national churches also. The Church in any case has considered the feat performed
and then pronounced its decision. They study the life, miracles and labors performed by the
zealots proposed for canonization. Their various deeds of spiritual perfection illuminate a path
for salvation for the present day Orthodox people. _

The Ecumenical Patriarch Dimitrios and the Greek Archdiocese praised St. Alexis’
achievements and the Carpatho-Russian Diocese holds him in great veneration. St. Alexis was
a member of the Church that has become the Orthodox Church in America; he worked to
build this Church and he shared the vision of “One Holy Orthodox Church”, guided in this
country by one Pastor, for all ethnic groups. St. Alexis’ is with this Church today; his life
and achievements are clearly visible. The story of St. Alexis' life reads like a story of a true
Apostle, endless traveling, labors, great sacrifices and constant persecution from the enemies
of Orthodoxy. Therefore the honor of his glorification as a Saint was expected to be made by
the Orthodox Church in America.

Why is there such a great interest in St. Alexis? The reason is that today, as before
faith is being tested in the crisis of religious tensions and in contemporary society. The Ortho-
dox Church needs help from above and from leadership such as that of St. Alexis, to face
the challenges of secular values. Saint Alexis shows how it was possible to reflect our pre-
cious Orthodox Faith and share it with others.

This volumes includes translations from Russian to English of selected articles, his work
“\Where to seek the truth” and selected sermons in the belief that, although published a long time
ago, the problems that they deal with are still in existence today. The text was followed as
closely as possible, retaining the long sentences and somewhat confused phraseology often char-
acteristic of St. Alexis’ writings. To have eliminated these, and to have translated the whole freely
in a different style would have destroyed the character of his writing. In some places the incorrect
phraseology, as well as the grammatical mistakes, could not be preserved in translation with-
out losing St. Alexis’ meaning. Where possible, the original punctuation marks and paragraph
structure have been preserved. The spelling of personal names sometimes varied; where \vari-
ances occurred, the name has been standardized by the way it appeared in print in the court
record, a newspaper or other printed material. Complete personal names are retained as mug!
as posible. It was often necessary to add some additional material in the form of footnotes iz
further illuminate St. Alexis’ activities or explain Orthodox teaching. At the end of the volume
there is the Proclamation of the Holy Synod of the Orthodox Church in America on the Glorifi-
cation of the Holy and Righteous Archpriest Alexis Toth and the Service to St. Alexis, Confessor
and Defender of Orthodoxy in America.

George Soldatow
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WHERE TO SEEK THE TRUTH ?

. Who established the Christian Faith?

Jesus Christ, the Son of God, the Savior of the world, God, and Man.

. Where was Jesus Christ bom?

In the East, in the Judean city of Czar David - Bethlehem, of the Most Holy

Virgin Mary (Micheas 5:2, Matt. 2:6).

. Where did Christ live, teach, suffer, die, rise from the dead, ascend to Heaven,

and to where did He send the Holy Spirit?

In the East - in Jerusalem.

. Where was the term Christian first used?

In the East - in Antioch.

. From what place did the Christian Faith spread to the entire world?

From the East - from Jerusalem.

. Where was the first Christian Church?

In the East - in Jerusalem.

. Where did the Ecumenical Councils meet?

In the East in the cities of Nicaea, Constantinople, Chalcedon, and Ephesus.’

. Where did the greatest Holy Fathers of Christ's Church live?

In the East - such Fathers as St. Basil the Great, St. John Chrysostom, St.
Athenasius, St. Gregory, St Nicholas the Miraclemaker, and others.

From where did our ancestors the Russians accept Christianity?

From the East - Czargrad (Constantinople).?

. From where did the Apostles of the Slavs, Sts. Methdius and Cyril, come?
From the East - from Czargrad.

. Where is the Christian Faith preserved in its purity, unchanged even in our time?
In the East and also in those countries which have accepted Christian teaching
from the East - such as Russia, Greece, Rumania, and Serbia; in Hungary among
the Serbians and Romanians, and in Bukovina among the Russians (Rusins).

12.

13.

What is that Faith called?
Orthodox-Catholic, or Greek-Russian.
What does the word Orthodox mean?

It means a person, or a church, or a nation, with right-correct beliefs according to the
true Faith in God, and the keeping of the Lord’s laws and orders in the way that Christ
Himself, His Apostles, the Holy Fathers, and the Seven Holy Ecumenical Councils taught
and commanded.

1 . .
*The Seven Ecumenical Councils:

Nicaea - 325
Constantinople - 381
Ephesus -431
Chalcedon - 451
Constantinople 1l - 553
Constantinople 1ll - 680
Constantinople IV -754
Nicaea I - 787

These Councils formulated the basic Christian doctrine, by witnessing to and defining truths of
revelation, and by shaping forms of worship and discipline. In general, they represented attempts
by the Church to mobilize itself in times of crisis for self-defence, self-purification and growth.
They condemned heresies, formulated the Creed, and condemned lconoclasm.

2‘The Russians also call Constantinople “Czargrad” - the city of the Czar, the supreme autocrat of

all Christians. After the fall of that city to the Moslems, Constantinople’s authority and re-
sponsibilities were transferred to Moscow Hﬂch became known as the “Third Rome”.



14. What does the word “catholic” mean?

This word is Greek and it means “sobornyi” >
15. Why is the Orthodox Faith also called “Greek’?

Because the first rituals of the Faith were established in the Greek language, then three

of the first Evangelists, St. John, St. Luke and St. Mark wrote the Holy Gospel, only

St. Matthew wrote it in Hebrew.’ St. Apostle Paul, St. Peter, St. Jacob, the Holy Fa thers

and the Holy Ecumenical Councils were written and conducted only in Greek. In this lan-

guage they taught the Faith; and the reason is that the Greek language is very en-
lightened and very beautiful. The Holy Scripture in Latin appeared in the third century, that
is 300 y?ars after Christ's birth. Our Savior in His earthly life did not speak or teach
in Latin.
16. And why is the Orthodox Faith also called “Russian”?
Because this Faith is confessed by the most glorious, greatest and most religious peo-
ple, the Russians; it is missionized by the great, glorious, mighty Russia where more
than 80 million people are Orthodox.
1. Remark: From all of the above it is obvious that the salvation of humankind, and the
preservation of everything that is good and beneficial forthe human spirit comes from the
East (where the sun rises). That is the reason that Jesus Christ is called East, and the
altars of our Orthodox churches are built toward the East. When we pray, we tum to the
East. Our Faith is also called Eastern.

As the sun looks most beautiful at sunrise, and as it gives light and heat to the people,
so Christ as a real “Sun of the Truth”, came from the East, and illuminated mankind's soul
and mind which were darkened by sin. He continues to illuminate them today through the
Orthodox-Catholic Holy Faith.

I THE CHURCH

1. Which then is the only true Faith with salvation?
Only that One, which Christ established, which the Apostles missionized, which was taught
by the Holy Fathers and the Holy Ecumenical Councils and which is taught today by
His Church. That Faith is the Orthodox-Catholic or Eastern-Greek-Russian Holy Faith.

. “CoBopHocTk" - Sobornost' - this Church Slavonic word conveys a unity and a unanimity which
is found throughout the Gospel. It is difficult to translate the complete meaning of this word
because of its depth and ideas. The best example is the unity of God as Father, Son and
Holy Spirit.

4% All books of the New Testament were written in Greek, not classical Greek but the spoken
Alexandrian dialect called “kini” which was used and understood, by all cultured inhabitants
of not only the Eastern but also the Western part of the Roman Empire at the time our Lord
lived on earth. Therefore the Apostles used this language, so that all people would be able
to have access to the New Testament. The Gospel by Matthew was written especially for Jews
and it is assumed that it was first written in Hebrew and then probably translated by the
Evangelist Matthew himself into Greek. Bishop Averky, Rukovodstvo k isucheniju Sviachennago
Pisaniia, Jordanville, 1954, pp. 10-19.

2 * Jerome the Blessed, born c. 342 at Strido, Dalmatia, and died c. 420 at Bethlehem, was the
most learned of the Latin Fathers of the Church and among the greatest of Biblical scholars.
He went to Syria in about 374 and spent some years among the hermits in the desert east
of Antioch: there he learned Hebrew. He then went to Constantinople where he joined St.
Gregory of Nazianzus. At Antioch he was ordained as a priest. From 382-85 he was a secre-
tary to Pope St. Damasus who directed him to revise the Latin version of the New Testament.
After the death of Pope Damasus he returned to the East and settled at Bethlehem. The
entire Latin Bible, known since the 13th century as the Vulgate, was either translated from
Hebrew and Greek or reworked by St. Jerome.
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2. Are there other faiths besides the correct Orthodox Faith of Christ?
Yes, there are many, but even though these faiths call themselves Christian, and even
Catholic, they are not correct since they have not preserved unchanged the teachings
of Christ the Savior. For this reason these faiths are called schismatical, heretical, efc.

3. What do the words “schism”, dissidence mean?
They mean “renegade”; such a faith or church, which has splintered off - separated itself
from the Ecumenical Church in its observance of rites.

4. What does the word “heretical’ mean?
Heretical is a faith or church, which has not only reneged from the Ecumenical Church
in observance of rites, but is teaching the opposite of the Church’s teachings, something
false or invented which is not acceptable to God.

5.Can a person please God as a member of a schismatic or heretical faith
No, especially if he knows or hears that he belongs to a misguided faith.

6. What faiths are schismatic and heretical?
The first one is the Papist, or as it calls itself, Roman-Catholic. The second is the Prot-
estant, but it is divided into many parts; to the Protestants belong: a) Lutherans, b) Cal-
vinists, ¢) Anglicans, d) Methodists, €) Baptists, f) Congregationalists, g) Unitarians,
h) Herrnhuters, i) Quakers, j) the Salvation Army, and others. The third one is the Uni-
ate faith, or as it is also called the “Greek-Catholic”, or “Kalakuts” faith.

7. Where should we go to practice our Faith?
To any place but most importantly to the church.

8. What is the Church?
Church has two meanings: a)it means the people (parish), who have

1) the right priests (clergy), through their succession from the Holy Apostles (the inheri-
tance of the Apostles); therefore, their origin is from Jesus Christ Himself. This clergy
consists of bishops (Patriarchs, Metropolitans, Archbishops), presbyters (priests, popes -
pope or pappas is a Greek word and means merely father), deacons and other clergymen
who were established by the Church;®
2) the seven sacraments which were established by Jesus Christ Himself; these are: baptism,
Chrismation, (in the Papist church there are millions of people who died without the holy
sacrament of Chrismation, is that just? Our Savior did not establish this sacrament in vain),
penance, communion, ordination, matrimony and extreme unction with oil;

3) the same teaching that Jesus Christ, His Apostles, the Holy Fathers, and the Holy Coun-
cils established and gave to the Church and the acceptance of the Holy Oral Teaching
as one of the sources of the Truth; and finally

4) to acknowledge only Jesus Christ as the Head of the Church.

b) It also means the Lord’s house, the house of prayer, the house of Divine services,
where Jesus Christ in the transubstantiation of bread and wine is brought as a sacrifice
for us sinners to the Heavenly Father.

