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The statement issued by Dr Emil Jarjoui

Dr. Emil Jarjoui is the head of the Palestinian Ministerial
Investigation Commission for the deal of Jaffa Gate, member of
the Executive Committee of the Palestine Liberation Organization
(PLO), and member of the Palestinian Legislative Council.

In the aftermath of the crisis that struck the Patriarchate in
Jerusalem, the real estate deal in Jaffa Gate, the Palestinian



government created a Ministerial Investigation Commission
which | was honored to head. This commission established a
commission of inquiry to investigate the deal.

Our major concern has always been to revoke the deal and create
preventive ways to stop the sale of new deals. All the candidates
for the church’ s seat have signed a pledge and delivered it to the
Palestinian and Jordanian governments. The pledge guarantees
this concern.

It has been ayear since the report of committee and the pledge,
and around ayear after the election of Patriarch Theophilus with
whom | met lately twice, with no positive attitude from his side to
fulfill his promises. | find myself then, out of patriotic and moral
obligation, and based upon the mission | hold and the political
post | occupy, as head of the investigation commission, and in
charge for the Christian affairs in Jerusalem, responsible to issue
this statement confirming the following:

First: The new Patriarch did not so far implement his signed
pledge and commitments that comprise making an organized
administrative reform to include more Arabs in the Patriarchate’ s
management, establishing a common clerical and secular council,
applying the Jordan’s 1958 law that governs the operation of the
Patriarchate, and allowing the participation of the Arab Orthodox
Community - that makes the greater part of the church - and those
who represent it, priests and clerical institutions, in patriarchal
matters to help protecting the real estate and prevent selling it.
We are worried by these issues, and firstly by not fulfilling the
undertakings. This makes us afraid that what happened in the past
Is still going on today and in the future, and that our Arab
congregation, including priests and laity, will remain
marginalized.

Second: we are more concerned after what was transmitted to us
by the media, and through our observations in a number of
documents, about the leaking of new real estatesinside and
outside Jerusalem, devoid of the knowledge and participation of
the Denomination and its representatives in the decision making
process.



Third: | call all devotees and responsible, among those who
maintain relations with my people and congregational institutions,
for an urgent meeting to set a plan that guarantees the Arabic
community rights and to reconsider the positions that were taken
and all the unaccepted and unbearabl e consequences.

| also urge all my people and the Community to have a united
word, gather their orders, and intensify their effort to the interest
of the Church and the community, and to preserve the Orthodox
Wagf and our Holy Jerusalem.

(Jerusalem — 01.08.06)

Thetruth and only thetruth about the Patriarchal crisis
Theright answer for theright question
Prepared by the Popular Committee for Defending Properties

I magine that the head of your quarter’s committee whose
presumed name is Ayad, have sold or leased your apartmentsto
strangers with the participation of a deviant suspect named Peter
who is an employee in this committee. What would you do then?

Y ou would definitely try to dismiss Ayad and elect a new
president who has promised to eradicate corruption, restore what
was sold and make administrative reform in order to prevent this
from happening again .Thus you have elected Toufic to replace
Ayad.

Astime goes by, you will become aware that Ayad did not sell or
lease your properties but Peter did it without Ayad consent and
fled away. However, Toufic has refused to take necessary steps
and kept on giving your propertiesto strangers. What would you
do then?

For sure, you will not stick to your old false judgment that led to
expel Ayad but you will be aware of the conspiracy within the



guarter’s committee and its members who are taking over under
Toufic power. Thisisrequired by logic and duty.

Y ou may now replace the names as follows: the quarter’s
committee is the Patriarchate of Jerusalem, Ayad is the ousted
Patriarch Irineos, and Peter is Papadimas and Toufic is the new
Patriarch Theophilus.

What iswrong with you now so that you are renouncing from
doing your duty and making the logical conclusion mentioned
above? Isit that you have perceived the atrocity of your mistake
or you prefer not to admit it or reconsider it, for it iseasier to
surrender to this fault? Did the heaviness of the betrayal create -
from the start and before having any information — an atmosphere
and public opinion of resentment, anger and hostility towards
Irineos, and this atmosphere has became like an obstacle to
seeking the truth objectively?

Thisisthe conflict that started and is still going on among
dependable members of the Arab Orthodox Community regarding
the Patriarchate and what happened iniit. It is also a hot
disagreement among members of Arab Orthodox Community in
Palestine and Jordan, namely not only in Isragl.

Arabic newspapers have published many articles showing
different point of views, such as articles by Dr Jawad Boulousin
20/07/05 and Dr Khalil Indraousin 21, 23, 24/07/04 in €l Ittihad
newspaper, besides the Interview with Mr Adnan Matar, in
addition to the comments and | etters written by George Debini
and Khalil Indraous and the Nazareth Orthodox Council in 7/12.
There are also the three reports by the Nazareth Council dating in
21/05,7/07 17/07 fully or partially published in different
newspapers.

Since we are fully aware of the slightest details and documents
concerning this conflict, we warn that: first, in the Patriarchate
case, like in any other case, no one should make any judgment
without looking over documents and grounds (yet available!).
Those who exaggerate in condemning Irineos and praising the
Sacred Council are enslaved within their previous old attitudes,
which had become like prisons and traps, and do not make an



effort to look over documents and grounds and facts.

Second, we alarm that the case that up roared the crisisin the
Patriarchate is the deal of Jaffa Gate, in Omar Ben Al Khatab
square, namely concerning strategic real estates of historic
importance for Palestine and the Church and influences the
Judaization of the city with its Arabic identity, history, and the
future of negotiations and solutions related to it. Our case is not
convicting apatriarch or exonerating him (which is beyond doubt)
yet it is denouncing the deal, and finding ways to prevent the
repetition of sell deals, find those responsible, and stop their
influence on the Patriarchate and its administration.

Third we aert that we do not support a Patriarch against another
but we support a case. Our position towards any patriarch is based
on his stance concerning this case. In other words, no matter what
“eos’ (eosisthe suffix of Greek names) end the names of the
patriarch and the Scared Council members, our concernisthis
“eos’ stance from the endowments and patriotic, spiritual and
administrative matters related to the Patriarchate. So it is a shame
and forbidden to fight about supporting a patriarch or another. The
case has aways been the deal of Jaffa Gate.

Fourth, we alarm that the Jaffa Gate deal has brought up all the
old and new claims of the Arab congregation presented to the
Patriarchate in Jordan, Israel, Palestine and Jordan. Those claims
are: Not wasting properties and endowments (Wagf), sharing the
revenues with local parishes, working on canceling old deals and
restoring all properties, making reforms in the Patriarchate by
extinguishing corruption, corrupters and organizing administrative
mess. Moreover, create acombined Clerical Secular Council to
supervise the properties and the finance of the Patriarchate and its
administration, apply the related Jordanian law of 1958, and
ordain Arab bishops and priests, allow Arabsto participate in the
management of the Patriarchate institutions, and working with
transparency and .....

Theophilus has promised to execute all these claims and to cancel
the Jaffa Gate deal with a signed pledge in his meetings with the
Palestinian and Jordanian governments the day before his
election. Y et after nine months of his election, he denied it all and



did not implement any article.

Fifth, upon the start of the Patriarchate' s crisis, the Palestinian
cabinet appointed an inquiry committee that assigned another
legal committee led by two patriotic lawyers, Elias el Khoury and
Jawad Bolous. This latter committee presented areport in
7/6/2005 that was adopted by the Ministerial Committee,
according to the declaration made by the office of prime minister
on 15/7/2005. It is not adequate to take stance in the case without
reading the report.

Factsrevealed by theinvestigation commission

The investigation commission led a professional, honest and
objective investigation, by meeting and investigating with 20
people in relation with the Patriarchate, including bishops,
Institutions, companies, banks, governmental bureaus and
lawyers offices, and examined alarge number of testimonials and
documents. The commission has adopted more than one source of
information and issued areport of 50 pages composed of 13
chapters with annexes and letters. Although it has been ayear
since that report has been issued, no official or public authorities,
here or elsewhere, have protested nor denied any of its documents
or even made an attempt to prove untrue. Even those people
named in the report and accused of criminal violations, betrayal,
robbery and fraud, did not protest.

