Corona Virus and Eucharist

By Vasileios Giannopoulos*

Corona virus —or covid 19— is an infectious disease nowadays, which
constantly mutates and has become a dangerous dimension of pandemic
worldwide. Millions of people have already been affected. Incalculable is
the number of those who died or will die from it. Incalculable are also
its social and economic consequences.

The pharmaceutical and scientific research has managed to invent in a
very short time the appropriate vaccines, which protect to a great extent
the vaccinated from the painful consequences of the virus and death.
However, despite the hecatomb of victims, excessive is also the number
(in many countries exceeds the 50% of their population) of those who
either reject the existence of the virus or deny to be vaccinated. Many
of them deny to abide by the precautionary measures (mask, keeping
distance) suggested by the specialists. The reasons for this behavior, as
we know, vary. Therefore, it would not be necessary to refer to them
here. It is generally accepted nowadays that our fellow-beings to a large
extent do not trust, as appropriate, the scientists nor do they conform
to the decisions of the State or of the Church (of the Holy Synod). On
the contrary, they are influenced by views of people who pretend to be
specialists, or enlightened, of quack doctors, of every kind, who take
the opportunity, to make themselves known and to acquire publicity,
to attract notice as being important and wise, without caring about the
consequences of their “advice”, the pain the sorrow and the death that
will cause to those who trust them.

* Vasileios Giannopoulos is Professor Emeritus of the School of Theology of the National
and Kapodistrian University of Athens.
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The religious, which interest us, instead of listening to the voice of
the Holy Synod, the «dpfotouovons tov Adyov tijc alAnbelog», are
persuaded by irresponsible rumours and advices which have inundated
the media. They comply with the advices of fanciful monks, elders,
half-taught spiritual fathers, and other false devout Christians and
false prophets, cleric or secular. It is very difficult if not impossible to
dissuade the objectors and those opposed to vaccins. It is probably to
them that the words of apostle Paul: «Aipetixoy dvbpwmoy uetor uioy
xol SevTEPaY vovbeaoiay Tapoutod, eldws 0Tl EEEoTpoTTTON O TOLODTOG
%ol qUaOTAVEL, GV adToxoTaxpttos»!, apply. As we will discover later
on, those who deny to be vaccinated —moreover when they incite others
to do the same, under the pretext of betraying their faith and of being a
prey to the devil/Antichrist when they are vaccinated-commit a deadly
sin. The devil, if God allows him, does not need the vaccine so as to
have power over us.

In those opposed to vaccines are included and some bishops. We were
informed by the media of a bishop, who found the cure for corona virus
in the sanctification of the waters («aytaoudc»). Another one said that
corona virus cannot enter the Body and the Blood of Christ, as the
sanctification water itself does not alter. We are not going to be engaged
in aphorisms of such kind. We will try to treat the subject based on
synodic and patristic references-testimonies and on the liturgical act of
our Church.

The Holy Eucharist and the Baptism are two important and
fundamental Mysteries of the Church. The crowning moment of the
Holy Eucharist is the change («uetaotoryeiwon»), of the bread into the
Body and of the wine into the Blood of Christ. Eucharist is the centre
and the reference of the Divine Liturgy. The byzantine Divine Liturgy
starts with the pronunciation of the celebrant: “Blessed is the Kingdom
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit...” («EdAoynuévy
7 Baotlela T0b Ilatpog xoi 100 Yiob xai T00 ayiov IIvebuatog...»).
It is preceded by the «Ilpooxoutd7» “Oblation”, the preparation of
the precious Gifts at the offering, which will be carried in procession,

1. Tit. 3, 10-11.
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during the Great Entrance, to the Sanctuary and will be laid on the Holy
Sanctuary (Holy Table). There with the evocation of the Holy Spirit, the
bloodless sacrifice-crucifixion of Christ will be accomplished. The bread
and the wine will be changed into the Body and the Blood of Christ®,

Therefore, the question of the transmission or not of the corona virus
to those who participate in the Mystery of the Holy Eucharist is analyzed
into two individual questions: a) Is the virus transmitted through the
Body and the Blood of Christ or through the “Spoon” which is used
and b) Is there a danger for the congregation to transmit the virus or
to be infected with it particularly when they proceed most of the time
in disorder, with or without the mask, to receive the Holy Communion
and later on to take the “Antidoron” and kiss the hand of the priest or
of the bishop?

