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1. Introduction

The investigation arises out of an alleged incident of sexual misconduct committed
on April 22, 2010 by thirty-four year old Hieromonk Simeon (Kharon). Fr. Simeon was,
and technically still is, a priestmonk of the Greek Orthodox Church, a member of the
Moni Petras Monastery in Karditsa, Greece. He was invited to come to the United
States by His Beatitude, Metropolitan JONAH, who initially indicated that Fr. Simeon
would be assigned to serve in a parish. Later His Beatitude advocated for Fr. Simeon to
become a military chaplain. He was blessed by Metropolitan JONAH to serve and hear
confessions at St. Nicholas Cathedral in Washington, DC. For a while his canonical status
was not clear, but he is not now, nor has ever been a cleric of the Orthodox Church in
America.

At the end of June, 2010, internet postings indicated that a “monk™ associated
with Metropolitan JONAH, who was living in the parish house of St. Nicholas Cathedral,
had committed some kind of “sexual” assault on a woman. Police were summoned, the
monk was arrested, but then released. There were also rumors of other acts of
misconduct or disorderly conduct committed by this mornk, possibly even rape. It was
soon learned that the monk was Hieromonk Simeon (Kharon).

When the Church’s Office of Review of Sexual Misconduct Allegations (the
Office) learned of the incident (early in July, 2010), it initiated a discussion with the
Sexual Misconduct Policy Advisory Committee (SMPAC). Conversations took place
with His Beatitude, Metropolitan JONAH and members of the Holy Synod. Although
the canonical status of Fr. Simeon was questionable, and he was not formally received
into the OCA, it was deemed necessary to conduct an investigation inasmuch as he was
clearly associated with both Metropolitan JONAH and St. Nicholas Cathedral. By the
middle of July, 2010, the SMPAC began notifying His Beatitude, Metropolitan JONAH
and the Holy Synod about the need to initiate a proper investigation as mandated by the
OCA’s policies and procedures regarding allegations of such misconduct. With the




blessing of the Metropolitan and the consent of the Holy Synod, the Special Investigation
Committee was officially formed on July 25, 2010.

Because of the extraordinary nature of this case the “supervising” hierarch of the
alleged respondent, Metropolitan J ONAH, recused himself from the investigation
process. Thereby, the Holy Synod became the “supervisory” body of the investigation.
Thus this Report is presented to the entire Holy Synod for review, likewise the
implementation of the recommendations are for the Holy Synod to consider.

This Report consists of six parts, including this Introduction. The remaining five
parts are:

Objectives of the investigation
Summary of the investigation
A time-line

Conclusions
Recommendations

Al o

2. Objectives of the investigation

The Investigation Committee had an initial teleconference on August 4. Other
teleconferences took place on August 12 and 23. A meeting of the Committee, together
with the interview with Metropolitan JONAH took place on August 30. Another face to
face meeting took place in Baltimore on September 16. Final teleconferences took place
on November 8, 10, 12 and 15.

The Committee’s task was to conduct an investigation that would uncover facts
that would answer the following questions:

Who is Hieromonk Simeon (Kharon)?

What is he doing in the United States?

What is the nature of his involvement at St. Nicholas Cathedral?
What is the alleged misconduct, when and where did it occur?
Was the misconduct “sexual abuse™?

Who knew about the incident, what was done about it?

What are the pastoral implications of this case?

The information that the Committee obtained regarding this case came mostly
from interviews. Members of the Committee were eyewitnesses to some things that were
relevant to the case. Some information is readily available in the public domain. Several
documents (attached) were critical in forming the time-line and filling in critical aspects.



