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Introductory Hote: This report, written by walter Dushnyck, edl-
. tor of The Ukrainian Quarterly and The Ukrainian Bulletin, is based on
=& three and a half hour conversetion, held on kednesday, Uctober 30,
~1963 at the "Columbus Restaurant" in Rome. The interview was sought
w by Mr. Dushnyck through the Secretariszt for Promoting Christian Unity,
<which 15 headed by f s /Curdinal Bea, znd 1t was arrasnged by
~ Rev, John F.” Lon ed oy erican Jesuit, who is secretary to Msgr.
J. willebrands, Secretary to Cardinal Bea. This report was written
from notes made immedlately after the meeting was over.

1. Language of Conversation: Immediateiy after the telephone
contzct was made with Msgr. Porovoy the guestion arose in whut language
should the meeting be held, and when & proposal came to use the En-
$1ish, Rusgs lan, French, Ukrainien or Pollsh languszge, Msgr. Borovoy
insisted thaet the conversstion be conducted in Ukrzinian. Thus the
conversation was conducted in Ukrasinian, but st times, especially
when Msgr. Borovoy got exclited, he switched to Russian, whlch evidently
was essier for him than Ukreginian,

Although a series of cuestions was prepared beforenand, the con-
versation was {ree enough and eventusily nll the juestions were ex-
hausted and covered.

2. Hationality of Msegr. Borovoy: At the outset of the meeting
Msgr. Borovoy sald that he was s Byelorussian, and not & Russian, that
his wife znd son also considered themselves Lo be Hyelorussian., Yet
the Russian langusge was the spoken lsnguzge in thelr home. He stated
that he wgs from wWestern Byelorussis and before 1939 sttended the U-
niversity of Warsaw and studled under such Ukrainisn professors as

~Pr. Alexander Lototsky, Prof. Dmytro Doroshenito and Prof, Ivan ghlenko

(now the Ukrainisn Orthodox Metropolitan in Winnipeg, Man., Cansda).
He Knows well modern Ukrainlan history, including both the history of
the Ukrainien Catholic asnd the Ukrainian Orthodox Churches.

3. The Moscow Patriarchate and the Ecumenicel Council: Msgr. Bo-
rovoy stated that the Russisn drthodox Church 15 geeuly interested in
the Ecumenlcel Council. He beideves that the presence of non-Cotholic
observers st the Council 1z z very beneficiasl step for both Cathollces
snd non-Cutholies, Further rapprochement between the Russisn Srtnodox
Church and the Vaticen will depend on the genersl policies oI the New
Zope und the gepnersl tenor and sttitude of the Councll Futhers. He
itersted thet the Russlan Orthodox Church recognizes the Pope as "the
first Bishop of Christianity," but i3 vehsmently ovuposed to several
doctrinal positions of the Cathoiic¢ Chuvrch, such sz the doctrine of
Papel Infellibiiity, "arblitrariness," "totulitsrianism® of the Catho-
lic Church, and the like. The Russlan Orthodox Church wants to be on
s par® with the Boman Catholic Church. He believes in the usefulness

/0 i 63




e ;V)-

of the Council, providing that the present Pope, Pgul VI, wiil fol-
low in the footsteps of Pope John XaIIX.

4. Belease of Metropoiltan Joseph Siipy: In reply to a question
as Lo his role in the relesse of Metropolitan Joseph Slipy, Archbizhop
of Lviv, Ukruine, from l&-year confinement in Soviet Julls, Masgr. Bo-
rovoy replied thsat he recomsended the release of the Ukreianlen pre-
late to the Patrisrch in Hoscow, znd the recommendation was accepted.
He zdded that he risked nis own career by proposing the release of the
Ukrainian Metropolitan,

: 5. Denounces Union with Rome: Msgr. Borovoy, in discussing the
history of the Ukrainian Church, said that the Union of Brest (1596)
was forcibly imposed on Ukralne znd Byelorussiaz by Poland and that it
was an instrument of Polish imperiealism; he sees no bright future for
the Catholic Church in Ukraine and Byelorussia and, Russia proper. Al-
though he was agsinst the union with Rome, he ssid, he was and 1is
against the forclible conversion of Ukrainisn Cathollces to Orthodoxy.
In 1945-46, he stated, this conversion occurred in Western Ukrzine,
but although the Soviet government hsd z lot to do with 1it, there
"was a spontanecus movement® among the people toward Orthodoxy.

