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Introduction

I he term fundamentalısm 18 wıdely and inflatıonarıly used nowadays and applıed
varıety of phenomena rangıngz irom the rel1g10us the polıtical domaın. IThough Org1-
nally ase.| ser1es of 12 brochures » Fundamentals Testimony fo the
Truth«, W appeared between 1910 and 1915, coiıned Dy Curtis Lee aWSs In 920 and
used escrıbe SOIINNC forms of Protestantism In the USA In the early 1920s1, the term
later eferred phenomena wıthin Islam®? C© ın ZYpL, Iran, Lebanon, but also In Eu-
rope), Judaısm?, Hınduism and arxısm OI GCVCH mıiılıtant factıons wıthın polıtical Dal-
t1es (e the fundamentalıst wıng of the »(Gjreens« In Germany) Objections WCIC raısed,
however, agaınst the generI1C uUsc of thıs term, SINCEe the phenomena ıt describes present
basıc dıfferences and id10syncratic features. To mention example, W. Shepard ın
Cross-examınatıon of Christian (Protestan and slamıc fundamentalısm argued that these
phenomena, apart from theır COINMON features (e the opposıtıon modern1sm), PIC-
sent dıfferences that deny them In h1ıs Op1nı0n, the term
»fundamentalısm« 15 SIL valı for the Protestant Chrıstian forms TOr IC ıt Was Org1-
nally used; ın the Islamıc Casc, however, he preferre the term »Islamıc radıcalısm«,
whereas for cross-cultural comparıson of these phenomena he suggested the term
»Tradıcal neotradıtionalısm«

revised version of presented al the 20th International (CConference for the Soclology of elıgıon
(Helsı  1, Al August

On American fundamentalısm SCC Sandeen The OOfSs of Fundamentalısm. Brıtish and merıcan
Millenariıanism, London Chicago 97/0 arr Fundamentalısm, 1 ondon arsden,
Fundamentalism and merıcan Culture, Oxford 1982 Riesebrodt, Fundamentalısmus als patrıarchalısche
Protestbewegung. Amerıkanısche Protestanten und ıranısche Schitten 1—7 1Im Vergleıch,
übıngen 1990

See Peters, Islamıscher Fundamentalısmus: Glaube, Handeln, ng, Schluchter (ed.),; Max ebers
1C des Islams, (StW 638), Frankfurt 1987, AA

See W.Freund. Jüdıscher und islamıscher Fundamentalısmus: Entsprechungen, polıtısche Konsequenzen,
Der Orient (1987) 216208

Concerning Varlous forms of fundamentalısm N elr L.Caplan (Gd:): Studies In Relıg10us Fundamentalısm,
London 1987 I.Meyer ed.) Fundamentalismus ın der modernen Welt DiIie Internationale der Unvernunft (es

Frankfurt 1989, (T idem, Fundamentalısmus. ulIstanı die Oderne, Reinbek De1l
Hamburg 1989, 152220

W. Shepard, »Fundamentalism« Chrıstian and Islamıc, eligion (1987) SII See Iso the discussıon
hıs artıcle: eligion (1989) 272 D02 (T also Shepard, What 18 »Islamıc Fundamentalısm«?, Studies

In eligion (1988) ED7



5() Vasılios Makrides

It 15 therefore approprıiate Sd y from the outsef{l that the term »fundamentalısm«, al-

though ıf eludes precise definıtion, In the present 15 understood in gener1C
d indıcatıng emphasıs the fundamentals, the essentials, Cia what has been MOST

ımportant fOr and distinctive rel1210uUs tradıtion. So, fundamentalısm functions AdS

maın defensive mechanısm agaınst ideas and Currents that mMay hreaten the preservatıon
of rel1g10us tradıtion. FoOor example, fundamentalısts ın the USA opposed the modernist
and ıberal trends wıthın Protestantism DYy attachıng ımportance five fundamentals, e’

the inerrant inspiratiıon of the e9 the virgın bırth of Christ, the substitutionary e-

ment, the bodıly resurrection of Chrıst, and eıther hıs e1ity OT h1s second advent. As far
dS the Tee Orthodox mıhlıeu 1S concerned, simiılar phenomenon Call be observed, SInCe

AICc dealıng wıth closed rel1g10us body 16 trıes al all maıntaın the rtho-
dox tradıtıon unaltered. Thıs preoccupatıon has led the formatıon of specıfic patterns
of inkıng and behavıour IC ın the author's VIEW, INAaYy properly be called »Gireek
Orthodox fundamentalısm«. What needs be sa1d here 15 that OdOXY, understood ın
the ıteral meanıng of the term, neıther indıcates sımple rel1g10us conservatısm, conform-

ItYy, OT antılıbera. tendencıles, NOT should ıt be confused wıth SOMIC SOTTS of fundamen-

talısm, d 1S sometimes the CasSc in modern sociologıical lıterature ıthın the Tee rel1-

Q10US miılıeu, the e rather CXDICSSCSH the deeply rooted convıiction that the TINOdOX
Church POSSCSSCS the sole ITrU: al inıtially revealed DYy Jesus Chriıst and subsequently
uarded Dy the Church d4S 1ts most preC10uUSs Before dealıng wıth TeeC Orthodox
fundamentalısm In detaıl, SOMC explanatory AaIC

1) Ihe 1e »fundamentalısm« 15 nOot used here wıth anı y pejoratıve connotatıons, A 15
often the NI in both academıc and Journalıstic cırcles, but sımply properly
designate phenomenon wıthın the Tee Orthodox Church 1C Pr similarıties
A ell as dıfferences other SOTTS of fundamentalısm. Thıs does nOoTt exclude, howevVver,
the existence of another, perhaps IMOTC approprIiate, te‘: descr1ibe the Samlle phenome-
NOMN e T1 Z20r1Sm, zealotısm, traditionalısm, radıcalısm, integr1sm ’).

11) On the OMNC hand, the facets of Tee Orthodox fundamentalısm Call mutatıs N-

AN be bservedM other Orthodox urcnes (e INn Russı1a), siınce they arec basıcally
derıved from the Samlle rel1g10us tradıtion, notwithstandıng the ıfferıng sOCcC10-cCultural
settings. On the other hand, SOMNNC of these features Call better be understood wıthın theır
historical contex(t, Cs uriıng certaın per10ds In the hıstory of the TeE Church (e the
(Ittoman dominatıon), whereas others arec INOTE salıent In ıts C  arYy forms.

111) ( ven thıs fact, ıf 15 absolutely clearly des1ignate the bearers of the fun-
damentalıst characterıistics wıthın the TeC Church Fırst, these AICcC CONSPICUOUS mM
everal independent organızations and mMOvements wıthın the Church (e. g the rother-

See J.D. Davidson-G.J.Quinn, Theological and Sociological Uses of the Concept »Orthodoxy«, Review of
Religi0us Research 18 (1976) 7480

Yannaras |Oriıent-Occıden: La signification profonde du schısme. Un entretien AVCC Chrıstos Y annaras,
SOP 150 (1990) S] spoke of SMa number of »Integrı1StS« wıthın the ContemporarYy TEE. soclety who,
ordıng [O ()UT terminology, correspond INOTC less the Tree fundamentalıists.



Aspects ofGreek Orthodox Fundamentalism 5 ]

00 Z01, Sotir, Stavros, Lydıa)® OT especlally wıthın the »II0VEAANVLOG ’Op9080E0Cc
"EVOOLC« anhellenıc Orthodox Uni0n), around 1C consıderable number of
theologıans, metropolıtans, clergymen and monks 15 gathered. econdly, the SaJmnlle fea-

Can be observed IN several Eastern monks (e;: g Mount OS OT IMN
MOvements outsıde the Church of Greece (e.g the Old Calendarısts What needs
especlally be emphasızed here 15 that the 1C12a. Church 15 nOoL ırectly elated such
ZTOUDS and generally moderate pOos1t1onNs certaın 1SSUES, whereas fundamentalısts
AIc usually INOIC CONservatıive and uncompromı1sıing d far d the Orthodox fundamentals
AIcC concerned. We Must also keep In mınd that Tee fundamentalısm 15 nOoT homo-
SCNCOUS and coherent but rather multidimensional phenomenon, the characterıstics of
1C depend each partıcular and the indıvıduals involved In ıf Al-
though generalızatıons AIcC OUnN! be hazardous al best, the maın objective of thıs

audacıo0us undertakıng 15 present ypOol10gYy of Tee fundamentalısm ase‘
ıdeal-typica. dıstınctions, 1C Tee ealıty INAaYy be compared. Havıng chosen

thıs Procrustean bed, hope al least bring SOTINC order into the diverse manıfestations
of thıs phenomenon.

IV) ast but noTL least, 1t 15 relevant note that the followıng descriptions wıth regar
the Orthodox Church of Greece do 9(0)1 depict ıt completely. ere INa y clergymen
and laymen 801 1fs members who crıtical towards the fundamentalıst trends and

CODC wıth the dıfficult task of rendering the Orthodox tradıtion meanıngful the
modern WOT. Thıs aDCT, however, 11l only analyze the fundamentalıst phenomenon
IC nowadays 15 STr consıderably expandıng wıthın the TeE soclety, althoug. WwIth-
Out aımıng fiırm footholds and SO popular SUDDOTT.

Maın Aspects ofGreek Orthodox Fundamentalism

For the PUTrDOSC of thıs artıcle, ıt WOU be INOTE relevant have etaıle« O0k af the
maın aSPECIS of Tee Orthodox fundamentalısm !9, preeminently in theır modern forms,
aCan be described d ollows

1) Ihe of exclusıvıty, engendered Dy the feelıng of possessing the sole truth, and
the subsequent self-sufficıency ead fundamentalısts closed-mindedness towards

See Makrıides, The Brotherhoods of Theologians In Contemporary Greece, The ree. Orthodox Theolog-
ıcal Review (1988) 16717 GOUusSILdIS, XPLOTLOVLKEC ”OPYOVOOELC. H IHEepintOONn TNC A OEAOO—
INTOAC ©E0AOYOV 1} » Z «, Thessalonikı 1989

On the Old Calendarists SCC Paraskevaidıs, "I6TOpLKN KaL  a} KOAVOVLKN) OEWOPNOLCG TOV II%AOQLONLEPO—
AOYNTLKOD ZNTiNLATtOC KOTO INV YEVEOLV Ka  > INV EEMELV KNÜTOD SV “EAACÖL, Athens 982 ıttig, Die
Bewegung der Altkalendarier ın Griechenland, Ostkiırchliche Studien (1983) 3093725 The (Jld Calendarısts
AaTrTe taken ere into aCCOuntTt because, apart from the 1spute: calendar 1SSuUe, they follow in princıple the rtho-
dox tradıtıon and ShOWw Stirong S1gNSs of fundamentalıst men!  1ty

The sOocC10-hıstorical background of TeEe. Orthodox fundamentalısm ıll be examıned ın future
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other rel1210us faıths d ell N elıtısm, and often rejecti1on of »the others« 1 1 4S

dangers for Odoxy. Fundamentalısts SCC themselves A constituting »faıithful
remn  «< be saved In thıs sınful and corrupted WOT. and AS representing the sole
authentic form of Christianity. The image of Orthodox belıevers 4S eing the »God's
chosen people«, the Israel«, does NOL AaDPCAaL seldom 1901 them !2. In addıtıon, ıt

must be noted that hıstory corroborates such elıtist tendencıles. Ihe of Orthodox

superlor1ıty has een evıident in the polıtical philosophy of the Byzantıne Empıre IC
due ıfs OdOXY, felt super10r other peoples and accordıingly legitimized 1ts polıt1-
cal aspırat1ons. The Sanllec Occurred after 453 wıth MOSCOW, the 1Tr Rome, 1C Was

be the sole bearer and guardıan of OdoxXy wıthın the of Tsarıst

(foreıgn) polıcıes '>. Such elhıtist tendencıes Cal nowadays be bserved DAr excellence

amMONS the VAarıo0us factıons of Old Calendarısts who notL only reject the 1C13. Church of
reece but a1sSO each other d ell Such attıtudes ave generally been intensified in the
last ecades of the twentieth Century due the globalızatiıon PTFOCC5SS, KE. »the consol1-
datıon of earth's natıons and socletlies into integrated, evolving WOFr.: System of CCO-

nomic-political relatıons« L} If the entire WOT. becomes »a single place«, then the SITONg
interdependence between the Varlous socletles, the 9T0OW of CONSCIOUSNESS pertaınıng
the globe 4S such and the cultural pluralısm POSC Serl1Oous threats exclusıve claıms for
truth !> and thus challenge the Orthodox superlorty. The passıonate reaction of unda-
mentalısts agaınst thıs relatıvizıng DITOCCSS 15 quıte obvıous. It 1S probably 5Sd y
that AaIc dealıng here wıth kınd of »psychical truth« ın C.G.Jung's terminology !°.
Orthodox Christians generally have trongly been influenced DYy the ıdea of eing in DOS-
sess1io0N of the sole truth for ManYy centurıies 19(0)  z Fundamentalısts specıfically ATiIC often

pathologically attached thıs convıction 1C subsequently, becomes essentıial part
of theıir identity. Sınce ıfs rejection OT relatıvizatıon WOU automatıically threaten theır
ole eing, they do nOoL EVCNMN hınk of callıng ıt into question. They do noL tolerate

ambıgu1ty and uncertainty ıIn ıfe Orthodoxy 15 COondıtio SInNe QUd NOn for finding INECAan-

Ing and hope in the WOT. TIhe problem 1S, however, that OdOXY A eıng the ng
al 1S, ın mMan Yy 81011 the result of experıiential PTOCCSS, but of sımple repetition
and HICI verbal confess1ıon. ılaren wıthın fundamentalıst cıircles eg1in wıth legacy
of received and often uqexamined value commıtments, C that they aATiC raised wıthın the

E: artz-— C.Everett, Fundamentalıst elıgıon and ıts Effect ental Health, Journal of Religion
and Health 28 (1989) 209

(T Makrakis, Hellenıism and the Unfinished Revolution. I wenty Addresses Delivered ın Concord quare
Athens, Greece In 1866, Chicago 1968, 166175 similar phenomenon AaDPCAaLs wıthın Protestant unda-
mentalıists who cons1ıder the USA ASs the Israel« and »the re1ign of (G0d ın Amerı1ica«. NSee Riesebrodt,
Protestantischer Fundamentalısmus In den USA ZW- Texte, 102), uttgal 1987, 15

See ‚ZernoV, oskow The Thırd Rome, London 19472 Schäder, OSskau, das drıtte ROm, Frankfurt
a.M.