What are the basic facts that the inquiry commission came with?

* There is no evidence to convict Irineos of Jaffa Gate deal. Heis
not involved in it and had no knowledge about it neither while it
was prepared, taking place nor while signing it, he also did not
participate in it, did not benefit from it and did not authorize
anyone to make it neither earlier nor later. Therefore it was not
presented to the Synod for validation according to the
Patriarchate' slaws, soitisvoid and illegal.

The commission declared: “We found it is a perfect conspiracy
arranged by a group of opposing clergymen sharing mutual
Interests with the authorities of Isragli rightwing to remove
Irineos”.



* It was Papadimas, the church financial officer, who signed the
deal, taking advantage of an authorization granted to him to
accomplish a house rent. Later on, Papadimas disappeared,
embezzled money from the Patriarchate funds and fled away. He
IS now a suspect, he keeps important relations with clergy in the
Patriarchate, other right wing and settlement Isragli parties, and
information and governmental services. He was employed in the
Patriarchate under pressure from the Greek Military Attachéin
Tel Aviv embassy.

* Irineos was a victim to a dangerous conspiracy, “yes amajor and
dangerous conspiracy”, to dismiss him, in concert with some of
the Patriarchate’ s employees, Synod members, Israeli parties,
even Greek officials and foreign parties who care only for keeping
the Patriarchate under Greek control, along with Patriarchal
powers unsatisfied with Irineos since his election and are his
competitors (competing on the high posts in Patriarchate). The
Israeli parties were pushing him and trying to blackmail to force
him to sign the deals while he refused. They threatened him to
accept and sign, otherwise “anuclear bomb” will explode in the
Patriarchate on 17/3/2005. He kept renouncing until “the bomb”
exploded the following day as the news about the deal spread (this
Is how we were all informed about it). The Isragli daily Maariv
reported the following day on 18/3/2005 “Omar’ sfield in our
hands’. Then, we are aware of all the aftermath.

Between theforest and thetrees

Readers will notice that we have been focusing so far on the
essence and principles, and on the five major facts that represent a
guide to enlighten our minds and attitudes towards the entire
crisis. Most of the articles published in newspapers consist of
gossips and judgments. Those judgments are not based on facts
but are denied by facts, and they include numerous minor details
that are unproved and founded on rumors which do not help with
the case. Their only aim isto twist the truth and distract us
keeping us busy with tiny details and forgetting the essence

In such a complicated case, manipulated by information services,
interests and external pressures, also by immoral and corrupters,
mafia man, hatred and personal conflicts within the Patriarchate, it



S0 easy to get lost in details and forget about the essence, namely
to focus on looking at the tree and disregarding the forest.

It is necessary to mention in this maze, among the trees and the
forest, the blackout of important details in the general meeting of
the Orthodox Churchesin Istanbul. The Antiochiain Patriarchate
did not vote to ouster Irineos, and Metropolitan Elias Aoude, the
Arabic representative of the Syrian and Lebanese Church,
declared that the property issue was not brought up in the Synod.
So the matter is a Greek interest, and he refused to be a part of it!

Accusationswith no evidence

Unfortunately, the writers of articles condemning Irineos and
praising Theophilus take advantage of the fact that Israel did not
yet recognize Theophilus as patriarch, and are choosing articles
form Hebrew dailies and declarations to condemn Irineos as a
national traitor. In addition, the writersinsist that Irineos have
sold lands and got money and that Theophilusis doing his
obligations. As a proof, they say: Theophilus gave alocation to
build aclub for old people in Jerusalem, he cannot go to Isragli
courts to cancel the deals as he is not recognized there, and the
Israeli borders guards are guarding Irineos inside the Patriarchate
(thisis explicit lying), etc.

They kept iterating those lies yet the answer is obvious with
evidence in hand. We are all aware that |sragl always delays the
recognition of any patriarch in order to blackmail him. Irineos has
suffered the most from this delay as he was recognized by Israel
only after 2 years and a half of hiselection on 18/1/2004. It is
only nine months since Theophilus was elected. So, to those who
use few testimonials to prove Irineos’ treason to Israel, we convey
the hundreds of testimonials describing how Irineosis afriend of
Arabs and enemy of Israelis, how he refuses to sell or rent the
Jews, that heis anti Semitic and aclose friend to Arafat
cooperating and receiving instructions from him.

Is this case atestimonial game? This case was and always has
been the case of Jaffa Gate.

It was proven that Irineos did neither sign, sell nor rent The Jaffa
Gate. In al the stages of the conspiracy and in all the decisions
taken, in the Patriarchate as well in Istanbul, starting with
renouncing him form his capacity as patriarch and then lessening
his rank to amonk, and in all the accusations against him he was



never accused by the Jaffa Gate deal - so the properties were not
the case of those who dismissed him. Even the lawyers of the
companies that bought lands declared that Irineos neither did the
deal nor knew about it, since it was arranged with Papadimas.
Thisiswhat Irineos said when the news was spread. Irineos now
IS cooperating to the maximum with the inquiry commission, and
he will even bring a lawsuit to cancel the deal and proveits
illegality to the Central Court in Jerusalem in 31/8/2005, and
another lawsuit against Papadimas in Greece. After al that, some
Arabs write that he did sell and did benefited form it. Do you want
to prove the legitimacy of the case or its void? Who are you
helping in this?

Theway Theophilus behaves

On the other hand, Theophilus, who has promised to cancel the
deal, take legal action in what concernsit, and complete his
obligations, refuses all that, arguing that he is not recognized by
Israel, while at the same time he brings claims against numerous
councils to deprive them of their properties, and signs dealsto sell
new endowments or cancel old allegesin courts. Does the alibi of
not being recognized apply only on restoring properties? Let us
faultily assume that Theophilus cannot bring the case to the court,
why then the Sacred Synod does not or at least why don’t they
both support and join Irineos claim? No comment!

Theworst of al isthat when Theophilus appeal to Israeli Supreme
Court in order to be recognized, he writes the following in
paragraph (31): “That appeal should not consider the mentioned
deals — (Jaffa Gate) - and their legitimacy”. He adds in paragraph
(30) that Irineos had no knowledge about the deal and that
Papadimas tricked him using “the case that he started without
authority”. So, without authority?! Hence Theophilus reveals his
stance and assures the court that recognizing him will not lead to
any discussion of Jaffa Gate' s case and its legitimacy. He also
adds that Irineos has “no right” to claim against the deal. So why
then without any legal reason he dragged the Jaffa Gate case in
the appeal in order to have official recognition?

Based upon this, added to what the legal inquiry commission has
revealed, it isour right to say that Theophilus and the corrupters



in power in the Holy Synod, supported by his famous Arabic
lawyer... will not bring to court the Jaffa Gate case but will hinder
Irineos lawsuit, because they have been, and still are, a part of the
conspiracy, and some of them are among the investors in the
treason deal of the country, the church and the community and of
Our Holy Jerusalem.

Asto Theophilus not implementing his obligations, as he
promised before and after being elected, the false legal alibi, and
the lack of time will not help him. It does not need a year, not
even amonth, to dismiss the corrupters. He is recognized by
Palestine and Jordan and no one stops him form applying the
Jordan’s 1958 law and creating a common clerical-laity council.

It is funny, and meanwhile tearful, that someone quoted Irineos
saying “the Patriarchate is not areal estate”, to support
Theophilus insistence on preserving the properties from Isragli
parties and settlers. Theophilus makes this declaration to some
Arabs who brought up the real estate deal, and shouted “Oh, you
clever ones’, and said that the Holy Church was here long before
the real estate, the Arabs and the Muslims, and that the issue here
Isthe spiritual services not the lands or properties. (Read his
revealing statement related to thisissue in Al Quds newspaper, on
18/5/2006).

The mistake of the decaelved and the sin of the criminal

It is shameful that some people pull usto take side with a
Patriarch, instead of being firm in asking who’s on our side and
stands for our problems. This should not be an alternative to
trying to solve the crisis of Jaffa Gate and reform the Patriarchate.