9. How many churches are there in the world?
There are several: the Eastern or Greek-Russian, the Western or Latin-Roman, the Arme-
nian, and the Coptic, but there is only one correct Christian one - the first One - the
Orthodox-Catholic. All other faiths are sects; they do not have right clergy, ' the others
do not observe correct teaching and do not have all the Holy sacraments. Therefore
they do not possess the Lord’s Grace.

10. Why not?
Because only this Church was founded by Christ and it is the only one that observes
His Holy teaching as He commanded; only this Church fulfills everything as He said and
has not stepped away from Christ and His teaching by even a hair. The other churches

%% The Church hierarchy was established by the Lord Himself, itis of Divine origin. During the time
of the Apostles it became a three level organization. The hierarchy was established when
seven deacons (Acts 6:5-6), then the presbyters (Acts 14:22), and the bishops were elected
(Acts 20:28) and ordained.

" *The clergy in these organizations is without Apostolic succession and is therefore, from the
canonical viewpoint of the Church, not legal.
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not only stepped away from Christ Himself, and did not preserve his Faith but have
even introduced sinful dogmas and customs; therefore they have become schismatic and
heretical.

11. What was the first church in the world?
The one in Jerusalem.

12. Why?
Since the Church in Jerusalem was established by the Savior Jesus Christ Himself and His
Apostles, the Church of Jerusalem is the mother of all churches.

13. What faith is confessed by the church in Jerusalem?
That church of Jerusalem which was established by Christ and His Apostles, confesses
and preserves undamaged His True - Orthodox Faith.

14. What other churches are there?
We mentioned them above, but we will speak here only about three that concem us di
rectly; those are the Papist, the Protestant and the Uniate churches.

15. When were these churches founded?

1) The Papist or Roman-Catholic church was founded in the ninth century after Christ.

2) The Protestant (Lutheran, Calvinist, and others) were founded in the 16th century after
Christ.

3) The Uniate (Greek-Catholic or Kalakut's church) was founded in the 17th century after
Christ. From this it can be seen that the Orthodox Church, which began at the time of
Christ - can be said to be 1800 years old, - the Papist, 1000 years, the Protestant, 400
years old, the Uniate (Kalakuts’) -only 246 years old. All of these churches were united
800- 900 years ago; first the Papist fell away, then the Protestant separated from the
Papist and later to fool the people the Papists started the Uniate (Greek-Catholic or
Kalakut faith) church. (See Remark 1 at the conclusion)

16. How did this happen?
About 800-900 years ago the Papist church was also Orthodox; it kept Christ’s Faith, but
the Pope and Roman bishop Nicholas | separated from the Church of Christ, and said
that he, not Christis the head of the church and that heis the successor of Christ; there-
fore all the bishops have to acknowledge his supremacy.

17. Did he have the rightto do that?
No!.. since the Head of the Church is only that One Who founded the Church, that
is Jesus Christ Himself.

18. Can the Pope call himself Christ’s successor?
No.. since it is only necessary to have a successor when someone can not do things him-
self - Christ is God and He is in every place; is and will be. Christ Himself said to His
Apostles before He ascended into Heaven: “Go ye therefore, and ‘teach’ all nations, bap-
tizing them in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost: teach-
ing them to observe all things whatsover have commanded you: and, behold | am with
you always, even unto the end of the world”® Therefore if He is with His Apostles and
with their successors the bishops and with His Church, there is no necessity of a deputy
to fill the office of Savior, and if someone says that there is a need, he is telling Gypsy-
like lies.

19. What else do the Popes tell about themselves?
They say that they are not only the head of the Church and the deputies of Christ, but
also that a Pope is infallible - which means, that the Pope says that he himself is God,
since only God has no sin. The Pope says also that his position is higher than that of any
bishop and king, that he is the most sacred. However as a matter of fact it happened
that around the year 1000, there were some of the greatest sinners that the world has
seen among the Popes; they fell away from Christ. For example: Pope Stephen VIl or-
dered the removal of Pope Formose from his coffin in order to bring him to trial; he then
hit the deceased in the face and ordered the body thrown into the river Tiber. Pope
John ordained a prist (deacon) in a stable. Pope Innocent VIll had a whole regiment
of his own children. And Pope John the IX was a - woman! Pope Alexander lived with
his slave Lucrecia and she bore his children. He ordained his son Caesar first as a

8 St Matthew 28:19-20
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20.

priest-cardinal, and then allowed himto marry! Pope Leo X was the reason that Lu-
ther separated from the Church and millions of people followed him, because the Pope
started to sell indulgences. By order of the Pope there were thousands and thousands
of people burned alive in Spain. (See Remark 2 in the Conclusion) Pope Pius IX blessed
the Turks’ weapons in 1877 when they fought the Christian Russians, who were fight-
ing and shedding their blood for all Christians in that war. The Popes had their own
army and canon; they led wars, and even went towar themselves; for example Pope
Julius or Alexander. John XXIIl was a pirate, robbing ships and people. Very much can
be said about these Popes’ “saitly” deeds but even from this very brief illustration
it is clear to anyone what kind of deputies of Christ these Popes of Rom. were. ?
Have the popes always been like that?

No... for eight centuries they were humble servants of our Lord and they confessed the
Orthodox Faith. There were among them great man and Saints, such as St. Clement
(88-97), St. Gregory the Great (590-604), St. Leo the Great (440-461), St. Pius (140-
155), St. Anacletus (76-88),'° St. Linus (67-76), and others. But after the Popes sepa-
rated from Christ, they fell further and further away from God; finally, He punished them
for their pride; the Italian king Victor Emmanuel took away their crown, since Christ said:
“My kingdom is not of this world”.!" It must be remembered that the Italian king was also a
member of the Roman Papist faith.

? * Some theologians have questioned if there is Apostolic succession of the following popes and
the clergy ordained by them. The V. Reverend Peter G. Kohanik in his book The Most Useful
Knowledge for the Orthodox Russian-American Young People (pp. 356-357) provides a list. Joan
(855) was a female Pope who gave birth to a child during a public procession. John Xll, who
kept a harem and “drunk to the health of the devil”. John XXIII was “lewd, dissolute, a lier and
addicted to almost every vice”, poisoned his predecessor and is “universally looked upon as the
enemy of all virtue, the mirror of infamy”. He was deposed. Sixtus IV (1471) who was guilty of
oppession, rape, murder, violence, and was accused of instituting brothels in Rome. Innocent
VIIl (1484): “Led a most profligate life”. Had several illegitimate children. Alexander VI (1492):
Great lover of women. Had many children. “Guilty of the blackest crimes of murder, rape, per-
fidy, lust and cruelty”. Julius I
(1503): Guilty of simony, corruption, and bribery. Wine and women were his delights. Had a
daughter. Leo X (1513): “Gained the applause and esteem of the vulgar’. “He was by nature
addicted to idleness and pleasure, and averse, beyond measure, to all business, spending his
time with jesters and buffoons”. Paul lll (1534): “A perfidious politician, without either faith or
conscience; one wholly intent upon raising his family and ever ready to sacrifice the good of
the Church to the grandeur and interest of his unnatural blood”. Had one son and a daughter.
Benedictus 1X became Pope when he was only 2 years old. He later sold his Papal position
very profitably and was married. Another example of a possible problem with the Apostolic Suc-
cession occurred after the years 1308 to 1377 when the Popes lived in France in Avignon and
were obedient subjects of the French kings, supporting their policies.

Beginning in 1377, however, two sets of Popes tried to govern the Roman Church; the Ro-
mans elected Pope Urban VI, while the Avignon French Catholics elected Clement VII. Both sides
discredited each other with curses and infamy. This period of 40 years is known in the West as
the Great Schism, while the Orthodox Church considers the Popes as schismatic since July 15th,
1054. Clement VII, Benedict XlII, Alexander V and John XXIIl were all antipopes during the years
1378-1415. At one time there were FOUR popes fighting for the primacy. Often popes to obtain
support appointed cardinals of very sinful past and conduct. Gregory XII (1406-15) even nomi-
nated his own two nephews. The cardinals also proceeded to ordain other clergy for their own
support and benefit and were electing popes. The opinion exists that through those noncanonical
deeds the Apostolic Succession was lost in the Roman Catholic Church. The Roman Catholic
Church has acknowledged that since the beginning of the Papacy, 8 popes were actually an-
tipopes, exercising the Papal office in a noncanonical manner. Based on information such as
that given above, Saint Alexis, Peter Kohanik, and their associates were very convincing in
teaching Uniates and former Uniates about the lack of Apostolic Succession in the Roman
Catholic Church. However, the Russian Orthodox Church does not share this viewpoint.

Y «ntil the reform of 1960, when the Roman Church “reviewed" the lists of Popes and Saints
the Roman liturgy celebrated two popes: Anacletus and Cletus. Today only one feast is
kept, St. Cletus, 26 April. It was agreed that that was the same pope under different names.
St. John 18:36
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21.

22.

23.

24.

25,

26.

On what do the popes base their right to civil government?

They say that the Roman church is the first one, then they say that the first Bishop
St. Apostle Peter was there, and that he was the head of all Apostles.

Isit true that the Roman church was the first one?

No, we already know that the first Church was established by Christ and the Apostles in
Jerusalem: that is the reason that it is the mother of all churches. The Roman church was
established by those Christians who, after Christ's Ascension, left Jerusalem when the Jews
began to persecute the Christians there. Then holy man such as Sts. Apostle Peter and Paul
came to Rome; but they found out that there was already a parish, that is a Church,
there.

Was Christ ever in Rome?

As a man He never was, since He never crossed the borders of Palestine during His earthly
life.

Was St. Apostle Peter ever in Rome?

He was there together with St. Apostle Paul in 67 AD. He died as a martyr. But there are
no records of him as the first bishop and it is difficult to prove something like that. We
know that St. Peter ordained St. Clement there as the bishop for Rome, and that Clement
was the third bishop of Rome. It is probable that the first bishop of Rome was St. Lin,
the next was St. Anacletus. As much asis known, St. Lin, the first bishop, was ordained
by both St. Peter and St. Paul.

Did Jesus Christ appoint St. Peter as the head of the twelve Apostles?

There are no indications of this either in Holy Scripture, or in Holy Oral Teaching; there
‘was no such mention even in the teaching of the Holy Fathers, or in the Ecumenical Coun-
cils. It caninno way be proved! However, everybody knows, that Christ said to His dis-
ciples: “It shall not be so among you; but whoever would be great among you must be
your servant, and whoever would be first among you, must be your slave.” '* There is no
word in the Holy Scripture, that Christ said to His Apostles: “Peter is the first among you,
he is my Vicar, he has the greatest power among you, you have to listen and obey him”.
However Christ said: “All authority in heaven and on earth has been givento Me...” " He
gave that authority to all Apostles equally, when He breathed on them, and said: “As the
Father has sent Me, even so | send you.. Receive the Holy Spirit”; and then Jesus Christ
said: “If you forgive the sins of any, they are forgiven, if you retain the sins of any, they
are retained.” "’

What conclusion follows therefore?

