16 October 1951

 Union it is understandable and even ex-
"Russian® Church, not to eriticize the Commu-
__gm, 1tuimmablerortheom

h m Review of MOSCOW (January 1948)

‘Hsmtnupartandmmelotthu
mmtomthiamtrauctmnu,mm
lew with Patriarch ALESSIO of MOSOOW, a REUTER’s corre -
; asked "Do you feel the conflict between the theory
ietice of Communism, on the one hand and the clergy,
other?® The pstriarch answered "That question is not
- {(Pro-Soviet newspaper "Russian News®” which is printed
B, 21 May 1948) *Within the limits of the State, the
Ohurch is in conflict with no one.® Therefore, for
Olmrch hierarchy of MOSCOW there is no conflict between
‘the Commmunist social orduandthegospel. Por the Church.
Communism is "Truth and Social justise.”

so contrary to Christianity. For Mo
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- During the war, Archbishop IUCA of TAMBOV declared:

®"The best represcntativesof humanity are those who hunger after
the truth and look upon the great socizl truth, which has been
established by the Soviet State through universal 1y

and the destruction of differences of nations and classcs,”
(Patriarchal Review, 1944, No, 9, page 22.) According to the
Archbishop, “"Soviet equality and comradeship are very close o
the Onristian ideal of brotherhood and love.® (Ibid) On "™ 1>

" another occasion the same archbishop stuted: “In Communism,

man find truth and freedom from social evil.” (Patriarchal

Review, 1948, No. 1, page 63.) Patriarch ALESSIO, in prdsing =

the Soviet state, declared that it brings to the Bussian peop-
le "freedom from slavery and from oppression, and the creation
of a new 1ifo based on equality" (Patriarchal Review, 1948,

Hoo 1' M 1?.) 7 2

The revolution of October 1917, which brought Commmism

%0 the world, is celebrated by the Patriarchal Review as an
event "so great in its meaning for humanity that the history
of the whole world will be greatly changed by it. Millions of
men see in the Revolution of October the dawn of a more bean=
tiful life here on earth® (Sergij "The Great Fall," 1948, ;
No. 9, page 52.) In his article "The Vutican and its Politics,®
which appeared in the Patriarchal Review of 1948, No. 10, page
48, PLESETSKIJ N. states: "As a result of the grest Revolution
ot%toborouroountryhaabeoomtgaimdortrimphantm
and of military glory.® The Soviet overnment is also praised
as an expression of the will of the people. "A true democrscy
can only exist in a socialist country such gs the Soviet Union.®
(Ibia, page 42.) >

To further emphasize the attitude of the ®Russian® Chureh
toward s it 18 necessary to point out the praises
which it showers on the STALIN Constitution, which is clearly
Commmnistie. The "Church® calls it the most democratic con-
stitution in the world; the one that"guarantees to all citizens
freedon of conscience (article 124) freedom of speech, press,

2" association ete. (article 125,) Article 124 of the constitution

which es freedom of conscience to the Soviet citizems,
also grants complete freedom of worship. This same artic-
le se 2tes and State, but this does not prevent the
Church carrying on its normal activity. On the contrary,

it frees the Church from many obligations which, in reality,

do not enter into this sphere of Church activities.® Hence,
%48 very article of the STALIN Constitution which prohibits
all smmhslisl.oul propaganda, is praised &s the ideal constitution.
The goes on to say: "Fhis love for the Fatherland is
increased tenfold, because the Fatherland is the Soviet Union.®
The | concludes " As the Church helped its people during

. the terrible days of enemy invasion, it will now help them in

T -




M'lmmdhnpeyli:hhaodonthegrsat STALIN Con-
. stitution.® (ZERNOV M.) Lﬁonwrormthemple' (Pa-
trisrchal Review, 1944, No. 12, page 40 to 42.) Commmnist
eonstitution is 3d, therefgre, to create a heaven on varth.
In view of these quotations from.contemporary Soviet Cmreh
~ 3iterature, the Russian g call tie "Church® of MOSCO®
wiet Clmrch. In facts, its hierarchy is completely loyal

servile attitutde of the "Russian Church® toward the
¢ regime has set an example for all Soviet satellites,
- for Rumania. It is true that the former Patriarch

