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Guest Column 
 

The Upcoming Religiously motivated Civil War 
in Ukraine 

 

Dionysios Bastas 
 
  
 

Introduction 
 

It has been well established, that we cannot fully grasp a situation 
while experiencing it from within it. In a very same way, human beings 
which are alive during pivotal points of history very often cannot grasp 
how critical their era really is.  
 

It is a tragic attribute of humanity that many times, some historian fifty 
years or so later will be called to “appraise” and analyze how we got 
again to one more tragic episode on our journey as a species. The irony 
is that before a vessel hits an iceberg, it could have always simply 
altered its current course. 
 

Today we are in the epicenter of such an era, whereby precisely the 
leadership and decision-making of a few, is bound to create bloody 
outcomes—and a subject of analysis for decades to come. The 
geographical region about which I wish to share my thoughts with you, 
is Ukraine. The religious context is that of Orthodox Christendom. The 
exact fact that today's spark brings tomorrow's eruptions, is none other 
than the “hocus pocus” declaration of an Autocephalous “Ukrainian 
Orthodox Church” (OCU). 
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The “trail” to the “Tomos of autocephaly” 1 of 6 January 2019 is pretty 
much known: in April 2018, Ukrainian President Petro Poroshenko (—
for whom it is still insisted that he is a devotee of Uniate, the Eastern-
rite Catholics that practically operates as the 5th column of the papacy 
within Orthodox populated countries) requested in written, the 
recognition and establishment of Autocephaly. 
 

An obviously politically motivated request with elections in Ukraine 
imminent back at the time, but also a clear intervention on religious 
matters from a political institution. This practice reminds us of a Soviet 
era way of doing things, even worse than that, of a total despotic 
totalitarianism that many have hoped had eclipsed. 
 
 

An escalating situation that should not have happened in the 
first place 
 

On 11th October 2018 from the Phanar 2 was announced, that there was 
the clear intention to grant Autocephaly and to re-establish 
Communion with schismatic 3 “priests” that not only were rejected by 
the vast majority of the Orthodox world, but still today are considered 
schismatic in the conscience and the everyday practices of the 
Orthodox Church (excluding the Phanar of course).  
 

It seems insignificant that since the 1990s, Ecumenical Patriarch 
Bartholomew himself had recognized Bishop Onufriy of the Ukrainian 
Orthodox Church of Moscow Patriarchate (UOC-MP) as the only 
recognized and accepted head Bishop, in the geographical region of 
Ukraine. 
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By December 2018, Poroshenko had announced that the so called 
“unification council” for the creation of the Autocephalous Ukrainian 
Church would be held on December 15th, letting be known that 
Patriarch Bartholomew had requested the three churches of Kiev to 
participate in this historical event.  
 

Nonetheless, the Bishops of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church (UOC-
MP) that never actually requested for autocephaly, after a direct order 
from Orthodox Metropolitan of Kiev Onufriy has rejected even the idea 
of participation. In the end, only two bishops of the Ukrainian 
Orthodox Church (UOC-MP) participated. 
 
Already by December 7th, the Holy Synod of the Ukrainian Orthodox 
Church (UOC-MP) had declared that the Patriarchate of 
Constantinopolis (Constantinople) has no validation to hold councils 
on Ukrainian soil and that because of the schismatic participants the 
unification council would be considered null and void. 
 

Of course, the Moscow Patriarchate reacted on 14 September 2018 by 
suspending the liturgical prayerful commemoration of Patriarch 
Bartholomew, among other measures. Indicative of the continuous 
deterioration is the fact, that since 20 October 2018, the Ecumenical 
Patriarch has been named “schismatic” on comments made by the 
Metropolitan of Volokolamsk Hilarion. 
 
All this has made many simple folks in the Orthodox world, with no 
“skin in the game” but who can grasp the severity of the situation, to 
“scratch their heads” and stare in bewilderment at the unfolding 
situation. Understandably there are also many, who are outside the  
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realms of faith and thus not just uninterested in the religious aspects of 
the matter but to whom all this seems meaningless details of 
“politicians’ investments”. Of course if someone wants to really see 
what political power in a spiritual garment really looks like, one should 
take a look at the Vatican, but we better let that matter for another 
time. After all, distinctions like these seem obsolete in modern ages 
like ours. Nonetheless, there are apparent effects, understandable even 
for someone who has only seen an Orthodox Temple on a Google 
Search. 
 