Since it is obvious that Christ did not give to the Apostle Peter any special power, than St. Pe
ter was not the head of the other Apostles, and he was not a bishop in Rome; 16 then the
Roman bishop, the Pope is also not the head, nor the first among bishops, who all have the

12 5t Matthew 20:26-27

13 St Matthew 28: 18-20
14

St. John 20: 21-22
15

St. John 20;23

16 « The Roman Catholic Papacy claims that in 51 AD Peter had been Bishop of Rome for eight
years; he continued there for a total of 25 years, and was martyred in 68 AD. The 25 years
therefore commenced in 43. The following facts disprove this:- It is not stated in the Scripture
that Peter was Bishop of Rome. The Roman Church was founded by the Apostle Paul. Paul
tells in Gal. 1:18 that 3 years after his conversion (37 AD) he went to Jerusalem to see Peter.
Peter was in prison in Jerusalem in 44 AD. In 48 AD Paul again went to Jerusalem; Peter was
there in the Council. In 58 AD Paul wrote his Epistle to the Romans and sent salutations to 27
persons, but did not mentioned PETER! Therefore he was not there.

At the end of 63 AD or early in 64 Paul arrived in Rome, visited the Christians and was
visited by them. But where was Peter? He was not mentioned. In 62 or 63 Paul wrote his
Epistles to Philemon, the Philippians, the Ephesians, and the Colossians but did not mentioned
Peter. Paul is forsaken in Rome - “Only Luke is with me’ (2 Tim. 4:11). Where was Peter? Evi-
dently notin Rome.

Peter writes to Pontius, Galatia, Cappadocia, Asia, and Bithynia. What about Rome? Surely,
if he had labored there, he would have recorded the fact.- The first bishop of Rome evidently
was Linus and the Apostle Peter came to Fome only to suffer the death of a martyr.
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same spiritual power from Christ, being the successors and the inheritors of the Apostles.
The Church of Christ, the Orthodox, honors St. Peter as the Primate, but also St. Paul;
this can be seen in the fact that their holy days are celebrated onthe same day; at that
time in their honor we sing: “O first-enthroned of the Apostles! Teachers of the universe!
Entreat the Master of all to grant peace to the world, and to our souls, great mercy!” "’
Neither the Apostle Peter himself nor the Saint Bishops of Rome thought about primacy for
800 years, but only about God's glory. Pope St. Gregory said to the Patriarch of Czargrad:
“Who wants to become first among the bishops is an anti-christ.” '®

27. What do we call the power given to the Apostles with which they could release or retain the
sins of people? That power is called: the power of the keys.

28. How should we understand it?

If a person sins, then the spiritual gates of the Heavenly Kingdom are closed to his soul,-
but by confessing his sins, by real repentance and then by receiving absolution from the in-
heritors of the Apostles (the bishops or their helpers, the priests), the gates are again open
for that person’s soul. Because of this, it should not be thought that St. Peter, as some
people think,- received iron, or even gold keys from Christ, with which he can unlock
heaven. He and also all the other Apostles received the right to give absolution or to retain
the peoples’ sins; he received this right as first among the Apostles because he was the
first who confessed Jesus Christ as God. But we know from the Holy Scripture that St. Pe-
terin fear, during the saving suffering of Jesus Christ, denounced Christ three times, and
by so doing he lost Apostolic powers and the power of the keys. Later the Savior, because
of Peter's sincere repentance, his tears and his love, declared after thrice questioning -
restored, as St. Gregory the Theologian wonderfully said, restored him -into the Apostle-
ship. But there was at no time any special difference between the power given to Peter
and to the other Apostles. At no time did our Savior say to Peter: “You are the first
among the Apostles, | am giving you a greater power than to the other Apostles” - neither
did He say to the Apostles that Peter is the first among them, that they had to be under
his and his successors’ leadership and obey them. No, Christ said to everyone: “Receive
ye the Holy Ghost” and with that He gave equal powerto them all.

29. Where is the power of the “keys” kept?

St. Augustine said: Did only Peter receive the (power of the keys) and not St. John, St.
Jacob and the other Apostles in the Church? No, they all received them, and that power
is used everyday in the Church, when the sins of the people who repent are released.

30. What is the foundation of the Church?

It is the Faith that Jesus Christ is God, that Jesus Christ Himself is the Son of God.

31. How should it be understood?

If we do not believe that Jesus Christ is the True God, the Son of the Living God, then
our entire Faith and Church has no foundation.

32. Can it be said that a person is the foundation of the Church of Christ? Not only can
it not be said but you cannot even think this since the Church must be based on stable
hard stone - on the Divinity of Jesus Christ, it must stand on Jesus Christ Himself, oth-
erwise it will fall apart; as we can see this happening in the Papist church, which repeats
that not Jesus Christ, but St. Apostle Peter, and therefore the Papacy in Rome is the
foundation of the Church. Because of these teachings more and more people fall away
from the Papacy, more and more religious groups are created from it by people. The Prot-
estants, that is Lutherans, Calvinists, Baptists, Uniates (kalakuts), Methodists, the Salvation
Army, the Adventists, all atheists have the Papist (Roman-Catholic) faith as their source;
the father of all these religious faiths is the Roman Pope!

33. How do we know that the foundation of the Church is Jesus Christ Himself?

From the words of our Savior Himself, Who said to the Apostle Peter. “Blessed are

17"Troparion on the day of the Feast of Sants Peter and Paul. (A Troparion is a short hymn sung
after the Little Entrance in the Divine Liturgy. There is a different Troparion for each of the
eight tones with special ones for each of the feasts.)

% st Gregory the Great, Book 4, letter 38. See Remark 3 in the Conclusion
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34.

35.

36.

37.

1.

you, Simon.. And | tell you, you are Peter (Peter, in Greek, means rock) and on
this rock | will build my church.” "

How must this be understood?

These words mean: Blessed are you, Peter, since my Father Who is in heaven gave you
this idea to confess Me as God'’s Son, and that idea, your faith is as strong as a rock...
that rock is My Divinity, and on this rock - on My Divinity, on Me and on a faith, as
strong as arock, | will build My Church, a Church that the gates of the hell, (meaning
the devill himself), will not be able to overpower. As can be seenin the teaching of St.
Augustine, Christ is saying: “Over that stone (who is Peter),... that you have confessed
(meaning Christ's Divinity), by saying; ‘Thou art Christ...’, then I will build My Church upon
Myself, (upon the Son of the Living God- out of Myself) | will build (My Church) for you
and not for Myself over you. Christ is the Foundation and also the Head of the Church,
and Peter symbolizes the Church, which confesses His Divinity, and stands on Christ
Himself; it is not the other way around, as the Roman church teaches.

Can a person have doubts in his faith?

Yes, even the Apostle Peter had doubts, when he three times renounced Christ, others also
had doubts, but St. Peter cried over his wickedness and Christ forgave him, accepting
him back into Apostleship.

Can a person be infallible?

No... only God alone can be infallible and His Church in its unanimous Ecumenical Councils
with one voice, is infallible; that is when all the successors of the Apostles, all in the
spirittual unity of the Faith in common consent make decisions, then the Holy Spirit speaks
through them; and in that way they compose and represent the entire Church of Christ.
What can be concluded from all which was said above?

That 1) Christ is everywhere at every place, because He is - God, 2) that He Himself is
the foundation of the Church, 3) but not the Apostle Peter, 4) that Jesus Christ gave
equal power to all the Apostles, 5) therefore all bishops are Successors and inheritors of
the Apostles, 6) that since St. Apostle Peter was not a bishop of Rome; therefore this
means that the Roman Church ‘by their wickedness suppress the truth” *° Since the Pope
is not the head of the Church, nor the Vicar of Christ, norinfallible, - therefore he is only
a bishop, a sinful man, who with his heretical teachings has separated millions of people
from Christ and from the True Orthodox Church.

Il PAPACY

What is the Papal teaching and what do they tell about themselves?

We already know that the popes consider themselves the head of the Church, the Vicar
of Jesus Christ, infallible, the supreme Bishop, a King, a supreme Lord, who holds his
position above all kings and is not dependent on anyone, does not render an account to
anyone: “I do not acknowledge any civilian power nor any law..." The Catholics consider
that the Pope has the highest spiritual and civilian pover - in other words he is a sort of
deity and is above any law. Nobody has the right to judge him. (Cardinal Manning in-
vented this, and the Papists have already gone so far that they sinfully consider the Pope
as God Himself! In their consideration the Pope comes first and then God follows. |
have seen a poor Pole, and a Slovak, and | even know a ksendz - a Catholic priest -
who, while speaking about God, do not remove their hats, but while speacking about the
Pope, they take off their hats! This means that the Pope, in their opinion, is greater! 2

19 st Matthew 16:17-18

2 Romans 1:18

2 *The Catechism of the Roman Catholic Church teaches that “Jesus Christ is the invisible
Head of the Church; the Holy Father, the Pope of Rome is the visible head of the Church
on earth, as the Vicar of Christ”. The Orthodox Church does not agree with this teaching,
considering that our Lord is with us all the time and therefore no Vicar is needed. The many
differences between the Western local churches on one side and the Eastern Orthodox
Churches on the other are the result of their1 éievelopment in different cultures. In the West



. How did the popes destroy the faith and the Christian Church and what kind of invetions
did they bring to the Church?

From the common people the popes took the right to receive communion in both forms, the
bread and the wine; the people can take the Eucharist only inthe form of wafers, which
have lost all appearance of bread. This is against the command of Jesus Christ Himself,
Who clerly said: “Drink ye all of it, for thisis My blood” *?* The Papal Church until its
separation from the Orthodox Church in the 12th century, for 1200 years, gave the sac
rament of Eucharist in both forms, the bread and the wine; and now it has not been
done for 700 years.

. Why?

Because the nobility were squeamish about receiving Communion from the same chalice
as the poor people.

. What else?

The Roman Catholics began to give the Eucharist in the form of wafers, but Jesus Christ
performed this great sacrament using leavened bread. The Papist church before it sa-
parated, up until the 12th century, (that is for 1200 years) used leavened bread and then
for 700 years has used wafers.

. What then?

The popes forbid the ksendzes (priests) to marry; that was done by Pope Gregory VII, but
Christ did not even forbid the Apostles, and some of them were married, and the Holy
Fathers also, and for 1100 years the Papal ksendzes could marry, but now for the last
800 years it is forbidden for them to do it. *

there were the differences created by the Roman pagan religion, and the Roman state or-
ganization which recognized the state ruler as a god who officiated at impressive solemn
religious ceremonies. The greatness of Rome was the goal of the state and support of this
goal was required from every citizen. The citizens of Rome Recognized this ideology as the
source of their future well-being and security. When Rome became Christian, it dreamed of
creation of a world monarchy with the Pope as the Absolute Ruler. (Rev. A. Kolesnikov, Kurs
Sravnitel'nogo Bogoslovija - Course of Comparative Theology, Jordanville, 1957, pg. 7-9)

This Roman ideology is the reason that the voice of the entire Ecumenical Church became the
voice of only one person - the Pope. All other differences with the East were then consequences
of this ideology and (ibid, pg. 12-13) the reason that the Roman Popes and their ideological
followers, fearing competition, were intolerant of any other Christian organization that was not
under the complete control of Rome. That was also the reason for the opposition of the Roman
Catholic Church to new religious, scientific, and political ideas and opinions which resulted in
events and policies such as the Holy Inquisition, the Index of Prohibited Books, etc. This was
also the reason for the “Holy Crusades” against other Christians in the East. That is why it
was necessary to change the real miracle of Fatima into the teaching that the “Holy Virgin
wishes the conversion of the Russians from the Orthodox to the Roman Catholic faith”, and
the maintaining even today of the so-called “Blue Army” which collects funds for the “liberation”
of the Orthodox people. This is what makes Orthodox people bitter and creates suspicion about
the theological and political intentions, plans and goals of the West. It creates a very distrust-
ful atmosphere in which to attempt an Orthodox-Roman Catholic Dialog, which should in reality
lead to the realization of commonality and also a unity in opposing the real threats of atheistic
ideas, moral corruption and difficulty in spreading the Christian mission and helping the needy
people of the world.

