Theological Dialogues 

with the Different Churches

1- The Dialogue with the Byzantine Orthodox

History of the Dialogue
Under the supervision and encouragement of the World Council of Churches, unofficial dialogues commenced between the Orthodox Churches, sharing with our faith (i.e. Syrian, Armenian, Ethiopian and Indian) and the Byzantine Orthodox; being the two Orthodox families. The meetings were held as follows :

1964 in Arhus, Denmark.

1967 in Bristol, England.

1970 in Geneva, Switzerland.

1971 in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia.

At that time, the World Council of Churches was enthused for the unity of the Church and theological dialogues between the churches in its membership. 

However, during the recent years, the World Council of Churches has directed its interest towards other directions, one of which is the Syncretism with pagan religions. The Orthodox Churches under the supremacy of His Holiness Pope Shenouda III and Ecumenical Patriarch
 Bartholomaios stated their complaint at their attendance of the 7th General Assembly of the World Council of Churches (1991) at Canberra (Patriarch Bartholomaios at that time was a Metropolitan before being enthroned as the Patriarch of Constantinopole
, or Istanbul
 in Turkey).

The Orthodox Churches of both families attending the 7th general assembly of the World Council of Churches issued a document of reformation for its procedure and since then, 1991, the Orthodox Churches have been working hard to reform this procedure of the Council.

The World Council of Churches consist of:

75% Protestants; and

25% Orthodox of the two families

        Catholics have not joined

 Between the years 1971 and 1991, the W.C.C. has distanced itself from the hoped path.

 In 1985 official dialogues commenced between both Orthodox families under the auspices of His Holiness Pope Shenouda III and the Ecumenical Patriarch Dimitrios. 

Dialogues have continued after the enthronement of Patriarch Bartholomaios of  Constantinopole.

 In 1987 in Corinth, the first official theological agreement was formulated by a sub-committee which presented its report to the general plenary Committee of the Commission of the Dialogue. The commission met at Saint Bishoy Monastery in 1989 under the patronage of His Holiness Pope Shenouda III who urged the assembly to formulate an agreement that would terminate the disputes standing between the two families over the last fifteen centuries. According to the report from the sub-committee, they were indeed able to form a theological agreement on Christology based on the teachings of Saint Cyril I, Pope of Alexandria.  The signing of this agreement produced a great echo throughout the entire world, as it was the first official agreement signed by the representatives of the Churches of both families.

 In September 28, 1990 in Chambesy, Switzerland, an agreement was signed on the basis of the historical agreement of Saint Bishoy Monastery in 1989. The new agreement stated the lifting of anathemas issued against all the fathers and councils of the two Orthodox families. The official representatives of both families signed the agreement and forwarded it -as previously with the first agreement- to the Holy Synods of their respective churches, to take decisions. Our Church approved these agreements in the Holy Synod’s sessions held on the Pentecost of 1990, and November 12, 1990, on condition that, this step from our behalf awaits a similar approval from the other churches; in order that the lifting of anathemas between the two families occur unanimously and simultaneously.

 The Holy Synod of the Indian Orthodox Church has also approved both agreements. Likewise, the Holy Synod of the Romanian Church (The Byzantinian Orthodox) approved both agreements.

 In February 1994 Patriarch Zaka I  handed the approval of the Syrian Orthodox Church to all the executed agreements, to the Co-President of the Commission of the Dialogue.

 The responses of the churches follow in succession at the present time announcing that the fulfillment of the unity between the Orthodox Churches is near at hand. (The Byzantinian Orthodox Churches of  Constantinopole, Alexandria and Antioch have also approved).

 In the First week of November 1993, commission of the  Dialogue assembled in Switzerland to issue responses to the inquiries of some churches.  It decided that the two Co-Chairmen of the commission, travel to all the Orthodox Churches of both families throughout the world to offer the required explanations for all the articles of the agreement. This decision was by general consent and fulfilling the wish that His Holiness Pope Shenouda III expressed since the second agreement of 1990. During the same meeting an agreement upon placing a document for the unity of the Church and lifting of anathemas to be signed by all the heads of the Orthodox Churches of both parties, including confessions from both sides that the others are Orthodox in all their doctrines. Decisions were also taken for establishing a list of the heads of the Churches for use in the Diptychs. Decisions were taken to ensure the editing of books offering explanations of the agreements to the people, and for the establishment of a sub-committee for formulating the way of con-celebrating the liturgy after the union .
We ask for your prayers that God may execute His Divine providence in this matter according to His will. 

Details of the Theological Agreement 


Agreements were reached with the Byzantine Orthodox churches on the basis of the teachings of the common father and teacher Saint Cyril of Alexandria, the Pillar of Faith, who defended the unity of the nature of the Incarnate Logos and of His Person. He considered that to confess the appellation Mother of God (Theotokos) is one of the main proofs of Orthodox teaching. Thus the Agreement stated that the basis for the Christological teaching is the formula stated by Saint Cyril “Mia physis tou Theou Logou sesarkoumeni” meaning “One nature of the Incarnate Logos”. Likewise “Mia Hypostasis tou Theou Logou sesarkoumeni” “One Hypostasis (person) of the Incarnate Logos”. It is a well-known fact that the unity between Divinity and Humanity in Christ is a unity according to nature and according to hypostasis. In other words, it is a natural hypostatic union. Christ does not have two separate natures after the unity, one is worshiped while the other is not. We worship one Christ and one God.

 In the Agreement it was affirmed to call the Virgin Mary, the Mother of God “Theotokos”.

 The Agreement also stated that the Word of God who was eternally begotten from the Father according to His Divinity, He Himself was born from the Virgin in the fullness of time, according to His Humanity. Thus, the Logos has two births: an eternal one from the Father and a temporal one from the Virgin Mary.

 The Agreement also stated that both the Human and Divine natures united and formed one Divine-Human being.

 The Agreement stated that He who wills and acts is always the one Hypostasis of the Logos Incarnate (i.e. the unity of action and will of Jesus Christ).

 The Agreement stated the rejection of the teachings of Nestorius and the crypto-Nestorianism of Theodoret of Cyrus.

 Likewise, it rejected the teachings of Eutyches.

 The Agreement also stated the rejection of interpretations -for the decisions of the councils- that do not fully agree with the teachings of the Ecumenical Council of Ephesus (the third ecumenical council under the supremacy of Cyril of Alexandria, the Pillar of Faith), and the letters of Saint Cyril. Thus, the Agreement clarified the difference between the ancient Catholic interpretation (vitiated by suspected Nestorianism) for the Council of Chalcedon 451 AD, and the interpretation presented by the Byzantinian Orthodox for the same Council. The Byzantinian Orthodox basically rely upon the fifth ecumenical council of the Chalcedonians (The Council of Constantinopole 553 AD), that they regard as an ecumenical council and we do not.

 This above-mentioned Council
 recalled to the minds the teachings of Saint Cyril, emphasizing the hypostatic union. Likewise, the teaching of Saint Cyril concerning the distinction “in thought alone” between the two natures. The Council condemned and excommunicated the person and teachings of Theodore of Mopsuestia the teacher of Nestorius, the writings of Theodoret of Cyrus and Ibas of Edessa, that contradicts the teachings of Saint Cyril. Thus, this council showed how the Byzantinian Orthodox adhered to the teachings of Saint Cyril that rejected Nestorianism.

 The Agreement clearly stated that those who speak of two natures in Christ (Byzantinian Orthodox) do not mean distinction between the two natures, except in thought alone, according to the interpretations of Saint Cyril in his letter to Acacuis bishop of Melitene and some other letters. In other words, they do not distinguish two natures in reality after the unity, but they use thought and contemplation to distinguish the differences of the natures that the Incarnate Logos was composed of. They do this to emphasize that the body of the Logos was not from a Divine nature, or assumed from the Divine essence, rather, it is taken from human essence without sin. This is the teaching that Eutyches was not able to adhere to.

 The Agreement stated that in light of the presented theological interpretation, it is clarified that the Christological belief in basis and essence is one for both parties in spite of the difference in usage of some Christological terminology. Accordingly, both parties can simultaneously exchange the lifting of anathemas against all the councils and fathers related to each side, in order to confess the trace of the Apostolic succession of both families.

 The Agreement emphasized that the unity of Divinity and Humanity is a real, natural, hypostatic union without separation, confusion, change, division, or mixture.

 The Agreement stated that the group of sister Churches (Oriental Orthodox Churches) would continue to maintain the terminology of the "one nature" according to the teachings of Saint Cyril, and the Byzantinian Orthodox also use this terminology.

 Our Church accepted the baptism of the Byzantinian Orthodox after the first agreement was signed in 1989. This was decided in the Pentecost Holy Synod session in 1990. The decision stated the acceptance of the baptism of the Orthodox Churches that accept ours.

 The rest of the sacraments would be accepted when the anathemas are lifted and restoration of communion is declared.

 The decision of the Holy Synod concerning the acceptance of the baptism of the Greek Orthodox was based upon the statement of our teacher Saint Paul the Apostle “one Lord, one faith, one baptism” (Eph. 4: 5).

If the faith is one, the baptism can be one on condition that the faith upon which the baptism is established is sound. This is what H. H. Pope Shenouda III has always reiterated whenever questioned the acceptance of  the baptism of other churches.

2- Dialogue With  The Catholic Churches

In Sept. 1971, unofficial dialogues began between the Coptic Orthodox Church and the Catholic Churches.  His Holiness Pope Shenouda III, then Bishop of Education, represented the Coptic Orthodox Church (during the time of the vacancy of the Coptic Orthodox Patriarchial throne). In this meeting, His Holiness formulated an Agreed Statement on Christology that was accepted by both the theologians of the family of churches sharing our faith (Oriental Orthodox Churches) and the Catholic Church theologians.  

The Formula of the Agreed Statement :

“We believe that our Lord, God and Saviour Jesus Christ, the Incarnate Logos is perfect in His Divinity and perfect in His Humanity. He made His Humanity One with His Divinity without Mixture, nor Mingling, nor Confusion. His Divinity was not separated from His Humanity even for a moment or twinkling of an eye.

At the same time, we anathematize the doctrines of both Nestorius and Eutyches”.

The above Agreement was officially accepted in Febrary 1988; when it was signed by H.H. Pope Shenouda III, some bishops and theologians of our church on one side and the representatives of the Roman Catholic Pope, the Patriarch of the Coptic Catholic Church in Egypt, some bishops and theologians on the other side.  The Pope of Rome corresponded in writing to H.H. Pope Shenouda III expressing his rejoice at reaching such an Agreement befitting the well known Coptic terminology.

Other Issues of the Dialogue :

The Holy Synod of the Coptic Orthodox Church, under the primacy of H.H. Pope Shenouda III, decided in its session dated 21/6/1986, that it is a necessity to reach solutions concerning doctrinal differences, prior to lifting the existing anathemas between both Churches. The foremost of these doctrinal differences are :

1. Christology

2. The Procession of the Holy Spirit (whereby the Catholic Church annexed (added) the phrase “and the Son” to their Creed of Faith since 1054 AD).

