THE SO-CALLED ‘CATHARSIS’ OF THE CHURCH OF GREECE
By His Eminence Archbishop Stylianos of Australia

C’
We had promised that immediately following Easter we would continue from the previous censuring articles, for a more complete documentation of all that we had expressed unequivocally and axiomatically regarding Archbishop Christodoulos of Athens, as one ‘who perennially engages in provocative ‘doubletalk’ and actions.’

Today we continue dutifully, though we know that some will hasten to accuse us that the Easter period would have dictated a longer ‘truce’! Others again, from among the executive co-workers of His Beatitude, on the website of the Archdiocese of Athens, had the nerve to brazenly characterize our first two articles as supposed outbursts of a wrathful character. Yet, as a deceptive ploy, they did not omit to air the view that we had already concluded our series!

In order to ‘awaken’ them from their ‘wishful thinking’, we should immediately observe that the most philanthropic liturgical cry ‘let us forgive all things in the Resurrection’, cannot have any place here. The reason is obvious: We are not focusing on the personal (private) sins of anyone in these articles. On the contrary, we are concerned in the fear of God – and not of men – about the public image and attitude of the most ambitious and insatiable Prelate that the Church of Greece has known; one who from the ‘cradle’ is burdened with a well-known and acutely eventful ‘former life’!

Another serious reason which demands a continuation of the public criticism undertaken here – not by ‘dark powers’, but from within and in the name of the common sacred principles – is that the rich promises made about a so-called ‘catharsis’ have evaporated like the ‘morning dew’, and all the ecclesiastical ‘scandals’ of the Archbishop’s environment are either ‘outstanding’ or under doubtful judicial trial, having unforeseeably taken a turn for the worse.

The almost ‘mystifying’ manner in which ecclesiastical matters in Greece have been overturned, without exaggeration, resembles a ‘theatre of the absurd’. People and ranks change rapidly like ‘shadows’ in a ‘nightmarish scenario’ where one no longer is able to distinguish whether he is dealing with responsible ‘persons’ or with already undermined ‘disguises’!

As for the relations with the Ecumenical Throne, a detailed commentary is not required here. The exchanges between the two Prelates who we are to understand have been most sincere ‘friends’ from a very young age, are still fresh and unforgettable since they almost reached a point of ‘mutual extermination’.

We should underline here, however, that the Martyric First-Throne Church of Constantinople, the true ‘Nurturer’ not only of Ecumenical Hellenism, but also the only ‘Bastion’ of all Orthodox peoples, never in the past has ‘tasted’ so many contradictory ‘surprises’, so much bitterness and ‘disappointment’ from any other Prelate of the Church of Greece, as with the unmindful and unscrupulous Archbishop Christodoulos.

Though, while still Metropolitan of Dimitrias, he was the most frequent visiting pilgrim and the fiercest Preacher of the rights of the Ecumenical Throne (at the same time coordinating with a whole network of co-workers in every quarter (!) his personal propulsion to Athens), as soon as he ascended the prospective Throne, he commenced the undermining methodically and systematically. Simply put, he openly sought to assume the role and responsibilities of the ‘First’ amongst all Hellenes of the world! Let those who have not yet suffered amnesia again read the unheard-, of daily statements of the most audacious Triumvirate of the ‘Chrysopigi’ movement through which they directly called upon the Ecumenical Patriarchate to completely divest itself of all rights over the ‘united land of Greece’ and indirectly over Hellenism Abroad! And all of this, in the name of an unbearable nationalism which, unfortunately, was supported by not a few frivolous, imprudent contemporary Greek politicians from all Parties.

Before we quote in its entirety the ‘forerunner’ text of Archbishop Christodoulos’s official response to the writer’s formal congratulatory telegram on the occasion of his election, as a sign of things to come, which contains a pronounced character of ‘programmatic statements’, for those who are directly interested and vigilant we shall provide an illustrative summary of the more stark samples of ecclesiastical ‘janissary’ from the so-called ‘welleducated’, ‘socially sensitive’ and ‘public relations charismatic’ cleric of the new age!