1y pmtended to support Commmnism. However, he -
| 0 resist MOSCOW's plan to control the *Or-
- in October 1946, he was forced by circum-

d so, but ref ‘the invitation

planned for September 1947. The

_willing to send a delegation

yruary 1943, the last obstacle in the path : :
eleot an authentic Communist as his successor,
‘before the election of 28 Max 1948, the
Worship declar<d that the new patriarch must

_mum.w.mn&mmﬂ-.. ke
Dred gince the period of the ANTONESCU =
ite his rity and his dubious moral reputa~ = -

‘pominated of JASSI in 1945. In the spring of -

Bven before his election as patriarch, GIUSTINIARO issued
roh 1948 a pastoral letter in favor of the new constitu-
ting that the "Orthodox Church® had prepared the way for
asive 'dmeraoy'andthatinhinopinionamhadm—..
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- nies which took place on 6 June 1948 in the Chamber of Deputies, .
* +4n the presence of government officials and of the Diplomatie =

ditionally supported the Commnist regime and in his insugural
~ ®ddress he declared that the Church in all its 200 years of
- 1ife "has never had a better opportunity to put into practice

that there were four importunt problems to solve:

(con !E 3)
mwuldbeabhtopntthepmeotaotthagocpelmto
Mﬂo

After having been olaeted. Patﬂ.arch GIUSTINIANO uncon=

the teachings of the goapel, thanks to the ’popular regime‘
installed in our country.® During the enthronization ceremo-

Oorps, the new patriarch made & speech in which he declared

that the Rumanian "National Orthodox Chureh® and the Democratic
State are bound together and that the officials of the Popular
Republic are the greatest protect ors of the Church. He stated

1) The new formation of Church missionaries. Persons
: mmnttorthistaakaretobeohom.that
is the Communists; ;

2) The necessity of reorgenizing the momstic orders om - ST A
a new dasis, and théa purge of the elergy so s to place i
them in a position to serve ®"civilization;™ ia order
t0 ecreate a new and enlightened monasticism, the mone-
mﬂumtbeputmem‘kwnhsocmlandmnm
1118. 4

35) !ha mneity of renewing sermons and mligioun pmas :
according to the spirit of the new era.

4) %he reorganization of the seminaries in order to form
a elerg £it for the new tasks.

Mdently the 'Orthodo:' population is not very satisfied
with the attitude of their patriarch, as a catholic priest, .
who ¥a8s reeently expelled from Rumania informs us that, on various

b occasions, in speaking with the peosle he heard the following

_remark: "We are really sshamed of what our patriarch is doing."

!lmrtholaas, the ®Orthodox® hierarchy is strongly Om.

- nistic and its official attitude is in agreement with that of

the patrsiarch. On 15 Marck 1948, in the archbishops palace at
CARIOVA, in the presence of the Minister of Public Worship,
a mtins of Church suthorities was held and a yro-Communist

‘motion was pessed. This motion, which was later published in

the official Patriarchal Bulletin and in various other newspapers

.declared that the Church wns sutisfied with the aid given

| B “'_“!':'_‘
| 3 5 Ea;j_
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~ 1% by the govermment of the Popular Democracy. The motion urged
- clergy to serve the population and the government by en-

ddghtening the faithful with regard to the prineiples of the
constitution. Every hostile attitude toward the "Democratic®

- regime is 10 be mmmammumummmum
$0 abide by the new regulations are to be punished. At the end
of the meting, Rev. BRAT:N (fmu) declared that ‘"after many

.es of

- Ce Christianity the time has finally come to organize =

“$he Church on the basis of the principles of the gospel which

Are the basic principles of the new constitution.® He e

: t the Chureh of has had to wait for this exa

 Commnism in order to seriously begin to put the
: into practice. These statements are made

whose ultimate goal is the destruc~

anuary 1948 he invited the faithful
Pojular Pront. Upon his return from MOSCOW
L ; bress interview that MOSCOW
moving force of the progreseive attivity %
_ Orthodox Church (Patriotie Front, Ptecestven :
_ - 1948.) However, in September 1949 he was forced to
office as e result of his differences with the
L becaise of his ,0or reputdtion which he esrned by
he faith whieh the Church had placed in him, 4 pro-
Orthodox priest once called him the "biggest. faker® in
« After his resignation the Holy Synod in an official

g
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(pont*d 5)

declaration published in the church bulletin (ealled the Big
. "Chu Messenger,” 1948, §o 31 and 32,) accused him of having
.- Btbempted to discredit the \members of the Holy Synod and of : L
- bhaving given the impression that he alome supported the foreign = |
. #nd domestic policies of the government and was the only friend
- af the Soviet Government. Kl e :

