
RESPONDING TO THE ARTICLE OF KAMAL ZAKHER MOOSA 

IN THE ROSALYOUSSEF NEWSPAPER ISSUE 311 On August 11, 2006
By Metropolitan Bishoy

I did not wish to respond in the Rosalyoussef Newspaper because I do not wish for the Coptic Orthodox to buy or read it, because like its mother magazine, for years it has charged an attack against the church, without referring back to the church for the truth before publishing. It is a sorrow that Mr. Kamal Zakher Moosa insisted on his attack on the head of the church. He preceded his attack in El Akhbar Newspaper, and executed it side by side with priest Ibrahim Abdel Sayed.  Priest Ibrahim Abdel Sayed is a priest who passed away a few years ago.  He was judged by the General Cleric Council for Pastor’s Affairs to be fully immobilized from clerical services. This decision was taken after having been tried in several sessions in which all the proper trial procedures were present: the witnesses, judges, the right to self defense, and the definite substantial evidences. Everything is included in the file of his case. evidences.

At that time Mr. Kamal Zakher Moosa was carried on by the claims of priest Ibrahim Abdel Sayed that he was victimized, although we offered him and others the opportunity to request the reopening of his case file for a public ruling, as to whether he was wronged, yet he never came forward with this request until his death.

His Grace Bishop Moses attests that the complaint file against one of the last two diocesan priests who were divested by the General Pastoral Council, was given to his grace by Mr. Kamal Zakher Moosa –in order to preserve the reputation of the church before publishing the report in the general newspapers. Regarding what is included in that file Mr. Kamal Zakher expressed his great disgust at the departure from the simplest Christian principles. He told His Grace Bishop Moses, “God help you when you see what is inside this file”, to which His Grace Bishop Moses responded, “Maybe now you will pardon the General Cleric Council for their rulings which might not appeal to those who defend the sinful priests. The council does not publish the reasons for the rulings in order to protect people’s reputations, the family’s secrets, and the church reputation overall”, and His Grace Bishop Moses immediately handed the file to the General Cleric Council.

Before the final trial of the General Cleric Council, the abovementioned priests had been trialed several times by the local Cleric Council of their diocese, and were put under church penalties, yet they continued practicing the same sins while under penalty. 
One of them appeared before the General Cleric Council for trial, while the other was summoned by the Council three times but refused to appear, and he was ruled against in absentee, after his fingerprints were confirmed along with the voiceprints submitted into evidence by testimony of the witnesses, some of whom are members of his diocese Cleric Council.

Why does Mr. Kamal Zakher publicly attack the church trials, meanwhile privately tells His Grace Bishop Moses, “God help you” when looking at the contents of the file, that would make the head shake and the hair turn white.

Is it the reward of those who wear themselves out for the reformation within the church keeping its reputation to be attacked by those who call themselves ‘The Group of Church Reformation’? How can we get any reformation by means of those who defend corruption? How strange!!!
Strange Expressions

Mr. Kamal Zakher Moosa and Dr. George Habib Bebawy [from whom Mr. Kamal quotes expressions (in this article and others) which need refining] repeat phrases such as: “contemporary church dilemma”; “Lay revival within the church”; “overlooking Coptic history”; “Egyptian community illnesses that have affected the Copts”; “regression within the church”; “mixing between holiness and leadership”; “the crisis of publishing church legacy”; “the one party which rules the church”; “the complete absence of the role of the laypersons, which is the Coptic interpretation of the full rule by one party”; “refusing the presence of opposition within the church”; and “refusing of the idea of multiple schools of thought, and therefore the ability to teach and explain without collision, expropriation, or accusation of heresy”.