Astheinquiry commission is preliminary, and is interested in the
case itself more than in condemning or vindicating anyone, it
affirmed, while disclosing the existence of a conspiracy in Jaffa
Gate dedl, that it does not exonerate Irineos from his
responsibilities and mistakes that he shares with members of The
Holy Synod who knew about all that happens in administration
and treasury, may be more than he did. The commission refers
here to the vice president, the Patriarchate secretary and the Synod
secretary. Yet, all those kept their positions in Theophilus



Patriarchate while they contributed in turning against Irineos.

The Orthodox Council of Nazareth acted the same way in its
declaration made to Irineos and to the public in a press
conference, when Irineos signed the settlement of the Bishop’'s
palace case in 1/7/2006. The council declared that the leader of
Patriarchate is responsible in this case and will not be completely
clean by pretending that the corrupters deceived him.

Whoever insists on limiting the crisisin “this” or “that”, shall be
aware and know that this insistence will not serve hisinterests.
The comparison will be then: Do you support the deceived whose
mistake is that he was in charge during the deal, yet heis fighting
now to proveit void, or do you support that who, with other
Synod members, participated and was involved in the
premeditated sin and conspiracy that he himself isitsresult, and
now he refuses to take any step to cancel the deals and, moreover,
he allows others?

Thisisthe right question that needs the right answer. We believe
that we presented the answer throughout the article. Therest isyet
to come, and the truth will be revealed.

Whoever abandons his parish,his parish abandons him

Aswe have just said in our previous article, we did not exonerate
Irineos form his moral responsibilities of Jaffa Gate deal as he
was the Greek Orthodox patriarch. Originaly, it was not the
mission of the legal inquiry commission to incriminate or to clean
this patriarch or that, but to find those responsible of selling the
properties and canceling the deal. The commission proved that
whoever made a mistake ended up committing acrime . Thereisa
big difference between the deluded sinner and the guilty criminal
on deliberation, and between the victim of trickery and fraud and
the participants in the plot and the conversion inside and outside
the Patriarchate and those who were and still are controlling the
Patriarchate.

Some authors enjoy speaking agreat length, and mentioning
testimonies of the upper hand of Matty (called Cohen) in the
Patriarchate, in order to incriminate Irineos. However, he hides



from hisreaders a slight detail that Matty or Cohen is a secret
agent and a deal maker; heis aso thereliable friend of Papadimas
who signed the deal, and afriend to clergy members who are still
occupying posts in the Patriarchate.

Unintentionally, the mischievous sprite have introduced him to
Irineos so he has started to apply pressure on him and threaten
him to approve on signing deals in the Arabic Jerusalem, and to
make conciliation between Irineos and Papadimas. However,
Irineos insisted on refusing, so the spider web agrees on
eliminating him, so that Matty and his supporters will be in power
in the Petriarchate.

After the news about Jaffa Gate deal was spread, Patriarch Irineos
sent aletter to the community, right after the beginning of the
battle of accusing him with the deal and deposing him. At that
time, we did not listen to him as we were mobilized and
assembled against him.

Irineos declared in that letter: “thereis a group of the Holy Synod
members that are lost and deluded and are committing a crime
against the Church and its unity. | did not do anything. |
absolutely refuse to do such acts, as selling and leasing Jaffa Gate
real estates. What is happening hereisthat | am avictim of a
conspiracy, and time will reveal how Papadimas came to the
Patriarchate, and who has ordered to employ him. Those passing
rebellions that have personal interests in the Patriarchate are
becoming intolerable. They are a symbol of corruption, earlier and
later, and the corrupter has no right to speak about corruption.

The Legal inquiry commission proved and affirmed this
statement. Y es, it was a conspiracy, and for sure Irineos did not
sell the Jaffa Gate, and the corrupters, yet some of the investorsin
Jaffa Gate deal and those who benefit from it, with their Jewish
lawyers and that Arabic lawyer...are still working in the
Patriarchate. That Arabic lawyer with afamous history, from
father to son, was dismissed by Irineos. However, today he got his
job back, he is honored, blessed and active in concluding new
deals.



We will not mention the statements and testimonies that we have
read in the file of Legal Inquiry Commission. These are
statements and testimonies made by clergymen, monks, and Arabs
about the corruption and conspiracy of this Patriarchate character,
or of some members of the Holy Synod among those who occupy
major jobs and responsibilities.

It isavery cheap and a musty matter that some are trying to vell
the reality by not complaining about the fact that Theophilus and
his supporters are not executing what they promised before and
after his elections, through reminding us that he ordained the
Archimandrite Theodosius (Attallah) Hanna as bishop.

First, Theodosius Hanna has, and we have, the right to be a bishop
or more, as heisthe worthiest. It would be good to remind that he
was ordained and assigned to the Church of Sebestia, whichisa
church with no congregation, no effective community. Besides, he
was not elected as member of the Synod. Thus, Theophilus
refused to appoint Bishop Hanna as Church spokesman but he
appointed Aristarkhos affirming that no one else has the right to
be the Church spokesman. Aristarkhos immediately declared in
his statement that he doesn’t mind sales or lease of church land in
Palestinian areas to Jews.

Therefore, some wonder today about what happened and will
happen, was the ordination of Attallah Hanna as aformal positive
response to the community demands and away to swallow the
anger? lsn’t that what Theophilus aimed for?

From Jerusalem to Nazar eth and Kfarsamih

Here are some clarifications and replies about cases dealing with
articles and comments in our Arabic newspapers.

Shamaa land: it isaland of 38000 square meters, facing The Jaffa
Gate in Jerusalem. It was sold by the Patriarchate to an Egyptian
Jewish citizen form the Shamaa family and remained mortgaged
to the patriarchate as none could pay the fees. Isragl has
confiscated it in 1970 for public purposes and compensated



Shamaa family without any of them paying the mortgage to the
Patriarchate. So the Patriarchate took action asking to give back
the land or pay the mortgage which is about 12 million dollars.
The court lasted for years and was perpetually delayed and kept
busy with resolving other legal cases, such as the prescription
claim that was refused by that court.

The court was supposed to resolve the critical case, in the session
of 29/9/2005. All of sudden, two days before the court, the Arabic
lawyer yet isolated by Irienos came with a proxy form the new
Patriarchal administration to declare the withdrawal as, it
suddenly appears, after years of search in court, that Shamaa
family has paid the mortgage to the Patriarchate since 1936!

The worst was that the lawyer pledged to pay 22 thousand dollars
as expenses to the government and to Shamaa’ s family in case the
Patriarchate went to court again.

The scandal is that the bills of payment they are presenting goes to
aredemption of a4843 meters land and not to the 22000 meters
land that was mortgaged. There are similar hills, as the Shamaa
used to pay money to redemption every time they had cash
available. Now the mortgage is still on 22000 form 38000. What
Is the reason then behind the pledge to pay 22 thousand dollars if
the Patriarchate sues? For whose interest are they trying to stop
the sewing again, and for whose sake is it done? Who had
benefited from this new deal ?

Theophilus says that he does not know the deal’ s details. The
Holy Synod and the treasury and the Endowment are standing
still. Irineos said that he already canceled the proxy of this Arabic
lawyer from 11/8/2205 and appointed the lawyer Kirsch to
proceed with the court session on 29/9/2005, and he presents the
documents that support this.

One of those abusing power because of their presence near
Theophilus, joined by the Arabic lawyer, clam that the mortgage
Is paid, and writes so in his articles, although he has a copy of the
payment bill with aland surface area that does not correspond to
the mortgaged land. We have alerted him. Why would he do that?



We do not know, or we do know but don’t talk about it, in respect
to his colleague and hoping that he would support the truth.

The only thing to say isthat Israel built a bridge between Jaffa
Gate and western Jerusalem through the Shamaa land and above
it. S0, no objection to link this matter with the Jaffa Gate deal.

The land of Hadassah: it is of 8 donums, next to the airport.
Theophilus' Patriarchate lately rented it to an Israeli company. He
denies, in his statement to El Quds newspaper, on 18/5/2006, the
existence of such adeal or even of any negotiation. But when he
Is faced with the reality of its existence, he mumbles and says for
God' s sake read: “there are no negotiation .... Thiswill be
discussed in the Holy Synod... yes, yeswe are having
negotiations... no, no not yet. It meansfirst...” So we will see
later what will happen.