Shupe-J.K. Hadden Is There Such Thıng A Global Fundamentalısm? Hadden—-A.Shupe (eds.),
Secularızatıon and Fundamentalısm Reconsidered. elıgıon and the Polıitical rder, Vol. 3, New ork 1989,

115
(1 Robertson, The Sacred and the OT| S5System, Hammond (ed.); Ihe Sacred in Secular Age,

erkeley 1985, 347—358
C.G.Jung, Antwort auf H10D, iıdem, Gesammelte er! 11 Zur Psychologie westlicher und Ööstlıcher el1-

g10N, ‚ürıch — Stuttgart 1963, 38R7T—388
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only ITU: al and It 1S VE eIYy therefore that they l strongly and fanatıcally
be attached thıs ideologıcal construction EVCN before they COIMNC of ADC eediess
5dYy, the repetition of the Samllle StereotLype arge scale and nNnOoT always Dy fundamen-
talısts) has PTITOVCND be tenaC10us SOUTCEC of problems for the Orthodox Church In
Greece nowadays‘!’.

Thıs spiırıt of self-suffic1ency unavo1dably ea rel1g10us complacency and
trıumphalısm Fundamentalısts used boast about OdoxXy, idealıze ıts Story,
and leave LOOM for objective evaluatıons. Self-critique 15 scrupulously gnored OT
overlooked They also overemphasıze SOTMNNC posıtıve Op1In10Ns of Western theologıans
concernıng the ımportance of the Orthodox tradıtion In the modern world 18 Ihıs eulogy
a(0)1 only strengthens theır self-confidence; 1t also has another ımportant soc1al function: It
counterbalances theır inferl1or1ty complex wıth regard other natıons, especılally those ın
estern Europe. In the wake of the Ottoman domination, Greece, for understandable
ICAasSONS, COUuU nOoTt follow the developments of estern Europe. Ihe result Was the d
PCATANCE of wıde diıscrepancy between these [WO worlds ın domaıns (e ın
educatıon, Sclence, ndustry) and of inferlor1ity complex IM the Greeks generally.
Many of them consıdered estern Europe dSs ea MO worthwhiıle be ımıtated,
especılally after the ei1ghteenthu The aforementioned complex has not vanıshed
yel,; althoug Greece 18 19(0)  < full member of the European Communıity. Ihıs 1s made
obvıio0us in greater lesser INCAaASUTEC In the wıdespread xenomanıa, Le.. the uncontrolled
and ıllogical trend indıscriminately prefer forei1gn lıfestyles and products the
respective Tee ONES Up pomnt, thıs inferl1or1ty 15 NOL magınary but real fact ıf OMNEC
takes into cons1ıderatiıon eCONOMIC, industrial, OT sclentific achıevements. everal eien-
S1ve natıviıstic mechanısms WEeIC used bDy modern Greeks for the PUTDOSC of Overcomıng
thıs inferlority and ul  ıng u basıs of self-affirmation wıthın thıs competitıve WOT.
ÖOne of them Was the overemphasıs placed uUDON the magnıfıcent achı1evements of Ancıent
Greeks, theır anCcesTtOors Fundamentalısts, however, 1ıke SITESS INOTE the superior1ity and
dıstinctiveness OT Orthodoxy OVCT the other Christian tradıtions. Such rel1g10us CI-
1Or1ty 1s egarded Dy them A much INOTE valuable than sclentific OT eCONOMIC achleve-

Thıs spırıt has VE aptly been i1lL1ustrate Dy the eccles1astıic Athanasıos Parıos (ca
1721—1813) who sharply eacted agaınst the attempted Europeanızatıon of Greece Ouft of
CONCeETN for 1fs ultural and rel1g10us integrIity. In hIs Opınıon, ONEC dıd NOTL have DILy
e1ghteenth-century Greece because of the absence of INenNn 1ıke Demoocritus, ato, Zenon,
and Eucleıides OT 1ıke Newton, (0) and OC who had solely ea wıth transıent and
vaın 1SsSues. But rather, OMNC should sympathıze wıth Greece because of the absence of
INenNn 1ıke ası the Great, Gregory the eologıan, John Chrysostom, Athanasıus of lex-
andrıa, Cyril of exandrıa, and Augustine. Ihey WeTiTC the real phılosophers and theır
Christian zeal and al have anıshed Ssince then!?. In sımılar WAaY, fundamentalists
nowadays Compensate for the deprivatiıon of Greece In other domaıns Dy stressing the

See the VC) interesting remarks Dy C'.Malevitsis, °H ’Op90080Eina, KaOnuEPLVN (3 October
18 (St: E.Mastroyannopoulos, Nostalgıa for OdOoXy, Athens 959

A. Parios, "AVTLOOVNOLG NpPOC TOV NOAPAÄOYOV CNAOV, TOV ÖNO TNC EÜpOTNG EDYOUEVOV OLAOOGOOOV
TIrieste 1802, 2627
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incomparable value and un1ıqueness of OdOXY A the matrıx of truth and by outrightly
rejecting alıen elements d> unımportant and ot10se. Therefore, they usually develop
cConservatısm In order hınder the intrusıon of fore1gn elements into the Orthodox
body*°. The profoundly human feature of attempting innovatıons and strıving for the 1819  S

1s severely controlled The basıc of efense agaınst the 191  S 1S Strong natıviıstic
tradıtionalısm equated In several obscurantısm ?!. An absolutizatıon DIOCCSS
has also taken place and distinction be made between the elements of the tradıtiıon
16 AIC susceptible of change and those 1C dIC NOL Tradıtıon 1S viewed Dy them N

taboo, and CVEIY attempt change Eeven econdary element in thıs invıolable
18 strongly repudıated. direct CO  CC of thıs attıtude 15 the dogmatısm and the
authoriıtarıanısm * wıth IC all possıble 1SSUES dAIic treated. ere 15 beliıef
IM fundamentalısts that the Orthodox tradıtıon Can answer all potential quest1ons
wıth claıms of unıversal applıcabilıty, therefore ookıng for alternatıves them
useless. Every attempt adap the tradıtiıon the modern WOT. often ADDCAIS them d

betrayal of OdOXY. In theır VIEW, the WOT. 15 not crıterıion for modifyıng Trtho-
dOoXYy ad iıhıtum It WOU be 1ıke adjusting the absolute the relatıve and transıent 2.

11) mong fundamentalısts ONEC Cal further observe fear of real OT (usually)
magınary enemles inexorably havıng designs agaınst OdOoXYy. They fee] be under
CONtinuOuUS threat. Theır obsession 15 mostly grounde: the belıef that they dIC

1n possession of the truth 16 1S, accordıng their SCeNarTIOS, deadly hatred Dy the
outsıders. ven 1f there AIc 11O Oobvious dangers, they usually tend invent them and
depıict wıth exaggeratıon and imagınatıon the evıl plots almed al the destruction of ()I-
hodoxy As result, they NOoTL only ul u communıty of solıdarıty in order xclude
all enemil1es, but a1sO em ideological 0)1 VEn actıve show-down agalınst them
Hıstorically speakıng, the maın danger felt bDy the Orthodox behevers orıginated from the
Roman atholıc Church and ıfs expansıonIıst polıcy IThe problem oday 1S, however, that
the inıtially rel1g10us antıthesıis between the [WO urches turned into broader cClas f
the [WO worlds The West (in eighteenth-century Gireece indıstinctly called »Europe«)
Wäas for Man Yy Orthodox contermınous wıth place ouft of 1C solely dangers for theır
rel1210uUs tradıtıon had or1ginated. Consequently, the West Was rejected An whole, 1a(0)!

Sımilar trends Cal be observed in the Islamiıc WOT|! The strong tiıde of Western influences (»Westoxication«,
»Weststruckness«), in the wake of the onslaught of European imperialısm duriıng the ast [WO centurlies, pose:
SerlOuUs threat and challenge the unıty of uslım belıevers ell LO the identity of uslım socleties and
Was princıpal for the EMETSCNCC of the manıfo. slamıc reviıivalist opposition. See Shepard, What 18
»Islamiıc«, 113 J.Paul Rajashekar, »Islamıc Fundamentalısm«. Reviewing Stereotype, The Ecumenical
Review 41 (1989) G427) Riesebrodt, Fundamentalısmus, 169—1 73 Fundamentalısts in the USA Iso crit1i-
cized alıen influences uDON theır soc1al mılheus. See Riesebrodt, ıbıd., 63—66, TALKT
21 Thıs tradıtiıonalısm wıthın the Orthodox Church has repeatedly een erıtic1zed: See D.Savramıs, Die rel1g1ö-
SCI1 Grundlagen der neugriechischen Gesellschaft, Nikolinakos-K. 1KOLAOU Die verhinderte Demo-
aNe odell Griechenland, (es 302), Frankfurt a.M. p. 64-87 .Küng, eologıe 1m Aufbruch. Eıne
Öökumenische Grundlegung, München - Züric 198 7, 78—79, K D

*”T artz-Everett, Fundamentalıst, 21520216
Sımıilar claıms for aDSOlutfe truth and exclusivıty wıthın another Ontext eing raı1sed DYy uslım radıcals.

See Shepard, What 15 »Islamıc«, _1  S
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only d useless but d per110us A4Ss wel124 Such generalızatıons nevertheless dıd nNnoOoTt
abhle the Orthodox discern and critically evaluate the achlıeved Dy the West
For example d modern scıentifıc ideas WCEIC gradually introduced 1INTIO G’reece during the
eıighteenth CENTUTY the Church often reacted by akıng several prohıbı theır
dıffusıon mong the Casons for such attıtude Was the fact that modern CICENCE Was
SCCI1 d Western product The Orthodox COUuU a(0]1 eXpeCI anythıng g00d COMMIEC of thıs
»heretical and fallen place«! In addıtiıon Tee parents WEeIC admonished (e Dy

arıo0s al that iime agaınst ending theır chıladren Kurope for further studies Such
SLay abroad COUuU damage theır Orthodox al Ihıs Was certaın exient legıtimate
fear because of the antı Chrıstian and antırel1g10us Currenits wıdespread (Western
Europe yel the rejecti10n Of Western LOTO sShows how these prejudıices agaınsti
the West influenced the Orthodox miılıeu and became unsurmountable obstacle
IN unbiased dec1ısıons Ihe fact that the 15 collectivel rejected wıthout SOMMNE de-
SICC of DIEC1IS1ON the NECESSATY dıstınctions 15 COIC charaecteristic of Tee fundamen-
talısts

Such fears regardıng Roman Catholics CONstıItufe the anftı Western nucleus of unda-
mentalıst mentalıty and usually u  3 Info Strong 4{84 persistently and 105

SC10USLy influences theır overall thınkıng and dec1sions? ANnYy cContact wıth Roman
Catholics 15 theır ODIMON NOoTt only cContamınatıon but INaYy ead the l0ss of the
Orthodox ar as well And thıs despıte the fact that the last decades both urcnhes
have COME VE close each other and the old feud between them has consıderable
degree been pushed OuTt of the lımelıght The SaJmnıle 15 ITUu: wıth the fundamentalist TeCaC-
(107N agaınst the Protestant denominations the actıyıtıes of 1G became