a) The blackmail method used to establish the Office of the Representative of the Archdiocese of Athens in the European Union at Brussels, completely separate from the Office of the Ecumenical Patriarchate. In exchange, (what irony!) a simple Office of the Representative of the Patriarchate in Athens. As if the Ecumenical Patriarchate were not the ‘Mother Church’ which, from her own womb, elevated the former ‘Daughter Churches’, albeit disorderly, to ‘Sister Churches’ having benefited not only global Hellenism as a whole, but even this ‘forgetful’ current Greek Prelate of the double Junta (Ieronymos and ‘Chrysopigi’)

b) No other Prelate of an Autocephalous Orthodox Church, as much as Archbishop Christodoulos of Athens, has demonstrated a mania in projecting his competitive presence so provocatively in the presence of the Ecumenical Patriarch with a pompous ‘dependency on vestments’, even when ‘hosting’ him in Athens. This provocation becomes even more evident and painful during the enthronements of Metropolitans in his immediate jurisdiction where he ‘acquiesces’ by merely wearing just one Pectoral Engolpion and standing at the Para-Throne! To think that his predecessor, Archbishop Seraphim, the ‘old warhorse’ who was inimitable in his simplicity and spontaneity, in welcoming Ecumenical Patriarch Demetrios, did not condescend to hold even the common pastoral ‘staff’ which every Prelate is entitled to in his Eparchy.

c) The obvious or subtle ‘undermining’ from Athens of every form of Inter-Orthodox or Inter-Christian Meetings or Dialogues, under the co-ordination of the Ecumenical Patriarchate, so that, sooner or later, the Phanar at Constantinople might possibly be displaced, in the hope that there might rise the fabled ‘Third Rome’, not from Moscow but from Athens! The most exasperating example of sabotage and illicit competitiveness, however, was, as everyone is aware, the Official Theological Dialogue with Rome which, for 20 years (1980-2000) was undermined fiercely. The writer (as the Chairman of the Orthodox Commission for the Dialogue), when he resigned in frustration, did not omit to deposit irrefutable and extremely revealing details as to the ‘unholy collusion’ in this case (see ‘Concerning the Misfortune of the Official Theological Dialogue between the Orthodox and the Roman Catholics’ Scientific Journal, School of Theology, Aristoteleian University of Thessaloniki, Thess. 2003).

d) The opportune ‘provision’ by Athens, from time to time, of enormous quantities of technical infrastructure, medicines and other basic needs required by the neighbouring Orthodox Churches of the Balkans, freed from the ‘Iron Curtain’ and by the Overseas Missions. And all of these initiatives which were initially commendable and brotherly, were unfortunately conducted in a manner not only entirely populist and paternalistic, but also for the purpose of skilfully creating an ‘ethical model’ of a supposedly new ‘Prelacy of Love’ which condescends to count and publish individual portions of food to the poor! To think that the Church of Greece today is the most ‘State-funded’ and concurrently lowly servant of worldly authority, without at all being financially ‘accountable’ or politically ‘suppressed’.

e) A more eloquently ambitious and, at the same time, more complexly non-transparent ‘extra-jurisdictional’ activity of Archbishop Christodoulos one could not recall than the ‘election’ of Metropolitan Irenaeus of Ierapolis as Patriarch of Jerusalem, with the documented aftermath as well as the yet unclear details about ‘shady’ personalities and collaborations (Vavylis, Yiosakis, etc)
f) A careful perusal, nonetheless, of the documents which for the whole of the year 2005 are published in the periodical ‘Ecclesia’ as so-called corrective measures via Encyclicals of the Holy Synod do not convince us as to any form of ‘repentance’. Already, the inexperienced and irregular language and syntax on the one hand betrays confusion and panic, yet there is no trace of soberness and contrition for what is to be done in the future by the love of God. The preparations, though, for the ‘sovereign’ visit to the Vatican, and the accompanying enthusiastic ‘talk of triumph’ are enough to repel even the most honest ‘pacifist’. A sample of the stark hypocrisy and indiscretion prevalent is the following extract from a recent interview of His Beatitude to Fotis Nakos. Noting correctly in the beginning that ‘we all have a duty to Christian societies’ in a common ‘path of responsibility’, he hastened to add, with the following ‘crown’ of his self-consciousness:
 ‘I believe that one step on this path will be constituted by the meeting at the Vatican with Pope Benedict XXVI who sees in the Church of Greece a Church which is open and dynamic, with a presence and a voice that reaches way beyond the borders of our land, with a presence that is genuine and authentic in the European setting, a Church that seeks the encouragement of understanding and the strengthening of cooperation with the Roman Catholic world without negotiating the truth of Orthodoxy and her tradition’* (Eleftheros Typos – official website).