Kfarsamih case: It is a case brought to court, by the Arab
Orthodox in kfarsamih, against the late Patriarch Diodoros
concerning the Orthodox Patriarchate use of the propertiesto
build a compound for the community. With the approval of
Irineos thereafter, the case was settled in court and citizens were
allowed to use the land. However, Theophlus first attack was to
bring anew case in court demanding to cancel the compromise
that the Patriarchate had earlier agreed on.

In an interview with the Jerusalem Post on 18/5/2006, Theophilus
refused to give any answers about the new land deals, and he
often insulted the questioner, the community and the Arabs for
their concern in this case. He also demanded not to be asked about
it but only about spiritual casesin the Patriarchate, as the latter is
not areal estate agency. Hisjustification for not executing his
pledge included the loads of commitments he had in short time,
that he had been reconsidering the issue(?), and that Israel and her
courts did not recognize him.

Whereas, when the journalist told him that he had all thetimeto
execute his pledges that does not need time to declare, and that he
dealt with Israeli courts in many other cases, so how then Israel
and its courts recognize him? His answers were: ” you do not



understand”, “you ask so many questions’, “you do not use your
minds’ and “ask me about the spiritual mission of the patriarchate
not the real estates’, “the church is the base and the church is
Jerusalem and Jerusalem is the church”, “the church have been
founded before the Arabs and the Muslims’, “the Patriarchate is
not areal estate agency” (?!) and “you want to blackmail the
church”.

No further comments, just read the aforementioned article!
The Bishop Palace and the compromise

We can mention many other cases concerning properties and
endowments. To avoid getting lost in details once again, we shall
discuss the cases that were brought up about the Nazareth
Orthodox Council and the executive committee of the orthodox
convention.

The case of the Bishop Palace: the Orthodox council hassigned in
Nazareth in 1/7/2006 a compromise deal with Irineos. It will be
presented to court to be approved, and to put an end to the conflict
and the courts concerning a case that lasted for almost a decade.
Hereby, the Nazareth will be given 17 000 square metersin the
Bishop Palace, to build a school and a church to be run by the
Orthodox parish with one quarter, of the Patriarchate revenues and
income form this deal, would be given to the community. It is not
true that this deal was made in Diodoros time, but thereis an oral
statement which states that the Patriarchate will build on thisland
achurch for the parish.

Why then there is aneed to make adeal with Irineos? It is because
he is present at the court and he is the only legal side of the case.
The appeal was claimed while he was head of the Patriarchate.
And when Theophilus representative came to court asking to take
side, the judge refused as the matter isrelated to Irineos.

The most important is that Theophilus sent a notification to the
court asking to pronounce verdict concerning the appeal and
confirming that the local community has no right of ownership
(?), and when the compromise was signed with Irineosin
Nazareth, Theophilus Peatriarchate has issued a statement and



published it in the newspapers on 2/7/2006. The statement
describes the orthodox communities in Nazareth of being as
opportunistic individuals that do not represent the Orthodox who
are exempt from them.... and that they have personal interest(?!).
Thisisthe way the Patriarch describes his community and the
Orthodox Council that was elected with unanimity. However,
instead of discussing with the council, Theophilus published an
outrageous article about orthodox elected community in the
dailies. He should have blessed the compromise instead, why
wouldn’t he give the community a share form the properties and
revenues?

This compromise was approved by the administration and the so
called opposition in the presence of all members of the
representative community of Nazareth. It is honorable for
Nazareth and its community. Some criticized the legitimacy of the
compromise in the newspapers, so what about |etting the court
decide?

Then, the Nazareth asked for asimilar deal form Theophilus. He
refused it and refused to bless the compromise.

Y ou say that Irineos has other considerations to accept but why do
we care about those considerations?

The question is always, are you with Nazareth’ sright to collect a
share form the properties and revenues, or against thisright. This
Is simply the question. When the Nazareth collects money and
you write about the illegitimacy of this collection, asif it was your
duty to prevent it. So, arrange alegal deal with Theophilus you
will get what you need.

For your information, you legal specialists: deals and
compromises that needed approval form the Holy Synod are
related to selling properties or leasing them for along-term. There
Isnot selling or leasing in the compromise of Bishop Palace
between the council and Irineos, as this deal was made 13 years
ago with Bishop Palace Company.

However thereis adeal to reserve aland to build a church run by
the ...and revenue form the patriarch and that won’t need the
Synod'’ s approval.

A claim against Nazar eth leasing an endowment house



The case of the house of Jerusalem: the Jerusalem Orthodox
Council heard that the Patriarchate is about to sell abig hotel built
on 5000 meters of land and located in west Jerusalem to strangers,
and it is necessary to save it. So the council representatives went
to Jerusalem in order to save the house and rent it to be used asa
dormitory for students, to use the wood for camping, for cultural
and artistic activities, and for boy scouts and youth. (so why then,
Dr Khalil, don’t you write about this instead of writing shameful
fallaciesin your last articles). Asfast as possible, they have
signed with Irineos a rent contract for 2 years

When the council delegates visited the house, they saw strangers
surveying it before signing the usurpation contract. After thatm,
the Arabic lawyer moved faster and asked to evacuate the
Nazareth in the name of Theophilus. The headlinesin Maarev
newspaper front page says. “the organization- the Fattah military
wing- istaking over Jerusalem” (?!) Dr Khalil promised to visit
Theophilus to cancel the deal, and is pleased to tell Nazareth that
he made it. However the Nazareth delegates went to court, as they
had never received a notification of annulment, and they were
surprised by a group of the Patriarchate lawyers guided by that
Arab one asking to evacuate the Nazareth people.

These are the honest behaviors and promises of Theophilus.
Anyway, the court has decided that neither Theophilus nor
Nazareth’ council have the right to use the house until theissueis
legally settled in later sessions.

Sameold story

The executive committee for the orthodox convention: ever since
Theophilus was elected as patriarch, the committee and the
orthodox councils have treated Theophilus and the patriarchate
with all respect, by sending congratulations calls, letters and
Invitation cards to participate in local activitiesincluding the
Annunciation day in Nazareth. They asked for a meeting to
discuss critical matters. On the other side, some members criticize
the election and consider it a plot against Irineos after they
verified that he was not involved in the Jaffa Gate.



However, the Patriarchate never answered the letters and delayed
the session. The committee met with him on the eve of the
consecration ceremonies in 4/11/05 and proposed a written
document including demands and problems concerning the
demands of the congregation, and the obligations he had
previously promised to keep before and after his election.

The patriarch assured to the delegation that “replying to the
demands needs time... we already know about it... it isidealistic,
and we want to achieve the possible by cooperation... besides,
there are some critics on the Patriarchate and the community ...
my experience in the spiritual mattersisimportant and we will
dedicate it to advance the church... thereisalso agap in our
community asit is not aware of itsideological and spiritual
belonging... | will call them to set a date for a meeting session to
solve the problems’.

So the same old story isreiterated repeatedly for decades without
any promise, or concrete obligation, to form a mixed council, to
apply the Jordan’ s 1958 law, not sell the endowment properties, to
incriminate the sellers and corrupters, claiming against the Jaffa
Gate deal, employment of Arabsin administration , reforming the
church court, to ordain and promote Arab clergyman, and not to
pledge off not bringing to court against community institutions.
So the same old story again, eight months went by so far and the
situation remains the same.

The problem of not recognizing Theophilus

The Nazareth council had to sign, for legal reasons and upon
lawyers advice, a statement that asks not to recognize Theophilus
as a patriarch. Some were angry and accused the council of
treason with Israel as the latter did not recognize the patriarch.
Thisis acheap provocation.

First of al, everyone should know that Isragl might recognize
Theophilus later asit did recognize Irineos after two years and
half from his election. Israel is holding the stick form both sides
maneuvering between the ousted and slaughtered Irineos and
Theophilus who is aspiring for Isragl’ s recognition. This position
is completely isolated from Nazareth position.



