CRISIS IN THE TRUE ORTHODOX CHURCH: WHAT WE SHOULD BE PREACHING AND DOING ABOUT SEXUAL MOLESTATION OF YOUNG BOYS
by
Fr. Photios+ (W)

The Roman Catholic organisation is not the sole culprit
 in the sins perpetrated by some of the sinful clergy against their parishioners, those being primarily young boys.  Pedophilia is a very heinous desecration of a young boy’s physical and mental being.  This act is a grievous sin against Christ and His Church as well as a serious criminal offence.  It strikes at our neighbours.  Who are they?  Everyone.  Christ came for everyone.  Everyone is our neighbour according to our One Holy Catholic & Apostolic Church.
In particular need of protection are the youth of our country, that group of young people within our spiritual and physical care.  How can any decent person, let alone an True Orthodox Christian, support, directly or indirectly, or not take appropriate available action(s) against pedophile priests, or other Church ‘helpers,’ who sodomise (e.g.) 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 or 12 year-old boys, many times on Church property, is beyond appropriate Christian imagination.

Yet, sometimes we hear more about the ‘rights’ of the perpetrator cleric than the sufferings of the youngsters within the Church’s spiritual care and custody.
What Can Be Done In The True Orthodox Church?

Well, first we can start talking about this very serious problem and then do a lot about it!  Bring it out in the open, into our homilies and Church instruction, into the altar of discussion and remedy.  Don’t brush it under the rug, trying to cover up everything.  Quit making complaining parents feel like the “villains” of the piece!

The parents are not the guilty ones.  They do, and should, bear some responsibility for allowing their children to be in circumstances which might lead to such heinous sexual perversion.  Concerned parents should be wary of circumstances being allowed where the priest and young boy are together in circumstances giving rise to questions about their propriety.  Parents should not allow their children to have an adult priest in their bed or in their bedroom or other such private enclosure.  Questions should arise regarding the purposes of such visits.  It is extremely unfortunate that we must be so vigilant in these days.  “Fools for Christ
,” saints who customarily loved little children without any ‘sexual’ connotation, are few and far between.  There aren’t many real saints, but apparently a lot of potential perps.  Sad as this may seem.
Still, we must remember that the primary villain is the cleric and sometimes the Church organisation [I say Church organisation to differentiate it from the true Church, which is infallible and could never countenance such criminal acts being perpetrated in Its name], which either negligently or with knowledge shields the sinful conduct and, indeed, in many RC cases the hierarchy has secreted the perp out of the country to another unknowing parish or even within the vicinity of the Vatican.
We are well aware of the charges, lawsuits brought against both the perp and the Church entity, sexual molestation cases settled, and legal actions currently being resolved or otherwise ongoing by the RC hierarchy/dioceses.  The effect of these actions has both spiritually bankrupted and sometimes even economically bankrupted the religious organisation.
We have read the excellent well-documented investigative report series by The Dallas Morning News cataloguing many instances where the hierarchy has participated directly or indirectly in protecting such felonious activities from being discovered or by transferring clergy subject to complaints and charges elsewhere in this country or to another country, perhaps to other parishes, which might not have been informed of any past or current sexual charges against the perp cleric.
It appears possible that often there have been conspiracies, although perhaps unofficial, to shelter such bestial actions.  Indeed, some of the defenses in sexual molestation lawsuits are hardly Christian in anyone’s book.  Sometimes legal maneuvers are led to blame the child and/or the parents.  Lawyers will contend, quite rightly from a secular legal position, that it may be their right and duty to use these maneuvers to defend their clients.  Following Christ is following His Way, which is not of this world.  These lawyers should search their souls for what is spiritually right, not what the limits of secular law will allow…

Incredibly, such legal defenses contemplate/contend that, really, underneath it all, the young boy “wanted it”.  Then it might be asserted that the parents are in complicity, or negligent, because they should have known better than to leave their child alone at the particular time with the priest.  Again, the fact that we are having this discussion within this homily stretches the imagination!  If we can’t trust our clergymen, who can we trust?

Little boys assisting in the Divine Liturgy (as it is called in Holy Orthodoxy) are not offering themselves up as sexual sacrifices to the sinful proclivities of cleric pedophiles!  Their parents are not offering them in this nature either, nor could they legally.  But legality is a different matter than what our primary concentration should be.  That should be on prevention first and then punishment.
Our thoughts and actions must be spiritually driven.  We must devise ways and means to ensure these despicable things do not occur ‘on our watch’.  Opportunities for such conduct should be eliminated as much as possible.

How?

Well, we could deviate from Church custom and use adults instead of children in Altar assistance.  Or, perhaps establish a minimum age, e.g., 16.