The answer to the first question depends on whether the Body of
Christ was indestructible or destructible before the Resurrection. In the
ancient Church many heretics accepted that the Body of Christ was
indestructible: Gnostics, Marcionites, Manichaeans, Afthartodokites etc.
In general terms these heretics accepted that the world- and the people
obviously — is the creature of a lower God, which justifies the attested
imperfections in Him, the materiality the corruption and the death. The
good God, send His Logos (a kind of angelic being) to deliver the human
kind from the materiality, Who, however, could never take on material
body. Therefore, the Logos did not become a real man, he just seemed
to be and reacted like a real man.

The so-called Quinisext Ecumenical Council, bearing in mind that
some Afthartodokites who resided in the eastern provinces of the empire
were using icons of Prodromos, who was showing Christ depicted as a
lamb, published the mf" canon. This depiction meant for those who
used it that Christ did not become real human. And that Prodromos
saw Christ as lamb, when he was saying: «Ide 0 auvog 100 =00, 0
aipwy ™Y auoptioy T00 xoouov»®. In the mf canon Synod demands

2. The substance of the bread is transmuted, and is altered to the Body of Christ.
As substance of bread is disappeared and sacrificed. However the things that have
happened: color, smell, taste, weight and volume remain.

3. Jn. 1, 29.
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that Christ henceforward should be anthropomorphically represented,
as it is acknowledged thus that Jesus became real human, destructible,
and changeable, like all humans, and alongside to criticize those who
confess that Christ was from the very first moment of the conception
indestructible.

John Damascene differentiates between destruction and corruption
Christ’s as human. He says that destruction, «onuaiver tor avbpwmiva
naln, weiva, dipa, xomov, Ty 1OV GAwy datonow, Oavoatoy, 7Tol
XWOLoUOY (YuXTc Ex TOD owuatoc xal to Toldta. Koto t00Tt0o TO
onuowyouevoy pbaptoy 10 T00 Kvplov odua ouey». However, that
doesn’t mean corruption, namely that: «tedelay 100 oduatog eig Ta
€€ v ovvetéln otouyeia Sadvow xal dpavioudy». Of the corruption
«meipay 10 T00 Kvplov aduo odx Eoyey»".

Anastasius Sinaita writing against the Gaianites, who accepted a) that
the Body of Christ was from His first coming into being free from
destruction and corruption and b) that the bread and the wine are

4. ITepl 'Opbodotov Miotews, ch. KH', PG 94, 1099-1100. John Damascene probably
accepted that the Body and the Blood of Christ which we communicate cannot be
corrupted neither can be changed inside us (see PG 94, 1152-1153). There are of course
some objections, such as: 1. If the Body and the Blood of Christ (of the Holy Eucharist)
remain incorruptible and unalterable inside us, then for what reason is the repetition of
the Holy Communion, regularly or periodically, necessary? 2. If the Body and the Blood
of Christ which are kept in the Pyx, in the event that are not perfectly desiccated, change,
then how is it possible the Body and the Blood of Christ which we receive through the
Holy Communion not to change, considering that we sin very often? 3. According to
apostle Paul, «to ITveduo 100 Ocob oixei év Huiv» (1 Cor. 3, 16), not the Body and the
Blood of Christ. 4. In accordance with the prevailing orthodox teaching, the divine nature
of Christ is not communicated. The pious and holy Christians become communicant and
participant only of the divine energy. John Damascene accepts that people through the
Holy Communion «uetéyovat. xoi xowwvol Oeiog @pboews yivovtors. Avtbétwe, ol
dyyehoL «ob uetéoyoy, oLOE Eyévovto Oelos xowwyol pioews, all’ évepyeiog xod
xootrog» (PG 94, 1348). The “thought” of Damascene is that, since the two natures of
Christ were united in the hypostasis of Logos without confusion or division, it’s impossible
for the Body and Blood of Christ to be separated from the divine nature and to be
corrupted or changed. If we ascribe the divine attributes of the divine nature of Christ
to the human nature, such as the imperishability, we must accept the omnipresent of
the human nature of Christ etc. According to the Orthodox Dogmatic we don’t accept
the reciprocation of the attributes and of the names of one nature to the other, but the
reciprocation in their common hypostasis, namely the hypostasis of Logos.

