Appendix V 

Response to Monk Athanasius 

of the Monastery of Saint Macarius

Regarding His Defense of the Assyrian Church

in His Book “The Assyrian Church of the East”* 

By Metropolitan Bishoy of Damiette

A monk, using the implicit name ‘a monk of the Coptic Church’, has authored a book on the Assyrian Church titled, “The Eastern Churches and their Native Lands: Part I, General Overview – The Assyrian Church of the East”.**
In so doing, this monk has acutely wronged the Coptic Orthodox Church since he defends the Assyrians in his book. He not only uses unscientific methods which lead to reversal of facts, but also plagiarizes referential citations. The following paragraphs provide evidence of this.

Misrepresentation of Facts:

On Page 228, Monk Athanasius the Macarian wrote: 

“In 1994, the Assyrian Church declared its faith concerning Christ our Lord, in the following statement: ‘We believe that our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ, is God the incarnate Son, perfect in His divinity, and perfect in His humanity. His divinity was not separated from His humanity, not for a moment or a twinkle of an eye. We believe that His divinity is one with His humanity without mixture, confusion, division, or separation’.”

In fact, this formula was written by His Holiness Pope Shenouda III, in Vienna 1971, and not by the Assyrians. The Assyrian Metropolitan Bawai Soro, accompanied by Metropolitan Narsai de Baz, came to Egypt to meet His Holiness at the Monastery of Saint Bishoy in January 1995. They claimed, ‘We are ready to agree to the statement that your Holiness formulated in Vienna 1971 concerning the nature of Christ the Lord.’  They suggested that the Coptic Orthodox Church make a joint agreement on the basis of this statement. Accordingly, we agreed to begin theological dialogues with the Assyrians on the condition that they delete the names of Nestorius, Diodore of Tarsus, and Theodore of Mopsuestia from their liturgies. The Assyrian Metropolitans responded by stating that their congregations were accustomed to venerating these so-called ‘doctors’, and therefore suggested that we initially start with doctrinal points, and by that time they would have convinced their members to omit these names from their liturgies. His Holiness responded stating that we cannot make an agreement with a church that anathematizes Saint Cyril and venerates these Nestorian doctors. They earnestly appealed to His Holiness to give them some time to rectify the situation. 

The following year, in February 1996, I traveled to Vienna to attend the theological dialogue (as an observer). At the dialogue, the same Metropolitan Bawai Soro defended Nestorius and demanded that the Coptic Orthodox Church confess the orthodoxy of his teaching. I confronted him during the meetings, saying, ‘You are now stating the opposite to what you agreed upon with His Holiness Pope Shenouda III in Egypt’. However, he denied what he had said. I answered Metropolitan Bawai Soro, informing him that we have taped evidence of his words since the meeting was recorded. I also told him that Metropolitan Paul Sayiah of the Marionite Church, who was present during their meeting with His Holiness Pope Shenouda III in Egypt, was also present at this conference in Vienna, and does not deny the same facts. Therefore, the deceit of these Assyrians and their adherence to the veneration of Nestorius and his teachings was revealed. Even if they sign agreements, what they teach in their churches and confess in their liturgies is entirely different from what they pretend to believe.

The book, The Assyrian Church of the East, selects sayings which do not reveal the true faith of the Assyrian Church. Moreover, it manipulates citations and makes use of them deceitfully. Some of these citations are credited to the Assyrians, while in fact they belong to members of the Catholic Church, who presented them in their papers at the Syriac Dialogue, organized by Pro-Oriente at Vienna in 1994 and 1996.
In the Introduction, page 13, the following is written:

“The Christian Eastern Churches, despite variant doctrines and rituals, affect and are affected by each other. The isolation imposed by historical events, obligatory for some was only temporary –even if prolonged for a while- since it swiftly faded away, and the church, any church, found itself in renewed direct reaction with her sisters, even if it had been in remote isolation for a certain interval of time.”

The writer here means that the Assyrian Church should be open to her sisters, but who are her sisters? Could her sisters be the Orthodox? One must ask, what is the author aiming to achieve? This above excerpt was written in the foremost section of the main summary of the book.

On pages 229-230 we read the following:

“The unofficial dialogue with the Assyrian Church took place at Vienna in 1994. After several extended discussions, especially about Nestorius, the researchers of this same Assyrian Church concluded: “We do not of course overlook the weakness of Nestorius’ explanation of the unity of Christ’s person”. Also, “the thought of Nestorius suffers from serious shortcomings.” Strangely enough Nestorius’ name was not mentioned even once in the synods of the fifth and sixth centuries, and his name was never mentioned as precedent in Christian cases of the same Nestorian Church.