6."Poles Are Not Your Brothers%: In discussing the history of
the Union of Brest, Msgr. Borovoy bitterly denounced Poland and the
Poles saying that "the Poles are not the brothers of Ukrainisns aznd
Byelorussisns, obut thelr enemies; it is Rugsisns who are brothers of
Ukrainiens znd Byelorusslans.®He stated that any Ukrainiasn church or
political orientstion relying on the help of Poles will meet with
utter dissster in Ukreine., Msgr. Borovoy also azsssziled the Ukrzinisn
emigration in the United Stztes and Cenads which, he said, wants to
"liberate Ukrsine with smerican dollars.®

7. Return of Metropolitan Slipy to Ukraine: In replying to how
he interprets Metropolitsn 8lipy's statement that he Slipy) will or
wants to return to Ukrazine, Msgr. Borovoy declared that his return
depends entirely upon Metropolitan 3iipy! himself, which, by impli-
cation, meant how he conducted himself as a Soviet citizen outside
Ukraine. He went into a2 long harangue and made sarcastic remarks
that Metropolitan 51ipy had already found sueh advisers and mentors

88 Prof. Volodymyr Kubiyovych of Paris. He also was sarcasting about
the snnounced plans for the szstablishment of & Ukrainiasn Cztholic U-
niversity in Rome, and the conference of the Ukrainian Christisn
Movement which was held st that time in Rome with some 50 Ukrainisn
Intellectusals tuking purt in it.

8. Restorztion of Uxrainisn Catholic Church: Asked for T
nion &8s to whether the Soviet government will restore the Ul
Catholle Church in western Ukraine (destroyed in 1945-46), M
rovoy was hesitant wnd gave nelther & positive nor s negsativ
He said that thils step would depend un three conditions:

«) wWhether there eare in Ukralne seople who would willingly and

openly sdmit tnet they were Cstholics;

‘ G) %heth@r_they would huaVe courage to register as Catholics
and demend that & Jkrainiasn Cstholic =dnimistration be spproved by the
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Soviet vovernment;

¢) The willingness of the Soviet government to restore the
Ukrainisn Cstholi¢ Crurch.

9. The Ukrainisn Patrisrchate: azked for & comment on the propos
of Metropolitan Slipy st the Ecumenicual Council for the crestion of
g Ukrainisn Paztriarchate in Kiev {(the Klev-Hulych Putriarchate), Msgr.
Borovoy had no comment, although he sald that the HMoscow Patrisrchste
would undoubtedly be not in favor of such & neéw hody. He said that
to have two patriarchates (Catholic aznd Orthodoz) in one country
creates antagonistic feelings! (He mentioned the tense relations bet-
ween the Catholic and Orthodox Patriarchs of Antioch).

He went further snd sald that there are now fou-r candidates for
the metropolithan throne in Kiev: z ) the present Metropolitan on Kiev
Iosn (Msgr. Borovoy described him zs 2 "Russien and completely,utterly
incapuzble of sdministering the archdioce, and who, through neglligence
and rismenagement contributed to the closing of the ecclesisstical
seminary in Kiev); b) Metropolitsn Ilsrion of winnipeg; c) Metropo-
litan Iozn Theodorovych of Philadelphia and d) Metroposliten Joseph

S1lipy,the first three beling Orthodox and the latter Catholic. Msgr.
Borovoy stated that the Russlan Orthodox Church would undpubtedly
be opposed to the establishment of a Ukrainian patriarchate,

10. khy HNo Ukrainian Orthoiox Church? He Turther stressed that
tne Russisn Orthodox Church does not recognize the Ukrainian Orthodox
Church inasmuach &s it claims the whole former MHievan metrepolitanste
as 1ts own herltzge. There are no separste Uxrainisn or Byelorussian
Jrthodox Church organizations. He said that he told the Patriarch of
#Moscow that zn Orthodox Metropolitan in HKiev should be a Ukrainian
and not = Russlan. He seld further that there i3 a (krainian Urthodox
Church (with the Ukrainian language) in Kiev, snd in all Orthodox churc
in Ukraine priests and bishops use more of the Ukruinilan language
rather than the Church Slavonic language.