10
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changed to Body and Blood of Christ, invites them to bring sanctified
by themselves Body of Christ: «Kai amotebiuey év maon Tty to
Tol0dToY dytov oduo Xplotod xol Aluo eic oxeboc évdoEwe, xol
Evtog SAlywy Nuepdv, éav un @baod., N Toari, 7 aAlowbi, Tpodnioy
0Tt xaADS xNEUTTETE TOV XPLOTOY, XATA TAVTO TOOTOY OVt €€ adTijc
dxpoc evioews v apbopaia. El 6¢ @Oopd] 1 aAlowbi, avayxy naoy
OUElS €V éx TOY OTOTEQWY Elmely 7, OTL 00x 0T, UETAAOUPAVETE,
odua ainbwoy Xoptotod, aAd’ avrituormoy, xal Aoy 7 6t S THY
xaxomiotiay NUEY, 00x ére@itevoey eic adto T0 Ilvedua 10 dytov:
7, 0t @laptoy ot 10 obdua XploTod TEO TG GVACTACEWS, WS
OvoueYoY, xal VEXQOVUEVOY, X0l TITOWOXOUEVOY, Xol UEMLOUEVOY xal
éabtouevoy. Apbaptog yap obolor 00 yewwa, ob yevvatat, odx adéet,
o0y Omvol, 00 duf), 00 xomd, 00 waoyet, 00 Ovjoxet, 00 TiTpdTOL OTO
AWy xold A0yxms, oy Spot, oy aluogpoei», according to Hippolytus,
whom Anastasius adduces®, and continues: «A@faptoc yop @oig
olte TéuveTat, 00TE TITOWOXETOL TTAEVEAY, xal XElpas, 0UTE ueAileTat,
olte vexpodtat, oUte Eobietat, 00Te OAWS xpoteitow 1 (niapeitar
oloe Eatiy 1) dlapTog TOY AYYEAWY Xal TGV (YLYDY PUGLE»E.

Christ’s Body, in which the bread (lamb) is altered is the hanging
from the cross, after the «tetélearou»’ dead Body of Christ, the ebduvyo
Body, since His soul descended in the underworld®. The Blood, to which
the mulled wine is changed, is the blood and the water which came
out from the pierced side of Jesus’. The «xAdotg», namely the breaking
and the «&xyvoig» of His body, which the Lord mentions during the

5. From the ITepi qvaotaocews xoi aplopoiog speech. Anastasios while commenting
the citation from Hippolytus, attests: «Kal yap uvpwdxis vnmonpends Exlavoey [0
Tnoodc], uvpdxig we dvbpwmog yevouevog Entvoey: meneipatot Yo Y xol’ Huas
&g pnow o Iladlog, Siya uovns tijc auaptios. 1600 yody mepitouny xotadeEouevos
008¢ey Badua S ¢ aipogpoiog éxelvns tic Beoadpxov modioar H0éince» (PG 89,
301).

6. PG 89, 297: «[6] Tnoodc einev, Tetédeotar xai xAvac thy xe@oliy mopédwxey O
TTVEDUO».

7. Jn. 19, 30.

8. According to John Damascene, the precious and all-holly Body of Christ «X¥@ua oty
ainbos Hvwugvoy Oeotnt. T0 éx i aytog Ilapbévov odua, ody 61t 0 avalnpbey
odua €€ 00pavod xatdpyetor» (PG 94, 1144A). See and footnote 11.

9. Jn. 19, 34.
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deliverance of the Mystery, refer directly to His death on the cross and
to the mystical union of all those who communicate His Body and His
Blood with Him. The faithful who communicate participate in the death
of Christ so as to become participants in His resurrection too. According
to apostle Paul: «‘Ocadxis yap éav éablipre tov diptov ToOTOY X0 TO
rothotov mivyte, Tov Oavatov 100 Kuplov xatayyéidete, dxoic 0O
€AOn»'. Thus far in what we have been saying, the ancient Church
granted the Body of Christ separately from the Blood to the cleric and
to the secular.

The Quinisext Ecumenical Council refers in its po’ canon to the practice
of the early Church concerning the Communion of the Holy Gifts to the
faithful. The Council published this canon due to some Christians, who
were proceeding to be granted communion bringing with them «doyetd
Tvoo» from precious material, inside of which the priest was placing the
Body of Crist. The Council condemned this practice and determined that
those who proceed to receive the Body of Christ, must have their hands
folded in the form of a cross, where the priest lays the Body of Christ'.
Henceforward the body of Christ was belonged to the one who received
it. He had the right to it all or a part of it. He had the right to use the
rest of it whenever he wanted. The faithful received the Blood of Christ
from the Chalice, as they do nowadays the clerics.