After all that we have mentioned it is remarkable to note that the Holy Synod of the Coptic Orthodox Church, in its session dated 1 June 1996, issued the following declaration: ‘After studying the occurrences in the Syriac Dialogue which took place in Vienna in June 1994 and February 1996, it became apparent that the Assyrians are Nestorian. The Assyrian Church venerates Nestorius as a saint along with Diodore of Tarsus and Theodore of Mopsuestia, and condemns Saint Cyril, despite the dialogue with the Coptic Orthodox Church in which they pretended to agree upon the sound faith. There are agreements between the Assyrians and the Catholic Church. We are firm in our stance in rejecting their admittance to the Middle East Council of Churches as members, until they confess both the doctrines and decisions of the Third Ecumenical Council of Ephesus.”

Here, the author cites the decision of the Holy Synod of the Coptic Orthodox Church in a manner that defames the Synod, since he wrote thus after attempting to prove throughout the whole book that the Assyrians are not Nestorian. His proof is based on false evidence, because he ascribes to the Assyrians   statements and sayings which are not their own. Rather, it must be emphasized that the statements cited were made by Catholic doctors, and so must rightly be attributed to them and not to the Assyrians. We will return to this point later.

After the writer demonstrates, according to his personal viewpoint, that the Assyrians are not Nestorian, finally he concludes with “Nestorius’ name was not mentioned even once in the synods of the fifth and sixth centuries, and his name was never mentioned as precedent in Christian cases of the same Nestorian Church.”

In other words, after he had confused the readers by proving that the Assyrians are not Nestorian, he concludes that the Holy Synod of the Coptic Orthodox Church declares, “We are determined that the Assyrians are Nestorian”. It seems that the author wants us to appear as stubborn, narrow-minded people, without comprehension, who unreasonably determine that the Assyrians are Nestorian. This is how Monk Athanasius wishes to portray the Coptic Church. He defends the Assyrian Church throughout the book, then at the conclusion of the doctrinal section he says:

“…it is remarkable to note that the Holy Synod of the Coptic Orthodox Church, in its session dated 1 June 1996, issued the following declaration: ‘After studying the occurrences in the Syriac Dialogue which took place in Vienna in June 1994 and February 1996, it became apparent that the Assyrians are Nestorian. The Assyrian Church venerates Nestorius as a saint along with Diodore of Tarsus and Theodore of Mopsuestia, and condemns Saint Cyril, despite the dialogue with the Coptic Orthodox Church in which they pretended to agree upon the sound faith. There are agreements between the Assyrians and the Catholic Church. We are firm in our stance in rejecting their admittance to the Middle East Council of Churches as members, until they confess both the doctrines and decisions of the Third Ecumenical Council of Ephesus.”

Falsification of Texts by Manipulation:

On page 230, Monk Athanasius the Macarian wrote the following:

“The unofficial dialogue with the Assyrian Church took place at Vienna in 1994. After several extended discussions, especially about Nestorius, the researchers of this same Assyrian Church concluded: “We do not of course overlook the weakness of Nestorius’ explanation of the unity of Christ’s person”. Also, “the thought of Nestorius suffers from serious shortcomings.”

The real writer of the last phrase, “the thought of Nestorius suffers from serious shortcomings,” is Bernard Dupuy, a priest of the Roman Catholic Church, in his paper titled Christology of Nestorius, which starts on page 107
 of the English version of the Syriac Dialogue. He is a Roman Catholic priest and not a ‘researcher of the Assyrian Church’!  The Assyrians never attack Nestorius by any means because they consider him a saint and mention him in their daily prayers. They would never say that his ‘thought suffers from serious shortcomings’.

The first citation: “We of course do not overlook the weakness of Nestorius’ explanation of the unity of Christ’s person”, the author mentions after saying, “The researchers of the same Assyrian Church concluded…”, his reference also being the Syriac Dialogue. Upon examining the abovementioned book, we found that this sentence was used in the lecture of Professor Luise Abramoski whose research starts on page 54 of the Syriac Dialogue. 

On page 61 of the Syriac Dialogue, the following is written by Luise Abramoski: “In recognizing the basic orthodoxy of Nestorius we of course do not overlook the weakness of his explanation of the unity of Christ’s person.”