Greece urıng the nıneteenth Century It 15 worth nolnNg that anı Occıdental
eelıngs attıtudes and fears Caln also be traced nowadays outsıde the fundamentalist
mılıeu (e al the Dıvanıty chools VEn AI ONS theolog1ıans who dıd graduate studies

Western Europe) TIhe Dıvıinıty School of the Universıty of Athens condemned for
stance the establıshment of dıplomatic relatıons between Greece and the State of N alı-
can*’ It must finally be mentioned that antı Occıdental and antı-European eelings
Greece oday NOL confined theologica 1SSUCS5S alone

See Noutsos, AVaTtOAN — ADON METtAuLUOPOWOELG EVÖC LÖEOAOYNLATOG, A®OOVYN (1983) 8107 For
example SCC Zacharopoulos, KLVOLVOAOYLO EKKÄNOLOAOTLKOTOAÄLTLKE. NPDOYULATO “"EM&ÖOC

LOOV Ol LOUL M OXLOVO. AVDO OÜVEKÖOTEC ETLOTOAEG TOUD KOOu&% DACULLOTOV, AIAKONIA ’AdLEPOUA
vVNnun TOUVU BacıAsiovV ZTONLAVVOV, Ihessalonıkı 1988, (Sf- Iso Bilalis, ’Op90o6s0oEia KL

LIOMLOLOGC. KpıtIKn TOU I 1OMLOLOVU. °H ”EVO®o1c CO  — ”’EKKANOLOV, ens 1969 Vasileiadis,
‘ Op9000Cia KL IIOmTLOLOG v ÖLAAOY NO TLOUD OXLOULCATOC OTMLEPOV), Athens 1981 For the 1ST0O-
rıcal background of such attıtudes SCEC 1C0. Ihe Byzantıne VIiew of estern Europe Tree: Roman and
Byzantine Studies (1967) 315—339

For example SC Agouridis GLVOOOC TOUD BOTLKOVOVD KL O1l öp9050E0L XPOTNPTITA
AVOTAOOLC 120 (1963)

See Kallıis, Orthodoxie und Katholıische Kirche Von der Polemik ZU »Dialog der Liebe« G Lengsfeld
ed.) Okumenische Theologie. Eın Arbeıtsbuch, uttga: 1980, 1242151

See KOo1ıvoÖvia BA (1980) WT124
See Wenturis, Griechenland und die Europälische Gemeinschaft: die sozlopolıtischen Rahmenbedingungen

griechischer Europapolitiken, übıngen 1990 (: 1Iso Dımitras, anfı-Occıdentalisme DICC, Contacts 3
(1984) 350—358
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10 mention another example: Fundamentalısts AIc trongly Oopposed the partıcıpatıon
of the Orthodox Church In the Ecumenıical Movement (e. g In the OL. Councıl of
Churches despite the fact that the 1C12: Church of Greece and the Patriarchate of
Constantinople VE much involved in thıs movement >® They consıder such OPCN-
NECss towards other Chrıstian tradıt1ons dAsSs emınently dangerous, for In Ecumenıical mM1-
heu the dıfferences between the urches mıinımızed, the ıdea of exclusıve rel1-
Q10US truth 15 relatıviızed, and the construction of syncretist framework wıthın the
»Ecumeniı1cal melting-pot« 15 strongly favoured. Ihus, by foreseeing their vanıshıng
eXxclusıvıty and superlorI1ty, fundamentalısts strengthen C VEn LNOITIC theır ommıtment
separatısm and theır »1ImMmmune« Such intense ıslıke agalnst Ecumen1sm 15
COI feature of the »Panhellenıc Orthodox Union«. In 1fs NCWSDAaADCI »” Op9650E0C
TUn0C« Orthodox ess and 1fs publıcatıons, ıt constantly crıtic1zes the
Ecumenıical Orlentatiıons of the 1C1a Church The SamMlle mMmiılıtant reactiıon Can be
bserved wıthın the brotherhood »Stavros« led Dy the Bıshop of Florıina, Augustinos
Kantıot1is?!, 4S well dsS IN Old Calendarısts®?. ılder but st1il essentıial crıt1ques
agaınst Ecumen1ısm exerc1ıised by the brotherhoods »Z01« and »Sotir«®3. TIhe monks of
Mount OS, 1C has een Center of Odoxy for INan y centurıes NOW, usually
vVC ecrıtical of the Ecumenical polıcıes of the 1C12a. urc 15 worth noting that
antı-Ecumenical trends Can also be bserved IN SOTIIC professors of eology al the
unıversıtles°>. Yet. hold such ng1dıty and fanatıcal ırreconcılabılıty ın OUT tolerant
l 15 unmıiıstakable SIgn f extreme tradıtıonalısm3

Apart from thıs, the yndrome ea| Nan y fundamentalısts SCC dangers
outsıde the rel1g10us domaın, e dIC usually viewed d> integrated ole wıthın
apocalyptıc framework consısting of general battle between 00d and Evıl They call
them indıstinctly »dark (ZKOTELVEC AUVOLELC). Ihe role of udaısm (Zion1sm)

Sımıilar antı-Ecumenical tendencıies Can be OUN!| am OoN£ fundamentalısts In the AA See enn Hınson,
TIhe Influence of Fundamentalısm Ecumenical 1alogue, The Journal of Ecumenical Studies (1989)
468—482

See N. Nissiotis, Die eologıe der stKırche 1Im Öökumeniıischen Dıalog, Stuttgart 968 Papandreou,
rthodoxı1e und Ökumene. esammelte ufsätze, hg VO  — Schneemelcher, Stuttgart 086 Orthodoxie el
Movement Vecumenique, (Les Etudes Theologiques de Chambesy, ambesy —- Geneve 9086 must be
nofte: however, that Vn SOIIIC bishops share the fundamentalıst negatıve dısposıtıion owards Ecumeniısm.

See hıs recent book °H ’Op9080Ein FVOVTL TOVD OLKOVUEVLOLOD, Athens 990
See Anon., ALCZAOYOL TNC EPYNLOV nEPL OLKOVUEVLOLOD, Athens 1972 Delibasis, H OPETLC TOV

OLKOVUEVLOLOD, Athens 1972 Anon., ’Op90sd0tin Ka  . ALPEOLG. "ApOp«a Kl OX OALC ÜVOAOEPOUEVO ELC
TNV GUYXPOVOV OXLPEOLV TOUV OLKOVUEVLOLOD Kl INV LEYOAATV EDOLVNV TOV KOLVOVODVTOV ÄÜLECTOC
EULECOC WET KÖTNC (ed. by the Journal C "AYLOpELTNC«), Athens 9082

See Psaltakıs, OLKOVLUEVLOLLOG, Athens 1986 ( Iso RiınvolucrIi, Anatomy of Church TEEC|
OdOXYy Oday, London 1966 p. 95—101.

See C, the photoalbum DiUANLOTO ’10VÖöC. O1LC TOV NNOÖOTLKOV EVEPYELOV Ka  . NOOACEWV, TOV
NPOTOAYOVLOTOV TING VDTEPAC NPOSOGLAC TOV KOALPOV, ‚7010 TNC EAEÜUGEOMC TOVD "AVTLYPLOTOV (ed by
the Journal » AYNLOC ’AYAOCYYEXOC«), Mount OS 1985, GE Rınvolucri, Anatomy, Savra-
MILS, Griechenland, Evangelısches Kırchenlexikon, hg. VO  — E. Fahlbusch ef al.; Göttingen 1988, cols.e

See C, Theodorou, ’Op90d0Cim Ka  44 OLKOUDLEVLKT) Kivno1c, Athens 1970 Mouratıdıs,
OLKOVDUEVLKT) Kivno1c. °O GOUYXPOVOC WEYOAC NELPAUOUOC TNC ’Op90S0Eiac, ens

On the antı-Ecumenical trends In modern Greece d Iso Savramıs, Ökumenische Probleme ın der NECU-

griechischen eologıe, ıden—Köln 1964
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In the formatıion of these » 15 extremely tressed and constitutes COTE

aspect of modern Tee antı-Judaic feelings For example, SiTroNg emphasıs 1S placed
upDON the Jewısh of Marxısm-Leninism UL the Jewısh descent of MarxX, Lenıin and
Stalın) OT of Free-Masonry and other organızations (e Rotary, Lıions) 1C. accordıng

the fundamentalists, conspıre agaınst Urthodoxy?”. Fundamentalısts also reacted
agaınst the de Jure recogniıtion of the State of Israel Dy Greece In 1990538 The underlyıng
Causcs of such reactions MaYy be Ooun In the century-old Christian syndrome cConsıder
al Jews dASs enemıles of Christianity DUar excellence. Apocalyptic orlentations often ead
fundamentalists anx10usly awalıt the comıng end of the WOT. and interpret historical
phenomena OT natural catastrophes (e the nuclear accıdent in Chernobyl) Irom such
standpoınt. Thıs apocalyptic Irenzy Jlately turned into real hyster1a due the number
666, rıddie indıcatıng the Namme of the tichrist ın the book of Revelatıon (  /7-1  5
1C W d> alleged be SOTINC SO of code 1919  S ldentity cards. wıde TaNZC of polem-
IC lıterature thıs theme appeared>?, and everal demonstrations the first OTMC (
December agaınst the antıchrıist plots of subjecting odoxy the DOWCTIS of
Satan WeIC organızed mostly by Old Calendarists (e.2 by the » EMNvop0660Eo
Kivnuo Z@OTNPLOC« Greek-Orthodo Salvatiıon Movement). Such apocalyptic 119-
T10S sometimes transferred the polıtıcal domaın. The Darty »XPLIOTtLAVLKN ANUO—
Kp(l’tf(x‚« Christian Democracy), formerly led by 1KO1230S saroudakıs, who COIMN-
stantly eferred the »dark threatenıng Orthodoxy and Greece, constitutes
example Dar excellence*%.

Finally, fundamentalist reacti1ons AdIc also dırected agaınst the revıval of the ancıent
TeC Spirt*. For example, Bıshop Kantiotis has repeatedly eritic1ised such revıvals of
the paganıstic tradıtıon (e. g the oddess Athena In the insıgn1a of the Universıity of
Athens, the namıng of treets after the of Tree gods, the revıval of Delphıc
feasts, Olympism) d dangers for Orthodoxy. He went C VE far d condemn the

See C Vasılopoulos, °H “"EBßPOLOLAOWVIA SEOKENACETAL ( KOATAXOOVLOG ÖPATLC NC KOATO TNCKUrpov KL  1 TNCG “EAMd&Ö00G), Athens Idem, Tepata KL  . ONUELC TV SKOTELVOV AUVOUEOV, Athens
Idem, ZEOKENAOUO TOUVD POtAapv, Athens 1980 Idem, ZEOKENAOULO TING ©E0OCOÖLAC, Athens 980

Idem, Ta II9@WTOKOALO TV Z000V. Ta GKOTELVO OYEÖLO. TOOV ZLOVLOTOV NOC EEEMOOOVTOAL ONLEPA,Athens Idem, Kata "AVTLYPLOTOV, Athens 1988 Idem, 305) OLKOVUEVLOLÖG X.@®p1LC UWOAOKO, Athens
Theodoropoulos, °H COOVLO ÖTO TO OOC TNC AAn GEiacC, Athens 1988 There Iso exX1sts number

of antı-Semitic [070) In Greece oday 1CcC AdIc NOL strictly confined the aforementioned fundamentalist pPa-
ers

See XPLIOTLOAVLKT) (24 May ”’Op96S0E0c Türo0oc (25 May3 See Moulatsiotis, IIOte 9Q YLVEL AÄEVTEPA. I1@%p0vOLA TOUVD Kvpi0ov UOC; Athens Vasılo-
DOUuLOS, WC) AVTLIXPLOTOG, Athens A. Kantiotis, 666, Athens 1987 M. Antonopoulou, MNnı V ÖÜpvnONCc TOV
Xp1LO070. Mnı v GOpAayNıOONC TO VEG 666, Athens 1987 Dimopoulos, H AÄEUTEPA I1 10%p0vOLA. KaL  D
AVTLXPLOTOG, Athens

See N.Psaroudakis, ’AVTLYXPLOTOG 666 Ka  &. EKAM, Athens Idem, MTp0oCTA GTO WEYOAAO TNOAEMUO.“BEva 170701040 407010 GT  > GKOTELVO. ÖLEOVN NOPNAOKNVLO. Z1OVLOLLOGC, MO@OOViC., ACÜOVG, POtapvu, 119006KO—TU ©E0OGOdLA, OLKOVLEVLOLLÖG, MApTtvpEC TOVD "l1ey®BE, NE@ ‘ETOXN, MvOTLKEG YrepKvßepvn-
OÖELGC, ÄPLOTLOVLKO “EAAMNVLKO ME£TtTOTO OpNOKELAC, IIo0xTtpLÖCC, OLKOYEVELAG, "AVOPOTOTNTAG, Athens
1990 (ST: Iso his er 00| ZKOTELVEC AUVOALELG Ka AÄPLOTLOVLOLLOG, Athens 1964 and ZKOTELVECG AU=-
VOHUELG ÄNOKAAÄUTTOVTOAL, Athens 1971 ell d> his artıcles ın the NCWSPaAapeCT of hıs party ApL—OTLOAVLKN.