2 st. Matthew 26:27-28

2 *The family composes the fundamental cell of the Christian Church. It was established by God
Himself with the creation of man and woman. (Gen.1:27-28, 2:18-24) In the New Testament
the family is called a church (Rom. 16:3-4, Col. 4:15). The Orthodox Church considers mar-
riage very important and according to the teaching of the Ecumenical Councils forbids the
marriage of Christian with non-Christian; divorces are discouraged. The Church permits clergy
to be celibate or married. Since the VI Ecumenical Council, it has been a rule that the bish-
ops should be celibate or widowers. Sometime between the 4 th-6 th centuries, the Roman
Popes insisted on the celibacy of all clergy but the Ecumenical Councils severely reprimanded
that Roman practice. (The VI Ecumenical Council in Constantinople, rule13). This resolution of
the Ecumenical Council is ignored by the popes as are many others. In the year 1123, in
the Lateran Council. The Papacy introduced this inhuman teaching concerning celibacy of the
clergy, and in the Trident Council (1563) itl\gas approved as an irrevocable Church law.




6. What then?
By their order and by the wish of the German King Karl the Great, they changed the
Creed, adding to it the words “and from the Son” (Who proceedeth from the Father” -
here they added also ‘from the Son’) and in that way changed the singular essence of the
Holy Trinity, since the Holy Spirit now has “two beginnings”. But as we know Christ said:
“But when the Comforter is come, whom | will send into you from the Father, even the
Spirit of truth, which proceedeth from the Father".?® The Holy Fathers at the Second Ecu-
menical Council in Czargrad, and at the Sixth Ecumenical Council decided to condemn
and excommunicate anyone, who would add or subtract even one word from the Symbol
of the Faith, and the Pope of Rome Leo lll, when the discussions were conducted,
ordered that the Symbol of the Faith be inscribed in Greek and Latin on two plaques,
without the addition of “and from the Son” and he ordered it put in the Roman Church, but
his successors did not look at that and for the last 1000 years read the now destroyed
Creed.

7. And what else followed?
They have destroyed the lents, invented “purgatory” and indulgences (releases from sins),
they invented the “immaculate conception of the Most Holy Virgin” and the infallibility of
popes and they have also introduced Latin everywhere in the Divine services.

8. What is “purgatory”?
This is a place, somewhere in the other world, where souls are horribly tortured for
smaller sins and arein a stage of waiting; the popes can release them from there, but
truthfully not free of charge,- only if someone in this world will pay well for these souls!

9. Did Christ, or the Apostles, or the Councils, or the Holy Fathers teach something like that
about “purgatory”?
Never: there is neither in the Holy Scripture, nor in the Holy Oral Teaching even a word
about “purgatory”; nor in the teaching of the Ecumenical Councils nor of the Holy Fathers.
a) Is the belief in and the teaching about “purgatory” correct? It is not only incorrect, but
it is not even Christian; it is a teaching agaist the justice and the endless kindness and
mercy of God, and besides if the popes really have the right to release souls from “purgatory”,
then there is a great lack of mercy in the Papacy, since it releases them (the souls) only for
coins, for money!.. and why not without charge?
Remark:- The Papal Church accuses the Orthodox Christian Church, Christ's Church, that
it alsoteaches and believes in “purgatory”; that is a lie and an untruth. The Orthodox
Church teaches about spiritual trials, about which the Holy Righteous Theodora and others
have given us a clear understanding, and the Holy Fathers teach us (about them); and
that is a big difference.

10. What are indulgences (releases)?
That is a financial (business) matter. The popes teach that for money it is possible not
only to buy the souls from “purgatory”, but a person can even during his life on earth buy
the release of his sins from the Pope.
Remark:- Such release was, for example, granted to all “crusaders’ who attacked the Chris-
tian Constantinople, robbed and killed many inhabitants there, and robbed Orthodox Churches.
The Pope forgave them this deed in exchange for treasures since that was an Orthodox
country. Similar releases followed for Roman clergy who led gangs which attacked Christian
churches and killed people in Southern and Eastern Europe up until our time.

11. How could that be done?
The Popes teach that the saints and Holy Ones who pleased God have accomplished
more of merit and did more good deeds than was neccesary for their own salvation

The damage to the image of all of Christianity becomes evident.

st John 15:26

2 4+The Creed was established in the Ecumenical Councils with the goal of protecting Christianity
agaist heretics and the introduction of different teaching. That the Holy Spirit proceedeth from
the Father alone was the teacing of St Basil the Great, Gregory the Theologian, John Chry-
sos tom, Ephraem the Syrian, Cyril of Alexandria and about one thousand other Saints and
Fathers of the Church who are honored by the Orthodox and Roman Churches. The change in
the Creed is one of the greatest dogmatic obstacles for Eastern and Western Church unity.
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and all these extra are kept in heavenly storage (on shelves), and every Papal believer can
purchase them, so that his sins would be released, and even more! Such a release of sins
can be bought for one day or a week, a month or even years for as long as a century!

And how many souls can be bought out of “purgatory”™~ as many as the popes wish.

12. Is such teaching correct?

No, because it again offends the mercy and justice of God.- Neither Christ, nor the

Apostles, nor the Holy Fathers, nor the Holy Councils knew about such teaching; it was
completely invented by the popes in order to make way more money, and this was the
main reason that there were Protestants such as Luther, Calvin and others.

a) Remark:- The Papists themselves are not fully sure and in agreement in this teaching;
some of them say that a person can purchase for himself indulgence for those sins
which were already committed, while other “wise” men take the position that a release
can be obtained also for those sins that the person will commit in the future!... However
in our opinion it is the same, one way or the other- it is not good..

b) Remark:- The word “otpust” - release, has in the Galician and Ugro-Russian dialect a
meaning of pilgrimage (in Slovak it means - traveling) to the Holy places, when people go
to Halich or to Pochaev, orin Hungary to Maria of Povcha, Mukachevo or other places, or
they go to a parish for its patron Saint's day. There is noneed to think during such a
pilgrimage about a Papal indulgence, because the travel is a good deed, advised by
the Lord. If someone goes to these places with faith, on foot; observes the lents, prays,
observes the feasts, donates for the poor, goes for confessions and sincerely in greef
presents his sins before God, then the Lord releases his sins, and there is no need to
pay for this, nor to purchase the release from the Pope. The right to give such release of
sins is everywhere, and can be given by a bishop or any priest. And the Most Holy Virgin,
or the Holy Ones who pleased God, and to whose memory that place or church is dedi-

cated will plead to God in the Heavenly Kingdom for the pilgrim; and not at the request

of the Pope. If such a pilgrim sincerely confesses his sins, and does good deeds, then
the Virgin or the Holy One does not demand money or belief in the Papacy but will for
us, not for the Pope, plead to God for us in the Heavenly Kingdom.

13. What does the “immaculate” conception of the Most Pure Virgin, God’s Mother, mean?
Pope Pius IX in 1858 invented a teaching about the Mother of God, that she was born
without the first born (original) sin;- that means that she was born without a father like
the Son of God Jesus Christ, who became a man in her womb. *

14. Could that be true?

No... since the Mother of God was conceived in the womb of St. Anna through her
husband St. Joachim who is the father of the Most Pure Virgin Mary. St. Joachim and
St. Anna - are the parents of the All-Holy Virgin Mother of God - and even though they
are saints and were very religious people; they, like all other people derive from Adam
and Eve and the Holy Virgin Mary also is descended from them.

15. What does that mean?

That means that every person who is descendant of Adam and Eve, even though later
in life he becomes the greatest saint, still begins his life in sin and is born in sin, as

% In 1848 Pius IX sent a message to the Patriarchs claiming the Pope's supremacy. The Patriarch
of Constantinople Anfim VI in the name of all Orthodox Christians answered the Papal claim
writing that a union of East and West would be possible only if the Roman Church would
abolish all changes made since the 9th century. Then the Patriarch sent a memorandum to
the Churches pointing out the Papist heresies. In reply, the Pope accused the Orthodox of not
respecting the Holy Virgin. In 1854 he declared that hers was an immaculate conception, “By
the authority of our Lord Jesus Christ, of the blessed Apostles Peter an d Paul, and by our
own, we proclaim the doctrine that the Most Blessed Virgin Mary, at the first moment of Con-
ception, by special grace of God Almighty and by special privilege, for the sake of the future
merits of Jesus Christ, the Savior of the human race, was preserved pure from all stain of
original sin - to be a doctrine revealed by God, and therefore all the faithful are bound to profess
it firmly and constantly.” After this dogma was announced to the astounded Christians by the
Pope, the Roman theologians began to try to justify it. It became one more obstacle to the
unity of the Churches since there is no basis for the dogma in the Holy Book, the teaching of
the Ecumenical Councils, or the Holy Fatharf



was said by the Holy Psalm writer, prophet and Czar, David: “For behold | was con-
ceived in iniquities; and in sins did my mother conceive me' (Psalm 50).
16. What do we call that sin?
The sin of the first born (original).
17. What are the consequences of original sin?
That everyone who is born with original sin must die.

18. Did the Most Pure Virgin, the Mother of God, die?

That is so...Her pure soul left her most pure body as happens to every person. The only
difference between her death and that of other people is that during her life she knew
no other sin. She died without fear and without suffering,- it would be better to say
that she fell asleep, and her holy soul was by her Son Himself, our Savior Jesus Christ
carried to heaven on His divine hands. The day of Her Dormition is celebrated on August 15th.
The body of the Mother of our Lord was buried for three days and then angels came
who carried her body to heaven where it united again with her soul. The Orthodox Church
glorifies the “Dormition of the Mother of God”, while the Papal Church glorifies “the Ele-
vation of the Mother of God to Heaven”, and that way declares that she did not die, but
has been taken by the angels to Heaven alive! and this teaching is wrong.

19. When and where is the person cleansed of original sin?

Every person is cleansed of original sin by the sacrament of baptism.

20. Is the sacrament of baptism necessary for salvation?

It is soimportant that without baptism no one can be saved, as Christ Himself said: “I
say to thee, unlessa man be born again of water and the Holy Ghost, he cannot enter
into the kingdom of God”.*’

Remark:- The Most Holy Virgin and the Apostles were baptized by the Holy Spirit;
however there is no evidence that they were not also baptized by water. It is very pos-
sible that this was so.

21. Who was conceived and born without a father as a person and therefore is without sin?
Only our Lord, God and Savior Jesus Christ. He as God is everlastingly being born from
the Father -God without a mother, and as a person He was born from the Most Holy
Virgin Mary, without a father, but conceived by the Holy Spirit and therefore He has no
original sin. What conclusions can be made from the above? That the person who
teaches that the Most Pure Virgin was conceived without sin (without original sin) is in-
sulting the Mother of God, because when he attributes to Her this quality he creates in
his mind not a person but a goddess, who would be equal to the Son of God Jesus Christ.
The Orthodox Church considers such teaching as false and rejects it onthe grounds
that it was unknown to the Holy Fathers, the Holy Councils and cannot be found in Holy
Scripture or in Holy Oral Teaching.

