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(For weeks preceding the *
of Archbish Cepliak,
Budkiewicz ur':! other Catholic
ecclesiastic the Russian Scviet
guthorities and their supporters in
other countries conducted a vigor-
ous campaign of propaganda to
convince the civilized world that
the accus were to be tried for
fomentin ounter-revolution and
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Consequently, having declared in |
the Constitution full liberty of |
religious and an anti-religious
propaganda, the Soviet power |
presented as an ultimatum to the
k‘lt‘l’}!‘» of all confessions one
demand: The honest, firm and
strict execution of the laws of the |
Soviet p“V\lr in as far as by these
laws the Government regulated the |
relations of the Church with the |
State. By the Decree of Separa- |
tion of Church and State and of
Church and School (January 23,
1918) and by the later decrees and
enactments regarding the exposi-
tion of relics and the removal of
articles of value from the churches
(Feb. 23, 1922) Hu Soviet Govern-
ment demanded : (a) The immediate |
surrender to th. State of all
ecclesiastical property ; b) the
cession of the same possessions,
including the buildings belonging
to the Church and the church|
edific themselv to groups of
believers on the ynditions laid
down b \ the Soviet power; (¢
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A CRIMI

Seeing that the former bishops
can not fail to profit by their
influence over believers to carry on
a political contest and secret polit-
ical agitation, the Soviet government
has classed all actions of this sort as
criminal and by a special article
(119 of the Penal Code) has forbidden
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demands and it
point of view each action of the
bishops having for its object the
exciting by religious propaganda
among the workers of & moyement
or even of a sentiment against the
Soviet or against the Government,
was held to be a erime against the
Revolution and penal. The position
of the bishops from this moment
could be only—(a submissive
execution of the laws and of the
requirements of the agencies of the
Government based or law ; and
b) the complete of the
sphere of actions bound with
religious beliefs from all suspic
of politics or of the depreciation
the activity of the Government
of its other manner of
pr ing the question by over-
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OVERT HOSTILITY

of all
quite clearly
attitude of the Roman
clergy toward the Soviet Govern-
ment and in particular toward the
decree of the Council of the
National Commissaries of Feb. 23,
1918 on the separation of the
Church and State and of Church
and School, and toward the instruc-
tion regarding the execution of this
decree, published as a development
f this same decree on Aug. 24
the same vear by the National
Commissariat of Justice. The
Roman Catholic clergy having |
agsumed toward the Government of |
an attitude
immediately
efforts toward the
opposing the execution of these
decrees. The clergy protested
principally against the articles of
the decree which destroyed the
» power of the Church and
the means of retaining and
"xurw;tt}nnilvs( their influence over
workers, which removed from
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| the clergy resolved itself into
| inculeating in the conscience of the
| Faithful the impossibility of ful
filling the orders of the Govern-
ment, under the pretext that these
orders contradicted the dogma of
the Roman Catholic Faith. In the
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same spirit
circulsrs and
Archbishops,
ment of groups

were composed the
the letters of the
which the agree-
of believers with
the Government regarding the
assumption of their use of the
churches was called ' the profana
tion of the rights of the Church:”
taking part in these ‘‘ transactions’’
was categorically forbidden to
members of Catholic parishes

In addition to these measures of
interdiction those who attended
these meetings worked out pre-
ventive measures, one of which was
to act on the conscience of the Faith-
ful by opposing nmunist propa-
ganda. This was 1 purely relig-
ious propaganda, the liberty where-
of was decreed by the Constitution,
but the terrorizing of wavering and
ignorant Catholics by threatening
them with excommunication if they
joined the communist party. Also,
in the meeting of January 8, 1920,
at the motion of the priest Hvetzo,

juestion was ( whether
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munist party and it
that was impossible. It then
decided that it ‘' is necessary to
purchase the Bol wist publications
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against religious
persecutions and government
geizure ; (8) In case of govern-
ment demands it was proposed to
| gign an agreement to use the church
property in the attempt to avoid
| inconvenient demands. To secure
uniformity of action on the part of
the separated committees and to
| organize defense and aid for the
central government of the diocese,
each parish committee was to choose
two members who should form part
| of the Archbishop’s Central Com-
| mittee. The Central Committee
| should attend to the direction
and control of the action of the |
| parish committees. On the basis of
this circular of Archbishop Ropp
was planned the activity of the
parish committees and of the Central
Committee’ at Petrograd and its
| environs with the explanation
| that these parish committees
the Central
not recognized by Canon
| Law but are called into being |
by the needs of the times, are a
temporary institution, and are
intended to last during the Revolu
tion until the establishment of
settled order in £ 11
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At the meeting of Feb. 18,
during the exchange of opinions, it
was decided that the purpose of the
Central Committee was to co-ordin
ate the action of the parish com
mittees for the defense of the
churches fr utions.

the nn\mx" 1920, during
the ussion of question
| committees, it was decid
there was no need for a
| regulation for theCentral Committee
and for the [umuh committees, after
which Bishop Cepliak proposed the
final plan of action for the
| committees with the pastor at the
| head, in order to make known to the
| parishioners the questioms und¢

discussion, ‘‘to pass from the |
| former defensive position to the
offensive, to obtain freedom to teach
religion in the school buildings and
to abolish the obstacles to the ful-
} filling of religious duties.”
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In addition, at the same meeting,
it was decided " to bring together
the materials regarding the abuses
of the Polish pedagogical section, to
attempt to organize a protest of the