In Jordan, thereisacasein court carried out by past justice
minister and ex president of the Supreme Court, Fahed Abu €l
Atham, criticizing Jordan’ s recognition of Theophilus. Is he doing
this out of treason with Isragl?

Thereis aso no need for anyone to hide behind the Palestinian
recognition, as there are the hidden considerations and
embarrassments between the countries and governments,
including pressures, which are not in the sake of anyoneto reveal
or look into its details. The weeks and days to come might carry
other news form Jordan and Pal estine based on the findings of the
Inquiry commission about Jaffa Gate deal and based on not
executing the pledges.

Theophilus refuses to respect his pledge and sign the deals with
Nazareth, neither that of the Bishop's Palace nor that of the
Jerusalem house. On the contrary, he claims against it and sends
statements to the court telling that Nazareth has no right of shares
In the properties nor revenues, and he issues outrageous
provocation against it. Let him sign with Nazareth or with any
other council, similar deals and respect his commitments and
pledges, claims against the Jaffa Gate deal, instead of pushing his
supporters to provoke on the Palestinian inquiry committee.
“Then we will lift him up high and acknowledge him” as
mentioned in the statement issued by the Nazareth council in
17/7/2006

The signing of deals between the Nazareth Council and Irineos
means, implicitly, that Theophilusis not recognized by the
council. But it is anon-recognition based on his non-recognition
of the congregation’ s rights and hisrefusal to sign deals with
them. It is not possible to go to court with agreements made with
Irineos without admitting the non-recognition of Theophilus, in
case one wants to confirm the legitimacy of these deals.

If Theophilus has the right to send statement to court against the
right of Nazareth in having shares in properties and revenues, no
one should blame the Nazareth council for signing a statement
telling that it does not recognize him even under pressure.



Yet, itisalega action recommended by lawyers, and thisiswhat
was approved by the members of opposition during the meeting of
the executive committee for the Nazareth Council. At the end, the
financial councils do not elect the patriarch, neither give nor
withdraw, alegal recognition but they hold stances to exercise
influence.

Back to the beginning

The case does not lie in the maze that the authors in some
newspapers are dragging us into. This case is not a statement
issued here and there, but a collection of Arabic rightsin this
current situation, who and what serves our case and responds to
our demands. Having different interpretations is not a problem,
but accusing the Nazareth Council with these vile accusation and
portray it as a collaborator with Israel and Tzachi Hanegbi, are
bad words coming form people we do not want them to fall or
lose their sight by blindly defending

Theophilus in person instead of defending the case itself. We hope
those colleagues would tell us what did they gain out of this
deadly defense?

L et them show us one profit from joining Theophilusin not
canceling the Jaffa Gate deal, not renting that house in Jerusalem
or not respecting the pledge of Theophilus... Let them show usa
case against Kfarsamih and bless the compromise of the Bishop's
palace... and thelist continues

The Nazareth council isusing the Israel recognition of Irieneosto
achieve the goals and rights of Arabs, and not to help Isradl.
Whereas, the attackers and critics go to Israeli courts asking them
to recognize Theophilus who is preventing the council form
giving the community its rights. Who are you supporting? Are
you with the one who saves the rights or with the one who refuses
them?

Back to thefirst issue, the case is not about which patriarch we
support. It is about which patriarch stands for our problems and
enables us, in this period, to collect support for our case.

Thisisthe case and no other. It is sacred. It is shameful that some



areusing it to attain the leadership of the financial councils or the
headship of executive commission, especialy that both elections
are coming soon.

Let us all vote with no opposition for the right of Arab Orthodox
Palestinians in their Patriarchate and in their church. And let the
Holy Synod know, and let any previous or present or future
patriarch know, that whoever gave up on his Arab community, the
pillar of the church in our country, and whoever sold the
endowment full of patriotic and historic aspects, not only spiritual
and Greek, his community will abandon him .

The community is so noble to accept that the patriarchate
continues to give it pieces of promises. The right always prevails.
Thisistheright stance.

Dr. Peter Qumri discloses and documents:

Thetruth and background of the conspiracy to remove
Irineos, and thereality of Theophilusand the corrupts
controlling theinside of the Patriarchate

Dr. Peter Qumri is aPalestinian public figure, well known for his
interest in the Arab Orthodox issue, the Patriarchate and the
happenings in. He had a significant role in the establishment and
leadership of a number of boards of trustees and other Orthodox
committees, the founder of Orthodox youth movements and
Sunday schools, holder of the Holy Sepulcher medal of the “high
commander” rank, which is the highest medal alayman can have.
Dr. Qumri was pushed unrelentingly to remove Irineos, but after
the materialization of the truth about the conspiracy done to
Irineos, and the one who truly wasted the Jaffa Gate, and after he
realized in details the operation to get rid of the Patriarch, and that
Theophilus did not fulfill any of his promises but went on with the
operations of dissipation and covering the corruption inside the
Patriarchate, went out criticizing in public his previous position
and fighting against the Patriarchate dishonesty, disclosing
important facts and secrets.

Al Quds newspaper published along interview with Dr. Qumri
concerning thisissue on 13.04.06. Then in June 2006 he sent a



long letter to Metropolitan Theophilus, making it also an open
letter to the congregation and whoever is concerned.

What follows is a summary of the positions and primary
information that appeared in the long interview and letter:

*» Noo doubt that the issue of the Orthodox Patriarchate in
Jerusalem takes some dimensions and reactions that are not easy
to restraint. The issue of the relationship between the Arab
Orthodox congregation and the Jerusalem Orthodox Patriarchate,
has its roots in the year 1532. Since that period, the Greek line
started to show an attention on Hellenizing this Patriarchate and
alienating the Arabs from the chair of spiritual leadership. But the
news about the selling and renting the endowments (wagf) and
ecclesiastical properties at Jaffa Gate to some Jewish partieswas a
breaking point. | was among the first who called to withdraw the
confidence from the Patriarch Irineos. And | say frankly with a
living conscience: Now | condemn myself for my hastiness and |
apologize for my rashness, since what accompanied the news was
amajor revolution that no one could stand in itsway. Then this
revolution acted under the influences, internal and external, on
both levels, of the Church and of the relation between the Church
and the members of the Arab congregation.

* History will write about these facts in the future, and | say
honestly that it was a conspiracy by the Greek government, in the
person of Skandalakis, the deputy foreign minister who was fired
two months ago from his office, when the Greek government
discovered the extent of his conspiracy against the Patriarchate
and the situation of schism to which it led. Thisis added to the
plot of the Ecumenical Patriarch Bartholomeo in Constantinople
against the Jerusalem Patriarchate. The reason for this plot was
that the Greek deputy foreign minister had held for himself an
amount of 4 millions dollars from the rent of a piece of land
owned by the Patriarchate in Greece willing to transfer it to an
Olympic village at the last Olympic games held in Athensin
2004. Irineos was against the corruption and bribery that
accompanied this deal and he warned to go the courts to annul it.

* Spanos, an American Jew of Greek origin and a member of the
“IPAC Zionist Organization”, was behind the Olympic village
deal. Spanos covered the expenses of the campaign to assign the



Patriarchate to persons who accept full Hellenic control and the
alienation of the Arabs of this body. Here we can collect the lines
of thetriple conspiracy between Mr. Skandalakis the Greek
deputy foreign minister, Ecumenical Patriarch Batholomeo and
Spanos the American Jew millionaire, to remove Irineos on the
account of the election results of 2001, and the changes performed
by Patriarch Irineos in the administrative structure of the
Patriarchate, and that damaged the individual interests of some
high rank in addition to expelling some others from the Holy

Synod.

* | don’'t mean to say that Irineos was perfect in administration, as
he was not the head of the administration he committed
sometimes injuries to others, and was surrounded by persons who
lack the organization, experience and bright history. Those could,
by being near the Patriarch Irineos, cause damage to him
personally and to his fame. And they turned against him when
they found that he discovered their unconstructiveness and that he
would assign them to an inspection committee to check their
illegal behaviorsin the issuesrelated to the Patriarchate properties
aswell asin the personal life of some of them. Those mentioned
here are now among the supporters of Theophilus. The size of the
conspiracy is huge, very huge.