See "Op9060E0CT June
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symbol of God ermes ın the seal of the Te6 OSIIS In hıs Op1nı0n, such symbol Was

otally inappropriate because Hermes Was also the God of thieves and impostors and
— TINOTC important he assısted eus ın o1ng hıs moral transgressions! Therefore,
Bıshop Kantiotis emande! the replacement of thıs symbol Dy another ONC, DY that
of pıgeon““. faırly obvıous pomt of sımılarıty Can be OUnN:! wıth analogous reactions
in early nıneteenth-century Greece (e in the »” AVTLOOVNOLG« Dy A. Parıo0s), al time
when the TeeE natıon Was strıving acquıre 191  < cultural identity. Such
clear indıcators of the fact that the alleged VE close connection Detween Hellenısm and
Christianıty (Orthodoxy) and the cultural continuıty of the Tree natıon from ancıent
modern tiımes, C has wıdely been propagated In Greece SINCEe the nıneteenth CenturYy,
need substantıally be reassessed.

The aforementioned facets of the syndrome mpıinge unavoidably uDONJN the 15-
SUC5S of rel1g10us TrTeedom and tolerance., [WO VE ispute 1SSUES in reecCce indeed and
certainly al odds wıth the fundamentalıst mentalıty and praxXI1s 4, On the Orthodox sıde,

cshould keep in mınd that OdOXY 1s constitutionally recognized A the OINC12. relı-
g10N Oof TreecCEeE Thıs automatıcally 1imposes certaın restrictions uDON the free circulatıon
and competition of ideas other than the Orthodox ONCesSs withın the Tee »rel1g10uUs INaTl-

ket« 44 We mention here the vast lıterature discussıng the ega aSspects of the rel-
artıcles of the constitution ®>, but from the point of VIEW of the Orthodox Church,

the propaganda of fore1gn rel1g10us STOUDS, Chrıstian OT nNOL, constitutes maJjor anger
for the Orthodox behevers. Therefore, there ex1ists pecı1al commıttee »antiheretical
act10n«, the PDUTDOSC of A0 1S the defense agaınst such proselytizıng and the
enlightenment of the Orthodox Christians. Fundamentalısts aATC much INOTE miılıtant and
SaVaRC in their crıtique of such QT0UDS (e of the ehova's Wıtnesses) *, TIhe dea that
Oodoxy sıgnifi1es the absolute truth constitutes the immediate background of theır mıl-
lItancy. Ihey belıeve be in Ser10us eopardy of losıng the monopoly of OdOXYy
wıthın the Tee sOoc1al mıheu in Case of allowıng non-Orthodox expand theır AaC{HV-
ıt1es and influence the populatıon. According Berger, »Entmonopolıisierung trıtt
berall dort e1n, die elıg10n genauer: jedes besondere relıg1öse System) ıhren Cha-
rakter des einen, umfassenden und als selbstverständlıc hıngenommenen Vermiuttlers der

See X PLOTLOVLKT YniOc 473 (1990)
4% ( SImMmMONS, Toleranz und _Wahrheit: die Provokatıon des Fundamentaliısmus, Ina Sancta 45 (1990)
7 E e

C A.N.Marınos, Religiöser Pluralismus und -  ne Trenzen 1Im mmodernen aat, {[/na Sancta 45 (1990) T
»In diesen Fällen en WITr eiıne ungemeine Beschränkung der relıg1ösen reıne1l derer, die eine andere Relı-
g10N praktızlıeren, und deshalb eiıne are Einschränkung des relıg1ösen Pluralısmus«.

See A.N.Marınos, °H OPNOKEDTLKT] ’EA£vOEPLO, Athens 972 Spyropoulos, Die Beziehungen ZWI1-
schen aal un! Kırche In Griechenland unier besonderer Berücksichtigung der orthodoxen Kırche, en 981

Vasilopoulos, ZEOKENOUOUCO TOV 'I1eXOBOÖ0V, Athens Idem, °H KOTOOGKOTNELC TOOV *1E @WBASÖOV,
Athens rebelas, @ XiAMOOWOC, Athens Kolitsaras, MApTLPEC TOUV T ıeEXOBO,
ols 1—2, Athens 21973— 51976 On other rel1g10us ZgTOUDS In (ijreece SCC F.Heyer, Kırchen und Religionsge-
meıinschaften, Grothusen ed.) riıechenland, Göttingen 1980, p. 44444 7 Alevizopoulos, Yuoyxovap-
KOTLKO. NE£c »OLNEGELC« OTYV “EAAdLÖC, Athens E Mantzouneas, ZUYXPOVOV NOVOPLOV TOV ANE—
OEWV, Athens 9085 Papadopoulos, ZUYXPOVEC ALPEGELC Ka  1 »OPNOKEVLTLKAL« KLVIILOTO OTNV “EA—
ACdLÖC, Thessalonikı 9087
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symbolıschen Integration In einer Gesellschaft verhert« 47 earıng thıs In mınd, ONC INaYy
1ghtly cavıl al the assumptıion that rel1g210us Teedom eX1IsSts ın (Gireece oday The
istence of certaın rel1g10us minorities 15 19(0)! evidence of rel1g10us reedom Far INOIC 1M-
portant 1S the free Cırculation and competition of relig10us ıdeas 1C 15 egally proh1bıit-
ed in (ireece.

111) Another ardınal characterıstic of Tee fundamentalısm 15 the Strong fanatıcısm
and the milıtancy vr expressed in Varıo0ous forms. Fundamentalısts tend consıder
the Church d kınd of »Publıic Prosecutor« OT as »police« 1C GUU HG, mMust
force 1fs VIEWS and edıicts upON the populatıon, CVCN ıf IN of violence 15 neCessary *S,
They refuse tolerate dıffering viewpoints. UOccasıonally such attıtudes resemble
»sacred ın 16 fundamentalısts gel involved for actıve implementatıon of theır
ideas, especlally when the C132 Church refuses 24 along wıth such vehement
acCt10nNs. eediess SaY, from the fundamentalıst pDOoINt of VIEW, there 15 sıgn of fanatı-
C1sSm in such actıviıtles. One Can only speak of ardent zeal and Care for the preservatıon
and expansıon of Odoxy, fact sımultaneously corroborating their certitudo Salutis.

O be INOTEC specıfic, everal aSpects of fanatıcısm Can be bserved in the verall attı-
tude of Bıshop Kantıotis and h1is followers He has had repeated conflıcts NO only wıth
Church officıals but also wıth people In the overnment urıng hıis long eccles1astical
CATGcer. He has often mobilized h1ıs adherents ın milıitant actı1ons agaınst anythıng (e:2
beauty fılms) that COUuU In h1ıs Op1nion, threaten the Orthodox ethos of
Greece®. Such fıerce attacks have also been VC. frequent IM (ld Calendarists.
Casec in poımnt the lamentable events caused Dy SCOrsese's fılm » ast Tempta-
t1on of Christ« Varıo0us fundamentalısts went far as attack In the mıdst f relı-
Q10US ymns and DIayCr>s the Cinemas where the fılm Was shown., 4S ell d® the
spectalors, and caused consıderable damages Thıs fanatıcal spırıt 15 viıvıdly expressed In
the followıing admoniıtion of the NCWSDaAaPpCT »” Op9060E0C TÜ1'COQ« (18 October
Orthodox Chrıstians: »Let us be yıllegal« for the sake of rnıs and wıth us Hıs
blemishes and blames Many saınts would ıke lıve 1n COUT hard days in order ecelve
valuabie CIOWINNS Perhaps Christian (078] 11l be shed ıIn the treefts of Athens because
Church« 1C 18 nNnOoT persecuted 15 nNnOoT Church al all« Such events unavoıdably Spol
the eneral image of the Church IMN the Tree populatıon, SINCE the

P.L.Berger, Eın Marktmode ZUuUT Analyse Öökumenischer Prozesse, Internationales Jahrhbuch für Religions-
soziologie (1965) 248
4% Gn (.Yannaras, KAtOOUYLO ’15e0OVvV MapTtupiLO, Athens 1987, 15151553 Iso In the USA, »organızed
miılıtancy 18 the feature hat MOSI clearly distinguishes fundamentalists from er evangelıcals« Marsden,
Evangelical and Fundamental Christianıty, The Encyclopaedia of Religion (1987), 90—-191] According
M. Marty atıon of Behavers, /hıcago 1976, p. 94--105), however, evangelıcals ATC basıcally dıstiınguished
from fundamentalists because of theiıir less antımtellectual, INOTC Ecumenical-oriented and INOTEC soclally actıve
and responsıble attıtudes Milıtancy has also been quite normal eature wıthın the uslım world In general.

hardly surprisiıng, therefore, hat the writer Salman ushdıe W sentenced (6 death by A. Khomeini1 In he
wake of hıis disputed book » T ’he Satanıc Verses«.,

(T his recent reaction 0 Theodoros Angelopoulos’ ılm » Che Meteor Step of the Stork« See XPLOTLAVLKT)
EniOcx a (1990)
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distinctions between the 1C12. Church and the fundamentalıst SITOUDS not always
made.

Another aspect of fanatıcısm Can be SCCH in the extremely negatıve WaYy wıth 16
fundamentalısts tend refer theır Oopponents. In theır publicatıons they usually
discrediıt ose who dare crıticıze them (e the »eCUMAN1ACS« d eing muddled and
lax in theır thinkıng about Orthodoxy) and 1ırmly belıeve that theır denuncı1atıon 15 1nN-
strumental In upholdıing the Orthodox tradıtion . In SOMNC the aCCusatıons brought
Out Dy fundamentalısts far firom eing irue, OT delıberately exaggerated and
masterfully presented wıth appropriate labels agaınst theır »enem1€eS« (as eing athe1ists

heret1cs) ın order negatıvely prediıspose the (fundamentalıst) readersh1p>!. Strong
crit1ique 18 also exerc1ıised agaınst certaın polıcıes of the 1C12. Church OT agamınst
scandals provoke Dy members of the Church lerarchy. As result, there often ex1ists
ension between the 1C12. Church and the Varıo0ous fundamentalıst organızatıons. Ihe
former often trıes, though unsuccessfully, put the latter under control.

1V) In addıtıon, fundamentalısts place Strong emphasıs uDON}N moral 1SSUEeS and
theır OW. purıtanıcal, patrıarcha ethics and lıfestyles *. In theır VIEW, the welfare of the
WOT. depends primarıly personal moralıty >>. Apart firom exerc1sıng Stirong Gesell-
schaftskrıitik, see1ıng usually thıngs Irom dramatized Manıchaean perspect1ive, 1.€.. d

general truggle between :00d and Evıl, ng and 1g and darkness wıthın
deeply apocalyptıc framework>*, aArec made SLaYy aAaWUAY from the hedonistic
habıts and values of the modern WOT. (e from drinkıng, smokıng, gamblıng, heater
cınema attendance, dancıng, slacks for long haır and beards for men), especlally
In urban aIicads FOr fundamentalısts who continuously Nalır the WOT. <ub specıe aeternıta-

{1S, the salvatıon of theır soul 15 of greater importance than the indulgence In the ephem-

IC. VYannaras has outspokenly critisized thıs phenomenon: H Bie TOV LÖEOAOYLOV, idem, TO KEVO OTNV
TPDEXOVOA NMOALTLKN KpLTLKEC NOAPEUBAGELG OT VEOEAÄANVLKTI ÖÜAAÄOTPLOON, Athens 1989, (T
IN h1s VIEWS In ZüvaEn (1984) y N Y annaras placed In h1s crit1ique LMOTC emphasıs the psychologıcal
motives of such fundamentalıst actıvıtles (e.g. the eed for se  -affırmatıon through the rejection of the
others, the ex1istentıial uncertainties and the IN of violence {O Compensate for em
51 As Y annaras (Orıjent ccıdent, 31) pPuts 1t, »11S pratiquent uUNCcC forme terroriste de chantage reactionnaire

l’egard des eveques, du clerge, des theologiens, Surtout du monachisme athonite. Ce verıtable terrorısme est

merveılleusement efficace: la grande majJorıte des pretres eit des molnes est contraıinte d’ajuster sorthodox1e«<
la INESUTC de fanatısme psychopatholog1ique. IE DOUrquUOl ıls SONT S1 nombreux pratiquer la surenchere
faısant des condamnatıons hysteriques de L>0ecumenıISmMe<, du »liıhberalısme moral« de touftes SO de fan-
tasmes collectifs Ils rsquent, SINON, d  W  etre stigmatises violemment vulgaırement traitres de la fO1,
heretiques ef OITOMPUS«,
( Hartz-Everett, Fundamentalıst, 209 Speakıng of Protestant and ShI 1ı fundamentalısm, Rıesebrodt Iso

emphasızed the understandıng of such mMOovements »Tradıcal patriarchalist« (Fundamentalısmus, CSP.
244-251) In his op1ınıon, »Fundamentalismus stellt den Versuch dar, patriarchalısche Strukturen und Sozlal-

moral unter sıch rapıde rationalisiıerenden Verhältnissen In einem größtmöglıchen Ausmaß bewahren der
wiederzuherstellen« 249)