Here, Monk Athanasius conceals the truth in a deceptive way by not citing the complete sentence. He deleted the vital clause, where Nestorius is glorified as being Orthodox, and only mentions the last clause where Nestorius is criticized; this technique can be referred to as blindfolding or masking the truth. A more serious form of this is attributing to the Assyrian Church the section that mentions an attack on Nestorius, while in truth the criticism was launched by a Western professor of theology who has no connection with the Assyrians. This is similar to the previous example of crediting the words of Bernard Dupuy, of the Roman Catholic Church, to the researchers of the Assyrian Church.

Luise Abramoski praised Nestorius and criticized him in the same sentence, but Monk Athanasius the Macarian divided the sentence into two sections. He removed the phrase where Nestorius is praised, and mentions the part that carries an attack against him. He further attributes the attack to the Assyrians in order to prove that the Assyrians attack Nestorius; thus falsely proving that the Assyrians are not Nestorian.

Does this monk deserve to write doctrinal books? Why does he find it offensive to declare that the Assyrian Church is Nestorian?

Nestorius is gone, however, the danger now lies in his followers until our days. At present, the Nestorians attack the Coptic Orthodox Church and His Holiness Pope Shenouda III personally in ecumenical conferences, because he prevented the Assyrian Church from joining the Middle East Council of Churches.

For example, the following incident took place: I was to deliver a lecture in Melbourne, Australia, but due to urgent circumstances that obliged me to remain in Egypt, His Grace Bishop Suriel attended the conference in my place. In this conference, Metropolitan Aprem Mooken, the Nestorian, was present. In his discussion he severely criticized the Coptic Orthodox Church and defended the Assyrians. Consequently, His Grace Bishop Suriel telephoned me, and I immediately faxed him some research pages to attach to the lecture which he was to present that same afternoon. The pages I sent included sayings of Nestorius and of Metropolitan Aprem himself that condemned him as being Nestorian. In the cited passages, Metropolitan Aprem wrote that Christ the Lord inherited the original sin, that Christ is two persons, and the like. Bishop Suriel started reading quotations of Metropolitan Aprem, one after the other, in his presence. Thus his Nestorianism was revealed. As a result, the Nestorian Metropolitan said that his comments were only some sort of joke or humor.

The Christological  Teaching of the Assyrian Church of the East

During the official dialogue with the Anglicans at Echmiadzin – Armenia in November 2002, I presented a paper titled, ‘The Christological Teaching of the Assyrian Church of the East’ in which I mentioned the history of the Assyrian Church and its synods. Following this, I outlined the present teaching of the Assyrian Church, attaching several appendices.

After presenting my paper, the Anglicans were convinced by what had been presented. We wrote an agreement which stated that the Oriental Orthodox reject Assyrian Christology. The Anglicans concurred. They also agreed that the Lambeth Conference in England should revise the mistake into which it fell, that is, to revise its declaration that Assyrian Christology is untainted. Both parties signed this agreement (see Appendix VI, p. 121).

In my paper, I discussed excerpts from the decisions of Assyrian synods, alongside papers presented by the Assyrians in dialogues, in which they said that Nestorius is “a martyr to the pride and arrogance of Cyril of Alexandria.”

Following is the exact text written by Metropolitan Bawai Soro and Chorepiscopos Birnie in their paper delivered at Vienna in June 1994.
 I also mentioned this text in my paper presented in the official dialogue with the Anglicans in November 2002:

“The Antiochene partisans at Nisibis vigorously promoted their Christological position, using the terminology familiar to them, that is, with the very terminology anathematized by the Ephesene synod and by the partisans of Cyril. Among them Nestorius was venerated as a staunch defender of Antiochene orthodoxy and a martyr to the pride and arrogance of Cyril of Alexandria.” 

After the Assyrians made such claims in June 1994, which were published in the books of the dialogue organized by Pro-Oriente, Monk Athanasius of Saint Macarius writes in his book, not only that the Assyrian Church is not Nestorian, but that it attacks Nestorius. He falsely proved this by ascribing statements to the Assyrians which they did not make, in order to deceitfully show that our synod of Bishops is unfair. This he did for personal gain. 