A word about the “pelice report™: Several of the people interviewed spoke about
a police report”” produced in conjunction with the “arrest” of Hicromonk Simeon. There
is no guestion thai police were summened. that Fr. Simeon was taken into custody and
spent a night in jail, and that he was subsequently required to appear in gourt {all this was
corroborated hy 1r. Simeon himselt). Fr. Gregory Safchuk spent many hours in several
attempts o procure the “police report.” Ttappears that a “full report” does not exist.
Fr. Gregory did contact and speak with Police Officer Oladato who took Fr. Stmeon Mo
custody . He explaived that since the victim did not press charges, the cvenis were
cummarized 0 a log book at police headguartiers. There s also indweation that Fr. Simeon
had been in custudy garlier in 2010 (based on Netropolitan JONAH'S S 1900 fever).
{ hough that carlier custody 1y important n urderstanding Fro Simeon’s hehavior, the
Committee did not dircetly investigate the cireunstantes of it

Although Metropolitan JONAL recused himsel! from the Investigaton, he
provided a hist of key persons whe should be interviewed. with contat information.  in
the course of the imvestigation other persons were also interviewed.

The following were miervicwed:

Metropolitan JONARH ¥

Dishop MELCHISEDEK ***

{'he alieged vicum (7} T
Hicromonk Simeon {Kharon) **~
Palice Officer Odemyide Qladato ™¥
Ve Constantine White **

Fr. Valery Shemchuk **™

¥r. Greoree Kokhno #*%

e, Peter Dubinin ¥#%*

Fy. ET 23
M S o
R i’ naE

Abbess Acmiliane {Hanson) ¢

£ * interviewed by the entire Commitiee
#% Interviewed by Fr. Gregory Sulchuk
#x% Intervicwed by Fro Alexander Garkiavs
»5% Pnterviewed by Do Nikita Fike
. Abbess Aemiliane responded with a letter )

His Beatitude, Metropoittun JONAH also provided the following docwments
{artached 1o the Reporty




Letter of “transfer” from Elder Dionysios ( A )
Metropolitan’s 5.19.10 letter to Fr. Simeon (B)

Also attached is the letter (9.1.10) from Abbess Aemiliane to Dr. Eike (C)

3. Summary of the investigation
Who is Hieromonk Simeon (Kharon)?

Hieromonk Simeon (Kharon) was born John Kharon on September 25, 1976 in
Odessa (formerly the Soviet Union, now a city in Ukraine). In 1989 he came with his
family to the United States. His father, Alexander Kharon, is an artist and iconographer.
The Kharon family currently lives in San Francisco. Fr. Simeon has an uncle,
Archimandrite Gedeon (Kharon) who lived in the United States for a time but is currently
in Kiev, Ukraine. In 1996 Fr. Simeon enters a monastery in Greece, under the elder
Archimandrite Dionysios. He studied at the University of Athens, but we do not have
specific information about when and where he was tonsured or ordained. At some point,
with Fr. Dionysios, Fr. Simeon joined the Moni Petras Monastery in Karditsa.

Fither in October or November, 2009, Fr. Simeon leaves Moni Petras. Credible
information indicates that Fr, Simeon had a drinking problem at the monastery. He may
have left “without leave” and apparently goes to Ukraine and then to Russia. In early
December, 2009, he meets with His Beatitude, Metropolitan JONAH in Moscow. Fr.
Simeon seems to have had in mind the possibility of serving at the OCA’s St. Catherine
Representation Church in Moscow. Evidently this possibility was not feasible and
Metropolitan JONAH invites Fr. Simeon to come to the United States. It is notable that
a “release” of Hieromonk Simeon (a/k/a John Kharon) not by a bishop but by
Archimandrite Dionysios is dated April 11,2009 (see Document A).

What is he doing in the United States?

His Beatitude, Metropolitan JONAH told us that he had thought that Fr. Simeon
could be assigned to a parish, perhaps in New York or on the West Coast; a parish where
there was a pastoral need for a Russian speaking priest. Early in 2010, His Beatitude
indicated that Fr. Simeon’s reception into the OCA was fait accompli. This may have
been based on the information in Document A. (Note: Document A was not conveyed to
the Chancery until Metropolitan JONAH shared it with Fr. Alexander Garklavs at the
end of July, 2010,) According to His Grace, Bishop MELCHISEDEK and to other
sources, the transfer of priests who are attached to a monastery does depend on the
agreement of the Abbott, but is made official only with the biessing of the respective
diocesan hierarch. Unless done verbally by Metropolitan J ONAH, no formal request was
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cver made to Fr. Simean’s bishop { Metropolitan KIRILLOS i of Thessaliotida and
Phanariophersalon). not is there a formal release from Metropolitan KIRILLOS TL

What i the nature of his involvement at St Nicholay Cathedral?