The use of the Spoon, with which is granted communion of the Body
and the Blood of Christ to the secular and to the monks, was introduced
later on. It is true that the communion of the Holy Gifts to the faithful
through the Spoon makes the whole procedure of the communion of
the faithful safer and brief. However, this way of communion of the
Body and of the Blood of Christ introduces a distinction between cleric
and secular- we could say between holy and profane. This distinction

10. 1 Cor. 11, 26.

11. John Damascene attests: «II[poc€A0wuey adtd TO0w Stoxoel xal oTOVPOESODSG TOG
rodauas tonwoavtes 100 Eotowpwuévov 10 oduo Omodelwuclor xal émfévteg
0pladuoie, xai xeidn, xol yétwro 100 Ociov dvOpaxoc petadafwuey, o t0 TOPE
T00 v Nuiv molov mpooAafoy Ty éx 10D AVOpaxos TOPWo xaTapAEEn nudv
TG auapTiog xal Qwtion NUAY Tag xapdiag, xal Tf Yetovoiy 10D Oelov TVEOS
TpwOOUEY ol Oewdduey» (PG 94, 1149B).

12
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is radically against to what was valid in the early Church. At that time
all the Christians were called saints and accomplished miracles with the
invocation of the name of Jesus Christ, these living Christians, who had
the gift to work «onueia». Nowadays «d&ytot» are called the bishops
and the Reverend Fathers of the Holy Monasteries. But mainly saints are
called those who have fallen asleep, whom the Church has recognized
and proclaimed saints.

Moreover, we point out that the addition of hot water («{Zov»)
in the Blood of Christ and the mixture of the Body and the Blood
Christ’s, just before their transubstantiation with the Spoon, weakens
the sacrificial character of the Holy Eucharist, but also the connection
of the communicated Body and Blood Christ’s with the hanging from
the cross lifeless Body of His and the overflow of blood and water from
His side.

The matter («JAn») of the Mystery of the Holy Eucharist, as for
the rest of the Mysteries, is strictly defined. It is the leavened bread
and the mulled wine'2. The addition of hot water («léov») and of
the portions («uepideg») which were extracted from the offered holy
bread in honor of the angels, of the Mother of God, of the prophets, of
the patriarchs, of those who have fallen asleep etc. in the holy Chalice

12. The divine Liturgies of Jacob, of Mark and of Great Basileios justify the use of mulled
wine, for Jesus Christ used mulled wine in the Blessing’s Chalice. The offering of this
Chalice introduce with the following words of Christ: «Ouoiws xal to Ilothptoy éx
TOD YEWNUOTOS THG QUTEAOD Aafwy xepdoag, edyaploTioog, eDA0YHoAS, Ayldouc,
Ewxe ... eindy: Iliete €€ adt00 mavreg...» (d. Liturgy G. Basileios). The words that
the redactors of the above divine Liturgies attribute to Christ do not agree with the
evangelical narrative (Mt. 20, 26-28; Mk. 14, 22-24; Lk. 22, 19-20) and with that of
Paul (1 Cor. 11, 24-26). However, the byzantine divine Liturgy connects the use of the
mulled wine with the coming out of blood and water from the pierced side of Jesus.
From the moment of course that we as Orthodox accept that during the Last Supper
Jesus and His disciples did not eat the «voutxév», Jewish Passover but the Christian
Easter, it’s obvious that they ate leavened bread: and Jesus used mulled wine templetig
thus the coming out of blood and water from His pierced side. The Quinisext Council in
the AB" canon referring to the divine Liturgy of Chrysostom attests that the holy Father
«t7] xot’ adtoy Exxincio, &va thy moovtixny évexelploln fyeuoviay, 66wo 0ivew
uLryvovar wopédwxey, nvixo Ty avoiuaxtoy Quoiay émitelciofor denoeig, THY Ex Tiic
Tlog TAEVPES TOO AVTPWTOD NUAY ol Xwtiipoc Xoto1od 100 O0b 8 aiuatos xol
0datog xpaow Topadexviq.. . ».