 

Why it is wrong and disastrous that Autocephaly has been 
granted 
 

The Phanar is operating under the claim, that it has every right to recall 
edicts that have been issued applied since the seventeenth century. 
These edicts were in essence about appointing the management of the 
Ukrainian Church under or through the Patriarchate of Moscow under 
certain obligations. Even if this claim can be taken seriously (which is 
highly debatable and with really valid points on the Moscow-held 
point of view), the Phanar argument remains childish (—if not 
rubbish—) and nobody seems to care to answer to the simple “why 
now?” question. In other words, “Who benefits from the choice of the 
exact time”? 
 

It is of little importance if a right exists for someone to exercise it, 
compared with the consequences that come after the exercise of that 
right. We all have various rights to exercise but we normally do not 
exercise these as soon as we think of “what happens next”. It is called  
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better (—and not bitter—) judgement. In our everyday life, we can all 
think of situations where we refrain from exercising rights that we do 
have in order to promote common viability. In organized societies (as 
well as in big families) it is a primal condition to set aside one’s 
personal ambition, vision or ego, and put these self-interests below the 
needs of the many. 
 
One of the cornerstone pillars of the Orthodox Faith is the demotion of 
one's “rights” and the service to everybody else as a service towards 
Christ himself. That is because in the face of one’s fellow human being, 
we see a fellow creation of the Creator God.  
 

All of these principles are well-known, even to a school child, and all of 
these suggest a much different way to handle things than what we 
actually witness. How is it then, that especially in Phanar, but also to a 
lesser extent (—at least on this topic—) in Moscow, they do not 
comprehend that not only they drive the One, Holy, Catholic, and 
Apostolic Church of Christ in a maze that will make the crisis of past 
times look like a walk in the park, but also that they allow 
machinations of “this world”, that is of a secular worldview to run 
amok, to lead humanity away from where they always had gone to?  
 

Trenches, blood and gore, horrors whereby one in the end one cannot 
discern perpetrators from victims, in the same way that in the final 
chapters of Orwell's Animal Farm one could not discern swine from 
men.  
 

Whoever it might be, that has or has not the right to grant autocephaly 
in the region of Ukraine, the outcome of the current handlings will be  
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nothing else than the legitimization of multiple grave fractures and the 
creation of an “entity” hostile towards the already existing, Canonical 
and recognized Orthodox Church. This new “entity” will possess not 
only the willingness but also the backing of the State in question to 
carry out an abomination. 
 
 

The dire consequences of having an “Ukrainian Orthodox 
Church”: a religiously motivated civil war 
 

When there already has been openly expressed the intention that this 
new religious institution makes use of the name “Ukrainian Orthodox 
Church”, and the up to this day official Church be referred to as 
“Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the Patriarchate of Moscow”, what can 
we expect this usurpation to lead us?  
 

When since 10 October 2018 Ukrainian President Poroshenko called on 
the Patriarchate of Moscow to leave Ukraine, what could one expect to 
happen next? When in Ukraine voices are already heard crying for the 
“retaking of our temples from the Russians” like Ukrainian citizens are 
calling other Ukrainian citizens, who is blind enough not to be able to 
see the religiously motivated civil war galloping towards realization?  
 

And when the Ukrainian State has the backing of the “West” (—for the 
obvious geopolitical and military reasons, and with very frequent 
references made to US Secretary of State Mike Pompeo, as being one of 
the backstage players implicated in this whole case—) and shows a 
remarkable tolerance to the “grandchildren” of the Ukrainian SS of 
WW2, how optimistic is one entitled to be?  
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So an Ukrainian religious institution that has the backing of such a 
state, while it has the minority of parishes and an anemic acceptance 
in the Orthodox world, what exactly will it provide? If it has been 
founded on external influences and political ambitions—as appears to 
be the case—what exactly could we expect to happen, that it will now 
return to the path of fasting and prayer? Well, stranger things have 
happened, after all we people of Faith believe in miracles, so let us just 
wait and see how this plays out. 
 