3. Purgatory.

4. The Immaculate Conception (in the birth of the Virgin St. Mary).

5. Forgivenesses and excessiveness in virtues of the saints indulgences.

6. Marriages to non-believers (performed inside the Catholic church, which the church blesses and absolves).

7. The Catholic presence in Egypt.

The Holy Synod of the Coptic Orthodox Church dispatched official messages concerning the aforementioned subject to the Vatican dated September 16, 1986; including the proposed Statement of Agreement on Christology. Upon this foundation, the Vatican agreed to conduct dialogues. As previously mentioned the agreement on the first doctrinal difference was signed. 

During the Holy Synod session dated May 28, 1988, under the primacy of H.H. Pope Shenouda III, the members were acquainted with the decisions of the Second Vatican council concerning the salvation of non-believers.  Simultaneously, the Holy Synod decided to affix this fundamental issue to the other seven issues of the dialogue that should be solved, prior to lifting the anathemas with the Catholic Church. The Holy Synod dispatched an official letter dated April 26, 1990, to which the Vatican agreed and included this issue to the primary main points for dialogue.

Agreement on other Fundamental Doctrinal Differences should be reached:

1. Justifying the Jews from the blood of Christ by a Vatican decision in the year 1965.

2. The Primacy of Saint Peter the Apostle.

3. Infallibility of the Catholic Pope.

4. The primacy of the Pope of Rome (Primacy of Jurisdiction) over the Christian churches of the whole world.

Secondary Doctrinal Differences:

1. The Catholic Church cancelled most of the fasts.

2. Not giving communion to children; ceremony for the first communion is at the age of eight.

3. Postponing the anointment with myroon (the Chrism) till the age of eight.

4. Not immersing the person in the baptismal font; only pouring a small amount of water on the child’s head.

5. Not giving communion by bread, rather by unleavened bread.  Not giving blood of the communion to the congregation.

6. The Latin Catholics do not permit the priests to marry.

7. Giving permission to the laity, both men and women, to enter into the sanctuary and to read the bible during the holy liturgy.

8. Entering the sanctuary with shoes.

9. Permitting nuns to dispense the Eucharist, the body of Christ, to sick people in the hospitals.

10. Permitting deacons to carry Holy communion and to give it to the different priestly ranks.

11. Not permitting divorce in case of adultery.  As a result, civil marriages have spread in the west in order to escape marriages that are difficult to be released from in case of matrimonial betrayal.

12. Not facing the east during prayers.

13. Performing more than one liturgy on the same altar in one day.

14. The priest prays and takes communion in more than one liturgy during the same day.

15. Not being cautious nine hours before communion, but satisfied with two hours for food and half an hour for drinks.

16. Accepting anyone to perform the rite of baptism, even a non-Christian.

17. Giving communion to non-believers; this is practiced by Catholic bishops without an official clear decision from the Vatican.

Dialogue on two points: the procession of the Holy Spirit and the purgatory began, in the presence of H.H. Pope Shenouda III, himself.  After presenting papers and strong convincing researches on behalf of our church, we were unable to reach any possible agreement similar to the one signed on Christology. (And now, even the Agreement on Christology has many question marks due to the intense Catholic inclination towards Nestorians).

Explaining the disagreements  with the Catholic Church

Illustrations of some of the dogmatic disagreements previously mentioned, i.e. the main points numbers two, four and six according to the numeration aforementioned. In addition to the eighth issue, i.e. salvation of non believers.

The Procession of the Holy Spirit

(point no. 2 according to the numeration previously mentioned)

Our Church believes, in accordance with the text mentioned in the Bible (John 15:26), that the Holy Spirit proceeds from the Father. The Catholic Church on the other hand, believes that the Holy Spirit proceeds from the Father and the Son. Consequently, the expression ‘and the son’ was appended (added) to their Creed of Faith at the section on the procession of the Holy Spirit. 

Henceforth we shall clarify this doctrine:

First : The Biblical Evidence

In the Gospel of our teacher Saint John the apostle, our Lord Jesus Christ says,

(((((

“But when the helper (comforter) comes whom I shall send to you from the Father the Spirit of truth who proceeds from the Father” (John15: 26). 

Those who believe that the Holy Spirit proceeds from the Father and the Son use this phrase “whom I shall send to you” saying that since the Lord Jesus Christ is the One Who will send the Holy Spirit, then the Holy Spirit proceeds from Him. However, we realize that the Lord Jesus Christ said, “Whom I shall send to you from the father”. Then He continutes, “Who Proceeds from the Father” (John 15:26).

The procession is one thing and the sending is another; the procession is eternal while the sending is temporal. The procession concerns the essence or being of the Holy Spirit, but sending Him is something concerning His work in the Church.

The Lord Jesus Christ also said, “But the helper the Holy Spirit, whom the Father will send in My name, He will teach you all things and bring to your remembrance all things that I said to you” (John 14:26). Here we recognize that He says: “the Father will send”. So, on one occasion He says, “Whom I shall send” and at another “Whom The Father will send”. 

Nevertheless, concerning the procession He only said that the Holy Spirit proceeds from the Father. If the sending was exactly the procession, how can we explain the following verse which the Lord Jesus Christ said in the Book of Isaiah, “And now the Lord God and His Spirit have sent Me” (Is. 48: 16). 

If the sending was always an image of the relationship of the hypostasis (person) to the Father Who is the source, consequently the sending of the Son would then be an image of His eternal begetting.

Linguistically, we realize that the expression “and His Spirit” (Is. 48: 16) is in the nominative case (subject) and not the accusative (object). Meaning that the Lord Jesus Christ was sent from the Father and the Holy Spirit. Should the Son then be born before all ages, from the Father and the Holy Spirit? Or is the eternal begetting one thing and the temporal sending another? 

Both the procession and the begetting are eternal, but the sending is temporal; i.e. an incident which occurred at a certain point of time. Whereas, the procession and begetting are beyond time, the sending was in the fullness of the time. Thus, it is written in the Bible, “But when the fullness of the time had come, God send forth His Son” (Gal. 4: 4). 

The Lord Jesus Christ told His disciples, “It is not for you to know times or seasons which the Father has put in His own authority But you shall be witnesses to Me in Jerusalem, and in all Judea, and Samaria and to the end of the earth” (Acts 1:7-8).

“He commanded them not to depart from Jerusalem, but to wait for the Promise of the Father which, He said You have heard from Me”. (Acts1:4). To wait for the promise of the Father, implies that the sending of the Holy Spirit is temporal. Therefore the descent of the Holy Spirit is temporal, and the promise of the Father is temporal as ‘waiting’ indicates that it is something temporal. The Lord Jesus Christ here was speaking of ‘times and seasons’. The coming of the Holy Spirit upon the disciples at Pentecost was temporal, as is the promise of the Father. However, no one waits for the procession because it is beyond time and before all ages. 

Second : The Nicean-Constantinopolitan Creed of Faith

The Creed of Faith formulated by the Fathers states the following, “Truly we believe in the Holy Spirit the life-giving Lord, who proceeds from the Father”. 

The phrase ‘and the Son’ which is "Filioque" in Latin (‘Filio’ means ‘son’ and ‘que’ means ‘and’, in its entirety meaning ‘and the Son’) was officially added, adopted and recieted by the Roman Catholic Church in its Creed of Faith since 1054A.D.  However, the Filioque doctrine is not acquiesced by all the Orthodox Churches (Chalcedonean and non-Chalcedonean).

Further Arguments and Answers:

First : Ownership of the Father and the Son

The Lord Jesus Christ in His commune with the heavenly Father said, “All Mine are Yours and Yours are Mine” (John 17: 10). So, if the Father is the emanator of the Holy Spirit, and that simultaneously all what is the Father’s is the Son’s, then the Son also should be an emanator of the Holy Spirit. 

In answer to this, we say that the Lord Jesus Christ mentioned this statement in His prayer to the Father when He was speaking about the souls of His disciples. He said, “They are Yours, You gave them to Me” (John 17: 6), “And all Mine are Yours, and Yours are Mine” (John 17: 10).

There is no relativity between the Heavenly Father’s ownership of men, or that of the Lord Jesus Christ to His saintly disciples, on one hand, and the Son as being an emanator of the Holy Spirit on the other. The essence is one thing and the ownership is another. 

The relationship of the Father to the Holy Spirit is one of existentialism i.e. the existence of the Holy Spirit from the Father since the Father is the origin and the source in the Holy Trinity.  It is not a relation of ownership, because the Holy Spirit is not one of the belongings of the Father, but He has One being with the Father and the Son. The Divine Essence of the Holy Trinity would never exist without the Holy Spirit.

Contemplation : [We were owned by God, but when we sold ourselves to Satan and slavery, the Lord Jesus Christ came and bought us by His own blood. As an illustration we give the following example: a person cherished vehicle is stolen, he finds it exhibited for sale at a car auction. Because he loved it so much, and was fond of it, he enters the auction and re-purchases it a second time even though it originally belonged to him.

We belong to God; we are by Him and for Him. We sold ourselves by our own will. In spite of this fact, Christ, because He was about to purchase us by His own blood, said to the Father, “They were Yours, you gave them to Me” (John 17: 6). He bought us from the grave and saved us from death. Since they belong to the Father, He will offer them to the Father at the declaration of the Kingdom of God; so that God would be all in all].

Even if we assumed in a debate that this verse could be generalized until we reach the essence of God Himself, it would never mean in this case, more than saying that the essence of the Son is the same as that of the Father. It would never mean that the Son has the Fatherhood like the Father. There is only one Father in the Divine Essence. 

The derivation of the word Father in Aramaic or Syrian means ‘origin’, not only ‘begetter’. It includes both meanings (begetter and emanator). 

In the Holy Bible we read the following, “…the Spirit of Truth Who proceeds from the Father” (John 15: 26). If the Lord Jesus Christ –as the eternal Son- owns all that the Father owns, this means no more than His possession of all the attributes of the Divine Essence, eg. perpetuity, truth, wisdom, love, might, omnipresence, omnipotence, creation (the ownership of creation is derived from this point)…etc. 

However, this does not mean that He shares the Fatherhood with the Father, for how could He be a Son and Father simultaneously. If He shared the Fatherhood with the Father, the result would be that the Son would be the begetter of Himself. 

From another point of view, Sabilius who was ex-communicated by the church, said that the Son was the Father. We do not accept absolutely, that the hypostasis of the Son is that of the Father. There is true distinction in spite of the oneness according to essence between the Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit. God is one essence having three hypostaseis. If we abolished the Trinitarian dogma, we would no longer be Christians.

Moreover, we should keep in mind that the Lord Jesus Christ said to the Father, “…And all Mine are Yours, and Yours are Mine” (John 17:10). Does this mean that the Father also has the attribute of Sonship, and is begotten from the Son?! This is neither accepted nor rational.

The Son is God the Word, the Holy Spirit is God the Life-giving, and the Father is the origin or source in the Trinity. In spite of the tenet of the one God, God the Father is not God the Word, but the Word and the Father are the one God. The Father is the begetter, and the Son is begotten, but the essence of the Father is that of the Son.

As water flows from a fountain and runs into a channel, so does the essence of the Divinity i.e. it pours from the Father to the Son. Water comes out from a fountain and runs into the stream; the water of the stream is that of the fountain. The essence of both the Father and the Son is one, but we could never say that the begetter is the begotten. The Begetter is Father, the Begotten is Son, so the father is the Father and the son the Son. It is not permissible to mingle between both although they have one existence for the Holy Trinity, one divine essence, one triune will, one divinity and one nature. 