Terrible to think about, isn’t it?  Imagine, we are actually vetting such ‘remedies’ because we can’t trust the Church and its clergy.  We can’t trust our children to be spiritually supervised by its clergy completely.  For fear the cleric might sexually molest our son and/or the hierarchy might attempt to cover it up.  Isn’t this overall inquiry amidst this quandary spiritually unbelievable?  Well, it is spiritually unbelievable but not in actual fact, unbelievable.

We must remember that we have had similar ‘problems’ throughout the history of the Church.  The RC practise of only ordaining single priests and monks to the hierarchy, to be bishops, carries within it ample opportunities for sexual promiscuity through the religious ‘orders’ (the Orthodox Church does not have ‘orders’ in the sense used by the RCs.), seminaries, and encroaching, indeed into regular parish life.
Seminaries are sometimes infested (yes, that is the proper word) with practising homosexuals and other more sinister types, such as pedophiles.  Whether the average practising homosexual is likely to also be sexually attracted to, and act upon this ‘urge,’ against young boys within his care is really not the issue.  Unrepentant practising homosexuals are not supposed to candidates for Holy Orders in any case.  Homosexuality is clearly a sin.  We shall cite some of the Fathers’ writings and canons pertaining to such ‘activities’ later to illustrate this point.

What About The True Orthodox Church?

In Orthodoxy, longstanding Tradition does not allow married men to become bishops
.  Married men can become and act as other clergy.  Thus, the probabilities of illicit sexual activities being performed on minor boys may be less than in the RC scenario.  But this does not excuse us from lack of vigilance!  Through the centuries, there have been sexual problems in Orthodox monasteries and Churches.  The problems, although not as pervasive, exist today.
In fact, there is a website that alerts us to such sexual predators.  Its address is http://www.pokrov.org.  Click on the Perpetrator link and a list of Orthodox perps will appear.  You can clink on the parties’ names and obtain information about their charges/convictions.  In Holy Orthodoxy, monasticism appears vulnerable as a ‘recruitment ground’ for such nefarious acts.  Monasticism is practised in sketes (a small number of monks answerable to an Abbot), coenobitic communities (a larger community) and eremitic/a monk in a single hermitage.

Sometimes there are quite young boys admitted as beginners (novices) to the monasteries.  This has created problems such as the relatively recent case in Texas, which resulted in a 10-year sentence for a priest in relation to sexual molestation plus a 10-year probationary sentence against a bishop of the monastery.  Church Canons allow one as young as ten years of age.  In The Rudder (Pedalion), Sixth Ecumenical Council, Canon XL
, a ten-year minimum was established, which wasn’t absolute.  The bishop has the power to increase the number of years.
  Perhaps in the United States, a higher admission age should be agreed, 16 or even 18?  

Monasticism Is Absolutely Essential For Orthodoxy

Let’s be clear here.  There is no better representation of the One Holy Catholic & Apostolic Church than the ascetic struggles for Christ and His Way by monastics.  These form the bulk of the Church’s saints.  These saints have attained the uncreated energy from walking the Royal Path of the True Orthodox Christian Church.  They are absolutely essential for the Church and have been since the early Christian centuries, from the third, and particularly the fourth centuries onward.

There are True Orthodox saints in every century, and there are no geographical limitations on them.  For example, during the 20th century (1964), St. John of Kronstadt, a Russian “fool for Christ” and great Church Elder, was glorified.  He was married.  In 1994, St. John (Maximovitch) of Shanghai and San Francisco was glorified.  He may be that century’s most revered saint and was also considered a “fool for Christ”.
Saints represent what we are struggling for: deification in our Lord’s uncreated energies.  Not deification in His essence, obviously.

Let’s be perfectly clear though, monks who molest young boys are not likely to be candidates for sainthood.  Sainthood requires humility and repentance for past sins at a minimum.  Sexual predators are notorious liars, hardly ever repent their sordid deeds, generally deny everything in the midst of overwhelming evidence, and have extremely high rates of recidivism.  Hardly good candidates for sainthood.
We must remember, of course, that we are still to love our neighbour and pray for his repentance.  It is possible to be forgiven for all sins except blasphemy of the Holy Spirit.  After all, Saul repented and ‘morphed’ into The Apostle Paul!!
A Few Remarks on the Orthodox position on Marriage, Sodomy and the Penalties for This Terrible Sin According to the Church Fathers
Marriage 
It is absolutely clear and irrefutable that marriage is confined to a man and woman.  According to the Canons of Saint Gregory of Nyssa, Canon IV, “…there is but one (emphasis supplied) lawful state of matrimony and conjugal relationship, namely, that of wife to husband and of husband to wife”.
  In a footnote pertaining to the Fourth Ecumenical Council, again as in The Rudder (Pedalion), Photius is referred to citing ordinance One of Book XX II of Title II:
“…marriage is a consociation of a man and a woman and a co-reception of all life, and a communion in a divine and human right,”…(emphases supplied)