We will not comment extensively on the tone and the content (one wonders for whom is it intended?) of this arrogant paragraph with which His Beatitude was kind enough to ‘decode’ the apparent ‘admiration’ of Pope Benedict XXVI for the Church of Greece. And especially in its present state to which is has been undeservedly driven! What ecclesiastical reality the Church of Greece finds itself in at the present hour – at least as an ‘Administration’ – is well known to all of us, better than the ‘terrorizing’ journalists.

Consequently, it would have been of greater interest if the ‘self-congratulating’ Archbishop had told us forthrightly since when and for what reasons he has suddenly become so ‘open’, ‘conciliatory’ and ‘yielding’, despite his hitherto rhetoric and to the contrary costless ‘flares’ against Papism and its particular organs. One wonders, has His Beatitude, in his optimism, realized that the truly multi-qualified ‘sweetly-spoken’, ‘courteous’ and always ‘with a child-like smile’ Benedict XXVI, ‘turned’ on us in the most cunning manner on the enormous, for the Orthodox, world-wide problem of Uniatism? Has His Beatitude forgotten so quickly the pandemonium of the Uniates which he himself witnessed (together with the Ecumenical Patriarch, the Archbishop of Albania and others) at the funeral of Pope John-Paul II?

Did he not also read comments * the bold print is ours. regarding the recent deletion (from the centuries- held official ‘Title’ of the Pope) of the only ecclesiologically acceptable and appropriate title of the ‘Patriarch of the West’ which the then brave and simultaneously pious Professor of Dogmatology, Joseph Ratzinger, commemorated unequivocally in his books and his lectures, reminding all of the value and stability of the first undivided Christian millennium, with its known ‘Pentarchy’?
The writer who, during his postgraduate studies in Germany, was an enthusiastic student, a friend and, finally, a colleague of the present Pope, now has difficulty hoping in the sentiments expressed to the new Pope in his congratulatory telegram on his worthy elevation, which he had declared with sincere enthusiasm.

For precisely these essential reasons, and given the specific circumstances of the recommencement of the sunken Baltimore 2000 meeting (and up until then ‘on equal terms’ conducted Official Theological Dialogue), it is required of the vigilant Orthodox that they maintain only the highest scepticism and strictness. But when, in our own yard, we do not have analogous guarantees, how shall we demand them in international meetings and undertakings?

Nonetheless, we hope that – from here on – Archbishop Christodoulos will disprove us, both inside and outside the Orthodox sphere, surpassing, as a ‘youthful weakness’, his entirely ‘luciferous’ ambitions which the writer ‘read’ in his letter of Included, also, is our own modest, formal but sincere congratulatory telegram.

Athens, May 12, 1998

To

His Eminence Archbishop Stylianos of Australia

Your Eminence, dear Brother

Your Archepiscopal wishes and prayers are for my humble person a valuable and necessary spiritual contribution. In the highly responsible task which the unsearchable Divine Love has called me to through the honorable election of the Brother Bishops, who comprise the Holy Synod of the Church of Greece, I truly feel the need for the support of all, Clergy and lay people, and especially of the

Bishops of our holy Mother Orthodox Church.

These are critical times. Circumstances do not favour the spread of the pure word of the Gospel in the hardened and dry hearts of modern people – children of the impersonal electronic perspective and mentality. Only a small amount of time separates us from the millennial anniversary marking 2,000 years since the Birth of the Lord Jesus Christ. I ask myself whether, after the passage of these two millennia, our beloved Orthodoxy, in grievous times, is not like a ‘babe in swaddling clothes’… weak, humbled and anemic, which is played with like a toy in the hands of heartless patronisers.

In the face of the above problems, along with many other varieties of problems, which I as the Head of the Church of Greece – the source of hope and life-giving water from which all Orthodox hope to draw spiritual nourishment – am called to deal with, I invite you also, dear Brother, to be enlisted.

Looking towards your undivided assistance and contribution, I thank you wholeheartedly for your Archepiscopal prayers. 

I reciprocate every good wish in a brotherly spirit, with all the love of the common Lord Jesus.

Archbishop CHRISTODOULOS of Athens

NOTE: The emphasis added is our own

Sydney 30-3-1998

His Beatitude

Archbishop CHRISTODOULOS of Athens and All Greece

Athens

In sending special congratulations to Your Beatitude for your worthy election as Head of the Holy Apostolic Church of Greece, we fervently wish together with our Bishops, other Clergy and Orthodox people of the Antipodes, a long and blessed term of service, as a God-pleasing response to critical modern times.

Archbishop STYLIANOS of Australia

This Article was published in the Greek Australian newspaper 
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