. - The tone of-this decl
- sentiments of the existing
~ before the new constitution

tion reveals the pro-Communist

ch hierarchy. Nevertheless,

: 83 proclaimed, the Holy Synod had

; _ d 2 note $o the government and

. *o the parliament muking stroni demands on the government, such -

~ -@8: freedom to preach, freedom'\in religious instruction and : ;
- in welfare activities. It also recuested that mligious instruc- 2

~tions be not banned in public ls and that civil marriage SRS e

- cersmonies be not made obligatoly. S i

The fact thet the governmernt makes frequent complaints is L
evidence thut the hierarchy is nbt dead. For example the direc- i
- tor of Public "orship, JLIEV ter, at the Congress of the
- Orthodox priests on 14 October 1§48, referrcd to certain members
of the Holy Synod as having "musty ideas.” In & letter addressed
-~ %0 the hiersrchy dated 11 May 1 the Minister of Public Wor- =
- ship accused not only the prie:td, but also several high offi- -
. clals of the hierarchy of having e on propaganda against = =
the Popular Pront (Naroden Pastir!l June 1948.) Under the pres- .
sure of the Communist Yovernment,]resistance gradually became
weakened and finally ceased. On 15 June 1947 at a reception
given by Minister DIMITROV, the Hdly Synod approved of the fo-
.~ Teign and domestic policies of the| government and urged all
;. bishops and priests to support thelwork of the government :
(The Church Messenger of the “ussian Exarchete of Western Euro-
pe, August 1947, page 19.) In the sume speech JLIEV expressed
the opinion that the Holy Synod could always find a loophole
- Yo serve their sacred office and, at the same time to serve the
laws of the State.

£ This opportunist attitude prevails. At the special meeting
of the Holy Synod which lasted from 8 to 11 October 1.48, the
Tuling fobidding to administer the Sacraments and burial to
- - Shose of the faithful who were not married in the church was
-~ revoked. The Holy Synod remounced its right to educute the
. - Yyouth of the couniry and recognized this right as one belonging
. . .% the State. In addition is geve up the right to issue reli-
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(cont’d 6)

. glous instructive literature and sermons, which it mow consi-
" ders superfluous inasmuch as the constitution guarantees free-
. dom of religion. The clergy is authorized to take part in the =
activities of the Popular Pront and is expected %o respect Somta
the right of the stzte in educating the youth. {Church Mes— L
mger, SOFIA, 23 October 1948.) S e o
. It is interesting to note the attitude of the priests
in this regerd. An eyewitness re.orts at the 30th congrees
of the Union of the *Orthodox® Priests of Bulgaria, heid on
14 October 1948, the meeting hall contained a huge picture of
DIMITROV but no erncifix or other religious items. Besides
the Soviet and Iugoslav delegutions, some 250 %o 300 priests
‘In a specci discussing the relation between Church
dipector of Public Worship complained of the -~

on of the clergy to the sxpressed wish of the government -

Church supgort to the Socialistic reconstruction

. One of .the prests present was reported to have
ey DIMITOV George, mor hes he the rignt to

ng elected. When the objection was rais~

might go to a person who wus completely
 of the Pojular Front stiffled the

that the argument was superfluous,

_editor wes elected or nominzted, he would
“the line of the Popular Front. Only

present voted in favor of the proposal; neve

men declarsd thgt the proposal had been accep-

nt a modest priest asked for the floor and
lear, that we:are under the influencé of'a -

‘The chairman prevented him from goingon. When

g came t0 an end and the members of the Congrees were
hell it is reported that some of the members stated?
jeen betrayed....this is a complete surrender.....good

1ittle priest who dared use the word dictatorship.®

ds incident- elearly shows what the true situation i8¢ '

Current _period

Source : reliable : Xine
Information: confirmed by-other scurces