Even –linguistically- the Lord Jesus Christ said, “…all things that the Father has are Mine” (John 16: 15), so He singles out the Father by His private appellation, setting aside what is private from what is general. If for instance, as a student I said: ‘All what belongs to the teacher is mine’. The teacher is a teacher and I am a student, even if we shared all other aspects. Therefore we differentiate between: the properties of essence belonging to all the hypostaseis, and the hypostatic properties that specifies each hypostasis distinctly; and that which no hyostasis shares with another so that the hypostaseis would not mingle with one another. Fatherhood for the Father, Sonship for the Son, and Procession for the Holy Spirit.

The Father is begetter and emanator, since He is considered the origin and source. 

The Son is begotten, since He is the Word of God and His Image, Who manifests the Father, and informs about the Holy Spirit. 

The Holy Spirit is the Spirit of Truth, Who proceeds from the Father and inspires about the Father and His only-begotten Son.

Faith in the Trinity is the mystery of life. Christianity is life and its entrance is baptism in the name of the Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit.

Second : The Spirit of the Son or the Spirit of Christ the Lord

 “If indeed the Spirit of God dwells in you. Now if anyone does not have the spirit of Christ, he is not His” (Rom.8:9).

 “Your prayer and the supply of the spirit of Jesus Christ”  (Phil. 1:19).

 “And because you are sons, God has sent forth the Spirit of his Son into your hearts, crying out, ‘Abba Father!’” (Gal. 4:6).

The argument is that: if the Spirit of the Son is the Spirit of the Father then He should ultimately proceed from Both.

In answer we give the following notes:

1. The above-mentioned verse speaks about the sending of the Holy Spirit and not the procession, “God has sent forth” (Gal. 4:6).

2. It says, “into your hearts”. In our hearts we have the gifts and talents of the Holy Spirit and not the essence of the Hypostasis. If we had the essence of the Hypostasis we would have become the Holy Spirit Himself. The gifts and talents are temporal and not eternal. What dwell in our hearts are the temporal gifts and not the Divine Essence. If we had the Divine Essence in us, we would have been Gods in the full sense of Divinity.

3. The Holy Spirit is the Spirit of the Son because the Holy Spirit has the same essence of the Son and of the Father. He is the Spirit of the Son due to the oneness of the Divine Essence and not due to the procession emanating from the Son.

4. The Holy Spirit is the Spirit of Christ the Lord because He is the One Who anointed Him, “The Spirit of the Lord is upon Me, because He has anointed me” (Luke 4: 18). He rested upon Him and in Him when He became incarnate and accepted the anointment for our salvation, because He was declared the Christ (anointed one) of the Lord and the Head of the Church.

5. The Holy Spirit is called the “spirit of wisdom” (Eph. 1:17), “spirit of understanding” (Is. 11:2), “Spirit of holiness” (Rom. 1: 4), “Spirit of faith” (2 Cor. 4:13), “spirit of revelation” (Eph. 1:17), “Spirit of counsel” (Isa.11: 2). Does this mean that the Holy Spirit proceeds from all of these?! It is written in the Bible, “there shall come forth a Rod from the stem of Jesse, and a branch shall grow out of his roots. The Spirit of the Lord shall rest upon Him, the spirit of wisdom and understanding, the spirit of counsel and might, the spirit of knowledge and of the fear of the Lord” (Is. 11:1,2). Does the Holy Spirit proceed from the fear of God since eternity?!! Our teacher St. Paul says, “But since we have the same spirit of faith, according to what is written, I believed therefore I spoke” (2 Cor. 4:13). It is known that there is no relationship between this expression “the spirit of faith” and the eternal procession of the Holy Spirit from the Father. Accordingly, the spirit of fear or knowledge … etc. The Spirit of Christ the Lord, is an appellation which does not mean that the Holy Spirit proceeds from the Son. 

6. The Holy Spirit is also called the “…spirit of His Son” or the “…spirit of Christ” because it witnesses to Christ as written in the Bible that: “Every Spirit that confesses that Jesus Christ has come in the flesh is of God” (1 John 4:2). Thus, the Lord Jesus Christ said, “But the Helper, the Holy Spirit, whom the Father will send in My name, He will teach you all things and bring to your remembrance all things that I said to you” (John 14:26). The phrase, “…Will send in my name” indicates that His name is “the Spirit of Christ” or “the spirit of the Son”.

Third : The Breath of the Holy Spirit

The argument mentions that the Lord Jesus Christ breathed the Holy Spirit upon His disciples after the resurrection, therfore the Holy Spirit proceeds from the Son. 

The answer is that the Lord Jesus Christ did not breath the essence of the Hypostasis of the Holy Spirit Himself on them, but His authority and gift of loosening, binding and forgiveness of sin (eg. the breath of the high priest in the ordination of priests). 

Thus, when the Holy Bible mentions the hypostasis of the Holy Spirit –Himself- it is clearly mentioned having a definite article () as :

· (  

“But the helper the Holy Spirit whom the Father will send in My name” (John 14: 26).

· ((
(((
“But when the helper comes whom I shall send to you from the Father the Spirit of truth whom proceeds from the Father” (John 15:26).

However, when the Holy Spirit is mentioned as regards to His talents, authority, and gifts, He is mentioned without a definite article “”.

Therefore, the correct translation for the statement of the Lord when He breathed on His disciples, according to what is mentioned in John 20:22, would be () “receive a holy spirit”. What is meant here is the gift of priesthood which is one of the gifts of the Holy Spirit to the Church. 

Even the High Priest does the same thing in ordaining a new priest. Christ is the greatest High priest, so it was most proper that He gives the gift of priesthood to His disciples before ascending into heaven, after He had fulfilled the redemption upon the cross and victoriously resurrected from among the dead. He emphasized the role of the Holy Spirit in appointing pastors and offering the gifts of  the priesthood when He said, ‘receive a holy spirit’
One of the Byzantinian Orthodox theologians in answer to the doctrine of the procession of the Holy Spirit from the Father and the Son said, ‘On the day of Pentecost as in other cases, when the Lord Jesus Christ offered the Holy Spirit, He did not offer the hypostasis of the Holy Spirit, but rather His talents (Charismata) were transferred’.

Lastly we say: 

Who is the origin of existence of the Holy Spirit? The Father or the Son? Or the Father alone? The answer is that the Father is the origin but this origination is without a beginning. It is eternal beyond the range of time, where there was neither predecessor nor sucessor. It is like a fire that has no start, the heat emitting from it simultaneously would have no start.

Is the originator of the hypostasis of the Holy Spirit the Father or the Son? Sure, the originator is the Father and from Him the Holy Spirit  proceeds.

Concerning the Procession of the Holy Spirit, the following are some theological expressions useful to scholars.

	essence
	
	son-fatherhood
	

	generation 

begetting
	(
	cause
	

	only begotten son
	((
	caused
	

	procession
	(
	sonly cause
	

	mode of existence
	(((
	fatherly cause
	

	personal being
	(
	originated
	

	energy, activity
	
	unoriginated
	(


The following is a Greek statement professed by one of the Constantinopolitan Fathers in answer to the assertion that the Holy Spirit proceeds from the Father and the Son. Gregory Patriarch of Constantinople in his debate with John Fiscus said: 

((((( (


[The father only is the begetting deity and divine source and the only source of the whole deity].

	A masculine singular definite article in the nominative case
	the
	

	Masculine singular noun in the nominative case
	father
	

	Masculine adjective in the nominative case 
	begetting deity
	(

	Masculine singular noun in the nominative case
	deity
	(

	conjunction
	and
	

	Adjective in the nominative case
	source
	

	Adjective in the nominative case
	only
	

	noun in the nominative case
	source
	

	Definite article in the accusative case
	of
	(

	Accusative case
	whole
	(

	Noun in the genitive case
	deity
	(


He means that the Father is the only source Who begets and emanates.

((begetting deity of the deity (the hypostatis of the Father)

monarchy  = single or one principle

The Greek term means head, principle, beginning or cause meaning the origin. It is related to : 

1. The Father in His relationship to the other two hypostaseis

Fatherly Principle 
2. The Trinity in their relationship with the creation
Triadic Principle  =  economy

The case of theHoly Spirit as a whole is summarized in the procession or the (ekporevsis) (and the partiarchy of the Father. These are the two terms that express our doctrine in the Procession of the Holy Spirit.

The difference is as follows:

· Within the Holy trinity there is only one monarchy. Thus we call it or the monarchy of the Father.
· This relates to the creation, meaning that the Trinity is the cause of its existence not only the Father.
Economy means that God economized the creation and managed everything.

According to interpretations of the Fathers as regards to the Trinitarian Dogma, there is a known theological principle stating that “Everything which comes out commonly from the Divine Essence is energy and not Hypostasis (divine hypostasis)”.

· Every energy or work comes from the Trinity.

· Every gift is from the Father through the Son by the Holy Spirit.

· The gift of the Holy Spirit is from the Father through the Son by the Holy Spirit.

· Every good gift, and every perfect talent, descends to us from above, from the Father of lights, through the Son, by the Holy Spirit.

· The act of creation : The Father created the world by His Word and Spirit. “In the Beginning God created the heavens and the earth. The earth was without form, and void and the darkness was on the face of the deep. And the Spirit of God was hovering over the face of the waters, Then God said, ‘Let there be light’; and there was light” (Gen.1: 1-3). In other words the Father created the world by His Word and Spirit.

The saints repeated the same concept saying “Every gift is from the Father through the Son in the Holy Spirit” or “Every gift originating from the Father, is transferred through the Son and fulfilled by the Holy Spirit.

Examples of sayings of the Fathers:

· Saint Gregory Bishop of Nyssa said: "Every operation which extends from God to the Creation, and is named according to our variable conceptions, has its origin from the Father, and proceeds through the Son and is perfected in the Holy Spirit".(
)
· Saint Athanasuis repeated the following statement several times: “The Father creates all things through the Word in the Holy Spirit” (
)
· He also said: "The Father does all things through the Word in the Holy Spirit".(
) 

· There is a nice exerpt by Saint Athanasius on the Divinity of the Holy Spirit clarifying how God gave life to the creation: “It is clear that the Spirit is not a creature, but takes place in the act of creation. For the Father creates all things through the Word in the Spirit; for where the Word is, there is the Spirit also, and the things which are created through the Word have their vital strength out of the Spirit from the Word. Thus it is written in the thirty-second Psalm: “By the Word of the Lord the heavens were established, and by the Spirit of His mouth is all their power” (
).

Offering the Divine energy is a common or general act shared by the Holy Trinity.  It starts from the Father, comes through the Son and is fulfilled in the Holy Spirit.

Matrimony to Non-Believers

(point no. 6)

Marriage to non-believers is considered a lawful legislation in some Churches. It is accepted and regarded as a mode of leniency and spaciousness, relying upon the so-called, ‘The Pauline Indulgence’. 

Such matrimonial ceremonies to non-believers are sometimes performed within the church, with absolution and blessing of the relationship.  The ceremony might be held outside the church, or in two phases:  the prayers in the church are held for the Christian partner and outside the church for the non-Christian partner.  Occasionally, the prayers may be offered for the Christian partner alone, as the non-Christian partner is absent refusing to enter the church or accepting the laying on of the hands by the priest.  Thus, marriage is performed in the absence of one of the two partners.