* No one denies that Theophilusis atheological person, but we
can not forget his personal ambition (thisis not a condemnation
since ambition is tolerable). He was running to the post of
Patriarch in the elections of 2001 while he was still an
archimandrite. Theophilusis awell-mannered person, amiable
and educated, but unfortunately he sold his self to the concept of
Hellenic hegemony on the Patriarchate. In order to keep his
personal relationship with Mr. Spanos, that he started and
developed when he was in Qatar, he presented his self insistently
and with various waysto bein the Patriarchal post.

* Thetardinessin canceling the deal of Jaffa Gate — Omar’s Place
IS a systematic tardiness, since Theophilus did not bring suit at the
Israeli courtsin order to annul what istold as being true. He
iterates in front of some people that he is an unrecognized
Patriarch, but in reality he can file alegal action with the name of



the Synod, the name of Holy Sepulcher Brotherhood or the
Patriarchate as a whole. Then, and in a contradiction with what
should have been done, he abandoned a case brought in 1997
concerning the land of Shamaa, and he is working on returning a
land in KfarSamih to the Patriarchate after it was given to the
congregation by Irineos.

Here | would reveal a secret that | have never mentioned before:
Theophilus sold a building in Jaffa Street to the American
Consulate. He signed the contract before his ordination and |eft
the date blank, then the Consulate filled it with 23-2-2006. This
was done without letting the Synod members know about the deal.
Also, Theophilus sold the land on which the Olympic villagein
Greece was built to a Greek Jew and received the money. Here |
would ask: to whom does Theophilus work? And for the
advantage of whom isthis act kept in secret? We don't clam to
carry asword in order to cut heads, but the country is more
important than the stone church. The church isa spiritual realm, a
place where we practice our dogma. But, we can practice the
dogma at our homes while the country can not be restored once it
Is sold.

* Irineos made a big mistake in letting the suspected Papadimas,
who is married to a Jew, in the Patriarchate. Our question is: who
Is behind Papadimas? He is a part of the plot, since he was sent by
some party in the Greek government through that Greek military
attachéin Tel Aviv. Papadimas was working for this deal since his
feet touched Palestine.

* Irineos is the only one who went to the central court to annul all
the deal s that Papadimas forged, and whose count is 4. The
evidenceis that the deal, which is claimed to be signed by Irineos,
was not completed, and that pressures are still put on Irineos to
sign them. Yes, the Israeli government did not withdraw its
recognition from Irineos, but thisis not out of love. Isragl is
hoping that Irineos would collapse after acquiring more enemies -
and his enemies are around him — and he would sign the deal and
giveit legitimacy. | am sure thiswon’t happen, since if it were his
intention he would have done it before.

* When Irineos was received, before hisremoval, at the palacein



Amman, he wastold: we know that your accusation isa
conspiracy, but fix atime in which you can annul this dedl if it
were recorded in the bureaus of treasury and land registry, with
your clear promise to work on reforming the Patriarchate. The
Patriarch’ s answer was that he needs one month, and he was told
to take one month and more. He was received like presidents and
kings. Two days after his return to Jerusalem, their recognition
was withdrawn.

* Thevisit of Condoleezza Rice to Jerusalem wasto lay pressure
on the concerned parties towards withdrawing the recognition.
Thislady, the American foreign minister, came to Jerusalem and
met Theophilus twicein secret, for thirty minutesin the first time
and for an hour in the second. Rice did not meet any leader for
such a period, why did she meet Theophilus? What was she
preparing for this person? Why pressures were put to get
Theophilus as Patriarch on the throne of Jerusalem? Isit to find a
balance between the pro-American and the pro-Russian in the
Patriarchate? Isit a preparation for a subsequent political role the
Patriarchate will play through which it will bless the American-
Israeli tendencies in the Arab Palestinian issue and Jerusalem, and
the proposed solutions which contradict the Arabic right, in which
the Arabic Palestinian congregation is an authentic component?
Their first meeting wasin last July during her first visit, and the
second meeting in November.

* | will reveal a secret: Irineos, one month before the dispute, sent
an instruction to the Orthodox churches in the Palestinian
Authority’ s areas, requesting hoisting the Palestinian flag and not
any other... next to the flag of Holy Sepulcher. This enraged the
Greek fanatics and increased their anger and enmity towards him,
so they passed thisinstruction to the Greek Consulate in
Jerusalem and to Mr. Skandalakis in Athens, in order to increase
the feud against the Patriarch Irineos.

 Thisis not thefirst time, in the history of the Orthodox
Patriarchate in Jerusalem, to remove a patriarch. It happened in
1874 when Patriarch Kyrillos was removed for two charges: first
that he supports the Bulgars in ordaining Bulgarian bishops
instead of Greeks (the leadership of the Church of Bulgariawas



Greek, like our case today), and second, that he was inclining
towards Russia more than Greece. The second removal case was
in 1908 when Patriarch Dimianos was charged with inclining to
the Arabic congregation against the benefit of the Greek element
and interests in the Patriarchate.

* | don't support Patriarch Irineos, but | support the right. Thereis
nothing more hurting than to feel the injustice done to others.
Every conscientious man is asked to stand with the right and to lift
the oppression. Patriarch Irineos has the right now to hold the
throne and the spiritual leadership, since he was elected
democratically. Personally, | was against Irineos in the elections,
but as he became our Patriarch, he got our loyalty, aslong as he
respects the principles of faith and of the due relationship with the
flock, and as long as he does not squander the Church’ s properties
and rights. | ask the spiritual leadership to carry out the Arabic
right. The Arabic flock is not a congregation of the second, third
or fourth degree. It isthe proprietary and others are its guests.

A summary of the open letter sent by Dr. Peter Qumri to
Theophilusand the congregation

* The current Holy Synod, Y our Eminence Metropolitan
Theophilus, is not legitimate due to the fact that eight of its
eighteen members do not satisfy the membership requirements.
The law states that the Synod member should have acquired the
Jordanian nationality and passport, those eight did not. In
addition, the previous Synod (2001-2005) that named you a
patriarch, is aso a Synod that lacks |legitimacy since two of the
fourteen members do not have the Jordanian nationality. This
applies after withdrawing the membership of three out the
seventeen members, in an illegitimate session, because they
insisted on supporting Irineos as patriarch as none of the
accusations was validated.

* Y our election by an illegitimate Synod does not confer on you
anything but illegitimacy for the post that was given to you
untruly. The legitimate Patriarch is still alive, and the way he was
deposed isillegal and full of conspiracy between the inside of the
Patriarchate and its outside. Thereis no Synod session to which
the Patriarch himself calls and then it ends by deposing him. The



conditions for deposition according to both the Church canon law
and civil law are heresy and mental disorder. The mechanism to
depose the Patriarch Irineos employed telephone calls,
authorizations and signatures at homes, away from all legal
regulations and formulations. In addition, the general secretary of
the Patriarchate compelled all archimandrites and monks of the
holy Sepulcher Brotherhood to sign on the memorandum to
denounce Patriarch Irineos, support his deposal and the election of
anew patriarch to replace him (we have a copy of the letter). He
also threatened them with depriving them of their passports,
annulling their residence permits, removing them from the
Brotherhood and expulsing them to Greece. Based on that, all the
articles of administrative assignments or deposition from the
Synod, and the aforementioned memorandum put al who are
behind them in a position of legal responsibility for threatening
and blackmailing.

* The Greek General Consul in Jerusalem, Mrs. Helene Sourani,
stated in April 2005 addressing some representative of the
Orthodox congregation, that the Greek government does not like
Patriarch Irineos to remain in his post and that it isimperative to
elect anew patriarch. This statement is an interference, from the
side of the Greek government, in issues not related to it. In
addition, it shows that this government is part of the plot by the
instruction and direction of the then Greek deputy foreign minister
Mr. Skandalakis who represents the Greek government and not his
own company.

Y ou might say that the Greek government recognized you. Thisis
an unacceptable statement and we must answer that the Greek
government has its own church in Greece. This church
participated in working against the Patriarch Irineos in order to
settle some accounts with him. At that time, | was one of the
swindled.