We will respond to all these strange expressions which attack the church order, as if the church were a political institute and not a divine institute, in which Mr. Kamal Zakher, Dr. George Habib, and the like, demand multiple parties, and multiple schools of thought, which would affect the unity of thought, heart, and spirit within the church. These expressions evidence either of an unawareness of the church reality, or of a buried desire to destroy her, by someone who was discipled to heathen Jewish mentors in England. He publicly prided himself of this during one of his taped lectures (in our possession) at a Theological College in Egypt, before he officially joined the Anglican Church of England on February 28, 1989; as declared in an official letter on May 25, 1989, and was published in the Keraza Magazine on June 23, 1989 regarding Dr. George Habib Bebawy. At that time, the church considered him to have severed himself from the Coptic Orthodox Church (see enclosure of the Keraza publication).

Unfortunately Mr. Kamal Zakher Moosa counts on a letter from Dr. George Habib Bebawy, summarizes it, and publishes it in his article, before knowing the real teachings contrary to Christianity which Dr. George Habib presented in his lectures in the Theological College in Egypt –before he was prevented from teaching. It is sufficient for me to say to Mr. Kamal that Dr. George Habib attacked the life of submission to the Lord Christ which the Christian undergoes in the Holy Oblation sacrament (The Eucharist), claiming that one who submits his life to Christ, according to the taping, is “As a riding donkey which one rides”, and when the students were amazed from these words he told them (this was in the nineteen-seventies), “What is Egypt’s current population: 42 million, 2 million are humans and 40 million are donkeys”. Is this the manner of theological teaching regarding the life of submission to God? We have the entire audiotape of this lecture which was given in the Theological College branch in Tanta.

Are these the schools of interpretation asserted by Dr. George Habib, who defended the doctrine of “Salvation of Satan” (for which the church excommunicated “Origin”), which is the doctrine of total salvation “Apoctactasis”? What remains of faith in God after calling for the salvation of Satan? What is the benefit of religion? And what is the point of a life of repentance?!!
‘We Love You Father’

I mentioned in my article in the Nedaa El Watan Newspaper how our Coptic youth welcomed His Holiness Pope Shenouda III at his return from his medical trip abroad with this chant from the depth of their hearts, and their chant echoed in the Cathedral courtyard, moving everyone’s emotions. Mr. Kamal Zakher Moosa thought I was addicted to flatter His Holiness when I mentioned this fact, which was mentioned by many others, but what is more, he said verbatim in his abovementioned Rosalyoussef newspaper article:

We will not respond to what the bishop said, we only remind him that according to the Gospel the public emotions change based on the clergy’s influence and conspiracies. The crowd who welcomed the Lord Christ as a leader and savior at the gates of Jerusalem chanting, “Hosanna to the Son of David! Blessed is He who comes in the name of the Lord” (Mt 21:9-10) is the very same who cried out a few days later against Christ before the Roman Governor, “Crucify him… His blood be on us and on our children.” (Mt 27:25).

Mr. Kamal Zakher continued:

Yet in all cases we welcome debate, especially with the sole theological scholar of the Coptic Church, as his devout and companions circulate.

I was amazed that Mr. Kamal Zakher claimed that my devout say that I am the sole theological scholar in the Coptic Church; this is because I both wrote and repeated often that I was discipled for many years under His Holiness Pope Shenouda III (the teacher of this generation) and likewise previously under the Reverend Father Tardos Yacoub, who underwent the translation of a great number of books of the sayings of the saintly fathers. The books of His Holiness and Father Tadros continue to fill the Coptic library shelves everywhere. Furthermore I have gained much biblical theological experience from Dr. Moris Tawadros, our church great scholar in the New Testament and the Greek language, with whom I joined in overseeing the linguistic research committee at St. Demiana’s Monastery publish the first volume of the Encyclopedia of the Analysis of the Greek New Testament into the Arabic Language, with many theological explanations. This is the volume specific to the Gospel according to St. Matthew which we published in approximately one thousand pages. I also participated with Dr. Fr. Shenouda Maher in preparing many theological researches in our debate with the Chalcedonian Orthodox Churches and the Catholic Church –many of these researches (on the Ecumenical Councils, history of the schism, the Chalcedonian councils, and the doctrine of the descent of the Holy Spirit (Epiclesis)) are presently ready for publication in many volumes. And what can I say about His Grace Bishop Moses who annually leads the great orthodox doctrinal conference in the Azab Monastery in Fayoom, under the auspices of His Holiness, whose lectures are attended by the metropolitans, bishops, priests, professors and students of theology, along with writers of doctrinal theology books.