The argument used in permitting such marriages, is that Saint Paul said, “For the unbelieving husband is sanctified by the wife” (1 Cor. 7:14).  However, Saint Paul said these words about a non-Christian husband and wife who married before believing in Christ, and later one of them became a believer.  He permits the continuation of an actual established marriage and not the establishment of a new one.  Thus, he said it in the following passage, “If any brother has a wife who does not believe, and she is willing to live with him, let him not divorce her…For the unbelieving wife is sanctified by the husband” (1 Cor. 7:13-14).  Obviously he is speaking of a brother already married to a wife whom he should not divorce, not about a brother seeking to be bound to a wife. There is a great difference between both sayings.  

Moreover, Saint Paul the Apostle said, “A wife…is at liberty to be married to whom she wishes, only in the Lord” (1 Cor. 7:39).  Here, in this last passage he speaks about a new marriage taking place after acceptance of faith and not before it.  Likewise, in his Second Epistle to the Corinthians he writes, “Do not be unequally yoked together with unbelievers.  For what fellowship has righteousness with lawlessness?  And what communion has light with darkness?” (2 Cor. 6:14).  The communion of marriage is worthy of being kept within the sphere of the Lord Christ.

The Teachings of Saint Paul The Apostle concerning this subject: 

The teaching of Saint Paul in this subject can be summarized in two points:

First:  He commands that there is no communal sacramental life between believers and unbelievers.

Second:  He permits for a marriage that had occurred prior to the acceptance of faith to continue, even if for a while, without receiving an ecclesiastical sacramental feature that cannot be annulled.  The continuation of such a marriage is possible when one of the two parties enter the faith.  If the other partner also beleives…then the Church can give this marriage the blessing of the holy sacrament that is never separated. 

Illustration and Analysis of these Two Points:

First:  The 2nd Epistle of Saint Paul the Apostle to the Corinthians beginning at verse fourteen of Chapter six and ending at verse one of chapter seven states the following:  “Do not be unequally yoked together with unbelievers. For what fellowship has righteousness with lawlessness? And what communion has light with darkness? And what accord has Christ with Belial? Or what part has a believer with an unbeliever? And what agreement has the temple of God with idols? For you are the temple of the living God. As God has said: I will dwell in them And walk among them. I will be their God, And they shall be My people. Therefore Come out from among them And be separate, says the Lord. Do not touch what is unclean, And I will receive you. I will be a Father to you, And you shall be My sons and daughters, Says the Lord Almighty. Therefore, having these promises, beloved, let us cleanse ourselves from all filthiness of the flesh and spirit, perfecting holiness in the fear of God.” (2 Cor. 6:14-7:1).  

We can clearly observe in the above mentioned  passage that Saint Paul prohibits a believer as being the temple of the living God, from being joined to an unbeliever as one flesh and one temple.  Here we highlight the following:

· (1 Cor. 6:16) “Or do you not know that he who is joined to a harlot is one body with her?  For “the two”, He says, “shall become one flesh”.

·  (1 Cor. 6:17) “But he who is joined to the Lord is one spirit with Him”.

·  (1 Cor. 6:19) “Or do you not know that your body is the temple of the Holy Spirit who is in you, whom you have from God, and you are not your own”.

He who is joined to a harlot is one body with her…! So is the man who marries an unbelieving woman. How could the temple of God be one with the temple of idols?  Does this conform to the will of God?  The Lord Christ said,  “What God has joined together let not man separate” (Mat. 19:6), concerning the holy Christian marriage.  

It is obvious that Saint Paul the Apostle prohibits inter-marriages to unbelievers.  This is emphasized in his saying, “A wife is bound by law as long as her husband lives; but if her husband dies, she is at liberty to be married to whom she wishes, only in the Lord. But she is happier if she remains as she is, according to my judgment- and I think I also have the Spirit of God.” (1 Cor. 7:39-40).  

Here he emphasises that those who are not in marital ties, and are free, can marry whomever they wish.  This liberty revolves within a limited boundary, namely: marriage only in Christ.  He mentioned this fact obligatorily because he said, “she is at liberty to be married to whom she wishes” and did not stop at this phrase, or else he would have opened the door wide for a marriage to whoever she chooses among humanity.  Hence he re-established the boundary “…only in the Lord”. His words relating to her liberty are from another angle: i.e. she would not be called an adulteress if she married another man after the death of her husband.

In (Rom. 7:1-5) “Or do you not know, brethren (for I speak to those who know the law), that the law has dominion over a man as long as he lives? For the woman who has a husband is bound by the law to her husband as long as he lives. But if the husband dies, she is released from the law of her husband. So then if, while her husband lives, she marries another man, she will be called an adulteress; but if her husband dies, she is free from that law, so that she is no adulteress, though she has married another man. Therefore, my brethren, you also have become dead to the law through the body of Christ, that you may be married to another— to Him who was raised from the dead, that we should bear fruit to God. For when we were in the flesh, the sinful passions which were aroused by the law were at work in our members to bear fruit to death.”
Second :  A marriage prior to accepting the faith for one or both parties
What is meant here is, a marriage which occurred between non-Christians, and then one of them accepted the faith.  In the 1st Epistle of our teacher Saint Paul the Apostle to the Corinthians Chapters six and seven, we find that in Chapter 6 he discussed the importance of fleeing sexual immorality, then he began to speak about marriage. Firstly, he spoke about virginity then he reached marriage as a means of keeping people from adultery.  He spoke about chastity within matrimony during fasts. He also spoke of the importance of integrity in that no partner should deprive the other in such relations unless with consent.  He then shifted to classify the types of marriages and after he advised the unmarried and widows to prefer being unmarried he permitted them to get married.  In classifying the types of people within a matrimonial perspective he mentioned the following:

1. Unmarried.

2. Widows.

3. Married in the church

4. Married before faith…then one partner believed and the other did not yet believe. 

(1 Cor. 7 :8-27) “But I say to the unmarried and to the widows: It is good for them if they remain even as I am; but if they cannot exercise self-control, let them marry. For it is better to marry than to burn with passion. Now to the married I command, yet not I but the Lord: A wife is not to depart from her husband. But even if she does depart, let her remain unmarried or be reconciled to her husband. And a husband is not to divorce his wife. But to the rest I, not the Lord, say: If any brother has a wife who does not believe, and she is willing to live with him, let him not divorce her. And a woman who has a husband who does not believe, if he is willing to live with her, let her not divorce him. For the unbelieving husband is sanctified by the wife, and the unbelieving wife is sanctified by the husband; otherwise your children would be unclean, but now they are holy. But if the unbeliever departs, let him depart; a brother or a sister is not under bondage in such cases. But God has called us to peace. For how do you know, O wife, whether you will save your husband? Or how do you know, O husband, whether you will save your wife? But as God has distributed to each one, as the Lord has called each one, so let him walk. And so I ordain in all the churches. Was anyone called while circumcised? Let him not become uncircumcised. Was anyone called while uncircumcised? Let him not be circumcised. Circumcision is nothing and uncircumcision is nothing, but keeping the commandments of God is what matters. Let each one remain in the same calling in which he was called. Were you called while a slave? Do not be concerned about it; but if you can be made free, rather use it. For he who is called in the Lord while a slave is the Lord’s freedman. Likewise he who is called while free is Christ’s slave. You were bought at a price; do not become slaves of men. Brethren, let each one remain with God in that state in which he was called. Now concerning virgins: I have no commandment from the Lord; yet I give judgment as one whom the Lord in His mercy has made trustworthy. I suppose therefore that this is good because of the present distress—that it is good for a man to remain as he is: Are you bound to a wife? Do not seek to be loosed. Are you loosed from a wife? Do not seek a wife.”
Comments :

From the above mentioned the following is evident:

· In saying “…But to the rest” our tutor Saint Paul the Apostle means those not categorized as unmarried, widows, or married in an inseparable Christian marriage. Then evidently “the rest” pertain to those who were married prior to believing and not the unmarried desiring to enter into a new marriage.

· It is also evident that he emphasizes the possibility of continuing the state of matrimonial life, for a man with a woman, as prior to believing. This is obvious in saying, “…let each one remain with God in the calling in which he was called”.  He repeated several times “was anyone called while…[in a certain position]”.  This is evidence that he spoke about a state prior to faith, and what should be done after accepting the faith.

· It is also emphasized in his saying, “If any brother has a wife who does not believe”, that he speaks about someone already married with a wife and not someone intending to marry.  Moreover, he spoke of one not only having a wife but having children from this wife.  How then can we conduct new marriages between parties of completely different believes?

· In this case, we also recognize that Saint Paul the Apostle permits divorce as this marriage does not comply to a Christian marriage that is fulfilled in the church, where Christ the Lord said “What God joined together let not man separate” (Mat. 19:6).  How could we accept to perform a marriage that can be separated, and bless what could be devided or collapsed? 
The Catholic church refuse to grant divorce on the grounds of adultery, which Christ the Lord permitted, and accepts to divorce those who were married to non-believers by the will of the partner who is a non believer. 

Moreover, if the Christian partner involved in such an inter-marriage (Christian to a non-Christian) regrets such an inter-marraige, one cannot divorce… The Catholic Church forbids it and does not grant absolution for dissolving such a marriage. This abandons the believer in the hands of the unbelieving partner; while Saint Paul the Apostle states, “Do not be unequally yoked together with unbelievers”.  How could an individual enter into such an eternal trap by himself.

A General Supplement

· A Christian marriage resembles the union of Christ to the church (Eph. 5:22-33). A man in Christianity is the head of the woman, and the woman submits to the man, in the likeness of the submission of the church to Christ.  How could this example be preserved in a marriage where one partner is a Christian and the other is an unbeliever?!

How could the man represent Christ in the family if he was an unbeliever? Thus,  permitting a Christian to be married to a non-Christian destroys the matrimonial life from the Christian standpoint.

· What is the outcome of the children born in a religiously divided family?

· What would be the status of the Christian partner in countries where the man should follow a certain religion.

· What would be the state of the children in countries that enjoin that they should follow a certain religion?

· What becomes of the children born under regulations forbidding them from being Christians?  And the Church is the cause!!

· Could the Church baptize children who are born in a religiously severed  family, where their future in being raised a Christian life is uncertain; and the legal future of their religion is not assured? 

· If our teacher Saint Paul the Apostle said that the unbelieving man is sanctified by the believing woman and the opposite, he means that the matrimonial relationship between a man and a woman who observed a true marriage before believing is not considered adultery if one partner believed. Christianity respects a marriage prior to believing and distinguishes it from adultery or dissipation.  It considers that the faith of one partner would sanctify the matrimonial relationship between one husband and one wife, and sanctifies the children resulting from such a relationship, on the condition that their children are not under a legislation obliging them to become non-Christian. Circumspectly, our teacher Saint Paul the Apostle mentioned only children who were already born, not those yet to come. He did not mention that sexual relationship would continue as in the Christian marrital relationship, but he only said that “…she is willing to live with him”… 

Then the question still persists: Did Saint Paul mean sexual relations to continue by saying “to live with him?”  Giving birth to children to continue? Or just to live until the other partner accepts the faith.