Although the canoncal status was not repularized, His Beatide, Metropolitan
JONAIL did bless Fr. Simeon 1o serve at St Nicholas Cathedral. He was also, at certain
tmes, blessed 10 hear confessions. Repurts convered 1o the tnvestigation Comnuittee
were that seme people who went 1o Fr Sumeon tor conlossion were puzaed by untsual
questions and penances, Accurdg to the May 19, 2010 letter of Metropolian JONAHR
(Document By, which was writien afier the A pril 22, 2011 incident. some Kind of
misochavior resulied in Fr. Simeon’s being "in custody for three days.” this could have
vecurred in Junuary or February, 2000,

Sametime in March, 2010, Metropolitan JONAH asked I'r. Peter Dubinin, an
OCA Chapluin (Major) whose ussignment 5 1o recruit for military chaplamney. o speak
with Fr. Simeon about hecoming a chaplain. 1t appears that P Sirneon did not speak
with Fr. Perer at that ume.

>

What is the alfeged misconduct, when und whert ek it occwr?

Based on the information that the Committee has recerved. Fr. Simwon hived at
{irst in the basement of the house next te the Cathedral which was being rented for His

Beztitude, Metropolitan JONATL Later (in March?) he contacted M S

hecause he was uncomio table living i he basement. Fora while he was it up wl a
hotel, Ms 5 then allowed Fr. Simeon to live:n at
apartment

F'r. Simcon stayed at that aparument about three weeks.
On one occaston, Ms 8 carne inte The apartment when Fro Simweon was absent
The place was full of empty beer and Liquor bottles and icons on the wall were “turned

areund, tacing the wal

{ate on the ovening of Aprid 22, 2010 FroSimeon weat o the aparynent uf

i . whu lived above . She altowed him o use fier
interact access cude Tor the Wi-Freonnection. Tle claimed that he went 10 her apartment
pecause his camputer internet wasn’'t working. 1o0ld us that he cane to her door

with  hotile of “Everclear” ¢ 1907 neutral grain alcoholy which he wias drinking with
orange juice. He asked her it she wanted bave n drink and asked for @ garette. She did
not allow him into ber apartment but suggested they go outinio the courtyard 1o smoke
and to @ik, There was somme conversation between them, AT onc point Fr. Sureon putled

out a knife 1 show ! . He also spoke ahout Smoking marijuana. e consistently
“ivaded” her space, and finally atiempted to put hus arm around k and Kiss her.

e clmed that he onty put his arm on her to ~say “bravo” and pat her on the back.” She
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pushicd him away . ran w her apartment and locked the door. Fr. Simecn came back 1o her
apartment and knocked on the door. told him to stop or she’ 1l call the police. Fr.
Simeon replies “Mavbe you f---ing shoald” She does call the pobee, T'r. Simeon retums
) apurtment

The version of what 1ok place next is based on | *s estmony, on Fr
Simeon’s account and on that of Police Officer Oladato. Fr. Simeon’s account is
confusing. When asked it he was drinking. he replied, " may have had 2 shot of
somgthing™ "« aceount was hat he came o her door with a bottle of "Everclear”
Potice Officer Oladato also stated that Fr. Simeon was ~highly intoxicated.” Fr. Simeon
ctated that the nuns {thet would include Abbess Ameliane and Sister Veronics) had driven
(0 the apariment with a delivery of food for him. At the same Ume, the police cane 10 his
door They entered the aparument and began icoking around. but Pr. Sineon rebuked
them for “entering a holy place”™ Loud, foul nguage was heard, "I'm g f---ing priest,”
Fr. Simeon told them. 1le took a swing und tried o hit a police officer. He was waken by
the police and incarcerated.  The next day. he was released 10 Abbess Ameliane.