Iso am on uslım radıcals there eX1sts eaVy STITrESS personal moralıty, whereby the moral degenera-
tiıon of the modern West 15 sharply ceriıticızed. See Shepard, What 15 »Islamıc«, 13514

sımılar phenomenon be observed 40 0(0) 0824 uslım radıcals (see Shepard, What 15 »Islamıc«, p:22)
ell d fundamentalısts ın the USA (see Riesebrodt, Protestantıischer, 2-1 From comparatıve
perspective, SCC iıdem, Fundamentalısmus, CSP. .1 18363, DA
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eral, sınful pleasures of the modern world >> Ihey dICc CVCN LNOTC miılıtant concerning
sexual matters Ihey not only condemn pornography, homosexualıty, abortions, nudıst

and al] elated transgress10ns. Ihey alsSoO agamınst the introduction of SCX educa-
t1on in the chools because they consıder ıt 4S potentially dangerous for the moral integ-
rnty of the students and d eadıng all SOTTS of ımmoralıty S For sımılar ICasSONS, they
have also condemned the unıfiıcatıon of the hıgh schools, 1C WEeIC tradıtionally SCDa-
rated (those for boys from those for gıirls) In addıtıon, they AIic al paıns PICSCIVC the
tradıtıonal, patrıarchal Lamıly values (e7g they OPDOSC the emancıpatıon of women) >
Sınce fundamentalısts dIcC VC. sensıtive such 1SSuUeS, aCCusati1ons agaınst theır OPPO-

moral basıs VC common >. It should Iınally be mentioned that moralızıng
explanatıons of historıical (e the Invasıon of yprus Dy the uUr. In OT physıca
phenomena (e earthquakes) IM fundamentalısts dIiC standıng rule According
Bıshop Kantıiotis, for instance., the Strong earthquake In Thessalonı June 9/8
Was cCaused by the wrath of God due the Increasıng number of abortions and blasphe-
mles ın Greece>. Up po1nt, thıs 15 Dy recent characterıstic; the Samlle SpI1-
rıt be observed throughout the hıstory of the Orthodox Church (cf. the moralızıngz
planatıons for the fall of Constantiınople the (Ottoman ur In

In addıtıon, fundamentalısts deeply feel the of anomıe eIr mobilızatıon and
protest agalınst the surroundıng, prevaılıng secular culture wıth 1C they dıscon-
tented dIiIC basıcally wofold On the ONeEe hand, they a1ım al transformıng ıt the basıs of
theır ideals (Weltbeherrschung). Ihey feel endangered ın VICEW of the urban SOC10-cCultural
dıfferentiatiıon and theır margınalızatıon d unımportant subculture. They AL V1vı1dly
interested NnOoTL only In increasıng theır socı1etal legıtımatıon claıms, but also In the cultural
reproduction of theır 1e Dy instillıng sound princıiples into the generatıon. Na-
t1viısm 1S here clearly used d Offensive mechanısm rather than dS defensive ON  ® The
development of Stirong soc1al actıyısm ®! (e publıshıng, M1SS10Nary WOT. and of the
NECECSSATY infrastructure prıvate schools, suborganızatıons for Varlıo0ous socıletal strata) 15
dırect CO:  CC of thıs spirıt. In thıs WAdY, they do notL intend deal wıth the problem
of eodicy passıvely, C“ Dy expecting Justice and rewards In the afterlıfe Ihey want
deal wıth ıt prımarıly here and actıvely. Fundamentalıst actıvıtles INaYy cShow eıther
formist tendencıles wıthout rejecting the polıtical institutions OT adıcal and revolutionary
orlentations by emandıng total destruction of the present soc1ety and the uıldıng of
11Cc  S OMN|  e On the other hand, fundamentalısts INa Yy also ShOw predilection for other-
WOT.  1Ness Thıs In princıple that they have lıve ın thıs WOTr. but that they do

CT sımılar attıtudes fundamentalısts ın the USA Riesebrodt, Protestantischer, AT
On thıs ispute:« 1Ssue In Greece 66 SEEOVOAALKT) ALOTAOLÖCYOYNON. ALETLOTNLOVLKO GVUTOOLO Athens,

3 ] arch-— 1 Aprıl A.M.Stavropoulos (ed.). Athens 081
On ‘hıs 1Ssue from broader perspective SCC Savramıs, Dıe Marıenverehrung als frauen- und sexualfeınd-

lıche Ideologie, Sozialwissenschaftliche Sexualforschung (1989) AL
On the soc1al function of such aCCusat1ons SCr SOIIC examples provıde. by Yannaras, ATAOLYNLO,

151—153, 241—249, 289—291
See XPLOTLAVLKT YniOc 396 (1978)
See the eloquent d1ıscussıon of thıs pO1N! by Rıesebrodt, Fundamentalısmus, RO D21

61 (T Hartz-Everett, Fundamentalıst, p. 209 Actıvyıiısm 18 Iso COINNMNOMN eature AaINONS uslım radıcals. See
Shepard, What 15 »Islamıc«, 18—19
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NnOTL belong ıt DYy constantly viewıing ıt sub specıe Aaeternıtatis. It sıgnıfıes a1sO
exodus (Weltflucht) NOL only 0Ca OIlIC from the modern WOT and the uildıng of

communıty © in monastery) where the princıples of the ea soclety IMNay be real-
17ed. Yet ese [WO maın trends of soc1al actıvism and otherworldlıness dICc not always
compatıble wıth OMNC another. Ihe first OMNC 15 maınly practiced Dy the rel1210us brother-
0o0ds, whereas the second OMNC has tradıtıonally been feature of Ekastern monks. Ihe
latter often accused the former of devıatıng irom the Orthodox ethos and of eing 1N-
fluenced Dy Western pProtoLypes of soc1al actıvısm and engagement. Relevant thıs pomt
15 also the distinction between »Tratiıonal« (e preeminently wıthın the brotherhoods
and »cCharısmatıc« fundamentalısm (e2 IMN opular rel1210us mMOovements in the
nıneteenth century °“ A ell dS IM Eastern monks)®>. What, however, both trends
have in 15 the complete dısregard of the negatıve reSPDONSCS of the secular cul-
ture towards the fundamentalıst ideals and actıvıtles. Ihe SCNSC of exclusıve truth,
superlorI1ty, and ehttism 1S the underlyıng of such attıtude. It 15 also possıble that
unsuccessful reformist IMay ead eıther revolutıon CSCADC from the
WOT. In the Orthodox Church such developments have drıven SOIMNC devotees
tremes For example, SOTNC extremiısts I1 the Old Behevers In Russıa went far d

cCommıt INass sulcıde OVver PCTSONS from 680 wıthın clımate of
apocalyptic excıtatıon in VIEW of the deadly feared ostıle forces C WeIC hought
be trıumphant 1ın the WOT. and WEIC expected intervene ©&

ıthın fundamentalıst cırcles StToNg Hyper-Orthodox trends INa Yy easıly be evel-
oped yper-Orthodoxy ("Yrepop9odolia In the TeCc Casec Can be efined d the ten-
S1ION between the Varı0Ous fundamentalıst organızatıons who SUSDECI the 1C12. Church
OT each other of etrayıng Odoxy. ere ex1sts, theoretically al least, COMMON

ground IM such organızatıons. Yet MOST of them under the of the
yndrome and the deadly feared OSS of Odoxy acquire S1Z2NS of exclusıv-
Ity and IrYy separalte themselves from the others whenever they suspect »dev1at1ons«
from Odoxy, C 15 accordıingly efined wıthın extremely parameltlers. Ihe
maın problem here 15 that there are standards and wıdely accepted crıter1a for de-
iinıng OdOXYy. Each organızation overemphasızes certaın aSspects of the Orthodox ira-
dıtıon Dy ryıng oun them In the pDasl. The alleged unıfyıng elements (© dogmas,
lıturgical tradıtıon) do NO SCCIMN maıntaın decısıve unıty between them, only CI-
fiıcıal OI  @ Thus, ap from theır OCccasıonal collaboratıon and coalıtions, SIiTONg tens10ns
and conftflıcts diec nNnot Out of the ordınary (e between the monks Mount (0N and the
brotherhoods, between the »Panhellenıc Orthodox Unıjion« and the brotherhoods °).

See 17 E Guillou, La renalıssance spirıtuelle du X VIille sıecle, Istina (1960) v See 1Iso
A.Argyriou, Spiriıtuels neogreCSs X Ve-XXe amur-—Belgique 967
63 The aforementioned remarks AI maınly ase\| ypo10gy of fundamentalısm developed Dy Riesebrodt
(Fundamentaliısmus, CS

See INS, Relıg1i0us Mass Suılcıde Before Jonestown: The Russıan Old Belıevers, Sociological nalysıs
47 (1986) S Idem, Keconsidering Jonestown, Religi0us Studies Review (1989) BDA
65 See for example the cControverslies concerning the book TO "AYLOV fl  Opoc KL  a NALÖELO. TOUV YEVOVDC LO
KELILEVO TNC LEPAC KOLVOTN|TOCG TOVD YLOVD Opovc, Mount OS 084 See Iso the 1sputes concerning
SOINC VIEWS of TO reDbDelas (brotherhood »Sotir<«), 1C| WeIC eriticized by SOTNC fundamentalısts ASs de-
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Hyper-Orthodoxy 15 alsSo caused by CT1SIS In the TeeC rel1g10us ıdentity 16 has d
peare especlally SINCEe the nıneteenth The new-born TrTee State has heavıly
been influenced in its WaYy of development by unprecedented influx of fore1gn, polıt1-
cal, rel1210us, and cultural SyStems. Ihus, 1t seemed absolutely for
behevers of fundamentalıst PTOVCNANCEC )>g0 back« the Orthodox past in order dıs-

the lost Orthodox ıdentity. But what exactly constitutes the Orthodox ıdentity? Ihe
aANSWeT thıs question 15 quıte dıfferently gıven by fundamentalısts and basıc CC-
ment Call be arrıved at For example, the phenomenon of the brotherhoods 15 consıdered
by SOIINC d Protestant influence uDON the Orthodox Church and d violatıon of 1fs
ethos As result, In order fınd SOMNC boundary-posturing mechanısms agamınst the
others and ıts ıdentity, each fundamentalıst overemphasızes certaın
ıdeas An constituting the VE CSSCIICC of Odoxy, 16 dIC, nonetheless, usually
ideologıcal projections of 1fs Op1nı10ns and desires into the past Since they AI 4se.
indıvıdual, subjective Judgements, SOMNNC of these ideas AIie in dıametrical opposıtıon
the VIEWS professed Dy other fundamentalıst STIOUDS, fact intensifyıng confusıon and
Hyper-Orthodox trends Apart from thıs, the dıversıty 15 caused Dy the persistent desıre
CADICSS OnNe’'s OW opınıon theologıca 1SSUES, though MOST fundamentalısts dIc NOTL
capable of ser10usly dealıng wıth such themes. Ihus, Dy considering themselves able
»do theology«, they COommıt er10us miıstakes, contrıbute the creation f opposıte fac-
t10Ns CVCMN wıthın the Sda_mIlle OUD, and make ıt impossıble dıscern between OdOXYy
and the Varıo0us competing »Orthodox1ies«.