/
Msgr. Borovoy zlso explained that the affeir of the Pochaiv
Monastery in Volhynis, Ukraine, was due to abbot Sebastisnts black
market speculations end corruption of state officials rether than to
a deliberate znti-religious policy of the Soviet governement.

11. The Position of the Russian Orthodox Church: Msgr. Borovoy
stated that the position of the Russian Orthodox Church is very pre-
carious: the church huas no zuxlilisry orgenizations, caznnot conduet
#ny soclal actlon, maintsin school and orphanages or do any othsr
charitable work which is done by the church in the fres world. ie
fgid that there wvere many Orthodox bishops in Jalls and prisons in
the USSR,

1<, Russification: In reply to & cuestion regording the Rus-
sification of Ukraine, Msgr. Borovoy ' zification
srocess is sponteneous, inzsmuch az the Soviet government is inte-
rested In the economic development rather than in the nationsl orobe-
lem. The populstions transfers are made to sult the ecconomic ne%ds,
he added. He explained that in the iVth, XVI and AVIIth centuries
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it wes the Ukrainisns and byciorusslans who brought culture to Muscovy,

now the process is reversed ami the Russlans think thst they «re vrlngl
new culture to Ukroine and Byelorussia.

He declared that Ukruine exists, snd it will never be modelled
upon the imege of « refugee Ukraine, und he sgsin excltedly denouncsd
the "“futile efforts of Ukralnlsns in Americamd snd Canadz to liberste
Jkraine.®

13. western Ukrsine: Msgr. Borovoy was very bitter In denouncing
Western Ukrainlans (Cotholics) for thelr alleged intolerance snd ex-
clugive nationalism. He said that they never csn rule Ukraine, because
they are very anti-Russian and "don't understand the psychology of
Eastern Ukralnians" and cennot get slong with the Russians.

14. Ukrainian Cutholic Bishops in the Free dWorld: Msgr. Boro-
voy was also very bitter about the fzct that in hls opinlion he was
n"completely ignored snd snubbed® by all the Ukrainisn Catholic usishops
who zttended the Ecumenical Council. He named such prelates ss Met-
ropolitans Hermsniuk snd Senyshyn, Archbishops Buchko and Bukatko, and
{Bishops Borecky and Supelek. "all are avoliing me,"exclaimed ¥sgr.Bo-
rovoy, "es if 1 vere an anti-Christ." He made one exception: he praised
Bishop Kicholas Elko, Exarch of Pittsburgh for Catholics of the By-
zantine rite ol Czrpatho-Ukroine, who he said was very cordial to him
and treated him with f{riendship and consideration,

Msgr., Borovoy was also critical of drcehbishop Mstyslav Skrypnyk

of the Ukreiniasn Orthodoz Church in the United ctates who was en-
route to Rome zs & Ukrainiszsn Orthodox observer at the Ecumesnicsl
Council, #nd added that archblshop Mztyslav's political psst was an
impediment to his church career. !

15, The Ukrainlan Cztholi¢ Church in the Diaspora: Msgr. Boro-
voy sald that the Ukralnien Catholic Church in the diaspors sesms to
be vell orgsnized, slthough the Ukralnian Orthodox Church, he sald,
is split into several groups. He persistently repeatad that "you
cannot bring your church to Ukrzine from Americsa," znd that the Ukraini:z
people must be left to their own particular pattern of progress and
development Weven if thils is not what you in America would like to see
for your country of origin.”