22 Then what is the Holy Orthodox Church teaching about the Mother of God, the Most Holy
Virgin Mary?

That: a) She is the Mother of God.

b) That before, during, and after Jesus' birth, She was a Virgin.

c) That She is greater then all the angels and heavenly powers and
greater than all the saints, since She is the Queen of Heaven.

d) That She is the Most Pure and Most Clear.

e) That She is the Patron and Protector of the Christian people.

f) Her glory and honor is so great in Heaven and on earth that no one on earth
can add anything to it, and also noone can take it away from Her, since the
Most Pure Virgin was put to such glory by God Himself. She is a comforter for
the grieving and a doctor for the hopelesly ill. She is hope, Sheis our most kind
mother. The Holy Orthodox Church, and especially the Russian people, very
deeply and with such love honor the Most Holy Virgin Mary, that at every serv
ice to God, they commemorate and call on the Mother of God, and erect in
Her honor the most beautiful churches. *

27 st John 3:5

2 wThe Holy Virgin Mary has a special position and is highly venerated by the Orthodox Church.
In the hymn sung at the Holy Liturgy of St 2J§Jhn Chrysostom the Holy Virgin is described as
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What does “infallible” mean?

This means that he (the Pope) can't pray, make mistakes, can't gossip, tell sinful things
or teach incorrectly.

Who can be like this?

Only God Himself.

Can any person attribute such qualities to himself?

No, and that is the reason that when the popes tell about themselves that they are infal
lible they are commiting a sin, telling an untruth and a lie. By inventing these false ideas
the popes bring other people into lechery and fornication because they put themselves
on the same level as God. But in reality a Popeis only a sinful person.

Did Christ, the Apostles, the Holy Fathers, or the Holy Councils teach or write anything
containing such ideas about infallibility?

Never did Jesus Christ say to any one of the Apostles that He personally and exceptionally
will be infallible, but to all Apostles and to all of His Church He said: “For where there
are two or three gathered togetherin My name, there am| inthe mids of them”. * And
then He said: “Going therefore, teach ye all nations;.. nd behold | am with you all days,
even to the consummation of the world ,”*° and “But when the Paraclete cometh, whom |
will send you from the Father, the Spirit of Truth, who proceedeth from the Father, He shall
give testimony of Me. And you shall give testimony, because you are with Me from the
beginning.” > As is seen Christ gave infallibility to all Apostles together and to their suc-
cessors;z- that is the way that the Holy Fathers and the Ecumenical Councils believed and
taught.

Who are the successors of the Apostles?

All the bishops are.

Do all bishops have the same spiritual power from Christ?

Since Christ gave to all the Apostles the same spiritual power, therefore all bishops also
have the same spiritual power, even that in time the Christian Church gave to some bish-
ops, for their achivements and zeal, or for better administration, higher honors such as the
titles of Patriarch, Metropolitan, Archbishop and Exarch. The giving of these titles to some
bishops by the Church did not increase or decrease the other bishops' spiritual power.
Where was that done?

Mostly at the Ecumenical Council meetings.

What are the Ecumenical Councils?

Those are meetings of all bishops from the entire world.

How many Ecumenical Councils were there?

Seven: in Nicaea - two times: the 1 st and the 7th; in Ephesus - the 3rd; in Chalcedon -

“more honorable than the cherubim and beyond compare more glorious than the seraphim”. In
services She is also called “Our All-Holy” (Panagia), Immaculate, Most Blessed And Glorified
Lady, Mother of God (Theotokos) and Ever-Virgin Mary (Aeiparthenos). Her veneration was so
great in the East and in Russia that every city had its own icon of the Holy Mother, many of them
were miracleworking. This veneration of the Holy Virgin was transferred from the Orthodox to the
Roman Catholic Church. For example when Roman Catholic Poland occupied Russian provinces, the
Poles took one of the Holy Icons of the Mother of God from the Czenstochov monastery. Now
it is known as the Wonderworking lkon of the Czenstochova Mother of God in Poland. There are
several other Orthodox icons that are respected by the Latin Church such as “Our Lady of
Perpetual Help”.

% St Matthew 18:20
3 St Matthew 28:19-20
3 st John 15:26-27

2w In the Vatican Council, held in Rome in 1870, in the face of protests from many theologians
and bishops of the Catholic Church, the doctrine of the “infallibility” of the Roman Pope in
matters of the faith was proclaimed. The speech of Bishop Joseph Strossmayer in opposition
to that dogma became famous. Other bishops were also against that dogma. The Orthodox
Church does not accept this dogma, considering that infallibility is with the Church and not with
just one person. This new Catholic dogma is also one of the obstacles to the union of Ortho-
dox and Catholic Churches.
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Seven: in Nicaea - two times: the 1 st and the 7th; in Ephesus - the 3rd; in Chalcedon -
the 4th; and three: the 2nd, 5th and 6th in Czargrad (Constantinople) - in other words all of
them were in the East.

Where there also other council meetings?

There were also other local meetings; when there were meetings of bishops not from
the entire world, but only representing one or two countries, but of all these council
meetings only the resolutions of nine are recognized by the Church as obligatory for all.
What should be known about the Ecumenical Councils?

That all bishops who came to the Ecumenical Council (Patriarchs, Metropolitans) represented
the entire Christian Church, and all of them together made infallible decisions about what
and how it is necessary to believe. Therefore their decisions begin with the following words:
“It is wished by us and by the Holy Spirit", meaning that the Holy Spirit was speaking
through them.

How many patriarchs are there?

The Holy Ecumenical Council in Chalcedon (475) established 5 patriarchates, that in honor
and order are all equal; 1)The Patriarch of the Old Rome, 2) the Patriarch of the New Rome
or Constantinople (Czargrad), 3) the Patriarch of Alexandria, 4) the Patriarch of Antiochia,
and 5) the Patriarch of Jerusalem. But since the Roman Patriarch (of the Old Rome) or as
he is called -the Pope has fallen away from the Ecumenical Church, therefore there are
now only four original patriarchates - Constantinople, Alexandria, Antiochia and Jerusalem.
The place of the 5th patriarchate, with the consent and permission of the other 4 patriarchs
is held by the Holy Ruling All-Russian Synod with rights and privileges. *

When was infallibility invented?

It was proclaimed by the Papal church 23 years ago by order of Pope Pius IX himself in
the year 1870 in Rome during the so-called Vatican Council.

What else did the Papacy appropriate for itself?

Royal authority. The Pope tells that he is not only Pope but that he is also a czar (king);
for this reason he had soldiers and canons, led wars, condemned people to death, and
had ministers and generals up until 1871. In that year the ltalian king Victor Emmanuel
took the city of Rome away from

the Pope... and that was done according to the teaching of Christ Who said: “My
kingdom is not of this world.” 34 Besides none of the Apostles had any kingdom, nor
soldiers, nor canons, but the Apostles like the Savior Himself were so poor that some-
times they had no place to lay their head.

What was the reason that the Papal power declined?

The endless pride... just imagine, how a pope is getting crowned. He sits on the main
altar in the church, there where the Bloodless Sacrifice (the Sacrament of Eucharist) is
brought to God the Father; - and in front of the Pope people fall to their knees, and
kiss his feet - even bishops and archbishops, who have spiritual power equal to his.

3 % The names of two branches of Christianity reveal their different goals. The Orthodox Church
preserves and preaches the teaching of Christ, His Apostles, the Saints, the Ecumenical
Councils and the Holy Fathers while the Roman Catholic Church attempts to form a universal
church under the leadership of the Pope. In its preaching the Catholic Church changed the origi-
nal teaching, adding new dogmas. The Orthodox Church takes as its foundation the Gospel,
the interpretations made by the Saints, the Holy Fathers and the Ecumenical Councils. The
Roman Catholic Church takes its information from the books of learned Roman Catholic theo-
logians. (Rev. A. Kolesnikov, ibid p. 13-15). The Orthodox Church preserves the teaching of
the Seven Ecumenical Councils. The Roman Catholic Church announces that there were many
Ecumenical Councils, that an Ecumenical Council is not one where all dioceses and bishops
of Christianity are represented but that “the council is Ecumenical when it is approved by the
Ecumenical Bishop - the Bishop of Rome”. Therefore as we understand it the viewpoint of the
Latins is that even when all the bishops of Christianity meet but their decisions are not ap-
proved by the Pope, it is not an Ecumenical Council, but if there is a meeting of even
three bishops and it is approved by the Pope, then it is Ecumenical. (Rev. A. Kolesnikov,
ibid, pg. 15)

34 st John 18:36
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8.

. What do some people say about the Papacy?

We can only state that only people who are in darkness, unenlightened; especially Poles,
Slovaks and Uniates tell, that popes receive letters from Heaven; but we have to note
that until now no one has ever seen such a letter.

Can something like that happen? ‘

It is endless and great foolishness even to think something like that and signifies the
complete spiritual darkness of people who do. What kind of truth is that, that from the
sky a stone falls with a letter? - Such letters were invented by liars, who count that
foolish, slow-witted and uneducated people will pay them great sums of money for all
kinds of foolishness which they invent, for example: Leaves of Betjan, Stairs to Heaven,
the Saturday of Mary, rosaries with indulgences, etc. This is not Christianity; and prayers
with the use of such objects are not welcome by our Lord but can make Him angry.
How did the Papal power become so strong?

In the Middle Ages the western countries were populated by wild people. People in Italy,
Germany, Spain and France did not know how to read, nor write. Those people had no
understanding of Christianity, - the leaming and knowledge was kept among the ksendzes
(Roman clergy) who told anything they wanted about any subject. The popes did not care
since they were only interested in increasing their authority. They also did not care in
what way money was raised for their treasury. This was the main reason that the Popes
were fooling people naive in their belief. In the East something like this could not have
happened since the Greek people and their priests were very educated people.

IV PROTESTANTISM

. What do the words “Protestant”, “protestantism” mean?

“Protestare” is a Latin word; it means only “to be agaist”, to speak or to teach against”, -
the Protestant faith therefore teaches against, speaks against some truth, namely against
Christian truth and teaching; but mostly and mainly it is opposed to Papism and the
Papal church and teaching.

When did this faith come into existence?

In the 16th century, that is 1600 years after Christ.

Where and who started it?

In the German country, (people) splintered away from the Papal faith.

Who protested?

Luther Martin.- who was a Catholic monk.

How did that happen?

Pope Leo X wished to build a wonderful “kostel” (church) in Rome, but there was no
money to do that, so he started to write indulgences, that is to forgive people their sins in
exchange for payment; many monks were sent to Western Europe and among them was
Tetzel, who sold more releases from sins than others, especially in German countries.
Luther opposed such “forgivers” and from the beginning he had good intentions, but the
Pope and his ksendzes did not accept Luther's wise suggestions, and wanted to burn him
at the stake as was done to Huss. Luthergot angry and in his anger went further than he
originally intended. In his accusations he started to criticize not only the faults, but also those
things which were good in the Papal faith. Finally Luther established the Protestant
church and faith.