Where am I from the expression pointing to me in Mr. Kamal Zakher’s article, at a time when I consider myself a disciple, learning from the true fountains of Orthodox sound patristic thought which our church treasures to the present day in all places from its teachers and scholars?!!
Now I petition Mr. Kamal Zakher Moosa to allow me to respond to his quote from the Holy Bible New Testament, specifically ‘from the Gospel’, and I wish him to allow me to tell him that he was quick to incorrectly use the Gospel in a way which does not reveal the truth, thus becoming as one who “Sells water at Spring Valley”. Anyway, he will actually see that we do not flee from debate or fear it, because we defend the truth of the gospel which is not affected by time.

Mr. Kamal Zakher said that the ones who chanted to the Lord Christ are the very same ones who called for His crucifixion. I answer him that this is very far from the truth, because the chief priests could not arrest the Lord Christ amid His beloved ones who chanted on the day of His entry into Jerusalem on Palm Sunday. Furthermore the chief priests of the Jews said frankly that they needed one to lead them to a hidden place at night where they can arrest Him away from the crowd who chanted to Him. They were unable to try Him during the daytime out of fear from the crowd, so they tried Him by night and the trial remained all night, then they came together again at dawn and confirmed the judgment of death against Him through the Romans. They led Him and handed Him over to the Roman governor in the early morning, before the crowd could save Him out of their hands; this was after they had passed the judgment of death against Him. As for the crowd that was with them, it was not the same crowd who welcomed the Lord Christ on Palm Sunday, but was their own crowd which is not representative of the majority of the people. We mention the following verses to prove this fact:

· Now the Feast of Unleavened Bread drew near, which is called Passover. And the chief priests and the scribes sought how they might kill Him, for they feared the people. (Lk 22:1-2)

· Then Satan entered Judas, surnamed Iscariot, who was numbered among the twelve. So he went his way and conferred with the chief priests and captains, how he might betray Him to them. And they were glad, and agreed to give him money. So he promised and sought opportunity to betray Him to them in the absence of the multitude. (Lk 22:3-6) The solution came to them by Judas’ betrayal, and the Lord Christ was arrested in the absence of the multitude, during the preparation for The Passover to be killed at the same time as the killing of the Passover lamb.

· And He was teaching daily in the temple. But the chief priests, the scribes, and the leaders of the people sought to destroy Him, and were unable to do anything; for all the people were very attentive to hear Him. (Lk 19:47-48)

· Now when the chief priests and Pharisees heard His parables, they perceived that He was speaking of them. But when they sought to lay hands on Him, they feared the multitudes, because they took Him for a prophet. (Mt 21:45-46)

· Then the chief priests, the scribes, and the elders of the people assembled at the palace of the high priest, who was called Caiaphas, and plotted to take Jesus by trickery and kill Him. But they said, "Not during the feast, lest there be an uproar among the people.” (Mt 26:3-5)

· The miracle of raising Lazarus from the dead forced the Jews to arrest the Lord Christ at the Passover; this is clarified from St. John the Evangelist’s words: But the chief priests plotted to put Lazarus to death also, because on account of him many of the Jews went away and believed in Jesus. (Jn 12:10-11) The Pharisees therefore said among themselves, "You see that you are accomplishing nothing. Look, the world has gone after Him!” (Jn 12:19)

· Thus the events escalated, and through Judas they arrested Jesus, tried Him, and ruled against Him with death; then they rose in the early morning and handed Him over to Pilate: Then the whole multitude of them arose and led Him to Pilate. (Lk 23:1). The whole multitude of them means those who were followers of the chief priests, scribes, and elders of the people, along with the temple guards. This is the crowd who cried out ‘Crucify Him, crucify Him… His blood be on us and on our children’.