13
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means addition of a third, fourth etc. matter'’®. For the time being we
are not going to be preoccupied with the abovementioned individual
questions. The dogmatic element of the Mystery is: the change of the
bread and of the wine to the real Body and Blood of the Lord. The
additions («mpoobijxes»), indeed these which are absent from the early
divine Liturgies of James and of Mark, prove that with reference to these
points, their adjustment to conditions where cases of emergency such as
the pandemic of corona virus require, is aloud if not necessary.

Therefore, since from what we have said results that the Body (and
the Blood) of Christ before His Resurrection was destructible and
changeable and that what is added in the Holy Chalice is not changed
to the Body and Blood Christ’s, it is plausible and consistent to say that
the present of the virus also or of another pathogenic substance in the
Holy Chalice is theoretically possible. Of course this cannot be proved.
The Mystery is not susceptible of research. It is not something that can
be proved by experiment. It is believed. It needs heroism and divine
help for someone to believe, if of course he doesn’t do it out of habit,
that he communicates the Body and the Blood Christ’s, although the
taste, the color and their weight are the same of that of the common
bread and wine.

The religious who are opposed to vaccines claim that God would
never allow His temple to become source of the infection of the virus,
therefore they proceed to it and pray together with their brothers in
Christ without keeping the protection measures. Primarily, we should
always keep in mind that the body of each conscious Christian is God’s
temple. Apostle Paul asks the Corinthians: «O0x oidate 61t vorog Oeod
éote xol 10 mveduo T00 Ocod v vulv oixel;». Kol ovveyilel: «el Tig

13. Since the cleric, who grands communion to the faithful, should not offer to the
communicants bread («&ptov») from the added portions («ugpideg»), that means that
these, although they have been soaked in the Blood of Christ, they are not consider
as Christ’s Body. The Quinisext Council with the xn’ canon condemned the practice,
which was prevailing to some holy temples, the faithful to be able to offer grapes to the
celebrants and the later to bled the grapes and the Holy Communion and to offer them
to the communicants. The Council doesn’t say if the Mystery with the addition of a third
matter (grape) is profaned, and therefore in that case we would have had the return of
the Body and Blood Christ’s to their initial state. It was content to ask the dethronement
of that celebrant who acts «wopa ta diatetayuévor».

14
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TOV voroy T00 000 [dnA. T0 odpa Tov] @leipet, plspel TodToY 0 Oe0g
0 Y0 vaog 100 0200 diylog Eoty, oiTeég Eote Duelc»'. Our body and
the soul do not belong to us. They are God’s gifts. We ought to take care
of our body and of our soul. The holy Fathers consider the conjugation
of body and soul as parallel to the conjugation of the divine and human
nature Christ’s, relatively speaking. The neglect of the natural needs of
our body and its exposition to excess dangers is a sin, which in some
extreme cases resembles to suicide.

Let us remember the case of Jesus Christ, Who after His baptism was
led up into the wilderness, where he fasted forty days. A fast of forty
days was the higher limit that a human had ever fasted. Just then he
was hungry. The devil new that, if a human for any reason, comes to the
end of his endurance, becomes susceptible to the temptations.

The second temptation Jesus’ s from the devil has a more specific
meaning and opportuneness. According to it, the devil set Jesus Christ
on the pinnacle («7tepUytov») of the temple in Jerusalem and suggested
to Him: «&f viog el 100 Be0b [as it was said about you during your
baptism] fade oceavtoy xatw: Yéypamtow yap 0Tl TOlG dyyEAOLG adTOD
evteleiton mePL 00D xol ETL YELODY APODOLY OE UNTOTE TEOOXOYNS
wpog Aoy tov modo cov»™. The devil, that is to say, suggested to
Christ, if he was indeed the Son of God to through himself down and as
it is written in the Scripture he will come to no harm. Jesus Christ answer
to him: «llaAy yéypanto'®, 0dx éxmeipaoeis xVptov tov 0oy gouv»':
What does this answer of Jesus Christ mean? It means that the human
should not proceed to acts or omissions meaningless and dangerous for
his life, confident that God will intervene in a miraculous way to protect
him. Again, tempts God the one who, despite the documentary evidence
of God’s love, is ready to challenge Him, or to make complaints to God,

14. 1 Cor. 3, 16-17.