Hyper-Orthodox tendencıes INAaYy also be developed due the existing discrepancy
between fundamentalıst ideals and the actual polıcıes of the 1C12: Church, fact often
leadıng conflıicts between them For example, there 15 maJor disagreement regardıng
the PTOCCSSCS of electing He  S bıshops In vacant dıoceses. Fundamentalısts, consiıdering
themselves ASs ımportant part of the Church body, want actıvely partiıcıpate In the
elections of bıshops Ihey also demand that theır OpIn10NS and preferences be ser10usly
taken into aCCOunt. The jerarchy of the Church, nevertheless, intends keep for iıtself
the rıght decıde such 1SSUeS. SOo, the C448 of these [WO opposing trends 15 In the
long almost unavoıdable Such CasSse Cal recently be bserved In the diocese of 9
MSSa, Platamon and Iyrnavos Fundamentalıst STOUDS strongly eacted agamınst the elec-
t1on of Bıshop Dımıitrı1o0s (Bekı1arıs) In 089 after the sudden ea of Bıshop Serapheim
(Orphanos). Ihe 1C12. Church, helped Dy the State, trıed 1Impose ıts VIEWS wıthout,
however, eing able the fundamentalıst opposıtıon. It 15 hıghly interesting
that fundamentalısts WeTC supporte Dy SOMC bıshops © Dy Kantılot1s) as ell d> Dy

belıevers all OVCT Greece. Ihe dırect corollary Wäas MOSsT vehement conflict
16 has lasted NO INOTEC than yYCar and 1C the author has been eyewit-
NEess nNnCIude': (]ashes wıth the polıce protecting the bıshop, injJuries both sıdes,
cuffles In the mıdst of rel1g10us Serv1ıCces, arresis, insults, aCcusatı1ons, SC-
Cut10ns, and trıals, that there W äds lot of alk about such alarmıng phenomena of

vilatıng from Odoxy. See E.Bastas, ’OGELAOUEVN ÄNOAVTNOLG ELC TOVC GOUVTIAKTACG TOVD »” Op9000E01V
TÜ1CO‘U«‚ Athens 984 K.Mouratidıis, Ioavoanımınc N. TPEUTEACGC *C} WEYAAOC NPOLAXOC TNC "Op90S0E1aCc
(’ANAvVTNOLG ELC T YPOOEVTO K QÜTtOV), Athens 9085



64 Vasılios Makrıdes

»rel1210us hooliganısm«°°, It should be noted, however, that, ap. Iirom such fanatıcal
actı1ons, several of the fundamentalıst demands (e agaınst the corruption In the Hıer-
archy of the Church) ATICc quıte legıtımate and for amelıo0oration of the
Church’'s socıletal position and role. Yer Op1In10Ns dıverge wıth regar the that
INAaYy be used for thıs PUrpDOSC

dırect COMN:  NCC of yper-Orthodoxy 15 the of sectarıan tendencı1es
1C quıte Obvıo0us in the fundamentalıst verall Omporime: (e. g exclusıvıty,
avOoldance of the outsıders). ese tendencı1es (n connection, of COUTSC, other CIrCcum-
stances) INAaYy ead fundamentalısts splı from the maın Church body and independently
Tfollow 0  S path dSs »Taıthful remnant« ©’ Thıs Call clearly be observed In the Casec of
Old Calendarısts who, though they do NOTL belong oday the Orthodox Church of
Greece, ShOW perhaps the Strongest S12Ns of Hyper-Orthodoxy. eIr rel1g10uUs eXCIus1ıv-
Ity alsSO led them soc1al 1solatıon. Apart from the Varıo0us independent Lollowers, they
maınly form three tıght-knıiıt STOUDS 16 mutually xclude each other They control
about monasterles in the ole and each CQ ıtself Urc of the
Irue Orthodox Christians of Greece« In order be dıstınguıished from the members of
the 1C1a Church The Samllle attıtude Cal be OUuUnNn! IN (JId Calendarıs »Zealots«
NAOTAL Mount ON who, however, nOowadays control only ONEC

(Esphigmenou)®®. These monks belıeve that they AIcC the MOSsSstT genuıne Orthodox ın the
entire WOT. and have been led rel1210us and socı1al 1solatıon Dy heavıly critic1zıng the
other monasterıes, the Patriarchate of Constantıinople, and the rest of the WOT. the ba-
SIS of theır Hyper-Orthodoxy. 1S also worth noting that Hyper-Orthodoxy has h1ıstor1-
cally been normal phenomenon IM Eastern monks who consıdered themselves able
and competent Judge anythıng the basıs of theır superlor1ty In efinıng MNg and

Thıs feelıng of self-rıghteousness has been corroborated Dy the fact that
believers In Greece usually showed extraordınary TE VGTENGE for the monks and theır Opın-
10NSs (e by considering them stand closer heaven God, thus be LLOTC (37
thodox than aymen) onks have tradıtıonally benefitted from thıs CiIrcumstance In Order

broadly dissemınate theır ideas d eing of dıvıne PIOVCNANCC and In order dıscrediıt
theır OppOnents d enemı1es of Odoxy. Such dsSC Can clearly be observed in the CT1-
tique agaınst Venı1amın Lesv10Os, who, al the egınnıng of the nıneteenth CENLUTY, taught
openly the hel10centric System and the pluralıty of worlds One of hISs Athana-
S1058 Parıos, had the of pseudonymously publıshıng 1010} (SO h1is »” AVTLOOVNOLG«)
under the Laillle of monks who allegedly WeIC lıving Mount OS He d1ıd thıs in order

Ihe OpInı10ns of the 1C1a. Church hıs conflict Call be OUN!| In the NCWSDAaADCI ’EKKANOLOAOTLKN
AM 0810 (e.g. June whereas the opposıte 16 W 1n ’Op9060E0c TD (e.g. 1: 15 June 990
July For INOTE neutral ACCOUNTL Nelo the maın 0Ca NCWSPADCI of Larıssa "EA£vOEPLA.

Thıs also be observed non-Orthodox fundamentalıst mMOovements Qn for instance the
of Bıshop arce|l eieDvre wıthın the Koman atholıc Church See Walf, Fundamentalıstisch: Strömungen
In der katholıschen Kırche, eyer ted.). Fundamentalısmus, CSD p. 249—251. K.Kienzler Fundamentalısmus
un! Antıiımodernismus 1m hrıstentum, ıdem (ed.), Der CUu«c Fundamentalısmus, Düsseldorf 1990, CSP. 8 3—86

O’Leary, The eieDVvVrTE Movement. atholıc Manıfestation of Fundamentalısm, The Australasıan AatNolic
Record (1990) 2A01 24172

(Sf: Ware, The Church I1ıme of Transıtion, R.Clogg (6d); Greece In the S: London 1983
DA
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increase the credıbilıty and persuasıve AA of h1is aCCusat1ons 6! recent example of
such Case of monastıc superlor1ty Can be SCCIH In the vehement attack of the monk
Theoklıtos Dıonysıatıs agaınst Prof. Chrıstos Y annaras, theologıan and phılosopher,
who accordıng the monk has inter alıa developed unorthodox, dangerous,
ustful, satanıcal and erot1ic phılosophy7

V1) Another characterıstic of Orthodox fundamentalısm 15 the SuSsp1c1on ıth IC
and modern developments In Varlıous domaıins, includıng of COUTSC the rel1g10us

ONGC, dIC viewed/’!. Ihe 1Ssue whether OdoxXy in eneral 15 compatıble wıth modern1-
zatıon S{T1 remaıns be thoroughly examıned; yet SOMMEC prelımınary studıes ShOW that
the SySstem of values influenced bDy the Orthodox tradıtiıon (e Dy ıts Gefühlsreligiosität)

Ser10us obstacles modern1zatıon ’2. mong Tundamentalısts, theır ob-
ess1i0on 15 agaın persisting ımpedıment objectively Judge 11Cc  S developments and
ideas, rel1g10us OT NnOL. For example, NC  S insıghts and theories In phiılosophy (by Nıietz-
sche, Heıdegger), In psychology (Dy Freud), ın soc1ı1al studies (by MarxXx, Engels), OT ın
natural SCIENCES (Dy Darwın) ATIe collectively rejected and heavıly erıticızed d

OT A4Ss posıng er10us dangers rthodoxy ’3. ven well-known TeeC authors, ıke
Kazantzakıs, rejected because they WeIC erıtical relıg10n. One basıc ICason for thıs
negatıve attıtude towards innovatıon, 1C WdsSs earlıer but ST1L eX1Ists oday ın
both OPCH and latent forms, be OUnNn! In the react1onary absolutizatıon of the past,
phenomenon closely connected the Orthodox tradıtıonalısm. In the Orthodox Church,

See V. Makrides, Die relıg1öse TIC1. kopernıkanıschen In Griechenland ın der Zeıt VO!  —_ 1794 bIıs
821 (forthcoming), chaps and

See Theoklitos Dionysiatıis, H OPETLC TOV N£0op90Ö0E0V (Ö NEOVLKOACQITLOLOC TOVD AÄp L 10VVApda,
Athens, n.d Idem, O NLKOACTLKOC EPOTLOUOC TOV N£op9080Ewv (LE OEWPNTLKO TOV 1 1OVVapa),
Athens 989 See Iso the repLYy Dy C. Yannaras, EPOTLKOV ÄÜUOLAOYLO NEPL AMßBEANMOTPAOYLOVOCG WOVOX O,
Athens 1989, CSPD. D 0} (T idem, ATAOUYNLO, 283 On hıs CONLTOVETSY SCC IN ZuvVvaEn (1989)
71 Ihıs be A general feature of fundamentalıst mMoOovements See eyer, Fundamentalısmus, CS5D.
p. 65—2| Yet OMIC should z  4') into ACCOUNLT the different meanıngs and impliıcatiıons of modernısm wıthın
Varıous soc1al mılıeus, SInce SOITNC fundamentalısts accepl and uUse modern developments (e modern Uu-
nıcatıon technology Dy the televangelısts ın the US5A) for theır PUrDOSCS, See orsfield, Relıgi0us Telev1-
S1on. The Amerıican Experlence, New Ork 984 (: Iso Caplan, Introduction, ıdem ed.) Studıes, z E On
how modern inventions, 1.€., the steamshıps, the steammıllis, the factories and the telegraph, WCIC evaluated Dy
fundamentalist Ottoman Turk, who STOOI outsıde the rel1g10us establıshment Oof the 0)88(9E1 ulema, ul fasc1-
natıng exi Composed between 880 and 19  - and publıshed Dy R.Peters, Relıgi0us Attıtudes Towards Odern-
1zatıon In the Ottoman Empıre, Die Welt des Islams (1986) Nor should the conclusıon De drawn hat
the PTOCCSS and the wıder influence of modernızatıon ll inevıtably the decline of fundamentalısm 15
well-known how the 1ıberal Protestantism ın the USA eclhne: and how CONservatıve urches enormously
SICW urıng the ast decades On hıs 1Ssue N D.M.Kelly, Why Conservatıve Urches Are Growing, New
ork 19492

See (‚. McNall, alue Systems hat Modernization: The Case of Greece, Studies INn Compara-
f1ve International Development (1974) 46—63 See Iso the works and artıcles Dy Demosthenes
Savramıis e rtiechenland zwıschen Tradıtion und Fortschritt, Die Dritte Welt (1972) (M=I1 18] Such Op1n-
10NS, however, cshould NOT be generaliızed, siınce OIC MaYy enCOunNnter SOTNC Opposıite examples: See OK0OSAalada-
KIS, Cipriani and R.van Boeschoten, Aspects of ultura| and Relıg1i0us Lıife 1n Corfiote and Sardınıan
Vıllage, Secularızation and elıgıon: TIhe Persisting Tensıon. cts of the International Conference for
the S50clology of elıgıon, übıngen 1987, AD August, p. 229—-235. See Iso Kokosalakıs, elıgıon and
Modernization in oth Century Greece, Socıial COompass (1987) DE Z

For such examples Nl Vasileiadis, XPLOTLAVLOLOG KL ’AVOPOTLOLLOG, Athens 1978, 185—263
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the past generally clear superl10r1ty OVCT the present and the future. For example,
the Apostolıc times OT the »>Uuolden DEC« of Cappadocıan Fathers usually SCCH 4S

eing Incomparably better than the present ADC (e d far d the qualıity of Christian
lıfestyles and of theologıca. production 15 concerned). In addıtıon, the taboo-lıke dımen-
S10NS of the past dIC cCaused Dy ıfs idealızatıon. Thıs that emphasıs 15 solely placed
uUuDON the posıtıve sıdes of the past, whereas 1ts negatıve dımens1ıons neglected OI de-
lıberately passed OVCT In sılence. Fundamentalısts generally ShOW staunch desıre 1C-

{u  =} the pristine condıtıon 1 In the flow of hıstory degenerate and finally —-

15 Siınce the ole of the Church 15 ase upOoNn the past, IC d

basıc reference and identificatıon pomt (e.g the New JTestament, the dec1s10ns of the
councıls, the works of the Church athers), ıt necessarıly ollows that thıs 1S also the Casec

wıth the claıms of the Church for absolute More specıficall about Tee unda-
mentalists, they AIiC used legıtimıze theır ıdeals and Weltanschauungen Dy reference

old, establıshe: of sacred 1C usually understood lıterally
taken for ranted d constituting timeless and infallıble verıtlesf Nevertheless, thıs COIMN-

preoccupatıon for eekıng rel1g10us truth solely In the past Wäas generalıze and
transformed into predomiınant predıisposıtion seek the truth always in earher times
and INCAasSUuTe modern developments Dy standards drawn from the elapsed golden dBC5S.
Thıs 15 of COUTSC equated obscurantısm 1C hınders an Yy for and
free INqUIry Thıs Call be bserved In the eıghteenth CeENLUTY when 191  S scJlentific ideas
WEIC denıied because the owledge accumulated In the past Was hought be sufficient
and definıtive In the sclentific domaın. Therefore, it Was NOTt SCCIH NECCSSaATY question
old authorıities and Was expected In the future 76. oug thıs attıtude Dy

be maıntaıned nowadays, fundamentalısts ST1 tend deny suspic10usly
VICEW Varıo0ous human achı1evements and ook for aNlSWEeTIs In iıdealızed past /”.