I'r. Simeon confimmed that he had o make a court appearance on June 15,2010,
He appeared in court in full clerical garb and was accompanied by Abbess Amehane and
Sister Veronica, The nuns spoke 1o the Judge on Fr. Simeon’s behalf. vouching for s
good conduct. After the incident Fr. Simeon lived with the nuns at the St Nicholas

rectory for several woeks,
Om or around May 10, 2010, I'r, Simweon was hospitalized with a bleeding ulcer.
Wes the misconduct  sexual abuwse”?

Uhe Conunittes must answer ves to this question,  The level of abuse did not rise
to the jevel of physical contact, but there can be no doubt that the attemipt 1o forcefully
embrace and Kiss J was sexual in nature. Other forms of abuse (e.p.. verbal,
emotionad) were also ovident. o

Bhe kew abowr the Ingident, what was done abont it?

Abbess Ameliane, wgether with Sister Veromiva, certainty knew that something
happened. According to Fr. Simeon, they were in the car outside of the apartment
building when the police arvived on April 22, Fr. Simeon also whd us that they came o
take him home from jail that day after the ineident. That would have been on April 25.
2010, 1t seems that they did not report anyihing to Mewepuolitan JONAT nor to anyone
clse wssociated with 8t Nicholas Cathedral.

Ms S and Fr. Valery Shemchuk were in Russia at the ime of the incident.
Vhiey fcarned that “something bappened” from a supervisor at the
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building about a week later, at the beginming of May, Ms ¥ then speaks with
J and learns of the entire incident.

fis Beatitude, Metropolitan JONAH told the Committee that he learned about
the incident around the middle of May. On May 19, 2010 he sent Fr. Simeon a letter
jartached as Document B). He “suspends” Fr. Simeon and encourages him to deal with
his alcoholisn. What conversations took place between Metropohtan JONAH and Fro

Symeon is oot clear.

His Beatitude, Metropolitan JONALL asked Fr. George Kokhno, a privst attached
{0 St Nicholas Cathedral. a recovering alcoholic and participant at AA meetings  help
Fr. Simeon. Fr. George spoke with Fr. Simeon on a few ovcasions. . Suueon’s
response to Fr, {eorge in regard 1o drinking was 1 do oot have u problem with aleohol
Pr. George's assessment: “1'r. Simeen has many prablems on giany fevels and needs
profussional help.”
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O func 17, 2010, This Beatitude, Metropolitan JONAT asked . Alexander
Garklavs to arrange with Fr. Peter Dubinin for 2 meeting with Fr. Simeon in Washington,
at St. Nicholas Cathedral. His Beatitude indicated that military chuplainey could be o
good option for Fr. Simeon: he did not mention any thing about a drinking problem or the
misconduct incident, A mecting was arranged for Sunday, June 20, Fr. Peter meets with
I'r. Simeon o the Cathedral. Fr. Simcon was surprised and did not seem inerested

speaking with Fr. Peter,
What ure the pastoral implicationy of s case?

4} bmpheations for FT. Suneos.

{'r. Simeon s alcoholism is self-cvident and severe. {is Beatitude, Metropohilan
FONATH claims tha he knew that Fr. Simeon was an aleoholic shortly afwer he met him
Moscow. His Beatitudes subsequent endorsement of Fr. Simeon for assignment (eg.. (o
His Orace, Bishop MICHARL or for e militery chaplainey) s therefore puzzling and
roubling. Fr. Simeon’s condition would preclude his canenical entry into the OCA to
function inany pastoral capacity, Certainly after the incident with and
incarceration, it is incomprehensible thut he should become a military chaplain. The
Committee asked 1is Beatitude, Metropolitan JONALL why he encouraged a discussion
between Fr. Simeon and Pr. Peter Dubinin in June, 2010, well after the weident. His
response was that he ¢+ MJ) thought that Fr. Suncon could “go through recovery from s
aleoholism in the military ~ Howeser, His Beatltude negleeted to wil aither Fro Alexander
Garklavs or Fr. Peter Dubinin about tr. Simeon’s condition, but rather gave the
impression that this would be gbout entey into military chaplaincy.