How did Tetzel sell the indulgences?

He went from place to place, from one village to another, with a big bag and loudly
shouted: “Give, give! Whoever will drop even one coin into the bag will buy one soul
out of “purgatory” and to those people who gave money he gave a card, that stated that
their sins were forgiven for as long as three days, or a month or years or even for a
longer time.

Therefore who is the main cause of the creation of Protestantism?

The Roman Pope was the main reason and only the second was Luther.

What happened? "



Neither the Pope nor Luther wanted to give in and compromise and with each day there
came also other false-teachers; more and more people accepted the teaching of Luther,-
and first there disagreements, then uprisings occurred and finally a regional war came,
which lasted 30 years and as a result one million one hundred thousand people were killed,
the land was devastated, property worth many millions was lost, and finally the Protes-
tants won, and all this happened because the Pope didn’t want to admit his wrongdoing;
to build a “kostel” with money received by selling indulgences.

9 What do we see in all that and what lesson does it teach us?
Since the Pope fell away from the true Church, he could not convince the Protestant-
heretics. History teaches us that such heretical acts against the Church of Christ were
committed also before Luther and possibly they were even greater, for example: those of
Arius, Pelagius, Macedonius and others, but then the four patriarchs and the entire Eastern
Orthodox Church helped the Western Church, or the Western Church helped the Eastern,
since it was then one faith, and all that was done without war, without bloodshed, with-
out uprisings; only at the Ecumenical Councils could the Holy Fathers stop such heretical
disturbances, since the Holy Spirit himself was their help.

10. What did Luther and other Protestants teach?
In his blind anger Luther went too far, and began to preach that faith without good
deeds can save a person; he rejected the Holy Oral Teaching, he rejected five Holy Sac-
raments, observing only Baptism and Eucharist, but at the same time he said that the
bread does not become the Body of Jesus Christ, but that Jesus Christ is in bread, or with
bread, or under the bread, and that is not really so, but Jesus Christ is spiritually pres-
ent: he rejected the honoring of saints, and of the Mother of God; he rejected the Holy
Liturgy, Holy water, Holy days, and other Holy matters. After Luther came Calvinists and
Methodists, Baptists, Puritans, Herrnhuters, Swedenborgians, Unitarians and many, many
other religious sects. More and more were leaving (the Papal church), and finally lost all
faith... and as a result of these unfortunate Papal indulgences, now there are about 116
million Protestants! **

Remark: In 1844 Pope Pius IX had tried to subject the Holy Patriarchs of the Eastern-

Orthodox Church to his authority sending letters to them, but the Patriarchs in their reply

showed his false teaching, and indicated to him that he fights the true teaching when he

introduces his own false ones and that he is in opposition to the true teaching of Christ.

The Patriarchs in their reply called him the “first Protestant!” and wrote that every healthy

thinking Christian will acknowledge the truth.

V UNIA

1. What does the word “unia” mean?
This is a Latin word (unio) that means union or joining; and the faith and Church that
keeps such union is called the Uniate faith and the Uniate Church; or as the sensibly
thinking Russian people with derision call it: the “kalakuts’ faith” and “kalakuts’ church”.-
But the kalakuts call themselves “greek-catholics”.

35 was a Patriarch of Constantinople wrote, a Pope of Rome was ‘the first Protestant” in the Chris-
tian Church. As might be expected, the Pope's example of disobedience to the Ecumenical
Church resulted in the fact that later when the dissatisfied Protestant leaders splintered from
the Roman Catholic Church, they did not return to the Holy Orthodox Ecumenical Church. The
reason for this of course was that while they were involved in the Roman Catholic Church,
they had not learned much about Orthodoxy since the Papists were not interested in teaching
about Or thodoxy, and provided incorrect information about it. Therefore these Protestant reform-
ers were forced to depend on the individual opinions of former Catholic clergy and political lead-
ers. That led eventually to the formation of more and more sectarian groups and the loss of
most Christian dogmas, teachings and traditions; creating, as had their example in Rome,
something new.
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Remark: With surprise an Orthodox person who inquires in a real Russian - Uniate village,
“What faith do the villagers profess?” will hear more than once the same answer “We are
Orthodox Rusins.”, and if the villagers would be told that they are Uniates, they will get
angry and argue about that, since these poor people have not even heard about Unia!
They have never been told and no one will tell them about it... They study in catechism
that they are “Orthodox Christians of the Russian Faith”. In church from their ksendz they
also hear: “... and all of you Orthodox Christians”, etc. (But in Galicia there was a plan to
change the word “Orthodox” (pravoslavnyi) to “Right faith” (pravovernyi). Is that the reason
that these people even today consider themselves Orthodox? The reason is also that, es-
pecially in Hungary, neither the biskups nor the ksendzes dared to announce to the people
that there was Unia, that they agreed to it without the people’s consent. This can be
checked out by anyone who wishes to do so. Take the Slavianskii Sbornik vol. I, page 58,
where it is written that: “At the Terniavskii local council our ancestors were forced by cir-
cumstances to accept Unia without the knowledge of the laity. No one has yet had the
courage to say that they have committed treason to the Orthodox faith”. These words were
not written by some kind of “coursed schismatic’; no, they were written by a Uniate priest
from Hungary - Uriel Meteor. And thatis why these people also today consider themselves
Orthodox.

There are three different types of Uniate ksendzes:

a) those who do not love the Latin rite, nor Orthodoxy; those are “Greek-Catholics”.

b) those who are blindly behind Rome and call themselves Roman Catholics of Greek
rite; most of them are in the diocese of Mukacevo, and that wonderful name was
invented for them by their biskup Diula Firzak!..

c) those who in spirit and conviction are Russian Orthodox, but because of fear they are
Uniates, and also because they receive their salary from the administration! If that
would not be the case, they all would have left Unia a long time ago. It was also
said along time ago “naupertas est maxsima meretrix”.

2. Is there such a faith and when did it start?
There is such a faith. It began in the 17th century, that is at the end of the 16th century,
in the former old Poland, and in the 17th century in Hungary, Therefore it is no older than
300 years.

3. Is the Uniate faith from God?
No, as the people invented the Papal and Lutheran, so also was the Uniate faith invented
by them.

4. Who invented this faith?
Two godless persons, sellers of Christ, - two Judases, the Bishops Cirill Terletzky of Vladimir-
Volyn' diocese and Hipatius Potzey of Lutzk. With sorrow it must be said that they were
leading Orthodox bishops, but already from the beginning of their careers, they led lives
mean and unfit for clergy. Terletzky was married twice and led a depraved life. Potzey
was born an Orthodox Christian, then he became a Calvinist, then a follower of Papism,
then again Orthodox and died a Uniate.

5. Why did they do a thing like that?
For benefits; partially for money, but mostly they were afraid of early retirement, which
especially was a threat for Terletzky as punishment for his unworthy life, - since his Holi-
ness Patriarch Jeremias intended to demote him from a bishop to a monk.

6. What benefits were promised to them by the Roman-Catholics?
They were promised the same rights in the kingdom of Poland, as the Polish bishops had,
that they would become Polish senators, and even advisers of the Polish king. But all
promises were never fulfilled since the Polish nobility and ksendzes (clergy) could not re
spect traitors to their own Church and people. 36

36 Bishops Potzey and Terletzky fraudently obtained the signatures of Gedeon Balaban, Bishop of
Lvov, and Michael Kapistiansky, Bishop of Peremysl, on a clean sheet of paper, on which they
claimed they were going to write a petition to the Polish king in support of privileges for the
Orthodox Church in Poland. Instead, they wrote on this paper, as if in name of a synod, a
request to the king and the Pope for a religious union of the Orthodox Church in Poland with
the Roman, on the terms of the Council of Florence, with the conservation of all the discipline
and ceremonies of the Orthodox Church. In &5_?6 the Orthodox clergy assembled in Brest



7. Who belongs to the Uniate church?
At the present time there are about three and a half million Russians in Galicia, one half
million in Hungary, about 400 thousand Romanians in Hungary, and some Bulgarians,
Greeks, Arabs and Chaldeans in Europe and Asia, but their number is not greater than
6-7 million. Before there were more of them.

8. Why was Unia invented for these nations?
To convert them little by little into Papism and to make Latins out of them. Uniaisonly a
bridge for these people on the road to Latinism.

9. How did Unia begin?
The countries Lithuania, the Ukraine, Little-Russia, Volynia, and Galicia are today under the
strong and powerful guidance of the Orthodox Russian Emperor; some of them are partially
inside the borders of Austria, but these are completely Russian lands. Before they were
occupied by the Polish king and were part of that kingdom, they confessed the true Christ’s
Orthodox faith. Butthe Poles who are blind followers and supporters of the Roman
Popes began to oppress the Russians who lived in their kingdom, planning to destroy them;
from the start the ksendzes and Jesuits attacked the faith and the Church with the inten-
tion of making Latins out of the Russians. But the Russian people, their bishops, priests
and nobility did not even wish to hear of such a plan. Then the ksendzes and Jesuits
invented Unia: but the people didn't want even then to join it until the Jesuits attracted
Terletzky and Potzey.

10. What does Unia consist of?
The Jesuits and ksendzes expected only one thing from the Russians; that they would
accept the Pope, not Christ as the head of the Church; and it was promised that they
could keep all other traditions, rituals, and language. They planned that as soon as the
Russians were subject to the Pope, the other things would be easier to introduce.
What happened? When Terletzky and Potzey, those two Judases, were bribed, they
went to Rome. There on their knees they kissed the Pope’s feet, promising loyalty. In
doing this they committed treason to Christ and to the Church, and also to the Russian
nation. As soon as that happened the Polish ksendzes started to act differently - first
they started to attract the Russian landowners (nobility) to Unia. The Polish kings began
to promise them advantages. Some of these people joined Unia and later became zeal-
ous Papists and Latins. The same happened to the Uniate bishops. The Polish Papists
acted as Uniate Bishops and introduced Latin customs and rites into Orthodox churches
such as whispering the liturgy and the use of organs and bells. They introduced special
matins and vespers and destroyed the entire cycle of yearly services to God. Then they
took the iconostasis out of the churches and destroyed the lents. Then the Uniate ksendzes
accepted the Papal vestments, began to shave, and even to shave the tops of their heads;
even worse they started to persecute unmercifully the Orthodox Faith and Church. But
people stood firmly for Christ, for His Faith and teaching, and accepted for that tortures
and death. They went to prison and suffered but did not denounce Christ.