Another elated feature of fundamentalıst mentalıty 15 the opposıtıon intellectualısm
1C 15 expressed ıIn the ack of appreclatiıon regardıng the princıples of free INQUITrY and
thınkıng © ın unıversıitles, research centers). In TaCt: Tundamentalısts, Dy thınkıng of
possessing the sole truth, aAIic reluctant establısh otally antıauthoritarıan crıter1a in IC-

search and ook for In all domaıiıns. Intellectualısm, hrough contextual and
historical analysıs of the CiIrcumstances Out of IC rel1g10us tradıtiıon Was born and

Thıs utatıs mutandıs {O be general eature of fundamentalist mMoOovements. As Rıesebrodt
(Protestantischer, p.4) pPUuts ıt, fundamentalısm »dıe Ursache für dıe Krise einer Gesellschaft 1Im Abffall VO|  - ew1g
gültıgen, göttlıc! offenbarten nd schriftlich-wörtlich überlieferten Urdnungsprinzıpien S1e dıe In einer
dealen Gemeinschaft schon verwirklıicht | Fundamentalıstisches en edeute! Iso keinen utop1l-
schen Entwurf ın dıe Zukunft, sondern ıne mythısche Orientierung einer iıdealısıerten ergangenheıt«. The
desıire » SO back« past per10| mMay acquıre [WO forms accordıng to Rıesebrodt (Fundamentalısmus,

19—-21): mythiıcal, 1.e€., restauratıiıon of the »Golden ‚DEC« and utoplan, LO INOTC »pPrOgTESSIVE«,
soclally reforming and revolutionary Oovercomıng of the CI1SIS, ase' NOoL the »Jletter« but the »SPINt« of the
pristine per10d.

CT Caplan, Introduction, 1A9
See Makrıdes, Scilence and the Orthodox Church INn 18 th and Karly 19th Century Greece: Sociological

Considerations, Balkan Studies (1988) VÄCH E
Due the peculıarıties of TEEC| rel1g10us mılıeu and the emphasıs placed UDON the preservatıon of rtho-

dOoXy, thıs kınd of tradıtıonalısm 0€S not exactly correspond {O the »Tadıkal« the »Tradıkalısıerter Iradıtiona-
I1SmuS« 1C 15 eloquently outlıne« by Rıesebrodt (Fundamentalısmus, CSP 215—-216)
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developed, tends relatıvıize the VC. notion of truth Thıs 1Ss SCCI1 d clear onslaught
the fundamentalıst eOTY of truth 4S eing of divıne or1g1n and d transcending hıstory.
Especılally after the institutionalization and the functional of the unıversities in
(Gireece ASs ell AdSs after the CEIMECTSCNCEC of antı-Christian antırel1210us trends (© the
authorıty of the ICasSOonN OVCT revelatıon, attack the supernatural) 1981 sclentists, fun-
damentalısts became keenly AaWaIc of the dangers of intellectualısm and Opposed them
passıonately. Thıs has appene in the nıneteenth already. For example, Aposto-
108 Makrakıs (1831—1905), popular preacher, called the unıversıty of ens, »TO
LIOVERLOTNULOV« (1E.; the Center of all human kKnowledge) »I I0 VOKOTLOTNPLOV« e
center of al darkness and obscurantısm), play words in the or1ginal Greek 78 Such
reacti1ons WeIiIC also directed agaınst the development of Tee academıc eology under
the influence of the German Protestant tradıtıon 7°. New adıcal theor1es, concernıng
1DI1Ca cr1t1c1sm, CVCIMN professed In transmuted and milder forms Dy Tee theolog1ans,
WOEIC viewed A extremely dangerous for the preservatıon of the Orthodox tradıtıon. The
SaJmlle be observed nowadays. Though the theologıcal chools of Athens and Ihessa-
OonL AI confessionally Orthodox, theır relatıons the fundamentalısts (but also the
1C12. Church) cannot De Cons1ıdered d entirely smooth. Fundamentalısts also ACCUSE

the professors in these chools of eing preoccupled wıth eology solely d 1n-
tellectual actıvıty, of neglecting the actual problems of the believers Dy avoldıng the
»theology of DraX1sS«, and, most important, of showıng predilection for non-Orthodox
posıtions. Moreover, they strongly agaıinst the old and ST1 existing tradıtion 3981
Orthodox theologıans do graduate studıes abroad In their VIEeW, an Y COnftact wıth fOr-
eıgn theologıca. cırcles and lıfestyles Iinaliy ea the l0ss, al least the relatıvıza-
ti1on of Odoxy. It should De noted, however, that the contemporary crıt1ique aCd-

demıiıc theology ın Greece 15 NOoTL solely restricted the fundamentalıst Camp Ihe Samllec

has repeatedly been done Dy others, Dy Prof. Y annaras.
It has generally been hypothesized that fundamentalıst attıtudes relatıvely stronger

IM less educated people d opposed OUNg, educated, and cosmopolıtan persons ®.
Nonetheless, thıs neıther that IN fundamentalısts OIMNlC tiınd intellectuals
OT well-educated PCTSONS, and CVCN converted ones®!, LOT that fundamentalısts remaın
altecte: Dy modern developments. Whenever fundamentalısts acCCceptL modern behefs
integrate them into theır lıfestyles, they tend g1ve them dıfferent meaning and IN

them for theır OW purposes®?, Therefore, ONeC cshould x  ' into aCcCount the Varlıous fun-

See Angelopoulos, Griechenland, Theologische Realenzyklopädıe (1985), p. 220 akıs W ds ISO
agaınst the reestal  1shment of the Olympıc (James.

See Metallinos, Das ' oblem der deutschen Einflüsse auf dıe griechische akademıiısche eologıe In der
Gründungsphase der Athener Universität, Orthodoxes Forum (1989) 8301

(£. S.Johnson-J.Tamney, Support for the OTra| Majority JTest of odel, Journal for the Scientific
Uudy of Religion 23 (1984) 183—-184
S] See R.Burton—-S.Johnson—-J.Tamney, Educatıon and Fundamentalısm, Review of Reli210Us Research
(1989) 344359

See C, J. Tamney—-S.Johnson, Fundamentalısm and Self-Actualızation, Review of Religi0us Research
(1988) 276—-286 Ihe Sallıc Cal be observed am ON antı- Western uslım radıcals, who nonetheless wiıllıng
{O borrow Western WaYS, but only according theır OW preferences and needs. See Shepard, What 15
»Islamıc«, 1516
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damentalıst sStrata in order SCC theır respectıve attıtudes these 1SSUEeSs ö Ihe Samnle 1s
A far 4S Greece 1S concerned. As mentioned above, there several professors al

the Universıty who cCollaborate OT feel close fundamentalıst STOUDS, CVCMN 1 they do NnOTL
chare theır miılıtancy. The SdI1L1lCc happens wıth several biıshops, althoug. the 1C12a.
Church generally trıes aVvO1d closer t1es wıth such groups Fundamentalısts also make
usc of modern developments Tom the intellectual the technological domaın) In theır
effort cCorroborate and effectively diıssemımnate theır Weltanschauungen, but only
when they do 19(0)1 feel AIl y danger for the Orthodox tradıtion. The crıter1a of thıs selectiv-
lty AIC, nonetheless, 18(0)1 clearly defined One MaYy enCountfter, the ONC hand, Impres-
SI1ve towards the UÜUSC of modern technology for M1SS10Nary PUTDOSCS, and the
other hand StıTroNg CONservatısm in other 1Ssues®*. For instance, the archıtecture of Or-
thodox churches outsıde Greece does NOoTL always follow usually for understandable
1CasOIls the tradıtional Byzantıne style SOMINC the SO of DCWS, usually Oun!
in Protestant OT Roman atholıc churches, the uUusec of musıcal instruments durıng the
rel1210us ervices also introduced into the Orthodox churches. Such »modern1ızat1ıons«

often heavıly erıticızed A devıatiıons from the genuine Orthodox tradıtion.

V11) Fiınally, another aspect of Tee fundamentalısts 15 the strong connection between
theır Orthodox beliefs and theır natıionalıstic plans ®. It MUuSt be saı1d here in passıng that
there exI1sts strong interplay between TrTee ethnıc identity and the Orthodox tradıtıon
IC has been consolıdated especlally urıng the UOttoman domination. In addıtıon, Or-
hodoxy 1ın both 1ts OI11cC1a. and popular forms sacralızes the socl1o-political Tree }
stem®©. Politics and Orthodoxy have inextricably een interwoven, ıle the Orthodox
eelings and sensıtıivıties of the populatıon often (mis)used for polıtical DUTDOSCS. In
OUT VIeW, therefore., there 1S bıfurcatıon between the prıvate and the publıc sphere
wıthın the modern TrTee soclety, d> 15 the Casec wıth other Western socletles.
ın fundamentalıst circles, rel1g10us legıtimatıon 18 usually gı1ven natiıonalıstic

dreams. elr basıc assumption 15 that God l help the Tree. natıon estore 1ts old
W and glory only condıtion that the polıtical eaders together wıth the people ll
Keep the Orthodox al intact. Xamples drawn from the Old Testament quoted In
order ShOW how the Israelıtes WCIC helped whenever they WeEeTITC faıthful God, 111e
ın the opposıte Case the direct CO  CC Wäds punıshment. er examples taken

See Riesebrodt, Fundamentalısmus, p. 31—36 On concrete data drawn from the USA and Iran SCC ıbıd.,
D
(M. K.Kavarnos, °“H ’Op06S0E0C I10xpASdoGLc Ka  A ZUYXPOVLOLLOG, ens 19/1
I hıs eature has In all probabilıty been nourished Dy the equally strong and long connection between rtho-

doxy and natıonalısm in G’ireece. See the critique by Schmemann eanıngfu Storm, idem, Church,
OTI| 1ss1o0n. Reflections Orthodoxy In the West, Crestwood, 1979, E16) See Iso S.G.Xydis,
ern TEE. Natıonalısm, P.F.Sugar-[I. Lederer (eds.), atıonalısm ın Eastern Europe, Seattle
p. 207-258. KarmırIs, Catholicıty of the Church and Natıonalısm, Proces-  erbaux du Deux1eme Congres de
Theologıe Orthodoxe Athenes, 19—29 Aoüt 1976, Athenes 1978, p. 458—482. Petrou, ’EKKANOLOA Ka  z
MTLIKY) OTNV “FAAGLÖC (1750—1909), Thessalonıkı 1990, 1A5

See generally N. Kokosalakis, Populare, offizıelle und Zivilreligion. Zur Sozlologıe des rthodoxen
eNTtUu: ın Griechenland, N.Ebertz-F Schultheis Volksfrömmigkeıt In Europa. eıträge ZUT SOZ10-
ogle popularer Relıgliosıtät aus ändern, München 1986, p. 265—276. Idem, IThe Polıtical S1ignificance of
Popular elıgıon In Greece, Archives de SCIeENCES Soclales des Religions (1987)S
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irom the Byzantıne CIa when the ımperium and the sacerdotium WCIC inextricably
connected. In addıtıon, the strength of the Byzantıne Empıre 15 hought have been
caused Dy OdOoxXy, ıts OINCcC1a relıg10n. Ihe Byzantınes, in fact, cons1ıdered themselves
d the »cChosen people« of God and WeIC absolutely Convınced of theır superlor1ity 16
Was 1vinely rdered Due the assumption that Chrıstian al and eel ewarded
by God eart d ell dASs heaven, they egarded the prosperı1ty of the mpıre d de-
ending theır lıfestyles. { If they abstaiıned Irom SIN, the empiıre expande and PIOS-
pered, the CNaCE of the barbarıans receded, and the dıscords excıted by heresy echne:
If they dıd 8(0)1 abstaın, the CVEISC Wäas the inevıtable CONsequenCe« S/, Tee unda-
mentalısts hınk oday In trıkıngly sımılar WdYy5S. eIr oughts VE often ase:
apocalyptıc everal 1DI1Cca prophecıes and oracles interpreted accordıng
»the S12NS of the 1Mes« for such purposes ®®°, In thıs CasScC, Call rıghtly speak ol
»Orthodox dıspensationalısm«, LG of »systematıc scheme for interpreting all of hIS-
LOTY the basıs of the e7 followıng the principle of yJhıteral where poss1ıble«; 1DI1Ca.
prophecıies, especılally, dIiIC taken refer real hıstorical events« %. Earlıer 16 urıng
the second half of the nıneteenth Century such rel1g10us natıonalıstic plans
WETE strongly connected the TrTee Irredentism, LO the lıberatıon of Constantinople
and the reestablıshment of the Byzantıne mpıre, old Tee. dream M MeyaAın )ö’

the Great Idea)?9 oug such dreams have NOL altogether vanıshed oday, unda-
mentalısts strıve INOTEC for the TrTee Incorporatıon of yprus and Northern ‚DIrus (today

part of Albanıa) where INa Yy TeE Orthodox Chrıistians lıve.
It must finally be noticed that, though untıl recently fundamentalısts WCIC paradox1-

cally NOTL vVC actıve in the polıtıcal arena?!, theır polıtical preferences usually tend the
rıght and VE often 1fs extireme forms. JThere has Ways een vVC. strong aversion
towards and fear eft partıes. Especılally cCommunısts WEeIC tradıtıonally and dIiC STL
viewed 4S enemı1es of both OdoxXy and Greece and collaboratıon wıth them Cannot be
conce1ved?*!2. Some fundamentalıst STOUDS cCooperated In the antıcommunıst crusade of the

enkins, Byzantıum and Byzantınısm, ('incınnatı 1963, p.4
See AON., Ta ÖÜVOLEVÖLEVO NOYKOOLLO YEYOVOTO KATO®O ÄTO TO OOC TV NDOONTELOV TNC D90—