15. Mt. 4, 6; cf. Ps. 90, 11-12. 90, 11-12. More about the temptations of the Lord see
Savvas Nanakos, E&nyntin mpoondleio oy mepaoudy 1o ITncod év ti) éonfuw (Sig
Baoer 1@V EAAViY Epunvevtav, Thessaloniki 1967.

16. Deut. 6, 16. According to apostle Peter, the sudden death of the couple of Ananias
and Sapphira is due to the fact that by saying lies they tempted the Holy Spirit (Acts
5, 1-6).

17. Mt. 4, 5-7.
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when he is faced with the first adversity or failure, saying that He has
forgotten him'®.

Many miracles are accomplished. However, God cannot be forced to
work miracles. God intervenes for our shake whenever He wants, having
as a criterium our own good and with respect to our freedom, and not
when we want to". God created the human free and with free will. He
made him rational. He endowed him with mind, will and the right to
choose. God doesn’t take back these gifts. If God guided us in everything
that we want and do, then we wouldn’t have the responsibility of our
invisible deeds or reward for our good deeds. Therefore, that Christian
who attends the Divine Liturgy or draws near the common Chalice in
a haughty manner looking at those who wear mask scornfully, for he
thinks that by doing so makes his faith known to God, in reality he is
unworthy of the Holy Communion for he is deprived of the love for
the fellow-being. In this case, not only he doesn’t profit from the Holy
Communion but also he will do harm to himself. He sins against God
and the congregation.

18. Apostle Paul points out to Corinthians: «Mnde éxmelpalwuey t0v Xototoy, xabdg
Twves adTeY, énclpacay xal Omd TOY dpewy drivvto» (1 Cor. 10, 9; Num. 21, 56).
Paul, during the first years of his mission, believed that the second coming Christ’s
would happen in those days (1 Cor. 4, 15-17). However, it happened that some of the
new baptized were weak and ill and a lot of them died. The reason for that was that all
of them questioned the change of the bread and wine to Body and Blood Christ’s. They
communicate them as if it were common bread and wine (1 Cor. 11, 27-30).

19. The miracles are accomplished in such a way that anyone who doesn’t believe in
them to be able to dispute them or to interpret them as an absolute or accidental fact
or as a natural phenomenon, which will be explained sometime by science. John writes
in his Gospel: Jesus said: «Ildtep ddEacdy tov 0 Svoua. HABev odv pwvi éx 100
00pavod. Koi éddkoca xai may dokdow. ‘O odv dyloc 6 éotix xai dxobotog
&eyey Boovtiy yeyovévar &Adot Edeyov, Ayyedog adtd AeAdinxey...» (Jn. 12, 28-29).
According to the Fathers, neither all the saints accomplish miracles, and they bring as an
example John the Baptist nor all those who accomplish miracles are saints, according to
the words of Jesus Christ: «Kvpte x0pte, 00 T 06 Ovouart. ETPOPNTEVCOUEY, XAl TGO
0® dvduatt Souuovia EEefdAoucy, xal TG 0@ OVOUOT. SVYAUELS TTOAAAS ETOLICAUEY;
Kol tdte opoloynow avtoic Jtt 00démote Eyvwy OUAS AmoywEeite am’ éuod of
Eoyalduevor Ty vouiav» (Mt. 7, 22-23). See more in the answer of Anastasios Sinaitis
to the question K" Ex molag dvvauews ol to evavtio ppovodytes [xoi mopdtTovTes]
TpopnTebovat ToAddxis xol Bavuatovpyodowy; (PG 89, 517-532).

16
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In the case of the deniers of the virus and of those opposed to
vaccines doesn’t apply the apostolic: «Iletfopyety det Ot udAloy 7
avlpdmoig»?. Christ never said that those who believe in Him, as God
and Redeemer, will never fall ill or be infected by pestilential diseases
etc. The holy Fathers are often asked to answer the question: Why do
the pious and the righteous go through terrible ordeals, anguishes and
misfortunes in their life and in the life of their family, whereas the
unjust, the morally hardened and the sinners prosper and progress and
provoke with their behavior like the rich og the well known parable*'?
What does it apply then? It applies the Pauline: «waoo Quyn éovoioug
vrepeyovoals Orotacoéolnw. OO yap oty égovoia el un Vo O00
... 0 avTitaocoouevos T eEovata ti) T00 O00 datayi] avliEoTnxney»2.