· This is why we emphatically emphasize that Christianity does not accept a marriage in which both parties do not share the same faith, dogmas, spiritual life, the one baptism (
), and the sacrament of marriage in which no partner can deteriorate. If the Holy Bible in the Old Testament prohibited ties with non-believers and foreign women to the extent that Ezra expelled all those women after marriage and called the people to repentance over this matter (Ezra 10:2-17).  What then of the epoch of grace, holiness, sonship to God, and the holy sacraments.

The Salvation of Non-Believers

There is a viewpoint maintaining that those who have not believed in the Lord Christ, or who have not been baptized - including atheists, Hindus and others - can share in the paschal mystery and the mystery of the resurrection. It is also argued that their salvation is attained in a manner known to God alone. They search for the unknown God (that is, the One True God Whom they do not know) in shadows and images. 

The argument continues to say that those, through no fault of their own, who have no knowledge of Christ or His church can obtain eternal salvation. This is possible if they search for God with a sincere heart and, under the influence of grace, try to put into effect the will of God as known to them through the dictate of conscience. 

The argument even goes further to affirm that in Hinduism, the divine mystery is explored and propounded with an inexhaustible wealth of myths and penetrating philosophical investigations. It also states that liberation is sought from the distresses of our state, either through various forms of ascetical life, deep meditation, or taking refuge in God with loving confidence. Moreover, in Buddhism, according to its various forms, the radical inadequacy of this changeable world is acknowledged. A way is taught whereby those with a devout and trustful spirit may be able to reach either a state of perfect freedom or, relying on their own efforts or on help from a higher source, the highest illumination. 

Our Answer to the Arguments Regarding the Salvation of Non-Believers:

Such teachings are the deepest blow directed against the Christian faith. It undermines the commitment to the ministry of the death of Christ, His resurrection, and its durability for the sake of evangelism of His gospel. Our teacher Saint Paul the Apostle wrote to his disciple Timothy: “Remember that Jesus Christ, of the seed of David, was raised from the dead according to my gospel, for which I suffer trouble as an evildoer, even to the point of chains; but the word of God is not chained. Therefore I endure all things for the sake of the elect, that they also may obtain the salvation which is in Christ Jesus with eternal glory” (2 Tim.2: 8-10). In the aforementioned verse, it is clear that Saint Paul considers it necessary for eternal salvation, that the evangelism of the gospel reaches those elected through the apostles who are servants of the word of God. Concerning those elected, he also wrote: “…just as He chose us in Him before the foundation of the world that we should be holy” (Eph. 1:4). He also said: “And we know that all things work together for good to those who love God, to those who are the called according to His purpose. For whom He foreknew, He also predestined to be conformed to the image of His Son, that He might be the firstborn among many brethren. Moreover whom He predestined, these He also called; whom He called, these He also justified; and whom He justified, these He also glorified” (Rom.8: 28-30). 

From what is stated by Saint Paul the Apostle, it is evident that God knew His children before the foundation of the world. They are called according to His purpose, because though His foreknowledge, God knew that they would accept His call. It is impossible that God will not call someone who is ready to accept His call; since it is written in the Bible “Behold, the Lord’s hand is not shortened, that it cannot save” (Is. 59:1). 

Moreover, it is well known that without faith, no person can escape the wrath of God: “He who believes in the Son has everlasting life; and he who does not believe the Son shall not see life, but the wrath of God abides on him” (John 3:36). Baptism is the condition required both to enter into, and see the kingdom of God. “Most assuredly, I say to you, unless one is born again, he cannot see the kingdom of God…Most assuredly, I say to you, unless one is born of water and the Spirit, he cannot enter the kingdom of God” (John 3:3-5). Without baptism, how can one obtain the resurrected body with spiritual eyes, through which he will inherit the kingdom and see its glory?

Arguments:

1)
One argument uses the verse mentioned in the Epistle of Saint Paul to the Romans in which he wrote: “…these, although not having the law are a law to themselves” (Rom. 2:14). 

Our answer is that this particular verse, if read in its full context, demonstrates the opposite. The full text is as follows: “…for when Gentiles, who do not have the law, by nature do the things in the law, these, although not having the law, are a law to themselves” This means that when the Gentiles carried out the commandments contained in the written Law of Moses (according to the law of nature in their hearts, since they did not have the Law of Moses itself), they became a law unto themselves, through the moral law of their nature. This moral law of nature coincides with the Divine Law. This is the result of a sum-total. It means that in both cases man was asked to follow the commandment whether he had the Law of Moses or not. This is what the apostle emphasized when he wrote: “For as many as have sinned without law will also perish without law, and as many as have sinned in the law will be judged by the law” (Rom. 2: 12).

It is entirely unacceptable to say that the Gentiles had the freedom to follow private laws which are against the Divine Law. If a gentile killed he deserved judgment, if a Jew killed, he also deserved judgment; there was no distinction between the two.

Furthermore, all that was mentioned regarding this subject of the Law in the Epistle to the Romans Chapters Two and Three, concerns both the Gentiles and the Jews before the coming of the Savior. It does not apply to the new covenant. Hence, when Saint Paul soon after spoke of the new covenant, he addressed something completely different. He said: “But now the righteousness of God apart from the law is revealed, being witnessed by the Law and the Prophets, even the righteousness of God, through faith in Jesus Christ, to all and on all who believe. For there is no difference; for all have sinned and fall short of the glory of God” (Rom. 3:21-23).
2) 
Another argument misapplies what our teacher Saint Peter the apostle wrote, when he said: “But in every nation whoever fears Him and works righteousness is accepted by Him” (Acts 10: 35). 

In response, we say that Saint Peter spoke these words in the house of Cornelius the gentile, where he went to evangelize and to preach about Christ. He meant to say that God shows no partiality between the Jews and the Gentiles. He also intended to demonstrate that all nationalities are accepted before Him, if they believe in Christ. The verse begins as follows: “In truth I perceive that God shows no partiality. But in every nation whoever fears Him and works righteousness is accepted by Him” (Acts 10:35). He means that faith is for the Jews, as well as the Gentiles. Moreover, we should remember that the remainder of the apostles disagreed with Peter for entering the house of Cornelius the gentile. They did not easily accept the admittance of the Gentiles into the faith. It was not until Saint Peter the Apostle related all that God had manifested and organized concerning Cornelius, that they accepted. Thus the Apostles said: “Then God has also granted to the Gentiles repentance to life” (Acts 11: 18).

Who can do what is righteous? Is it not he of whom it is said: “Abraham believed God, and it was accounted to him for righteousness” (Rom. 4:3)? Saint Paul the Apostle wrote: “Therefore, having been justified by faith, we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus Christ” (Rom. 5:1). He also said: “But now the righteousness of God apart from the law is revealed, being witnessed by the Law and the Prophets, even the righteousness of God, through faith in Jesus Christ” (Rom. 3:21-22). Moreover, he writes “…to demonstrate at the present time His righteousness, that He might be just and the justifier of the one who has faith in Jesus” (Rom. 3:26).

Saint Paul also says: “…since there is one God who will justify the circumcised by faith and the uncircumcised through faith” (Rom. 3:30). Consequently, there is no righteousness except through faith in Christ. Any other attempt at righteousness may cause delay to the faith. Similarly, when the Jews sought to prove their own righteousness they did not attain it. In Romans 9:30-32, we read: “That Gentiles, who did not pursue righteousness, have attained to righteousness, even the righteousness of faith; but Israel, pursuing the law of righteousness, has not attained to the law of righteousness. Why? Because they did not seek it by faith, but as it were, by the works of the law.”

3) When Saint Paul was in Athens and saw the city given over to idols, his spirit was provoked as a result of his intense hatred for idolatry. However, among the idolatrous altars, he saw an altar having no idol, image, or name of a specific god inscribed upon it. Rather, its inscription was ‘for the unknown God’; that is a god unknown to the Athenians. He considered this an opportunity through which he could begin preaching to them about the One True God. Thus, he mentioned to those present, that he had seen this altar and addressed them saying: “…the One whom you worship without knowing, Him I proclaim to you. God, who made the world and everything in it, since He is Lord of heaven and earth, does not dwell in temples made with hands. Nor is He worshipped with man’s hands, as though He needed anything, since He gives to all life, breath, and all things” (Acts 17: 23-25). 

Unfortunately, those who argue by misapplying the words of Saint Paul the Apostle, contend that he did not forbid worshipping God through idols. They refer to above-mentioned section in the book of the Acts, using it as a means to justify the false worship of God, for those who seek the unknown God through images and shadows. How can this incorrect notion be attributed to Saint Paul, whose spirit was provoked within him when he saw the city given over to idols.

4) A further argument states that adequate preaching did not reach some people, therefore we have clarified, using Biblical references, that God assuredly calls His elect. He “did not leave Himself without witness” (Acts 14:17). God can use men in preaching. Likewise, He can ask the service of His angels; for the Bible states: “Are they not all ministering spirits sent forth to minister for those who will inherit salvation?” (Heb.1:14). Of the Gentiles it was written: “…because what may be known of God is manifest in them, for God has shown it to them. For since the creation of the world His invisible attributes are clearly seen, being understood by the things that are made, even His eternal power and Godhead, so that they are without excuse, because, although they knew God, they did not glorify Him as God, nor were thankful, but became futile in their thoughts, and their foolish hearts were darkened. Professing to be wise, they became fools, and changed the glory of the incorruptible God into an image made like corruptible man—and birds and four-footed animals and creeping things. Therefore God also gave them up to uncleanness, in the lusts of their hearts, to dishonor their bodies among themselves, who exchanged the truth of God for the lie, and worshiped and served the creature rather than the Creator, who is blessed forever. Amen” (Rom. 1:19-25). 

The Biblical text concerning the Gentiles which says, “they are without excuse” is quite clear and does not require comment.

We have clarified how God calls those whom He knows will accept His call, because their hearts are prepared to accept the truth (see Rom. 8:28-30). Concerning those who do not accept the call of God, although it reaches them, Saint Paul the Apostle said: “But even if our gospel is veiled, it is veiled to those who are perishing, whose minds the god of this age 
 has blinded, who do not believe, lest the light of the gospel of the glory of Christ, who is the image of God, should shine on them” (2 Cor. 4:3-4). There is no occasion for arguing that they do not understand, because the Lord Jesus Christ had said, “Everyone who is of the truth hears My voice” (John 18: 37).

Generally speaking, our teacher Saint Paul the Apostle says: “But they have not all obeyed the gospel. For Isaiah says, “Lord, who has believed our report?” So then faith comes by hearing, and hearing by the word of God. But I say, have they not heard? Yes indeed: “Their sound has gone out to all the earth, And their words to the ends of the world” (Rom. 10:16-18). Therefore, There is no place for an excuse concerning unbelief.

What Becomes of Those Who Do Not Obey the Gospel:

With regard to those who do not obey the Gospel, our teacher Saint Paul wrote: “…since it is a righteous thing with God to repay with tribulation those who trouble you, and to give you who are troubled rest with us when the Lord Jesus is revealed from heaven with His mighty angels, in flaming fire taking vengeance on those who do not know God, and on those who do not obey the gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ. These shall be punished with everlasting destruction from the presence of the Lord and from the glory of His power, when He comes, in that Day, to be glorified in His saints and to be admired among all those who believe, because our testimony among you was believed” (2 Thes. 1:6-10).