Ö0EOV ”’EKKANOLAC, Nıkos1a 087
Marsden, Evangelical, 192, who, however, has ıIn mınd the fundamentalists ıIn the USA &1 Iso Rıese-

rodt, Protestantischer, For example from Greece SCC akrakıs, Hellenism, (The solution of
the Eastern uestion d foreseen Dy the prophet Habakkuk)

See AF OLMTS: The egalı Idea udYy of reek Natıonalısm (Ph.D. Dıssertation, The Jo|  zı Hopkins Uni-
versity, T atsıos, The Megalı Idea and the Greek-Turkıish War of 1897 Ihe Impact of the Tetian Prob-
lem Tee| Irredentism, as European Monographs, No. CLAI), New ork 1934 opetea,
ToO »IIp0TLTO BOGLASLO« Ka  m MeyaAın ’I8€E: "”OWELC TOVD OvıckoD NPOBANLATOC OTNV “EAACÖC

Athens 1988
Yl ere 15 dıfference ere ıth regard the fundament:  1sts In the USA Since the ate and theır sub-
Sequent actıve involvement 1n polıtics (e the foundatıon of OTa! Mayorıity In 1979 1C| supporte« the
president KR.Reagan, and the candıdature of Pat ODertson WI1IN the nomınatıon wiıthın the Republıcan party
for the 1988 elections) See R.Liebman-R. Wuthnow (eds.), The New Chrıstian 1g New ork 1983

T oulouse, Pat ODertson Apocalyptic Theology and merIıican Foreign Polıcy, Journal of Church anı State
31 (1989) 7399

For recent attempt, however, rıdge the gap between OdOoXy and the eft (not AIMNONS fundamental-
1sts) SCC V.Makrides, eoorthodoxıe 1ne relıg1öse Intellektuellenströmung 1Im eutigen Griechenland,
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State after (0)8 War IL, 1le others dıd the Samlle urıng the milıtary regıme
(1967-1974), towards 1C they WeTC Irıendly 1sposed. In addıtion, the recent dıssolu-
tion of cCommunIıst reg1mes ın the former EKastern Bioc Was interpreted Dy fundamentalısts
d the fulfiılment of prophecıies and d trıuumph of relıg10nN OdOXYy OVCTI outspokenly
atheıst States oUg the rıght partıes ave often used the rel1210uUs sensıtivıtles of the
fundamentalısts for theır PurDOSCS, the latter ST1L prefer them because they consıder them
d at least indıfferent collaborators, ıf not A Ser10us supporters. As far aSs the 1ssue of
t1ionalısm 1s concerned, several extreme rıght STOUDS chare the fundamentalısts' V1S10NS.
Thus, they do noL hesıtate partıcıpate ın theır actıvıties, oug they aCT out of theır
OW. polıtical motives (e. 2 in the Northern Epiırus 1SSUE). As polıtical cCONservatısm
usually legitimızes the existing STAatus qUO, it 15 surprıse that SOIMNC class people
MaYy be attracted fundamentalısm in order ustify theır eCONOMIC well-being COIMN-

servatıve ideas (on soclety, moralıty, etc.) 10 De fundamentalıst 15 Dy Conter-
M1INOUS ıth eing uneducated belongıng l0owW, deprivated classes®?®.

ese diC the basıc aSpects of TeeC Orthodox fundamentalısm. We Can fınd strıkıng
dıfferences by probing deeper and comparıng ese attıtudes of Orthodox Greeks lıviıng
In TrTEeeCE wıth the attıtudes of Orthodox Greeks lıving abroad f tak'  a’ into aACCOUNLT the
Greeks lıving 1n the USA, ıt 18 obvıous that the Orthodox Church plays sıgnıfıcant role
IM} them and functions d W that them ogether Yet. Amerıcan society 15

pluralistic soclety Dar excellence and allows far INOTEC rel1g10us Teedom than Greece n
As result, the Greeks lıving there, especlally the second and 1r generat1ons, 1N-
fluenced Dy thıs fact and generally INOTE OPCH towards other rel1g10us tradıt1ons. TIhey

also sometimes »pressed toward doctrinal relatıvısm DYy Amerıcan rel1210uUs plural-
1sSm«?>. Ihıs 1S natural CONSCQUCNCC, SInNCe hold rel1g10us exclusıvıty wıthın spch

pluralıstic soclety WOU undoubtedly Serl10ous problems In the relationshıp
other citizens. Therefore, the fundamentalıst attıtudes that wıthın the closed relı-
g10US System of Greece generally be bserved In the Amerıcan scene 9. Sımıilar
attıtudes those existing In the USA also be bserved elsewhere, M Greeks
in Australıa who also lıve in pluralıstic soclety7 The problem arl1ses when fundamen-
talısts irom G’reece U spread Oouf theır 1deas and lıfestyles abroad and confronted
wıth the dıfferent and INOTEC OpCH VIEWS of Orthodox Greeks lıving there Consıdering the

Antes-D. Pahnke (ed.), Die elıgıon VON Oberschichten elıgıon Profession Intellektualısmus, Mar-
burg 1989, p. 279--289.

Polıtical conservatısm and anticommunıst tendencies ave Iso een observed AamnONS fundamentalısts ın the
USA See Marsden, Fundamentalısm, 152. OE

See Marınos, Religiöser Pluralısmus, TD
G.Stylianopoulos, TIhe Orthodox Church in America, The Annals the Amerıcan Academy of Political

and Social Science 387 (1970)
On the role and the function of the Orthodox Church am ONg TEE.| communıitıies ın the USA SCC Vlachos,

The Assımilation of Greeks ın the United States, Athens 1968, HOSI C.Moskos, Tree. MmerTICans: Strug-
gle and SuCCeESss, Englewood Clhıffs, N. J 1980, M 66— 75 On Amerıcan CONVerTrtTS OdOXYy Nal

T.Doulis, Journeys Orthodoxy. Collection of ESSays Dy Converts Orthodox Christianıty, inneapolıs
1986

See C.Price (ed.), Greeks 1ın Australıa, Canberra 1975
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entirely dıfferent condıtıions, fundamentalısts usually hınk that Odoxy has been be-
aye and »proselytize« theır compatrıots, whereas the ocal Church officıals
agamlınst thıs intrusıon of fanatıcısm into theır dıoceses. As result, the conflıct 1S ın the
long unavoıdable recen(t example of such Cadasc Can be SCEH In the dıspute be-

the Bıshop Kantıotis and the Archbishop of Australıa, tylıanos Charkıanakis
Followers and collaborators of Bıshop Kantıotis visıted Austraha for M1SS10Nary PUT-

and WeIC hocked Dy what they consıdered be devılıations from the genuıne Or-
thodox Sspirıt. They severely erıticızed and denounced Varıous polıcıes of the Archbıshop
and Bıshop Kantıiotis emanded the intervention of the Patriarchate of Constantinople.
Nonetheless, the Patriarchate supporte: the polıicıes of the Archbıishop and rdered Bısh-
0) Kantıotis aVO1d interventions in the affaırs of diocese outsıde h1ıs Jurısdiction ?8.
Moreover, in the NCWSDADCT »” Op9060E0C TÜTCOC_',« OIC Cal often fınd sweepıng denun-
cClatiıons agamınst allegedly antı-O  Odox act1ons and polıcıies, 19{011 Oonly in the USA OT In
Australıa but elsewhere aASs well, C In the Unıited Kıngdom These examples clearly
sShow how these [WO categories of Orthodox Greeks, who WeIC raised ın dıfferent socC1al
and rel1210us mıiılıeus, have developed quıte dıstınct attıtudes and 1ideas Concerning theır
rel1210us tradıtion.

Fınally certaın paradox II Tree fundamentalıists should be emphasızed. Though
they ıntend PDTCSCIVC theır Orthodox tradıtıon d they inherıted ıt and aVvO1d Contact

non-Orthodox, they often borrow the argumentatıon of Protestant fundamentalısts and
hold the SadIilNle posıtions INa y themes! For example, the ole 1ssue of the satanıc
number 666 W ds for the MOSstT p ase'‘! relevant Protestant fundamentalıst lıterature.
TIhe SamIlle 15 Irue dS far d the creation evolution C  M 1S concerned, crucı1al
1sSsueI Tee fundamentalısts. S5o, demonstratıon Was organızed agaınst book
for hıgh school students entitled » I6TtOopia TOUV ÖVOPOTLVOL YEVOVG« Hıstory of the
Human ace and wrıtten Dy Stavrıanos, IC openly accepted the COTY of evolu-
t10n. Thıs took place ın Athens 16 ebruary 1985 wıthın the fIframework of antı-
evolution crusade Fundamentalısts emande: NnOoT only the wıthdrawal of the book from
the chools but also ıts publıc burning *. Yer. although they hınk uphold Odoxy In
thıs WAaY, theır entire argumentatıon 15 ase uDON Protestant fundamentalıst lıterature
(e the book »E volution? The Fossıls Say No!'« Dy Duane ısh 1C has been
translated into TrTee In 985)1 © The Protestant VIEWS, ase dıfferent theologıca.
prem1sses (e the EeOTYy of the »dıvıne dıctation« of the Bıble 101), 19(0)1 Orthodox,

4® Bıshop Kantıot1is expressed h1ıs Op1nıons thıs conflıct ın XPLIOTLAVLKN 447 (1986) and 455
(1987) As far AaSs OdoxXxy In Australıa 15 concerned and how unfounde: the fundamentalist fears ar SCC

Chryssavgis, TeEE. OdOoXy 1n Australıa The Iradıtion of the TEE| Orthodox Church ın the Australıan
Community, Phronema (1986) A3Z34 Chryssavgis, UOrthodoxy and Australıa. Retrospect and Prospect, ÖOst-
kırchliche Studien (1990) 193—205

See ’Op9060E0C Türoc (8 15 ebruary L March
D.T.CGish, ACcN Ta ÄTNOMOIOLATO AEVE (IXC JI Preveza 085 (T Iso Kotsakıs], O AC@pBivoc

Ka  > ÖÜANOELO, Athens Vasileiadis, O A@Cpßivoc KL  > OEwPLA TNC ECEEMEEWG, Athens 1985
‚Frangos, ’ATO TOV mLONKO; Ta EMLOTNLOVLIKA GOTOLYELC Yı INV DEWPLA TING ECEMEEWC, Athens
G.Kostof, ZvoußoAn OTNV TEAETN ANSEOC TNC OEWPLAC TNG ECEMEEwC. H MNOC ol EEEMKTLKOL SALOOOVTAL
ıC Va NELGODV S T ELÖN EEEAMOOOVTAL, Athens 1988
101 See Joest, Fundamentalısmus, Theologıische Realenzyklopädıie 11 (1983) p. /34—-736.
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but ATIC used by Tree fundamentalısts maınly because they seemingly Support Orthodox

posI1t1ons. Another 1CAasSOI for such theologıca. transfer 15 the fact that SOTINC elated

theologica 1deas Cal be OUnN! in the Orthodox tradıtion, C kınd of 1D11Ca.
»fundamentalısm«, the OMZ1NS, the development, and the CONSCQUCNCCS of IC wiıthın
the Tee Orthodox Church) have examıned In extenso elsewhere 102

Thıs concludes the description of TE Orthodox fundamentalısm, phenomenon
that, regardless of the ebb and flow of 1fts fortunes, influences the COoONtemporary Tee

soclety certaın extent and constitutes specıfic feature of 1ts rel1g10us ıfe

102 See akrıdes, Die relıg1öse TI1CL chap.