» Asfor accusing Irineos with the Jaffa Gate deal, | believed that,
until | found the truth and put my finger on the wound. The folks
revolted when the news about the deal was spread by Maariv
newspaper, the instigators and ill wishers, from inside the
Patriarchate and its outside, hurried to undertake the fictitious
news and end the situation to what it is now.



» How do you allow to yourself, Y our Eminence Metropolitan
Theophilus, to proceed independently with these properties which
are the inheritance from the worldly fathers, without any
consideration to the holiness of endowment (Wagf)? The last
thing we noted is that you rented the piece of land next to the
principal train station in Jerusalem, which areais eight thousands
square meters, to the company presided the Jewish millionaire
David Sofir. We also recorded renting Lark hostel, with a contract
of tenancy, while thisis the building next to the one that Patriarch
Irineos removed its settlersin order to invest in it for the good of
the Patriarchate.

We aso noted that you rented (Genho) house in the Alloun Souk
which is the house next door to Petra hotel. Both Lark hostel and
this house were rented to the same person through the Patriarchate
attorney. In addition to that, you intend to act freely with the
house next door to the Anglican church of St. Andrew, by
disallowing itsrental to Arabs from the North of Palestine (i.e.
Nazareth Congregational Council) while your attorney insistson
renting it to Jews. Besides, you rented the hostel, consisting of ten
rooms, which is facing the church of St. Kharalambos. Patriarch
Irineos bought this hostel from the late Y aacoub El Jouzi and paid
two thirds of the price agreed upon (two payments of three). This
rental is a harmful deed, since the aim of buying this estate was to
Increase the Patriarchate’ s properties, and not its reduction asit is
going now.

* Our question addressed to your eminence, Metropolitan
Theophilus, is: why didn’t you bring a claim against Papadimas
(who performed the Jaffa Gate deal and stole money from the
Patriarchate and ran away) and request him to give his testimony
in order to clear the issues? We suppose you know his current
address in Canada, since he calls your nearest metropolitan on a
daily basis. Isn't it necessary to bring him, even through the
Interpol, first to record hiswitness, and to retrieve the money he
stole from the account, opened by the owners of fictitious
companies, where they deposited part of what they agreed upon
with Papadimas and some others involved in the conspiracy inside
the Patriarchate, without the Patriarch’ s knowledge?



* In order to demonstrate the broadness of the conspiracy and the
involvement of some people from the Patriarchate, | inform your
eminence that | received atelephone call on the evening of
Thursday 17/3/2005 from an unknown who speaks Arabic
incorrectly and with an accent. He said without introduction:
“Doctor, listen tomorrow morning, at the Radio of Jerusalem Al
Quds, for what the newspapers will be writing about a bomb...”

* | thought, for the first instant, that the speaker is Jew, but after
listening to the newspapers headings on the next day (morning of
Friday 18/3/2005, the day when Maariv disclosed the news about
Jaffa Gate deal), | started to doubt that the speaker was Greek, not
aJew, and from inside the Patriarchate. What assured me is that
one of the bishops, we knew it later, called on the same day,
Thursday 17/3/2005, one of his friends named Samir (we keep his
family name), asking him to listen on the next day to the
newspapers heading program on the Isragli station. What does that
mean, reverend fathers? Doesn’t it mean that one of the
dimensions of the plot on his beatitude Patriarch Irineosisinside
the Patriarchate, among those whose interests overlapped with the
goals of those involved, from outside the Patriarchate, who have
their own agendas and desires in settling, with the patriarch, their
own election and status accounts?

Thetruth of the hidden facts

Theophilus: a patriarch against the congregation’sinterests
As| mentioned earlier, after his election as patriarch by the party
that executed the inversion, Theophilus signed an authorization,
on 29/8/2005, that granted the attorney Rami El Moghrabi large
authority. This requires denunciation. The office of Moghrabi
used this authorization in a number of cases, claiming to represent
the Patriarch and the Patriarchate, and some other themes which
are al against the interests of the local Arabic congregation.

Dr. Khalil mentioned some of these issues without listing the true
and precise facts. Meanwhile, he completely neglected the other
iSsues.

Accordingly, | assure that the facts which | am going to mention,
are known by Dr. Khalil, and so by a group of the members of the
congregational councilsin various beloved villages and cities,



since | have brought them up in many events, and some among
them have kept it.

First, the case known as Shamaa Land

1. The Shamaa family bought a piece of land from the Greek
Orthodox Patriarchate in 1927. The land was mortgaged since the
Shamaadid not pay any money. The current value of this
mortgage is estimated in shekels to tens of millions.

2. 1n 1997, the Church brought a claim against the Israeli state and
the Shamaafamily, after it discovered that they agreed on some
future project for this land, without paying the mortgage.

3. The State and the Shamaa tried to win this case using some
claims, like time prescription and lack of legitimacy etc. But the
Central Court refuted all these claims and assigned a session at the
end of last September.

4. The attorney Rami Moghrabi submitted a joint request to cancel
the case, on 27/9/2005, i.e. one day before the session as
scheduled by the central court in Jerusalem. According to the
documents, it was an agreement between Theophilus, the State of
Israel and the Shamaainheritors. The text of the agreement was
short stating that the case isto be canceled, in addition to an
article through which the attorney accepted a commitment stating
that in case the Patriarchate decides to reopen the case, it hasto
pay the State an agreed fine of one hundred thousands shekels.

5. Thisfact is confirmed in the court’ s documents, and is known
by Dr. Khalil and others.

6. In addition, everybody knows that Patriarch Irineos has
canceled the authorization of Moghrabi months before this case,
and there exists a proof. But Moghrabi relied on an authorization
from Theophilus.

7. Additionally, the concerned people know that Patriarch Irineos
proceeded, through the attorney Mihael Kirsh on 27/10/2005, with
arequest to annul the reconciliation that includes the canceling of
the case.



8. Everybody knows that Kirsh did not withdraw his request, so
the court called the State, the Shamaa and Moghrabi who
submitted together an objection to Irineos request. They presented
documents to show that there exists among them afinal
agreement, and so they asked the court to rgject Irineos request.
And it was so.

9. We explained that thereis still only one way to proceed with
this case: to raise it in the name of Patriarch Irineos. This entails
the payment of 100,000 shekel which is the amount that Moghrabi
has “donated” as afineif the Patriarchate desires to open a case
against the State and the Shamaa family. Everybody knows that
Patriarch Irineos does not have this amount, and thisis the only
Impediment.

10. You aso know that Kirsh, authorized by Patriarch Irineos,
raised a case against Moghrabi at the Israeli attorneys syndicate
concerning hisinterference in this case despite the earlier
cancellation of his authorization.

11. It isclear that thisis the truth in Jordan and Palestine. So it
becomes clear, according to the documents that you read in more
than one occasion. How can it be that Theophilus or his lawyer,
one day before the court session, know that the money was
received decades ago, while the case was raised in 1997 and the
court received many claims with none of them mentioning such a
payment? How can this case be wiped out when no one knows
when, how and to whom the mortgage was paid (it is worth tens
of millions of shekels)? If this claim were true, athough it was not
mentioned in any official document nor presented to the court or
to any party, why it was not presented in aclear and plain way as
areason to cancel the case, and why was it needed to add the item
stating a penalty of 100000 shekels on the Patriarchate once it
wants to reopen the procedure?

The attorney Moghrabi, after being investigated by the Jordanian
government for what he did in this case, provided this government
with a document claiming the mortgage redemption of this
valuable piece of land, and we have revealed (the document isin



English) that it does not comprise this piece, but it is a coverage of
the agreement between them, and whose details are still unknown
to us.

We address everybody: you can believe them and defend them as
you want. But we, the congregation members, have the right to
ask and inquire and insist on knowing: if the amount was paid...
so when and how and into which account was it done, and where
are the corresponding receipts? The issue does not involve few
cents but many millions of shekels!