“Govering authorities” are the Government and the Synod. The
coronavirus is a disease which infects our body. The specialist doctors
for each case are competent in our corporal diseases. We must be careful.
There are traps, there are quack doctors who take advantage of the
pain, the misery and the despair of some people. Let us remember the
“medicine” of the squirting cucumber, the water of Kamatero etc.

An irrefutable example of the fact that the righteous are tested to
excess is apostle Paul, who suffered from a periodic and particularly
depressing disease. He writes with reference to this in the 2 Corinthians:
«d00n upot oxdlo ti) capxi, dyyelog Toatova, o ue xolapily,
o un dmepaipwuot. Vrep TovTov Tl TOV Kbploy mopexdaleco o
amoot] an’ éuod: xol elpnxév uot, Apxel oot N yapls uov»*. And as
we know, Paul had always with him his doctor Luke (and no doubt he
would follow his advices).

According to the synodic tradition the place («éméyovv 0éotv») of
the monks, of the monks of Mount Athos, of “elders” and spiritual
fathers, in Church is among the pupils and not among the teachers®.

20. Acts b, 24.

21. Lk. 16, 19 ff. and 18, 10 ff.

22. Rom. 13, 1-2; see and Heb. 13, 17: («IleiBecbe toic fyovudvors dudy xai Omeixete,
abTol Yoo ayovnvodow OmEp TAY QuxdYy DUV ¢ Adyoy GroddoovTes).

23. 2 Cor. 12, 7-9.

24. See canons &', 7, xy’ of the 4th Ecumenical Synod (3" and pf" of the Quinisext Synod.
The emperor Markianos in a “holy letter” which has sent to the archimandrites and to
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The teaching authority belongs to the bishops-metropolitans and this is
under the control of the Synod. The Reverent Fathers and the presbyters
have authority as a concession and under the control of the familiar
bishop- metropolitan. Do they: the bishop-metropolitan, the presbyter,
the Reverent Father and the monk, have the right to disobey for reasons
of conscience? Yes, in some particular cases (for dogmatic issues and
moral questions) and on conditions®. It is not expected a bishop-
metropolitan to cancel in practice the synodic decisions, since he was
ordained bishop-metropolitan with a synodic decision. It is inconceivable
that a bishop should accept the decision of the institution of the Church
(Synod), which elected him to be bishop, as taken of the divine Spirit,
and reject the decision of the same institution with which he disagrees.
In any case the majority prevails. The disobedience of the priests and
of the monastic brotherhoods to the fellow bishop -metropolitan and of
bishops to the synodic decisions is a bad example (then, how do they
demand that the flock should obey to them?).

The corona virus is, apart from the pain, the orphanhood, and the
loss of whole families etc., a great temptation for all Christians. It has
put to the test the relationships among monks, presbyters and bishops,
but also their relationships with the head ecclesiastical authorities. The
relationships between the Clergy and Laity are also tested. Corona virus
will pass off. Be that as it may it will lose its “center”. It will take a long
time and many efforts, by God’s help and good will, to heal the wounds
that it will leave to the committed Church.

the monks of Jerusalem and of the neighboring areas wrote: «... 3éov yap v novyioy
diyew xai TeAely OO TOOG iepéag [Evv. ToLg Emioxdmoug] xai Toic éE adTdY polbijuact
TpooouAely, ddaoxdiwy ta&y Omo Tic dyav aldbadcins Eavtoic émomjoote Of
undey ta wapo oY ddaoxovtwy 0plds uabely avaocyouevol, neloavteg O& EQUTOVG
Gvoitws, dtt el udilov duly mavtas Gxolovleiv...» (Meetings of the 4th Ecumenical
Synod, ACO II/1, 3, 0. 124).

25. It’s difficult for each one of us to know whether his conscious is good («dyof7»)
{Acts 23, 1; A" 1 Tim, 5; 1 Pet. 3, 16, 21)], clear («xaBapd») [2 Tim. 1, 3], or is weak
(«Gobeviig») [1 Cor. 8, T]. Tt happens quite often those who have weak conscious to
believe that their conscious is healthy. How can anyone dissuade them? First of all he
must dissuade those who are responsible for their misinformation. We must have I mind
the Pauline: «tomtovreg adtdy )y ovveldno acbevoboay eic XOLoTOY OUOOTAVETE»
(1 Cor. 8,12).
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