11.How were the Orthodox people treated by the Papists and Uniates?
Those people who were not afraid of torture and threats were instead made all kinds of
promises; this did not work and consequently the people were treated severely.
a) Their Holy, Only Saving, Christian Faith and Church were called “peasant”.
b) Their priests were called “jews” and under the leadership of Polish ksendzes or Jesuits
the priests were attacked, beaten, even dragged on the ground by their hair and beards.
c) Corpses were thrown from their coffins. During funerals the dead and the mourning
parishioners were dragged to the marshes or to waste places. The priests and Orthodox
believers were hit and many times people were even killed.
d) The Orthodox churches, it is horrible to say, were turned over to the Jews to control.
When an Orthodox priest needed to have a service, to baptize or wed or bury people

and divided. Some joined the Roman jurisdiction, but a majority decided to stay loyal to Or

thodoxy and be as before under the jurisdiction of the Patriarch of Constantinople. Since that
time two Churches have existed in Poland and Lithuania, one called Or thodox and the other
Uniate; each had its own succession of metropolitans.
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he had first to pay money to receive the key and to be admitted to the church.?

e) On the Holy Day of Pascha if an Orthodox person wished to have a blessed kulich, **
he hadto buy it from the Jew; if he baked the kulich himself, then he had to buy an
approved seal for it. Without that Jewish seal the kulich was not allowed to be blessed.
If priests did it they were punished by a jail sentence.

f) More than once a gang gathered under the leadership of a Polish or a Uniate ksendz
and for “fun” they attacked the poor Orthodox people, sometimes during the Divine service,
demanding that the Orthodox people accept Unia; and if the parishioners did not agree,
the gang locked the church and set fire toit, so that all the faithful would be burned!..-
The greatest torturer was Josaphat Kuntzevich, a Uniate archbishop of Polotsk, who went
from place to place with his servants and supporters. He tortured the priests and faithful
Orthodox people, killed, took away or burned some of their churches until he was killed
himself. And this villain, do-nothing, dirt and bandit was declared a Catholic saint by
the Pope of Rome in 1858; that gangster was called a “hieromartyr”. It was ordered
that the Uniates should pray to him in their Divine services, honoring him as a saint,
which the Uniates did. As we see the sufferings of the Russian people were unspeak-
able, they were persecuted; books can be written about all of their sufferings in Poland
from the ksendzes and the Jesuits; and all because they were being forced to accept
Unia and then the Latin rite.

12. How did Unia end in Poland?
When the Papists were on their uncontrolled rampage, then the patience of God came
to an end. The merciful Lord heard the cry of His people and the poor Russians obtained
mercy and Poland was punished, since Austria, Prussia and Russia divided Poland and
some of the Russian regions were reunited under the protective, strong, fatherly and
benign hand of the Orthodox Russian Czar. The poor people happily swept away the
spiritual yoke - the sickening plague of Unia and as result finally millions were reunited
with the Church of Christ. They returned to the Orthodox Church together with their bishops,
priests, with their churches. Only several thousands of Russians, who became completely
Polonized, and who were called “kalakuts” by the Russians stayed Uniate! But Poland
was lost. It disappeared forever. It was wiped from among the nations for its sins. In
the same way that God punished the Jewish nation He also punished the Poles, since
they also persecuted Christ and His Orthodox Church! The remnants of the plague,
Unia, are still found in Galicia and in Hungary.

13. How did Unia influence the Russian people?
Most cruelly, since the Uniates began to shame their Church and even their nation and
became Polacks.

14. When did Unia start in Hungary and why?
It started in Hungary in 1649. The Orthodox people were persecuted there by the wild
Hungarian-Papists, who persecuted them as did the Poles in Poland. They used the
same methods as the Poles: beating up people and promising all kinds- of benefits, and
finally under such pressure 70 ksendzes joined Unia in the city of Ungvar (Uzhorod).

*"#The Jewish minority in Poland was used first by the Poles, then by the Russians for collect-
ing funds. When the Russian troops returned to Poland after the Napoleonic Wars, one of
the leaders of the Cossack Army, D. Davydov, wrote in his memoirs that he entered the city
of Grodno and was well received by the local Jews and their leadership. The Jews of the city
happily met the Russians and Davydov declared to the Polish population that the government of
the city had changed. The police functions in the city would be carried out by the Jewish religious
organization headed by a Jewish chif of police, who had to be informed about secret meetings
and other activities. The Jews gave Davydov the lists of Poles who supported the Polish gov-
ernment. D. Davydov, Sochinenija, 611 pp. No. 1962, pg. 398-399 The local Jews were already
familiar with using the Russian administration to fight their own religious dissidents, who accord-
ing to them were spies, troublemakers and not dependable. (For example see Kabbalah, Library
of Jewish Knowledge, N.Y.-Israel, 1974, pg. 287-309, Jacob Frank and the Frankists). The Jews
asked the Catholic and Orthodox Churches for help to combat these “unbelievers” and asked
even the local government for military assistance.

*® *Kulich- for Paskha (Easter) the Russian Orthodox faithful prepare specially baked bread, (
special cheese with sweets, golored eggs and other food) and put it in a basket to be
blessed after the Church ,ﬁe{yice 29
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For one hundred years people who would not join the Papists were jailed and tortured
and persecuted. They were forced to denounce their grandfathers’ Orthodox Church; and
not only their faith and Church, but also their nationality. Therefore a major part of these
people became known as Slovaks and Hungarians! These people were SO much influ-
enced that they were ashamed even to say a Russian word and became the same kind
of kalakuts as those who lived in the old Poland.* (See Remark 4 at the conclusion)
What kind of future is there for kalakuts (Uniates) today in Galicia and in Hungary?

A very disturbing one. In Galicia they are becoming Polonized, - and in Hungary they
are continuously persecuted by the Roman-Catholic ksendzes and monks, who constantly
visit the homes of Russian people forcing them into the Latin Rite. They build Roman-
Catholic kostels (churches) in Russian villages and at the same time hold the Uniates up
to ridiculousness. The Poles appointed as Uniate clergy unfit men such as Silvester
Sembratovich, who already held the opinion that the Uniates received too many benefits
from the Latins. Under the influence of the Papacy and the Poles, he wanted to intro-
duce the practice of clerical celibacy and new holidays commemorating the Body of
Christ, the Immaculate Conception of the Holy Virgin, the some persons by the names of
Torquemada and Arbuesis, who burned people as did also the villain Josaphat Kuntze-
vich. He closed the Russian seminaries in the cities of Lvov and Vedni by order of the
Pope and the Polacks, and thereafter the Russian priests had to study in Roman-Catholic
Jesuit seminaries. All this was done to bring the people completely under the authority
of the Pope and to transfer them to the Latin Rite, to make Poles out of Russian Galicians.
These priests did not care about their Russian flock; they left their villages in Galicia,
the Russian Church and Nation. They thought only about Polish favors and the Pope’s
kindness; for those they gave away the Russian monasteries to the Catholic Jesuits.
Now he (Sembratovich) also planned to bring Jesuits into the seminaries but was awarded
with what he earned, as he returned from his trip to Rome. Youth at the Vedni railroad
station, loyal to their Russian Faith and Nation, threw rotten eggs at him. They accused
him of going to kiss the Pope’s feet and of selling out the Russian people as did Judas,
and 300 years ago, Terletzky and Potzey.

Therefore what kind of future can be forecast for the Ugro-Russian kalakuts (Uniates)?

It is not better. They are Magyarized; in schools they are not allowed to study Russian.
The children are being taken from their families; they are put on exhibit for ridicule and
those who speak Russian are prosecuted. The bishops select and keep only the clergy
who like money, who are interested in titles and in feeding their stomachs. They send the
Russian clergy to study in Catholic seminaries under the pretense that they do not know
how to serve well. Neither these bishops nor ksendzes speak Russian among themselves.
Such unfits as Pankovich, Pastelij of Ungvar (Uzhorod), and Toth “and Valyi, bishops of
Presov diocese, do not love the people. They think only about favors and kindness from
the Pope and the Hungarians; they bow their heads to them. The Hungarian Papists and
the Poles in Galicia tell kind words to their faces; behind their backs they laugh. They
do not respect them or the poor Russian people and call them “stupid rusnaks”. Thisis the
reason that these poor people are uneducated, are ashamed of their own past, and are
attracted to something foreign. To avoid all this persecution, the population of some en-
tire villages left and moved to Russia or to America. It is not a miracle! They must suffer
when they are laughed at, are persecuted, are hungry and cold and all of that only be-
cause their bishops and ksendzes do not stand up for their protection.

Where then does Unia stand as a faith?

Nowhere... It is neither Roman, since it keeps Orthodox Church Rite, even though it is
now distorted, nor is Unia Orthodox since Uniates do not consider Christ but the Pope as

¥ |n everyone's memory is still the Turzansk comedy, when an entire village changed into the
Latin rite, and how many Turzansks are there in Galicia and in Hungary?

4()*According to St. Alexis, his uncle, the Bishop of Priashev, played cards. Once he lost, and
to make the payment sold the silver chalice from his cathedral to an antique dealer, who hap-
pened to be Jewish. As St Alexis, before comming to America, bought back the chalice, which
had been a gift from the Russian Czar Alexis to the Orthodox principality of Moldavia. He brought
it to St. Mary Church in Minneapolis. 30
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the heagi1 of the Church. In other words it is something funny; neither a fish nor a
lobster.
How do those who belong to the Uniate faith call themselves?
They call themselves “Greek-Catholics”, meaning that they are Greek-Catholic - but in
reality they do not have any right to call themselves that, since they are Uniates or
kalakuts; and the Uniate or kalakuts’ faith is invented by people as are the Papist or
Lutheran or the Salvation Army.
What are the Uniate churches and Divine Services like?
In many places the churches are built facing toward the west. Inside there are statues
made of wood. They have added several altars in the church. There are glorifications to
the bishops, supplications; they have introduced Latin rite holidays, the iconostasis is no
longer built in the Uniate churches, the matins are not served anymore, nor vespers nor
the Proskomide as is done in the Orthodox Church. In many places during the Divine
Services, the ectenia (litany) is left out. Sometimes the priests serve the Holy Liturgy by
whispering it. During the services they use little bells. There are such things as rosaries
of “Jesus’ Heart”, then they introduced holidays of the “Body of Jesus” and other holidays
like that. The Uniate ksendzes often can be seen during confession wearing Papist vestments
that they use even during the Divine Service, (especially every day in the School of St.
Augustine in Vedni); but it must also be observed that the Papal Uniate ksendzes
(Roman Catholic priests assigned to Uniate parishes) wear Orthodox vestments. In ltaly
the Greek-Uniates perform the liturgy without the use of Prosphora but using wafers. In
Galicia the Proskomide is completely left out or they serve only the ninth hour instead
of the vespers. They chant the akathists, and during the liturgy glorify the bishops. They
bring out the statues for religious processions and carry them. They use bells (for bring-
ing the Presanctified gifts to a sick person). In many places there is no shroud of
Christ, instead there is a figure of Christ made of wood. In other words there is much
that is left out and much which is foreign has been added.
Why was that done?
To be closer to the Papists, to convert Russians more quickly into Latinism. This is the
reason that the Uniates are continuously told that: “the Roman and the Greek faith are the
same” - and people believe that, especially in Hungary, and until now thousands have
already changed their faith and their Russian nationality...
And what are their bishops and ksendzes doing?
There is only a small number of those who love the Russian faith and nationality, since
they are under persecution by other bishops and by the government, and the loyal people
are being called “Moskaly”. The bishops now fulfill the obligation of police people for
the government. They do not protect their flock and are interested only in how to in-
crease their own profits. They do not speak Russian in Hungary. They and their ksendzes
speak among themselves either Latin or Hungarian. They dress and shave like the Papists
and feel proud doing that.
How do the Roman-Catholic biskups and ksendzes treat them?
In front of them they are very nice and polite to them, but behind their backs they
laugh at them, and even though they say that “the Roman and Greek faiths are the
same’ - why then do the Papists never go to the Uniate churches? The Uniates go to
theirs! The Roman-Catholics are very happy, when they get into the Latin rite even one
Uniate who will denounce his faith and nationality, and become a Roman-Catholic; this
means more to them than if 10 Protestants would become Catholic. You have to know,
that the Papists are the extreme enemies of Orthodoxy, and the Uniates even greater.
The Uniates have the greater sin, since they would exhibit their own mother to mockery!..
Both of them do it for one reason: the Orthodox Church every day makes their false-
hood obvious, and puts their wrongdoings right in front of their noses. It is known that
“the home truths are hard to swallow’... that is the reason that the Uniate ksendzes would
rather permit the Uniates go to a Protestant church or to a Jewish synagogue, than to permit
them to go to an Orthodox Church, since there peoples’ eyes might be opened.

e A Russian expression equivalent to the English expression, “neither fish nor fowl".
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What do the Papists and Uniates say about the Orthodox Church?