Second, the land of Kfarsamih

In 2003, and before the start of problems, Patriarch Irineos visited
Kfarsamih. After he was informed by the people about their
financial straits, and that a case was raised against them
concerning a land of 60000 square meters, he reacted positively to
their request and signed an agreement with them granting them
the right to act freely on this land for the interest of the
congregation.

Thiscaseistill in the Isragli Supreme Court. “Patriarch
Theophilus’ stands against the people of Kfarsamih requesting
dissolving this agreement and restoring the right of managing and
benefiting to the Patriarchate. Thisis done through the lawyer
Moghrabi supported by the surrounding bishops who insist on
prohibiting the congregation from benefiting from its ancestors
properties!

Why don'’t you mention this case? Knowing that, and in more than
one meeting, private and public, you were enthusiastic for it and
you defined it as an immediate demand, and that those “ spiritua
leaders’ have to positively respond to it since the required is so
simple, given that it is only the withdrawal of their objection to
the congregation’ s right to benefit from this land!

Third, the land of train station / Jerusalem

It isaland of around 8000 meters located in one of the most
precious sites of Western Jerusalem, and it contains large
warehouses some of which were rented to Haddassa organization
that wanted to empty the place in exchange with itsright of



protected rent.

| will not get into the details in order not to overwhelm the reader.
But, readers should know that on 6/5/2005 | visited thisland in
the company of a number of brothers from the congregational
councils of Haifaand Nazareth, including Dr. Khalil. We stood in
the yards of this estate and we examined the court’ s documents
with its content concerning the land’ s fate and in which Moghrabi
Isthe Patriarchate’ s representative. | remember the amazement
and sadness that prevailed the faces of the attendees, and how pain
was engulfing all of us!

Here, | plead to you another time to provide the congregation’s
people with whatever information you have, related to thisland
and estates. Does any one think, that in neglecting to mention
these issues, he can disguise the truth of what happens and what is
done by the one who embezzled the patriarchal chair? Do we have
to be silent and not inquire about the origina question concerning
who protects our estates and keeps our rights?

Fourth, estatesin a nonpublic auction!

The visit of the gentle delegation did not include only one site, but
we aso visited a number of valuable and strategic estates, some of
which are inside the walls and some others are outside. These
estates were pieces of land, houses and shops inside the walls. We
provided you with reliable information and documents when
available. What is more important is to know what the people
currently in charge of the Patriarchate’ s management are doing,
including signing contracts related to these estates. We do not
know neither the details of the contracts nor the fate of the
received money. That visit was followed by another one, and we
met at the office of colleague Elias Khoury in order to examine
what can be done to stop this bleeding and save as much as
possible.

The delegation included brothers from Nazareth, Haifa,
Kfaryassif, Jerusalem and other Palestinian brothers. We all
rgjected what is going on, and despite our pain to what is
happening we agreed on working together and on how we ought
to work. The issue of an ancient house, located on 5000 square



meters facing the land of train station, was hot since we knew that
It was going to be smuggled soon, and we decided to do our best
to saveit. | will write later about this.

| mentioned some issues that were overlooked by some peoplein
order to defend Theophilus and his assistants. These are samples
of other cases that deprive those who know the truth of their sleep.
We should inform those who ignore the truth. | don’t think that
any of the congregation’s members would voluntarily accept what
IS going on.

A reverselogic
An attempt to save 5000 squar e metersand a house

Early May, many news started to come, informing that Theophilus
group, with the lawyer Rami Moghrabi asitsfirst, started to freely
act on aset of the Church'’s estates, including a number of shops
and houses in the Old Jerusalem market (souq).

Among the estates a piece of land near the train station, | have
previously named it the land of train / Haddassa, and another
piece of 5000 sguare meters hosting an ancient house owned by
the Orthodox Patriarchate and facing the train station land in a
valuable and important area of Western Jerusalem.

The flow of information was inciting and terrible, so | called some
interested brothers from the congregational councilsin the North
of the country appealing and pleading them to come to Jerusalem.
Some responded including brothers from the Nazareth council, the
gentle brother Fouad Mouallem of the Haifa congregational
council, and the dear Doctor Khalil Indraous from Kfaryassif.

Upon their arrival to Jerusalem, | lead them into afield tour where
they witnessed the estates including the land with the house near
the Scottish church. They listened to one witness of that areawho
said that lately, some groups accompanied by Rami Moughrabi,
Theophilus attorney, are visiting this house, and it seems that they
want to act on it. It was urgently needed to quickly work in order
to stop this operation, an act to save the land and the house built
onit.



After that visit, we returned to the office of Mr. Elias Khoury to
think about what should be done. The feeling of all the attendees
was a mixture of amazement and disappointment of what they
heard and saw. We agreed that one of the congregational councils
would sign anormal rent agreement with Patriarch Irineos who
was ready for that. After discussions, the attendees agreed that
Nazareth congregational council should sign this contract. So it
was, and the council delegated one Palestinian brother, who was
in the meeting, to come into and use the house in order to
maintain it and protect it.

When the assigned brothers came in, the Isragli police came in the
company of the lawyer Moghrabi asking them to evacuate the
house. Then, the brothers presented the authorization letter signed
by Nazareth congregational council and the rent contract... the
police |eft. In the same day, Moghrabi brought aclaim, in the
name of Theophilus, to the magistrate' s court in Jerusalem,
entitled with an urgent request to stop the council from entering
the house or using it.

The preamble of this request was that Theophilus is the Greek
(Younani — from Greece) Orthodox Peatriarch. He and the Greek
(Younaniah — from Greece) Orthodox Petriarchate are the owners
of this estate and they did not rent it to the Nazareth council, and
the council with whoever isin the house are thereillegally. In
other words, they are trying to impose a fait accompli using illegal
methods, and they plan to take over the house by force and similar
statements and allegations. Moghrabi attached to his request a
sworn declaration signed by Metropolitan Isihios, repeating his
allegations and accusing the Nazareth congregational council and
those delegated by it to maintain the house and guard it.

The magistrate’ s court scheduled an immediate session for
hearing in this case. The Nazareth council had to present a
defense, as being the accused according to the case, in order for
them not to get what they wished, i.e. the evacuation of the house
in order to act freely on the estate according to their plans.
Nazareth council presented a pleaincluding that they rented the
estate from Patriarch Irineoswho is, legally, the right owner in



this state. Thisis true unless they want to convince us that they
really believe that it is an alleged entity and that the applicable
law isthat of Greece or Mozanbiq. According to the law, they
supported their pleawith a sworn declaration, in the same spirit,
signed by Nagib Rizk, the chairperson of Nazareth congregational
council.

| will not go into more details, but what happened was absurd and
raised questions. Some started to attack the Nazareth council
accusing it with hastiness and change of positions towards the
legitimacy of this patriarch or that, and so on... asif the council is
the one who started the case in the I sragli court. They forgot or
pretended to forget that the lawyer Moghrabi, in the name of
Theophilus, through a sworn declaration signed by Metropolitan
Isihios, accuses the council of transgression on an estate owned by
Theophilus. All thisisin order to make the council, and its
delegates, evacuate the house so that Theophilus acts freely
according to his personal plans.

Here | would like to ask all of them: have you read the lawsuit
presented by Theophilus against the council? Do you agree on all
the accusations and claims it includes? What is more important is:
do you accept that he squanders this estate without you having the
chance and the possibility to control its fate five days from now?
Do we have to blame the Nazareth council that you all accepted it
to be the renter from Irineos? Did you forget that, when the case
was that of Jaffa Gate, Theophilus said that he can not go to the
Isareli courts because heis not recognized yet? Do you really
believe that Theophilus has the right to write and claim whatever
he likes at the Isragli courts, with his ends justifying his means,
since he wants to freely act on this estate, for whatever price? Can
you guarantee the fate of this estate once this thing happens?
Theophilus started the oppression, and the Arabs say: “the one
who starts is more oppressive’.

At the end, | would like to inform the readers that we did not
abandon this matter, when we heard these blaming, criticizing,
and even attacking voices, we contacted them, explained the issue
in detail, and proposed a simple solution consisting of getting the
approval of Theophilus and his company on the agreement signed
with the Nazareth council. Ultimately, what is wanted from this