Name,
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parents against the arbitrary action |

of the Polish communists, and, if
‘(h( re should be no other results,
then the parents should be obliged
to withdraw their children from
the schools and the asylums.” |
1.28,T. 1l
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offensive was proposed by the
priest Budkiewicz in a document

ritten by his hand under the title

The Matter Signature of
the Agreement to Present Condi
tions,”” in the following manner
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cal character, but the principle
motive was the transitory nature of
the political situation, and that the
power ' the Soviet Government
and not its rapid weakening, as had
been expected in the beginning,
calls for more decisive measures at
the present moment ; (2) That
final aim of all the political activity
was to fight the Soviet Government
and not to «i( fend | freedom of con-
science ; the means of this
struggle was the provoking of con-
flicts between the people and
Government and in a form which
appearing as the lawful desire of
the Faithful (the refusal to sign
the contract ), would lead to violent
| acts on the part of the Government,
| like the (ln'«ll‘g of churches, and by
that even creating an anti Soviet
and counter-revolutionary agita-
tion.
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BUDKII PAMPHLET

more detailed
and more concrete the same Bud-
kiewicz announces the
proposed by the clergy in his other
| pamphlet entitled ' The Historical
Memorandum Regarding the Separ-
ation of Church and State in
Bolshevist Russia.”” This memor-
| andum contains the summary of all
the measure f the Government
| regarding the Church from the end
| of the ye to about the begin
ning of 1920 and shows how the
Roman Catho clergy reacted to
the acts Government of
Workers ar isants (t. II I. 86,
37). Thus ¢ the publication by
the Narkor of the instructi
contain form of° contrac
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the parishi and the local
| councils reg: the use of the
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a) " to ignore the form of the con-
tract, published in the imstruction,
| and that the signature of the par-
ishioners who were to receive from
| the Government the of the
church and of articles of worship,
was contrary to Canon Law. The
representatives of the parishioners
| were to point out that the Church
| can not be deprived of her inde-
| pendence and to demand that the
| Government of Russia be satisfiad
| with the presentation of the Proto
col, according to which the property
of the Church passes to the care of
| the parishioners ; (b) If the ‘depart
| ment of protection’ does not consent
to this, then to propose immediately
to introduce in the text of the
tract, corrections in conformity
with the spirit of the Church ; If
the authorities will not consent to
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them that they had no right to pass
any other act demanded by the
Soviet Government and that if they
should act contrary to this decision,
they were thereby excommunicated
from the Church.

In the same category of
ments, showing the attitude
hierarchy toward the Soviet author-
ties, is the circular letter of Arch-
| bishop Cepliak, dated September 12,
1919, in which he states and ex-
plains the fundamental principles
and the spirit of Canon Law, and
points out the position of the major-
ity of the parish priests and the
sacredness and inviolability of the
;:nml:l of the Church. In this circu-
lar he says : ‘‘just as, in general,
u\urhhmg that bears the name of
| Church property is under the sacred
and inviolable dominion of the
Church
| with regard to the objects used in
| Divine worship, such as the Church
| edifice, the sacred vessels, the bells,
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In case illegal authorities should |

demand a course of action contrary
to Canon Law, appeal from them
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repeat the protest and to try to
obtain justice and the respect for
heir rights.”’ (t. IL. 71.)
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February 1922 t}
o ting the articles of
value was published. In regard to
this decree, which was provoked by
frightful social calamities of
the country, famine being prevalent
throughout the greater part of the
Republie, Are Hlu«hwp Cepliak gave
a fresh proof of this hostile attitude
by refusing to submit to the pre.
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CATHOLIC NOTES

The opening and ble
Sacred Heart Church,
Ont., in charge of Rev
geon, P. P., will take place on June
17 at 10.30 a. m., and administra.
tion of the Sacrament of Confirm-
ation at 7.30 p. m., His Lordship
Right Rev. M. F. Fallon officiating.
Rome, May 14.—~The dates an-
nounced for the consistories to be
held in Rome this month have been
changed. The new are May
3 for the secret consistory and May
for the public consistors Dates
previously » May
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Paris, May 12.—The propaganda
committee' of the Diocesan Com-
mittee of Paris, which is composed
of a certain number of priests and
prominent laymen, at a recent
meeting held under the chairman-
ship of the Archbishop, decided to
publish the theatres and
moving houses to which
parents may safely take their
children. The directors of certain
establishments will also be visited
and urged to modify their pro-
grams. An energetic lecture cam-
paign will also be initiated to
inform parents of their duties in
this connection

5 London, May 14.—The
{ church in London, dedicated to Our
Lady of Hal, has been presented
| with a beaten silver ciborium by the
clergy and people of Hal in Bel-
gium. There is an_interesting con-
nection between this new Belgian
| church in London, and the ancient
parish in Belgium, f wh
famous aitue of Our f Hal
the London cht named.
| Ancient Hal, which given a
yrium Lond and
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| geventh and eighth grades of par
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| five great institutions, the largest
| coming from the Mission of the
Immaculate Virgin and the Catholic
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