Saint Paul, when describing how the Lord Christ appeared to him as he was going to persecute the Christians in Damascus, told King Agrippa: “And when we all had fallen to the ground, I heard a voice speaking to me and saying in the Hebrew language, ‘Saul, Saul, why are you persecuting Me? It is hard for you to kick against the goads.’ “So I said, ‘Who are You, Lord?’ And He said, ‘I am Jesus, whom you are persecuting. ‘But rise and stand on your feet; for I have appeared to you for this purpose, to make you a minister and a witness both of the things which you have seen and of the things which I will yet reveal to you. ‘I will deliver you from the Jewish people, as well as from the Gentiles, to whom I now send you, ‘to open their eyes, in order to turn them from darkness to light, and from the power of Satan to God, that they may receive forgiveness of sins and an inheritance among those who are sanctified by faith in Me.’ “Therefore, King Agrippa, I was not disobedient to the heavenly vision, “but declared first to those in Damascus and in Jerusalem, and throughout all the region of Judea, and then to the Gentiles, that they should repent, turn to God, and do works befitting repentance” (Acts 26: 14-20).

From what Saint Paul said, it is evident that those who did not hear of Christ are:
1.   Blind: “to open their eyes”  

2.   In darkness: “to turn them from darkness”   

3.   Under the power of Satan; “from the power of Satan”   

4.   Away from God: “to turn them… to God”   

5.   Non-believers in Christ: “they may receive… by faith in me”   

6.   Their sins are not yet forgiven: “may receive forgiveness of sins”   

7. “They have no share with the sanctified”. This means that they may receive an inheritance in the community of the holy church, in paradise of joy, and also in the eternal inheritance when the heavenly kingdom is declared. All this will happen if they believe in Christ and enter into the community of the church through the holy sacraments.   

8. They should repent: “they should repent turn to God”.   

9. They should do works befitting repentance: “do works befitting repentance”. In these aspects there is no difference between the people of Damascus, Jerusalem, Judea, or the Gentiles. All are called to return to God, through faith in Jesus Christ.

The Biblical Opinion Towards Heathen Religions:

Contrary to the aforementioned assumptions concerning the salvation of non-believers and the glorification of heathen religions, which are in fact a worship of Satan, these are witnessed to in Holy Scripture. Saint Paul said “Rather, that the things which the Gentiles sacrifice they sacrifice to demons and not to God, and I do not want you to have fellowship with demons” (1Cor. 10:20). 

Concerning God, the Psalmist said: “Let all be put to shame who serve carved images, Who boast of idols. Worship Him, all you gods” (Ps. 97:7). When the people of Israel were affected by the heathen Gentiles, God said in anguish: “They made a calf in Horeb, And worshiped the molded image. Thus they changed their glory into the image of an ox that eats grass. They forgot God their Savior, Who had done great things in Egypt…. But they mingled with the Gentiles And learned their works; They served their idols, Which became a snare to them. They even sacrificed their sons And their daughters to demons, And shed innocent blood, The blood of their sons and daughters, Whom they sacrificed to the idols of Canaan; And the land was polluted with blood. Thus they were defiled by their own works, And played the harlot by their own deeds” (Ps. 106: 19-21, 35-39).

How hideous was the heathen worship in the eyes of God in the old covenant. This is even more displeasing to God in the covenant of grace and the knowledge of salvation!

The Biblical Opinion Concerning the Jews in the Apostolic Era:

In the Epistle to the Thessalonians, Saint Paul the Apostle wrote to the believers who were being persecuted by non-believers in Thessalonica saying: “For you, brethren, became imitators of the churches of God which are in Judea in Christ Jesus. For you also suffered the same things from your own countrymen, just as they did from the Judeans, who killed both the Lord Jesus and their own prophets, and have persecuted us; and they do not please God and are contrary to all men, forbidding us to speak to the Gentiles that they may be saved, so as always to fill up the measure of their sins; but wrath has come upon them to the uttermost” (1 Thes. 2: 14-16).

It is astonishing that some denominations praise the Jews, rather than calling them to repentance through faith in Christ, whom their fathers rejected. Yet, the Jews continue in their evil ways, and remain in enmity with all people. Consequently, Saint Paul stated that they: “are contrary to all men.” For this reason, we cannot say that those who have not yet accepted the gospel are related to the people of God in various ways.

The Immaculate Conception of the Virgin Mary’s Birth

(point no.4)

The immaculate conception of Virgin Mary’s birth means that she was conceived, void of the original sin. However, her birth was through natural lineage of both a father and a mother and not miraculously through the Holy Spirit, as was her conception of Jesus Christ. Those who believe in this doctrine, on the one hand  want to venerate the Virgin and on the other they want to affirm that Christ was void of the original sin. However, this doctrine opposes the doctrine of redemption

In fact, our Lord Jesus Christ took from Virgin Mary a complete human nature i.e. body and soul, through the mediation of the Holy Spirit, Who performed a miraculous Divine action in forming an embryo within her womb (not creating out of nothing).

Virgin Mary declared, “My soul magnifies the Lord, And my spirit has rejoiced in God my Savior” (Luke 1: 46-47). In this passage she confesses her need for salvation as all human beings. 

It is a well known fact that the One Who took our likeness in everything, except for sin alone, is the Lord Christ. Thus His death was credited to our account as He was undeserving of death, since there was no sin in Him, nor deceit found in His mouth. He was completely void of the ancestral sin. In righteousness, He was of absolute righteousness and holiness. Therefore He is the only One Who could redeem humanity through His death.

The Holy Spirit came upon the Virgin; purified her, sanctified her, and filled her with grace. Thus that which was taken of the Virgin to become the body of the Son of God the Word, had already been sanctified by the Holy Spirit, in making it adjust with the honor of the eternal Holy One, Who would unite with it in perfect unity, surpassing description and perception. Thus, is written in the bible, “The Holy Spirit will come upon you, and the power of the Highest will overshadow you; therefore, also, that Holy One who is to be born will be called the Son of God.” (Luke1: 35).

Moreover, if we accept this principle of the Virgin being void of the original sin as a necessity for Christ the Lord’s non inheritance, then we would ask: how did she not inherit the ancestral sin from her parents, unless they themselves were void of the original sin?!! What then about their parents and grandparents ascending until Adam and Eve? According to this doctrine, two things are indispensable:

1- Either that Adam and Eve did not sin; or

2- That the Virgin Mary’s parents are not of the seed of Adam and Eve,
Both are not accepted in the sound faith.

3. Dialogue with the Anglican Church

The Anglican Church is originally the Church of England, but now it encompasses a group of Anglican Churches (i.e. The Anglican Communion).  Sometimes it refers to itself as the Episcopal Church.  This Anglican Church originated through the independence of the Church of England from the Church of Rome in the era of King Henry VIII year 1538 A.D.  This occurrence followed the reformation
 movement under the leadership of Martin Luther in Germany in 1521 A.D.


Thus, the dissension of the Church of England escorted the Protestant separation.  The Anglican Church is numbered among the family of Evangelical or Protestant Churches in many world assemblies. However the Church of England apparently kept three of the seven Church Sacraments namely: Baptism, Eucharist and Priesthood. Presently, their appellation in the ecumenical assemblies for the Sacrament of Priesthood is Ministry. This indicates their non-adherence to the real meaning of priesthood, and their approach towards the Protestants in many of their concepts. The World Council of Churches issued the Lima Document entitled B,E,M (Baptism, Eucharist, Ministry) assuming that the churches could unite and reach a mutual recognition of one another on the basis of this Document.  Definitely, our Church does not agree, since unity is primarily estimated upon the basis of unity of thought and faith, prior to unity on the basis of  baptism.  It is stated in the Bible “One Lord, one faith, one baptism” (Eph. 4:5).  The “one faith” is the basis for the “one baptism”.

· Priesthood or Ministry as they name it, is an appellation out of courtesy to the Protestants as it includes the Protestant ministers who are not actually priests.

· The reason for the schism in the Church of England was due to the desire of King Henry VIII to get rid of his first wife Catherine. Catherine had been the young widow of his brother, whom he had married and the Pope of Rome refused to grant him absolution for the abolishment of this marriage.  He deposed the Catholic Cardinal Wolsey—head of the Church of England, submitting to the Pope of Rome—imprisoned and charged him of disloyalty.  He appointed Thomas Cranmer in his position and gave him the title of Archbishop of Canterbury, in return for offering an absolution of divorce from his first wife and enabling him to marry Anne Boleyn.

· Simultaneously, the archbishop and bishops of the Church of England acted similarly.  They marry, divorce, remarry after divorce, become widowers and marry after being widowers, with no more respect for the Matrimonial Sacrament.

· Pertaining to Henry VIII, he killed his second wife Anne Bolyn, continued to contrive and misuse various means of divorcing, killing, annihilating and imprisoning his wives.  He continued with his disgraceful acts contradicting the law, permitting numerous marriages to himself and to the people of his kingdom until he finally reached six marriages.

· Thus, the Anglican Church was born dead before its generation, causing non-Christians to criticize Christianity as a whole. Hereafter is the extent that this church has reached.

· In addition to the belief of the Catholic Church in the procession of the Holy Spirit from the Father and the Son, the Anglican Church added some other innovations some of which are the following :

Innovations of the Anglican Church:

1-Cancelling four of the Church sacraments, namely Matrimony, Chrism, Confession, Unction of the Sick (relying on the arm of man in healing the sick through physicians only).

2-Abolishing monasticism, and subsequently allowing marriages to bishops.

3-Cancelling fasts.

4-Permitting the ordination of women to full ranking deacons and serving at the altar, the full priesthood rank accompanied by the sacramental services, the sub-episcopal rank, then the episcopal rank of a diocese bishop, having a Throne and a Bronze Snake. (See the note attached on the opinion of the Coptic Orthodox Church concerning this subject).

All women of these ranks are allowed to marry like men and some of them are divorced.

5-Believing in the salvation of non-believers regardless to the acceptance of faith or baptism.

6-Allowing polygamy for the Christians in Africa.  If a man having more than one wife desires to become a Christian, they permit him and his wives baptism while all his wives remain with him, in a continued state of sexual relations with them all.  (This was decided in the Lambeth Conference in England 1988).

7-Defending homosexuals, under the pretence that God created some individuals with a tendency towards their own sex, so it is not their fault.  Subsequently, some bishops ordained Lesbians and gay persons (e.g. five dioceses in U.S.A. have done this till now) to the priesthood ranks.  This results in disgracing priesthood among all nations. 

The Times Magazine in its periodical dated 24/6/1991 published a photo of Mrs. Elizabeth Carl in her priestly vestment.  In the same year, the Bishop of Washington ordained her as a priest despite complaints from the congregation in his church, who are adhering to the teachings of the bible.  She was then 44 years old. The publications (i.e. newspapers and magazines) mentioned that she is publicly married to another woman living as lesbians. On the day of her ordination, the bishop announced that he had a declaration from God that in spite of publicly living as a lesbian, He is blessing her ordination for the benefit of the church.  