Eventfully though, when we will witness Ukrainian citizens, whose 
mother tongue is the Russian language and they identify themselves as 
of Russian heritage and their Worship needs are served by the 
Ukrainian Orthodox Church (UOC-MP), to be found under 
discrimination (—at best—) from their State, who will take the blame 
for the volatile situation?  
 

Does anyone remember in what situation the Ukrainian citizens of 
Donbass found themselves before holding a referendum for their 
secession? And when finally, the situation degrades (—again—) to the 
point where differences are worked out through “bullet exchanging” 
who will be held responsible for the death toll, perhaps the Phanar?  
 

Obviously if then the Russian Federation decides to operate on 
Ukrainian soil to protect the Russian minorities there, it will be labeled 
the “aggressor”, and if it will decide not to operate it will be portrayed 
as a “weak player” that cannot protect its “agents”. 
 
It seems that whoever plays this game, is really into the usage of 
“horse-trading” and “double-barreled” questions directing to only  
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negative possible answers. The Ecumenical Patriarchate, that has not 
only the historical duty to spread the message of Logos incarnate Jesus 
Christ to this illogical world, but also the millennia-old experience of 
how to blossom under captivity, why does it let itself to become a 
pawn in a game dictated by others? At the very least, questions should 
be raised about the clarity of how the Church issues are managed 
today.  
 

Whatever started with the “Pan-Orthodox Council” at Kolymbari in 
2016, it continues to dismantle the spiritual unity of the Orthodox 
World. It is well-known that it takes “two to tango” but the biggest part 
of the responsibility always lies with the one who leads the “dance”. 
 
 

The questionable role of Moscow in the escalating schism within 
the Orthodox world 
 

Of course my Orthodox brothers in Moscow are not blameless. If they 
aspire to serve the Gospel by being the “Third Rome”, that can only be 
achieved in the spirit of Truth and not as a result of political, self-
serving maneuvering and situation management.  
 

The decision of the Patriarchate of Moscow not to participate in the 
Kolymbari Council, raised many eyebrows and it is thereby being 
constantly vindicated. But the decision has been justified with 
arguments based on technicalities and terms of diplomacy and not 
with showcasing the obvious.  
 

That this was a council that from the beginning was political in nature  
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and as expected, did not resolve any of the open issues of the Orthodox 
world. A council that released texts, highly debatable ones that can be 
interpreted variously, in complete contradiction with the mindset 
showcased in the Gospel where one is obliged to “let your yes mean yes 
and no mean no”.  
 

A council finally that was nothing more than a vessel to simply come 
closer to the various “Christian denominations” of the West, once again 
proving right all those that timely warned about this being the whole 
endgame all along.  
 

A council that eventually all it achieved, was nothing else but to add a 
thorn in the body of the Church. But it is not enough to do what is right 
by simply being a capable and clairvoyant “skipper”. To inspire the 
Believers, so they can turn towards you for spiritual guidance, the 
course must be based on the proper motives. From that perspective 
many answers need to be given by Moscow circles. 
 
 

Concluding thoughts 
 

Of course in the Slavic “neighborhoods” of Orthodoxy, one can find 
more qualified people to “stand guard to the spiritual battlements” of 
their geographical region. After all, this text is written by a simple 
believer, who resides at the hot waters of the Mediterranean and there 
grows, experiences, questions and expects having immediate 
knowledge of his local circumstances.  
 

And just allow me to point out that this text is not part of any “black 
propaganda” or “well paid article” like the Phanar accuses any voice of  
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critique. Of course accusations like that are just “mud in the wind”. 
This text is simply a result of Love for the Truth that although 
multifaceted, is always one.  
 

Maybe after all, there is some ground to what is often mockingly asked 
in Moscow, when they refer to the Ecumenical Patriarch, by saying 
“where is his flock?” Perhaps that is the very reason why there must be 
this “miracle” of the establishment of this new religious institution in 
Kiev. And although we cannot have “new wine in old flasks” it seems 
we can have a new “church” with old “ingredients”. What good will 
come out of this for whoever is pulling the strings, remains to be seen, 
as soon as the cycle of violence resumes in the Ukraine and beyond. 
 