As for those who chanted saying to the Lord Christ: “Blessed is He who comes in the name of the LORD!' Hosanna [save us] in the highest!’” (Mt 21:9), the Lord Christ personally told the Jews, “I tell you that if these should keep silent, the stones would immediately cry out.” (Lk 19:40), and “Have you never read, 'Out of the mouth of babes and nursing infants You have perfected praise’” (Mt 21:16). Will those, out of whose mouths the Holy Spirit chants with praise, chant against Him?!!.. This is impossible, and the verses we mentioned prove this. The Lord Christ was kidnapped by night, and was handed over to the Roman authority away from the crowd lest there be an uproar among the people, and the issue was taken out of the hands of the Lord’s beloved ones who believed in Him and welcomed Him with chants. Also, the Lord Christ had taught them to love their enemies and not to resist evil, so, most of them could not use force. An example of this is when Peter the Apostle used the sword, the Lord Christ rebuked him and made him return it into its sheath.

Between Split and Unity of thought in the Church

We come to the issue of multiple factions and opposition in the church, which Mr. Kamal Zakher and Dr. George Habib call for; we respond that unity of thought arising from debate enriched with mutual love and respect is the trademark of the true church.

During the Holy Synod meeting of June 3, 1990 the Holy Synod’s subcommittee for Care and Service Committee raised a proposal subscribed by more than twenty Holy Synod members for a prospective by-laws for the Consecrated Deaconesses. This by-laws was originally founded by His Holiness along with members of the subcommittee, yet during this meeting one bishop objected to one agenda item, so His Holiness postponed acknowledging the program for an entire year, until the following session of the Holy Synod, to overview this agenda item, being mindful of the unity of thought in Synodal decisions.

At that time my hope waned temporarily, since we had exerted great effort for many years, so, after the Synodal session during the Agape meal His Holiness called to me and whispered in my ear with a true fatherly loving spirit, “Do not be upset, we have to be mindful of the comfort of others. We will change the item His Grace objected to, so that the program receives unanimous agreement”, and he asked me not to be sad over the lost opportunity, and patiently wait until the following session. This is actually what occurred, and the program received unanimous consent from everyone.

This is His Holiness’ method. This is what Mr. Kamal Zakher and Dr. George Habib falsely label as non- negotiable. Further, accusing us of flattery because we respect His Holiness, appreciate his efforts, fatherhood, and extensive life in monasticism and teaching, and deal with him as the anointed of the Lord –the chosen of God to be the successor of St. Mark the Evangelist.

We will now mention the Biblical verses which refuse the idea of factions and objections in the church, but endorse unity of thought stemming from debate full of love, humbleness, and a true desire to glorify God:

In the prayer of the Lord Christ to the Father on the night of His Passion and Crucifixion, He said to the Father regarding His disciples:

· That they all may be one, as You, Father, are in Me, and I in You; that they also may be one in Us, that the world may believe that You sent Me. And the glory which You gave Me I have given them, that they may be one just as We are one. (Jn 17:21-22)

The Lord Christ’s request was fulfilled in the life of the church after the day of Pentecost:

· When the Day of Pentecost had fully come, they were all with one accord in one place. (Act 2:1)

· And they continued steadfastly in the apostles’ doctrine and fellowship, in the breaking of bread, and in prayers. (Act 2:42)

· So continuing daily with one accord in the temple. (Act 2:46)
· So when they heard that, they raised their voice to God with one accord. (Act 4:24)
· Now the multitude of those who believed were of one heart and one soul. (Act 4:32)