One of the bishops publicly married a priest to a deacon in the church and the pictures were published in the newspapers. Bishop More of New York has married homosexuals and lesbians inside the Cathedra.  Bishop John Shelby Spong—present Bishop of the Anglican Church in New Jersey & New York—published a book entitled “Living in Sin” where he requires the ordination of homosexuals to priestly ranks (see pages 87, 88—first print 1988).

In the Lambeth Conference of 1988 in England, Bishop Spong of New Jersey, together with Bishop More of New York, distributed a publication periodical defending homosexuals. They said that the love of a man for a man (i.e. the homo-sexual relationship) under the life-threatening disease of AIDS, is a Christ-like love.

8- Justification of Biblical criticism, the interference of the human mind as a source of theological teaching, has in its excessiveness reached a point that the Bishop of Salisbury in England, John Osten Backer published a book entitled “The Foolishness of God”. Not one of the members of his church questioned him for accusing God of foolishness, or for his criticism of the Bible, or for considering the Bible as a book that mostly counterfeits truth, in the history of humanity.

· Canon Huge Montifure, a baptized Jew, published two articles in an English magazine, in 1967 and 1968. In both articles he said that homosexuality in Christ is something unignorable.  The Church of England promoted this blasphemer to the rank of bishop, and he became the former Bishop of Birmingham.

Is it befitting to call that which promotes such a blasphemer to the rank of Episcopacy, a Church?!!  If we had not excommunicated such people since the Council of Chalcedon, they would have deserved, as a church, one-hundred times excommunication now.

· David Jenkins, Bishop of Durham, York, England is a slanderous blasphemer who denies the resurrection of Christ the Lord and His Virginal Nativity (without human seed). The Archbishop of York rewarded him for these blasphemies by promoting him to the episcopal rank.  Two thousand and five hundred signatures were collected from clergymen complaining against his ordination as bishop.  The Archbishop gave no significance to their complaints and ordained him, to become an insalubrious bishop for his diocese, wasting the faith rather than confirming and assisting it. The British television arranged programs through which he could spread his heretical thoughts and defend his corrupt beliefs.

Heaven announced its wrath on the eve of his ordination.  Fire came down from heaven and split into two the cathedral of his residential diocese.  The British insurance companies refused compensation for the church as these sort of calamities are not implied in the terms of the insurance cover.

In spite of this fact, the archbishop performed the ordination not caring for the complaints neither of  the people nor of heaven, as though he does not fear God or respect man!!!

John Shelby Spong, Bishop of New Jersey, America, published fifteen heretical books in which he denied the Divinity of Christ and attacked Saint Paul the Apostle as if he had been his first enemy.  He denies all the teachings of Saint Paul the Apostle, since he proclaims that homosexuality is a gift from God and that they should allow the ordination of homosexuals (those in real sexual relations with the same sex) into the priesthood.  He also proclaimed that women should be ordained in the priestly ranks opposing the teachings of Saint Paul, and that Christ is not eternal God, denying the Divinity of Christ the Lord. His last book was written against the four gospels.

He demanded to set divorce free from all conditions, the freedom of sexual life before marriage for the unmarried, considering that sexual love is a sign of the Divine Love and a gift from God to his special children by which they praise and glorify Him in praises of blessing and thanksgiving…!!!

· In 1994 when the Archbishop of the Anglican Church in America visited His Holiness Pope Shenouda III in Egypt, His Holiness told him that if Bishop Spong was a bishop in our Church, the least judgment he would be exposed to is an Episcopal expedition.  He urged the archbishop to take action against him but the later declared infront of all the attendants, that he could not do this against this apostate bishop.

Thus, it is obvious that there is no educational authority in the Anglican Churches, for they are Protestants despite of outward appearances of the Priesthood in their Church rites.

It is obvious from the aforementioned in addition to other greater factors, that many of the surpassing personalities presently praised in such Churches, are those having twisted thoughts proclaiming perishable heresies. They are regarded as researchers and scholars, who took liberty as their emblem.  They boast in being the callers of enlightened thought and evolution, as opposed to the cultural, deteriorated, dark, and unenlightened mind (meaning the observative Churches).

The extent to which these churches have reached, are that a female scholar who is a European teacher of Theology published an article in an Anglican book "Jesus the unanswered Question" asking for the coming of the Anti-Christ to deny the darkness of thought that Jesus Christ brought into the world.  The priest Canon John Bowden, head of the publication committee in the Anglican Church, published these heretical ideas, agreeing with them and with others beyond them in his book “Jesus the Unanswered Question”.  I personally got this book from the bookshop of the Lambeth Conference in 1988.  This Conference is the Episcopal synod for all the Anglican bishops throughout the world held every ten years.  The editor John Bowden is the head of the Institution of Publication in the Anglican Church of England.

The last thing we received is a ritual book that both the Bishop of Edinburgh and the Bishop of Durham in England encouraged its publication.  It is a collection of some liturgical texts of prayer for marrying gays and lesbians.  These prayers include clear blessings of such relations, and urgings for the two parties to keep the covenant of marriage towards each other.  The book has a text for the performance of this ominous marriage in the church.

The Orthodox View

on the Ordination of Women to the Priesthood

Following is the Orthodox view on the ordination of women to the priesthood presented at the Anglican Lambeth Conference in England in 1988 . 

A paper was prepared by His Holiness Pope Shenouda III, Pope of Alexandria and Patriarch of the see of Saint Mark and presented by His Eminence Metropolitan Bishoy during his attendance as an observer and representative of our church.

The Holy Bible is the chief source of reference in our research. Within it we can locate the expression of Divine thought on this issue. “All Scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness, that the man of God may be complete, thoroughly equipped for every good work.” (2 Tim. 3:16, 17).

In searching for the truth, we could never depend upon our own wisdom. We must refer to the scriptures, remembering the Lord’s words in the Book of  Proverbs, “My son, do not forget my law, but let your heart keep my commands; Trust in the Lord with all your heart, and lean not on your own understanding; Do not be wise in your own eyes; Happy is the man who finds wisdom, and the man who gains understanding; Her ways are ways of pleasantness, And all her paths are peace. She is a tree of life to those who take hold of her, and happy are all who retain her.” (Prov. 3:1,5,7,13,17,18).

It is not our right to form teachings, legislations or orders in the church, that do not conform to the Holy Bible. Thus Saint Paul the Apostle recommended the Thessalonians saying, “Therefore, brethren, stand fast and hold the traditions which you were taught, whether by word or our epistle.” (2 Thes. 2:15).  Then he emphasizes the same concept and exhorted them saying, “But we command you, brethren, in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, that you withdraw from every brother who walks disorderly and not according to the tradition which he received from us.” (2 Thes. 3:6).

The second source of reference for our research is the ecclesiastic tradition. Especially the traditions of the early church, considering that it is received directly from its proper sources, (i.e. Jesus Christ and His disciples).  If we search through the Holy Bible and the old traditions of the Church we find the following:                                                       

 1.  Women do not teach in the church:

In this respect, Saint Paul the Apostle said, “Let a woman learn in silence with all submission.  And I do not permit a woman to teach or to have authority over a man, but to be in silence.  For Adam was formed first, then Eve. And Adam was not deceived, but the woman being deceived, fell into transgression. Nevertheless she will be saved in childbearing if they continue in faith, love, and holiness, with self-control.”(1 Tim. 2:11-15).

In the teachings of Saint Paul the Apostle on this subject, we recognize that he gave a justification for forbidding such a thing.  This justification has nothing to do either with the available social circumstances at that time, or with the circumstances of the church that his disciple Timothy pastored.  However, he relied upon aspects concerning men and women since the beginning of the creation, even prior to the banishment of Adam and Eve from paradise due to sin.

If we know that women should not teach in the church, then chiefly it is not permissible to grant her any priestly ranks, since the priest serves the holy sacraments besides teaching and leading the church within the limits of his responsibility.

2- Man is the head of woman according to the Biblical teachings:

Saint Paul the Apostle said, “Wives, submit to your own husbands, as to the Lord.  For the husband is head of the wife, as also Christ is head of the church; and He is the Savior of the body. Therefore, just as the church is subject to Christ, so let the wives be to their own husbands in everything.” (Eph. 5:22-24).

How could we apply this teaching if priesthood was granted to women?  How could she submit to her husband in all aspects if she is the one who leads, pastors and teaches? Sheep should submit to their pastor, students to their teacher, people to their leader and children to their parents. 


We also read, “But I want you to know that the head of every man is Christ, the head of woman is man, and the head of Christ is God.  For man is not from woman, but woman from man.  Nor was man created for the woman, but woman for the man.” (1 Cor. 11:3,8,9).

3- The Priest represents Christ Himself:

Through the authority of the Holy Spirit within priesthood, the Lord Jesus Christ granted His disciples authority to forgive sins on earth, to reconcile people with God and to carry the blessings of salvation and redemption to all the people on earth, since they became stewards of the mysteries of God (1 Cor. 4:1).


The Lord, made them priests according to His example, offering the sacrifice of redemption in the merit of His own sacrifice on the cross, being an arch-priest forever. Saint Paul the Apostle bounded his preaching role of teaching, to his apostolic work of priesthood and sacraments.  He expressed this in saying, “the grace given to me by God, that I might be a minister of Jesus Christ to the Gentiles, ministering the gospel of God, that the offering of the Gentiles might be acceptable, sanctified by the Holy Spirit.”(Rom. 15:15,16)


Saint Paul considered that gentiles who accepted the faith and examined the similitude of death with Christ through baptism and sacraments, as an offering in which the Divine fire burns making it sanctified and accepted before God.


No one can deny that the work of priesthood is an extension to the salvatory work of Christ on earth.  Thus the priest represents the Lord Jesus Christ in this salvatory message.  It is said that Christ the Lord, is an archpriest, not an arch-priestess.


From another point of view, we recognize that it was not haphazardly that Christ the Lord was a man and not a woman.  It is written “Jesus of Nazareth, a Man attested by God to you by miracles, wonders, and signs which God did through Him in your midst, as you yourselves also know” (Acts. 2:22).  Any newly born child could be a male or a female, but Jesus Christ was born a male as He is the great archpriest.  He has a spiritual fatherhood and authority upon the whole Church, since He is the head of the Church.  It is written, “For unto us a Child is born, Unto us a Son is given; and the government will be upon His shoulder. And His name will be called Wonderful, Counselor, Mighty God, Everlasting father, Prince of peace.” (Isa. 9:6,7).  Here, the Divine Inspiration clearly declares the presence of a tight relationship between fatherhood, principality, leadership and guidance.

4- The Ordination of Women to the Priesthood has neither previously occurred in History nor in Tradition:

The Lord Jesus Christ Himself chose all of His disciples men, not one woman was among them, not even as an exception. He handed the Church to twelve male apostles, and then He sent a missionary of seventy men.  He committed the Church to His disciples (Mat. 28, Mark 16) who were all men.  Likewise, our fathers the Apostles did not choose any woman to become a priest, rather all their successors were all men without any exception.

5- Virgin Saint Mary and Priesthood:

Saint Mary who is the most holy human person, did not pursue any priestly work.  If  the priesthood was legitimate for women, she is the most deserving than any person throughout the ages, everywhere.