In the abovementioned, we discussed one of the most critical and dangerous cases in church history since the Council of Ephesus in 431 AD: the infiltration of Nestorianism into our Orthodox Church. Action must be taken against such imposters, not by ecclesiastical punishments, but by the most powerful weapon for fighting them - exposure. As a reader, how can you be convinced that the writer of this book deceitfully cited quotations unless you compare his text with the text of the original reference, in the same language and in the same edition. Therefore, I have brought to the reader, the source reference that Monk Athansius cited, since I am concerned with the dangerousness of this critical case.

The Nestorian Assyrians

The Nestorian Assyrians are found in Iran, Iraq, India, Chicago, USA, and Canada. In the USA they are not few in number. They also have churches in Europe, Australia, and some other western countries. They have Metropolitans spread all over the world. They also have a patriarch in Baghdad called ‘Mar Adai’ and another in Chicago called ‘Mar Dinkha’.

The Assyrian Church does not, and will not, accept the doctrine and decisions of the Council of Ephesus 431 AD. The Assyrian Church provoked the Persian Emperor to turn against the Syrian Orthodox Church, claiming that they were disloyal to the Persian Empire, since they accepted the decisions of the Council of Ephesus in 431, which Emperor Theodosius II of the Eastern Roman Empire convened. War was constant between the Romans and the Persians, that is, between Byzantium and Persia.

The Assyrians venerate Nestorius, Theodore of Mopsuestia and Diodore of Tarsus. They mention them in their daily prayers, and celebrate a special festival for them on the fifth Friday after Epiphany. They call this feast Malphane Yavnaye - ‘The Feast of the Greek Doctors’. They say that Nestorius is a Kadhisa - saint, whereas, they attack Saint Cyril of Alexandria and Saint Severus of Antioch.

The Assyrian Metropolitan Aprem G. Mooken, presented a paper titled “Was Nestorius a Nestorian?” at the 59th Ecumenical Symposium of Pro Oriente, Vienna, on 18 June 1990, and which was published in the Syriac Dialogue of June 1994. On page 216, he mentions the following:

“On the second Wednesday of the Advent seasons the Church requests that the prayers of Diodoros, Theodoros and Nestorius be a fortress to them. These prayers speak of Nestorius as Kadhisa (holy) Nestorius and their holy teaching. All the three, i.e. Diodoros, Theodoros and Nestorius are spoken of as teachers (Malpane), priests and holy men (Kadhisa). These prayers also speak of the opponents of Nestorius, namely Cyril of Alexandria and Severus  as “wicked” men.” 

“The fifth Friday after the Epiphany is observed as a memorial to the Malpane Yavnaye Greek doctors.”

The aforementioned emphasizes that we do not falsely accuse the Assyrian Church of being Nestorian. They provide witness against themselves by pleading for the prayers of Nestorius, Diodore, and Theodore, celebrating a feast for them, and saying that Saint Cyril and Saint Severus are wicked men.
*The full title of the book in question published in Arabic is The Eastern Churches and their Native Lands, Part I, General Overview: The Assyrian Church of the East, but in this publication it will be referred to as The Assyrian Church of the East.


**It has come to our attention that this monk is Monk Athanasius the Macarian. He intentionally omits the inclusion of his name in the book, and he places pictures of Christ the Lord, Saint Mark, and Pope Shenouda III in interlinked circles on the beginning of the book trying falsely to give the impression that it is an official publication. When questioned by a priest from the Diocese of Mansura and Meet Ghamr, Monk Athanasius confessed, and did not deny, that he is the author of the book The Assyrian Church of the East. 


Although Part II and Part III of this general overview focuses on the family of the Oriental Orthodox Churches, it is crystal clear that the intention of the author is to represent the Assyrian Church and use the family of the Oriental Orthodox Churches as a mere camouflage. It should also be noted that Monk Athanasius published a book entitled Canons of Pope Athanasius – Resources of Church Rituals, in which he mentions his name, and utilizes the same picture of three interlinked circles surrounding pictures of Christ, Saint Mark and Pope Shenouda III.


� Pro-Oriente, Syriac Dialogue, First Non-official Consultation on Dialogue within the Syriac Tradition (Assyrian Church, Syrian Catholic and Syrian Orthodox), Vienna, June 1994, p. 113.


� Ibid. p. 61.


� Published worldwide in Arabic and English in the abovementioned book titled Pro-Oriente, Syriac Dialogue, First Non-official Consultation on Dialogue within the Syriac Tradition, in a paper titled “Is the Theology of The Church of the East Nestorian?” p. 120.


� Ibid. p. 217.
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