· And they were all with one accord in Solomon's Porch. (Act 5:12)
Regarding the issue of circumcision in Christianity a Synod had met in Jerusalem to look into:

· Now the apostles and elders came together to consider this matter. And when there had been much dispute… They wrote this letter by them… it seemed good to us, being assembled with one accord. (Act 15: 6-7; 23-25)
· And He put all things under His feet, and gave Him to be head over all things to the church, which is His body. (Eph 1:22-23)
· In whom the whole building, being joined together, grows into a holy temple in the Lord, in whom you also are being built together for a dwelling place of God in the Spirit. (Eph 2:21-22)
· Endeavoring to keep the unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace. There is one body and one Spirit, just as you were called in one hope of your calling. (Eph 4:3-4)

The church does not have factions and oppositions as Mr. Kamal Zakher and Dr. George Habib imagine, but it is a community led by the Holy Spirit, submitting to the Holy Synod with the one spirit, with the opportunity within the Holy Synod for a continual freedom of opinion.

As for the leadership of the Alexandrian Popes to the church, which Dr. George Habib criticizes, supported by Mr. Kamal Zakher, might I remind them that St. Athanasius, to whose defense against the Arians they refer, led the church not only in Egypt but in the whole world, because he was exceptional in this leadership, to the point of being titled ‘Contra Mundo’, and there came a time when the whole world almost became Arian, had it not been for Athanasius the defender of the faith, along with his bishops of Egypt and the sea of St. Mark. Why this agitation at His Holiness Pope Cyril VI’s leadership of the Holy Synod, and at His Holiness Pope Shenouda’s leadership of the Holy Synod?

Was Pope Cyril I not titled the pillar of faith because he wrote theological letters to Nestorius, which were ratified by the Alexandrine Church Council and later ratified by the Ecumenical Council of Ephesus, which was presided over by this great pope among patriarchs?

Why all this attack over the presence of priestly leadership in the church?

Role of the Laypersons

As for the role of the laypersons in the church, I would like to remind Mr. Kamal Zakher and Dr. George Habib that the one who reinstated the General Denomination Committee, after it was dismembered during the era of President Gamal Abdel-Naser is His Holiness Pope Shenouda III. He also welcomed it and ordained its members deacons, according to the apostolic tradition of ordaining those elected to serve tables by the hands of the apostles. (Cf Act 6:1-6)

Did the congregation not participate in electing His Holiness Pope Shenouda III, as well as electing his predecessor, the departed His Holiness Pope Cyril VI?

Does His Holiness not put into practice the standard he called for at ordaining bishops and priests: “It is the people’s right to choose their shepherd”?

Did His Holiness not encourage every church inside Egypt and abroad to establish a Church Board of Deacons?

Did His Holiness not repeatedly invite the Higher Committee for Church Rearing to the meeting?

Did His Holiness not preside over all the sessions of the General Denomination and the Coptic Treasury Commissions?

Did His Holiness not encourage the Coptic members of both the Assembly of People and of Counsel?

Did Dr. George and Mr. Kamal not notice the Egyptian church leaders’ harmony in the declaration at a meeting summoned by His Holiness Pope Shenouda III, the ‘The House is your House’ Egyptian television program, and the declaration of the law professor Georgette Kallini in the People’s Assembly, regarding prohibiting the book and film of The Davinci Code, which is an affront to Christianity and all non-heathen religions? The Assembly of People and of Counsel, and the councils of Education and Broadcast, the overall Egyptian positions came to supporting the viewpoint of His Holiness Pope Shenouda III.

Closing Remarks

I invite Mr. Kamal Zakher Moosa to examine himself, and not be led by the destructive ideas of Dr. George Habib and also the excommunicated deacon Max Mishel.

As for the remaining names mentioned in the article, and their differences with the church, along with what was mentioned regarding the Original Sin of Adam and Eve and its effect on humanity, this is for another occasion, and the debate is still open…
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