16. guery on 8. Bandera: Msgr. Borovoy also asked whether it
was true that the zlleged killer of Stepan Banfiers hsd defected to
Western Germuny and whether he actually confessed the kiliing »f the
Ukrainien nutionulist lesder. He szid that he hezrd someting to thst
effect but wss not sure, or rsather, he wanted to have wore detalils
arout the case,

fle toolh two coples of The Ukreinlaen tuarterly and The Ukralnian
Bulletln, znc guve tvo wddresses to which Ukreinian publicstions could
be mailed, ¢ another sddress for personal cormunications wnd letters,
if such sre intended, ]

In parting, Muzr., Borovoy stated that "Ukralne will find its own
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roaxd, snd that neither Kennedy, KEhrushchev, oslipy, Borovoy or Dushnyck

!
o

can do znything about iT.T

*

He asked for continuous contact and saild that he was Flying
Moscow next day to report on the foliowing:

3y
re

o

a) Does the present Pope continue the line of rops John XL{I1I?

b) Does the second session of the Ecumenical Council contribute
to the relaxction of internstional tension;

¢) whst Metropoliten 51ipy has been doing since his relesse and
arrival in Rome on February 9, 1963.

Mggr. Borovoy sald that he had met and tulked with Metropolitan
Slipy since his (Borovoy's) arrival for the second session of the Ecu-
menical Council.

INTERVIBY wITH MSGR.J. «ILLEBRANDS,
SECRETANY OF CARUINAL BLA

.On Tuesday, November 5, 1963 an impromptu interview was arranged
with Msgr, J.G.M. willebrands, Secretary to Cardinal Bez, hesd of the
Secretarist for Promoting Christisn Unity. The cuestions raised during

the interview were as follows:
) The restoration of the Ukrainian Cstholic Church in Ukruine;
b) The creation of s Ukrainiewn Patrisrchute;

~¢) The attitude of the Russlan Pitrizrchate toward the Ukrainian
Cathollc Church and the proposed Ukrsinian patrisrchate.

In essence, Mzgr. Wlllebrands reported, of the record, the fol-
lowing:

The relesase of Metropolitan Slipy from Soviet jJuils snd con-
centratlon cainps occurred with the knowledge znd spproval of the Mos-
cow Patriarchate., It is assuwed in the Vaticun thst botn the Soviet
govarmment snd the Moscow Patriarchate in relessing Metropolitan 8lipy
gzve the understanding that they muy be amensble to the restoration of
the Ukreinian Catholic Church in Ukrzine. The USSH, on the whole,
¥sgr. Willebrends stuted, is undergolng vast internal changes, and
the Soviet government is tryilng bo cccommodute the Cuthiolic Church,
and there 1s 2 hope thet 1t-will restore the Uxkrainion cutholic Church.

o

A5 Lo the estavllishment of ¢ Ukrainlun p-trisrchezte in fiev, he
Was not certuin whether 1t iz historicaily corrsct, 53 Kiev 13 the seat
of Ukrsinisn Orthodoxy, not of Ukrainien Catholiclsm. But, 1If Metropolit
slipy returns to Ukraine, he should return ss « recognized head of the
Ukralnisn Cstholle Church. fHe wsrned tnat in tne evermt of the restora-

tion of the Ukrainlasn Catholic Chur n Ukraine, 1t ghould
| i £5, & Wk Wil C bhu UKraine SOt e O Qo b9
Lool of Ukroinian poiiticsi pertiercn tn Ukralne, it should not become o
£ zinian politicsl parties or groups, inasmuch as the Soviet
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secret police 1o still wvery strong, =nd &ll the efforts of the Vutican
way be brought to nil if the Ukrsinizns would give 1t ¢ cazuse for the
dlssolutlon of the Ukrsinlan Cstholic Church again.

He Intimated that top-notch nsgotlations wre going on, slthough
he 1s not tuking pzrt in them, but he asserted thet the climate is
very appropriste now for the re-e¢stballshment of the Ukrainian Cotho-
i11lc Church in Ukrsaine.