Those who demand priesthood for women should practically contemplate on the example of Saint Mary.  She truly gave birth to the Word of God, shared in rearing Him while He is the greatest archpriest and yet she retained her natural role as a mother and absolutely never required priesthood.

6- The Eucharist and Priesthood:

We recognize that Christ the Lord handed the officiation of the Eucharist to His male disciples, to whom  He spoke on the Paschal table saying, “do this in remembrance of Me.” (Luke 22:19).
7- The Origin of Priesthood:

Since its beginning, priesthood originated as mentioned in (Exo. 13:1,2) “Consecrate to Me all the firstborn, whatever opens the womb among the children of Israel, both of man and beast; it is Mine.”  What is meant refers to all the firstborn males in place of the firstborn whom God redeemed in the land of Egypt when He killed all the Egyptian firstborn.  Then, He substituted all the firstborn males with males of the tribe of Levites, “Then the Lord said to Moses: “Number all the firstborn males of the children of Israel from a month old and above, and take the number of their names.  And you shall take the Levites for Me—I am the Lord—instead of all the firstborn among the children of Israel, and the livestock of the Levites instead of all the firstborn among the livestock of the children of Israel.  So Moses numbered all the firstborn among the children of Israel, as the Lord commanded him.  And all the firstborn males, according to the number of names from a month old and above, of those who were numbered of them, were twenty-two thousand two hundred and seventy-three.” (Num. 3:40-47).


The number of Levites were, “all the males from a month old and above, were twenty-two thousand.” (Num. 3:39).

Since there was a difference in the numeration of two hundred and seventy three, God requested five shekels for each individual (Num. 3:47).  If it was possible to grant priesthood to women, it would have been more deserving to take the difference in numeration from the females who were born before their brothers.

8- Priesthood for Men only:

All forms of priesthood presented to us in the Holy Bible were all men.  From the priesthood of the first patriarchs like Noah, Job, Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, to Aaronal priesthood, Melchizedeck priesthood, or the priesthood of the Apostles and their episcopal successors.  The entire priesthood has been men. Thus, priesthood for woman is an innovation in the religion.

9- Division in the Church:

Surely, this innovation in religion would be a cause for disputes that would affect the unity of the Church.  Either the unity within the Anglican Church, or in its relationship with the other churches.  Here we would like to say that we are apprehensive to an increase in an approach, rather than an increase in remoteness between our churches.

10- The Results of exaggeration in offering rights to woman outside the boundary of biblical teachings :

We observe that the world is embarked rashly in modifying biblical teachings to an extent that those defenders of the rights of women are trying to imply femininity to the name of God Himself.  They forbid words like our or your heavenly Father.  Thus, altering the Holy Bible in many subjects concerning the Divine hypostaseis and Their relation, i.e. the relation of the Son to the Heavenly Father. Some points affect the redemption and atonement of Christ, and His Spiritual Fatherhood as an archpriest.

11- Practical obstacles:

There are practical obstacles to women during intervals of pregnancy, giving birth and nursing, of which the female employees usually take extensive leave from their employment. Being occupied in priestly work may cause complete negligence in the role of a housewife and in rearing of children.

Complaints and Responses:

According to the words mentioned in the Holy Bible opposing the ordination of women as priests or observation in the prevailing tradition of the ancient churches, some may impute to the fact that women generally did not have positions of status in the society in general.  Subsequently, they were forbidden from performing a priestly role in the church, coinciding to the prevailing social status of that epoch.  Presently, women have their effective role in the society, so the biblical teachings and ecclesiastical traditions concerning this subject need re-examination.

In response, we state that women in all generations had their estimation.  Some women were prophetesses (i.e. Mariam the sister of Moses and Aaron, Deborah the judge and prophetess, Khilda the prophetess, etc.).  In the Holy Bible as well as history, there are famous queens like Queen Esther, Queen of Sheba whom Jesus Christ mentioned and queens of many nations like Cleopatra, etc.

In spite of the fact that the above-mentioned status held by women, yet priesthood remained a field that women -according to God’s economy among His people- do not encroach.  A woman can be a queen, a leader of an army, and Biblical Books could be in her name.  There is no scope for pretence in the unavailability of positions of status for women in ancient societies.

During the days of Christ the Lord, women had great positions of status i.e. the Virgin Mary, Mary Magdalene who announced the resurrection, the women who offered their homes as churches like Mary the mother of John who was called Mark, Lydia the seller of purple, Priscilla the wife of Aquila (see Rom 16), the daughters of Phillip the preacher who prophesized and many others mentioned by Saint Paul in Rom. 16.  He mentioned each by name and their efforts in the church but he never attributed the priesthood to any of them.

The ecumenical councils in which the leaders of the whole church participated did not include any woman.

The Role of Women in the Church:

It is fitting for women to be deaconesses (without imposing of hands) assisting a bishop in many services, like Phoebe the deaconess of the church of Cenchrea and Olympias the deaconess of Saint John Chrysostom the Patriarch of Constantinopole.

Special roles are granted to women in many activities of social service in the church, i.e. sewing, teaching women and children, painting icons, making priestly vestments, caring for orphans, sojourners and the needy, etc.  However, there is no biblical or historical support for their teaching or priestly service to men.

Therefore, from the extent of our love to the Anglican Church and our eagerness for closer intimacy between all world churches, we urge the Anglican Church conference to approach this subject with more care and to tackle this sensitive case with more study and research.

If dialogue commenced between the Anglican Churches and the churches of the world, it is more deserving that dialogues be held on up and coming issues of change and diversion rather than the pre-existing issues of difference.

Finally, I would like to express the love of H.H. Pope Shenouda III and his prayers for the work of the Holy Spirit in the hearts of those assembled at the Lambeth Conference.
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Unfortunately the Lambeth Conference did not listen to the advice of the Churches which follow the apostolic tradition.  They allowed the ordination of woman to the Episcopal rank, not only the priestly rank.  Thus, revealing their true state of a laxity of the sacrament of priesthood for in the depth of their belief they are Protestants, only keeping an outward appearance of the three sacraments as previously mentioned (i.e. Baptism, Eucharist and Ministry).

4- Theological dialogues with

The World Alliance of Reformed Churches 

(W.A.R.C.)

The initial theological dialogue between the Oriental Orthodox Churches and the Reformed Churches commenced in Egypt. This was followed by a second dialogue in a forum held in Holland - September 1994.


The Holland dialogue was based on Christolgy. Following a lecture presented by His Holiness Pope Shenouda III, on the doctrine of the family of our Orthodox Churches on this subject, and participated in some sessions, the attendants agreed upon a common statement (attached) to be submitted for study by the responsible authorities of both parties.


We agreed upon the continuation for further dialogue on other numerous and important issues of differences. Dialogue will begin on the ‘Concept of Inspiration in the Bible’ and ‘the Position of Church Tradition’.


The Reformed Churches, on its behalf, decided to issue advises to their publishing houses, not to continue referring to the family of our Churches as following the mono-physite doctrine, in their publications. The term mono-physite (only nature not one nature) implicitly denies the factual Human nature of Christ the Lord.

Unfortunately, concerning the dialogue on ‘Inspiration and the Bible’, they presented a strange concept which denies that the Bible is the word of God Himself. Therefore the next dialogue will be dedicated to this concept; that our Church, as well as all the Churches preserving the Apostolic Tradition rejects.

Agreement on Christology

Netherlands – Holland

September 13, 1994

The meeting was venerated by the attendance of His Holiness Pope Shenouda III Pope of Alexandria and Patriarch of the See of Saint Mark. His Holiness gave an opening remark at the commencement session and attended some other sessions.

Agreed Statement

Introduction


In our search for a common understanding of the differences in Christlogy that have existed between us, we have thought it appropriate to focus upon the Formula of Re-Union, A.D. 433. This formula represents an agreement reached by Antioch and Alexandria following the Third Ecumenical Council in 431, and, as such, provides a common point of departure for both parties. We find the interpretations in this agreement to be in accord with the Christological doctrines in both of our traditions.

Agreed Statement :


‘We confess our Lord Jesus Christ, the only-begotten Son of God, perfect in divinity and perfect in humanity, consisting of a rational soul and a body, begotten of the Father before the ages according to His divinity, the Same, in the fullness of time, for us and for our salvation, born of the Virgin Mary, according to His humanity; the Same consubstantial with the Father according to His divinity, and consubstantial with us according to His humanity. For a union has been made of two natures. For this cause we confess one Christ, one Son, one Lord.’


‘In accordance with this sense of the unconfused union, we confess the holy Virgin to be Theotokos, because God the Word became incarnate and was made human, and from the very conception united to Himself the temple taken from her. As to the expressions concerning the Lord in the Gospels and Epistles, we are aware that theologians understand some as common, as relating to one Person, and others they distinguish, as relating to two natures, explaining those that befit the divine nature according to the divinity of Christ, and those of a humble sort according to His humanity.’ [Based on the Formula of Re-Union, A.D. 433].


The four adverbs used to qualify the mystery of the hypostatic union belong to our common Christological tradition: “without commingling” (or confusion) (asyngchytos), “without change” (atreptos), “without separation” (achoristos), and “without division” (adiairetos). Those among us who speak of two natures in Christ are justified in doing so since they do not thereby deny their inseparable , indivisible union; similarly, those among us who speak of one united divine-human nature in Christ are justified in doing so since they do not thereby deny the continuing dynamic presence in Christ of the divine and the human, without change, without confusion.


Both sides agree in rejecting the teaching which separates or divides the human nature, both soul and body in Christ, from His divine nature or reduces the union of the natures to the level of conjoining. Both sides also agree in rejecting the teaching which confuses the human nature in Christ with the divine nature so that the former is absorbed in the latter and thus ceases to exist.


The perfect union of divinity and of humanity in the incarnate Word is essential for the salvation of the human race. “For God so loved the world, that He gave His only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in Him should not perish, but have everlasting life.” (John 3: 16 KJV).

Conclusion :


In offering this statement, we recognize the mystery of God’s act in Christ and seek to express that we have shared the same authentic Christological faith in the one incarnate Lord.


We submit this statement to the authorities of the Oriental Orthodox Churches and to the Executive Committee of the World Alliance of Reformed Churches for their consideration and action.
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1 Ecumenical Patriarch is the title given to him by his family of Orthodox Churches.


2 Constantinopole was called Nea Roma or New Rome when it was first established.


3 means “to” and means “country”; the meaning of both words together is “towards the    country.”


4 This Council solved the problem of the three chapters of Chalcedon


1De Processione Spirities Sancte P.G [Patrologia Graeca]   142 , 271  AB".


2 N. & P.N. Fathers, Series 2- Vol. V- Gregory of Nyssa, p. 334. 


3 Third Letter to Serapion chapter 5 “Concerning The Holy Spirit”  Shapland 174,175.


4 First Letter to Serapion chapter 28 “Concerning The Holy Spirit”  Shapland 134,135.


5 The Spirit & the Church: Antiquity -Stanely M. Burgess- Hendricksons Publishers- P.118.


� In our Church we do not accept inter-marriages either between two denominations or between a Christian Orthodox and a non-believer. 


� What is meant here is ‘Satan’; for the Lord Jesus Christ called him “the ruler of this world” (John 


14: 30)


74Reformation from a Protestant conception not an Orthodox one
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