Sodomy, the Seriousness of This Sinful Action and Penalties 
Sodomy, pure and simple, is a sin.  It is a sin, contrary to nature as also is sexual intercourse with animals, and carries a double (emphasis supplied) penalty due to the strange and unnatural type of sin it is.  The penalty is double that of fornication.  According to Saint Gregory of Nyssa (and to the Orthodox Christian Church because his view represents the ‘Mind’ of the Fathers):
“As for adultery, (sodomy) and bestiality, the Fathers canonized these sins doubly more than fornication, or, more expressly, each of them eighteen years, because the sin involved in them is also double (emphases supplied).

…

“As for sodomy, on the other hand, and bestiality (or sexual intercourse with beasts) in these two besides the unlawful pleasure they afford there is an actual injustice done to what is strange or unnatural, or, more explicitly speaking, they violate the laws of nature, in that they are sins contrary to nature (emphases supplied).

…

“Copulation with the lower animals, too, and paederasty are considered to belong to the class of offenses, because they too are a sort of adultery, or in the nature of adultery.  For the wrongfulness consists in infringing upon what belongs to another or acting contrary to nature (emphasis supplied).

…

“…the penalty for copulation with the lower animals and for the madness (emphasis supplied) practised upon males has been doubled.”

Those guilty of sodomy, in general, would have to wait at least 18 years before they were allowed to take Holy Communion, the Holy Eucharist.  If they were to “revert more negligently,” the Spiritual Father could increase the 18-year period.

Saint Gregory’s Canons are accepted as definitive by the Orthodox Church.  In the Prolegomena to his Canons, it is put this way:

“Besides his other all-wise writings, he wrote also these Canons, which are necessary to the good order and constitution of the Church, and which are confirmed indefinitely by c. I of the 4th and c. I of the 7th, and definitely by c. II of the 6th Ecum. C (emphases supplied).

Let’s hear the great Saint Basil the Great on this issue.  In his Canon VII (of his 92 Canons), he states that “Sodomists and bestialists and murderers and sorcerers and adulterers and idolaters deserve the same condemnation, so whatever rule you have as regarding the others observe it also in regard to these persons.”
  In a long footnote that discusses the evil of sodomy, it begins:
“Sodomy is such a fearful thing, as one teacher thinks, that God Himself resolved to come down in person in order to see whether such a sin was really being perpetrated on the earth, as if He could hardly believe that such a monstrous vice (emphasis supplied) could be found anywhere on earth.”

Saint John Chrysostom believed it would be better for a young man to die than to consent to being sodomised:

“It were better to die than to live while being subjected to insult, no matter what sin you mention, you will not say one that is equal to this violation of the law.  And if the pathics were sensible of what was being done to them, they would suffer countless deaths rather than submit to this.”

Saint John is a Doctor of the Church and one of the greatest Orthodox saints. 

Where do you stand, brethren?  Are you going to take charge of your spiritual lives and begin, if you haven’t already, to protect the youth of the Church?  Don’t fall for hierarchical excuses, demand action, stress the Canons of the Church.  They are 100% with you.  Christ is on your side.  With Him, we cannot fail.  Don’t care if you are vilified by the politically-correct secularists, who some times are masquerading as good Christians.  Collaterally, if you have an unrepentant practising homosexual priest or bishop, demand he be removed.  Obviously, if you are told the church is going to start conducting same-sex ceremonies, ‘marriages', you will know you are not in God’s House, you are not in a true Orthodox Church.  Similarly, if you are told all religions are equal, and Jesus Christ is not the sole salvation route, that there are a number of alternative paths, shun these syncretistic pagans.  It will be better for your souls to pray at home than in any such place.
Basically, it’s time to stand up and be counted!  Are you ready?
+ In the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit.  Amen.
� Although it is the primary one.
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� The Rudder (Pedalion), Sixth Ecumenical Council, Canon XII, p. 303, and see the interpretation of it on pp.303-304 and, in particular, the lengthy full discussion in footnote 2 of the three reasons for disallowing prelates from having a wife, pp. 303-304.  Furthermore, St. Nicodemus states near the end of this footnote “Accordingly, briefly speaking, this Council, being encouraged by the advancement of the Church for the better, prefers unmarried men, or, more explicitly speaking, monks, for the prelacy; it does not want married men, not because it has fault with marriage or because it blames and opposes marriage, but because it prefers (emphasis supplied) celibacy as something better.  For this reason it admits to the prelacy even those who have been married, but have separated from their wives, either at death or by mutual agreement, in accordance with The Apostle.”… , at pp. 304-305.
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