How the Ecumenical Patriarch characterizes voices that oppose his 
will, is nothing but a misdemeanor if we ponder on the fact that the 
Patriarch himself, resorted to declare that “...whether our Russian 
brothers like it or not, sooner or later they will fall in line with the 
solution the Ecumenical Patriarchate will give, because they do not 
have another choice...”. Neither helped the statement that “...the 
Russian Church will regret this extreme decision...” on 13 October 2018 
referring to the disruption of the Ecclesiastical Communion, charging 
practically Moscow with the responsibility for his own actions.  
 

After all this, who can one blame, when the Phanar appears to have 
forgotten what “Primus inter Pares” means? Is that the ethos of a 
“tireless worker of the Gospel” as the Patriarch of Constantinopolis 
(Constantinople) has been named by peers of his?  I wish that the only 
faulty part in the situation described, is my own (—inconsequential—
) critique. 
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Yet do not think that everything written here is nothing more than a 
bundle of thoughts of one person. As soon as 17 September 2018, his 
Eminence the Metropolitan of Kithira Seraphim, as truly on watch, 
started raising the alarm for the possible outcome of this “obsession” as 
he described the persistence of the Ecumenical Patriarchate regarding 
the Ukrainian issue.  
 

Of course this only makes it more pressing for the Holy Synod of the 
Church of Greece to be cautious when it finally is pressed to express its 
position in the matter. That way we will know if Metropolitan 
Seraphim spoke in vain and on deaf ears or not. After all, if someone is 
proved to be right, even on a few small matters, it would be prudent 
and wise to pay heed in his advice next time. After all by 20 October 
2018, the Archbishop of Athens and whole Greece Hieronymus, has 
been briefed by the Patriarch of Moscow Kirill via postage—and so no 
one can claim that we “didn't know”.  
 

And in the end if the practice that today is carried out by the Phanar 
becomes a common practice, how much time do we have until the day, 
when we see similar abominations in the sensitive area of Vardarska 
Banovina (formerly known as FYROM) with some other 
“autocephalous” church. For how long do we think that the storm will 
be raging somewhere far from here? 
 
Throughout the (—falling—) continuation of this history, things could 
have gone different. On 31 December 2018 Patriarch Kirill, once again 
sent a letter to the Phanar, calling for Patriarch Bartholomew even in 
the last minute to reconsider and withdraw from this “political 
adventure”—but in vain.  
 



Forum of EthnoGeoPolitics 

Forum of EthnoGeoPolitics Vol.7 No.1 Autumn 2019 
 

143 

 

 

 
 
It seems to be imperative, on the pretext of safeguarding religious 
unity in Ukraine from external interventions “made in Moscow”, to 
drive Kiev to external interventions “made in Constantinopolis”. After 
all, whoever takes some time to read the first page of the Charter of 
fundamental rights of this new “church”, that already saw the light on 5 
December 2018, will see that the model of operation mirrors that of the 
church of Crete which has autonomy and not autocephaly, with 
whatever that might mean for the supposed safeguard against external 
interventions. 
 
After one schism ... many more to come. But human beings that have 
been appointed to manage the human affairs of the Godly installed 
organization, that we call Church, should keep in mind, regardless of 
geography, something that has been written a long time ago by St. John 
Chrysostomos, that “a schism cannot be washed away from one’s 
record, not even with the blood of martyrdom”.  
 

In the end if my above writings are just the outcome of erroneous 
judgement, St John’s lines were still the outcome of the influence of the 
Holy Spirit. Of course one can argue that if it could at least be 
remembered that “God not all anoints as bishops but through all acts” 
perhaps priests would not compete in arrogance even with us of the 
flock. 
 

 
Dionysios Bastas is a Graduate at the Theological University of Athens.  
bastasion@yandex.ru    linkedin.com/in/dionysiosbastas  
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Endnotes 
 

1. “Tomos of Autocephaly”: Practically a decree of self-governance that 
allows the head Bishop not to have to report to any higher bishop. 

2. “Phanar”: Usually referred to with the modern term “Fener”, in the same 
way that Constantinopolis (Constantinople) is referred to as “Istanbul”. 

3. “Schismatic”: A person who creates or incites schism in an organization 
or who is a member of a splinter group; the offence of schism concerns 
not differences of belief or doctrine but promotion of division. 

 
NB: do you have any comments on Bastas’ article? Please send these to 
info@ethnogeopolitics.org, or through the contact form at 
www.ethnogeopolitics.org. 
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