In their rage and stupidity they tell all kinds of fables, but mostly they tell: a) that Or
thodoxy is a “Muscovite faith”, b) that the head of that faith is the Russian, or as they
say “Moskow's” Czar, but at the same time they tell: c) that that faith does not have
any kind of a head; and d) that the Orthodox people do not respect the Mother of God.
Is all that the truth?

All these accusations are obvious stupid gypsy-like lies, every word of them is rubbish,
since:

1. There is no such faith as “Moscovite”. There is no such nationality either on this
planet. There is a great, glorious, mighty Russian nation and the Uniates are brothers of
that nation. The Hungarians and the Poles are the greatest enemies of the Russian people;
they assume that the Uniate people are in spiritual darkness and they tell them that they
are not related to the Russians... The word “Moskal” (Moscovite) was invented by Poles
and Hungarians and the Uniate ksendzes repeat that nonsense and by doing that they fool
people who come under their jurisdiction. Since the Great-Russian nation confesses the
Orthodox faith it also became known as “Russian”, and as we know the Uniates call
themselves Russians (Rusins)? They call also their church and faith Russian (even though
that is not the truth since they are Uniates, kalakuts):

2 The Russian Czar (Emperor) is a Russian, and not a “Moscow's” Czar; his title is
“Sovereign” and Emperor (Caesar) of «All-Russia”; which means of all the Russians on
this planet. He is not any kind of head of a church, as the Pope is. He does not give
orders how and what people should believe. Isn't that true? Or not? He never does
anything of that kind; but the opposite. He obeys the Church laws and the command-
ments of Jesus Christ, inthe same way as his poorest citizens do. The Russian Emperors
are a good example for their people of obedience to the Christian commandments; the
Russian Czar is the first son of the Holy Mother Church, and of the Orthodox faith. He
preserves and protects the Church of Christ. Millions of rubles and rivers of the blood of
his citizens were offered for the faith and Christ and His Church. The Russian Czar and his
brave champions have liberated the Russians from the Polish yoke; they liberated the Serbi-
ans, Greeks, Romanians, Bulgarians - from the vile Turks' yoke. Each true Russian - even
if heis not the Czar's citizen, every person, who has even one drop of Slavic blood - has
to pray for his health and for his royal house, because the Russians and the Slavs have
in the Russian Czar their only protector on this planet. If the bishops are elected in the
name of the Russian Czar, this does not mean that heis the head of the Church. That is
how it is done in Austria, ltaly, Spain and many other Roman-Catholic countries, that the
rulers of these places (kings) are selecting or appointing bishops. If they do not do that,
does it also make all of them heads of the Roman-Catholic Church? Besides, it must be
said that the Russian citizens do not kiss the feet of their Czar; especially bishops and
priests do not do so as is done in the West by Papists to the Pope. He (the Czar) does not
sell indulgences, and does not teach anything about “purgatory”. But the Russian Czar
kisses the hand of a bishop and even of a priest at the Church service (while receiving
a blessing or at the veneration of the cross etc.). He also goes to confession and observes
the feasts as a good Christian should do.

3. They (Papists and Uniates) tell that the Orthodox Church does not have a head, as
they do have - a Pope! Isn't the Church the living body of Jesus Christ? Doesn't the Or-
thodox Church continue to live and work to save the souls of the faithful? Doesn’t it
spread the teaching every day? If the Orthodox Church did not have a head, could it
operate like this? Can anyone live without a head? For 400 years the Orthodox Church in
the East has existed under the vile Turkish yoke; it is still not liberated but it lives and
works. Can there be found on this planet another country where there lives another such
religious, faithful and Godfearing nation as the Russian? Where there are built such
beautiful, great and wonderful churches, monasteries and schools? Where there are as
many Holy Ones who pleased ** God as there arein Russia. There are in Russia so many

2w Holy Ones Who pleased God are people who according to the Orthodox Church led righteous
lives on earth and now are in Heaven with God. They pray to the Lord for us, helping us
who still live here on earth. 32



miraclemaking icons. Where has the Mother of our Lord shown so much mercy and love
through miracles as in the East and in Russia? Didn't God make Russia so mighty for
its strong belief in the Orthodox Faith? Therefore a person who talks idly about Orthodoxy
doesn't have a head himself.
4) The Mother of God and the Saints are highly venerated by the Orthodox Church; we
already spoke about this before.- We will finish by saying that only hatred, stupidity,
darkness and spiritual blindness can speak about a “Moskovite” faith, about the idea that
the Czaris the head of the Church or about the headlessness of the Orthodox Church, or
that there is no veneration of the Mother of God; a person who tells something like that
should be sent to a mental asylum.

25. And who is then the head of the Orthodox Church?
Jesus Christ Himself, the Savior of the world, our God, Who has established the Orthodox
Church; He is the only Head and He is the only One who rules the Church through the
Holy Spirit.

26. Who administers the Orthodox Church on the earth?
The successors of the Apostles - the Bishops, Metropolitans, Patriarchs and the Holy
Ruling Synod. The Church of Christ is divided by nations, but united in faith and in
teaching; not divided. There are Russian, Greek, Serbian, Rumanian, Arabic, Syrian, and
Chaldean churches, but the pastors of these churches are under the guidance of Jesus
Christ Himself, and live according to instructions from the Holy Ecumenical Councils, by
the teaching of the Apostles and the Holy Fathers and by the Holy Oral Teaching. In
other words they act according to the Holy Spirit.

27. Who rules the Russian Orthodox Church?
The Holy Ruling All-Russian Synod.

28. What is that?
Thisis a meeting of Fathers and Archpastors (Bishops and Metropolitans), blessed with
God’'s wisdom, 12 in number, more or less - who work for the wellbeing of God’s Churches;
not only for Russian churches but also for others.

29. What kind of spiritual power does the Holy Synod have?
Power equal to the patriarchal - it is equivalent to each patriarch and exists by agreement
with the four Eastern Holy Patriarchs; having been established in place of Moscow’s
Patriarch - and therefore the Holy Synod was established by God’s providence in place of
the Roman patriarch who is now called the Pope and who has fallen away from Christ
and His Church.

30. In what part of the world does the Synod exercise its authority?
Over the Russian Church in Europe, Asia, America and Australia.

REMARKS

1. When we start to speak of the unfortunate “Unia”, then the Papists, and especially their
cringing Uniates, who would like to become better Catholics than the Pope himself, like to straight
off refer to the “Ecumenical” (?!) Council at Florence. What they are trying to prove (?) is
that “Holy Unia” is much older than 300 or 246 years, that “Unia” was accepted not only by
the Russians but also by the Greeks, and that the “Unia” of Old Poland existed since 1695
and the “Unia” of Uzhorod since 1649. This “Unia” is based on the results of the “Ecumenical”
Council at Florence. To be able to speak about that “Ecumenical” Council we must know what
kind of qualities there must be for it to be called an Ecumenical Council. It is necessary:

a) that the bishops would come to the Council not for civil advantages, but with a spiri-

tual goal, inthe name of Christ and for the protection of the true teaching of the Ortho-

dox Church.

b) that the delegates would come to the Council also inthe name of Christ, with conviction,

that the Holy Spirit is invisibly present there, that there would be freedom of debate,

brotherly love and unanimity.

c) that the resolutions of the Council would be accepted by all Churches, even though

some of them were not represented by their bishops at that Council. (The 2nd Ecumeni-
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cal and 1st Czargrad Councils had only representatives from the Eastern bishops, but the
whole Church of Christ has accepted their resolutions and teaching).

But if at the Church Ecumenical Council there is talk about earthly matters, benefits, and
goals, if there is no free speech, and when the bishops’ delegates are controlled or forced to
make certain decisions, then such a council is far away from its name of ecumenical. The
Church of Christ strongly denounces such mistakes that were made for example at the
Council at Ephesus by the Bishop of Alexandria, Dioskur; or at the so-called “Ecumenical”
Council at Trident which was held by the Papists, who insist that that “Council” was more
important than all Councils that were held by the Holy Fathers. At that “council” there was
fighting, they pulled each other's beards and really proved what kind of shepherds they
were when each one tried to prove his truth. Also at another “Ecumenical” Vatican Council
in our time, what kind of “freedom” (?) was exercised there; 764 Bishops came to the
“Gouncil”, 163 of them left Rome for all kinds of reasons. The most important one was not
to make Pope Pius IX angry, and to save one's own conscience, since he blindly believed
in his own “infallibility”. Eighty-one Bishops did not take part in the vote, 91 abstained, 51
voted with “conditions”, 85 voted against “infallibility”, and only 283 bishops blindly accepted
the teaching of the “infallibility” of the Pope! Of those 283 bishops, two-thirds were ltalians,
who were supported by the Pope’s treasury in Rome during the event of a concil! There-
fore they had to dance according to the tune, that was given by the Pope! It is a myth
that later all bishops “agreed” to accept the infallibility of the Pope; that is simply a com-
edy! since they knew, thatthe Pope would not play games with them... but simply would
relieve them of their bishoprics, and that would be difficult for them, especially in some
countries to leave the bishop’s throne; when the income was in thousands, and no work had
to be done, only to be a lord, as for example in Austria, Hungary, Italy, etc. With this in
mind, look at the “Ecumenical” Council (?!) in Florence:

a) Did they come in the name of our Lord Christ and for the protection of the teaching of
the Orthodox Church? No! There was a different goal: the Greek Emperor (Caesar) wished to
purchase help from the Pope and Western Europe against the Turks, who threatened his
kingdom. And at the same time, the Pope in every way wished to fulfill the hope of every
Pope since Nicholas |: for the Papacy to subjugate the East and the Eastern Orthodox Church.
At the same time the Popes feared the authority of the decisions made by the Council at
Basel which the Popes accepted as the highest court even above themselves. Therefore as
we can see the name of Jesus Christ was used only as cover for civil conquest at that
“Council”.

b) Were any free discussions conducted at the “Council” and were they sincere?

No - not at alll The Greek Emperor influenced and forced bishops from his country to agree
with the demands of the Pope. The Pope who took over all the expenses of the Eastern Greek
bishops for the entire length of the “Council”, gave the necessary support in such small
quantity, that the Greek bishops had great difficulty all around. They were kept hungry with the
intention that they would accept more quickly the teaching of the Roman Church. At last
there was no brotherly love left among them. There falsehood and anger dominated the
“Council” - the Greeks wished to give up less, and the Papists to receive more. At the Papal
divine service, the Greeks took part, but didn’t wish to receive a wafer for communion, and
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