His Reatitude. Metrepolitan JONAL did “suspend” Fr. Simeoa, according to the
May 192016 letter. In the discussion with Metropolitan JONALL the Committee asked




ahuut the nature of that suspension. Because Pro Simeon was never formally received into
the OCA, neither the Metropoiitan not any OCA bishop would have canomcal authonity
to impose a suspension, His Beantude admitted that this was improper; he saw this
action in the way of “rescinding the blessing for I'r. Simeen to serve.” Following the June
15, 2010 court appearance, His Beatitude accepted the claims of Fr. Simeon and Abbess
Amelane that Fr. Simeon was “exvnerated” and there were "no charges against him.”
Fvidently. Metropolitan then “lifted the suspension,” though the exact nature of what Jr.
Simeon was blessed 1o do is uncieat

e contusion evidently alfowed Fr. Simeon believed that he could perform

pricstly services. He hefriended a young couple whuo invited han to
perform their nuuriape ceranony ) AL

the end of August, 2010, Fr. Sineon came 10 the pastor .
and introduced hirnsel as an U A priest,” who had Mctropolitan's blessing

perform the wedding of s triends. When questioned by br . he sand that
“Syosset has the information sbout me.” br. calied the Chancery o mguire ghout

Fr. Simeon. Thts was aboul a month after the Commities begar its investigation, at which
tine it was undersiood that Fr. Simeon had absolutely no blessing to serve. Keeping in
mind the severity of his condition and the seriousness of the incident with . lhe
fact that Fr. Simeon fel that he could Tunction as u priest s extraordinary.

Fr. Stmeon is in deep denial about his condition. This was conlirned by
Metropolitan JONAH. F'r. George Kokno, Fr. Constantine White, and Fr. Valery
Shernchink, 1owas also confirmed i the tetephonic conversation with Fro Simeon {08 -1
den’t have a problem with aleohol.” or in response what occurred on Aprit 220 7T may
have had a shot, but | was not drunk”). Until such a tine that hic comtes o properly
address his condition, or uotil he “hits bottom™ he remains & volatile persen, and unfit for
priesily ministry. At the end of September, 2010, Fr. Valery Shernchuk infurmed the
Chancery that Fr. Simeon had been visiting a young, Russian woman

b, Simeon was given fo all sorts of rude and brzarre pehavior. He
appeared in o restaurend o s range white garb, singing loud and offensive songs. He was
carrying a small gun, which he offered o the young woman to shool. and then shot &
couple of buliets into the greund.

That Fr Suneen desperately needs professtonal help and therapy s chear. All
wha know him and care for him should pray for his heating. Encouragement for hit fo be
a functioning priest is only enabling a cnitical condiion. His conduct and behavior is also
incompatible with his monastic vocauon. How his problems should be addressed raises
significant questions’ Who is responsible for his spirtual, psychelogical and physical
weil-being” What is the responsibility of the OCA® Shauld his bishop andior elder in
Greece by notfied? We know that Fr. Suneon has o family i Calitornis, where he ey
be 4t the present ime,




b) Implications for how Fr. Simeon’s case was addressed

The role and actions of His Beatitude, Metropolitan J ONAH vis-a-vis Fr. Simeon
present a quandary. His Beatitude told the Committee that he was aware of Fr. Simeon’s
drinking problem “almost from the beginning,” yet he did not share that fact with anyone
at the Chancery until after rumors of misconduct began to surface. Metropolitan
JONAH’s advocacy of Fr. Simeon for assignment in a parish as well as for military
chaplaincy was not appropriate for someone with such glaring personal problems.
Metropolitan’s letter of May 19, 2010 was an appropriate response to His Beatitude’s
becoming aware of the April 22 incident. However, neither the letter nor the information
about Fr. Simeon’s conduct were conveyed to the Chancery, nor to the Diocese of
Washington Chancellor. Just what was rescinded by His Beatitude after June 15, what
was communicated to Fr. Simeon and how Fr. Simeon interpreted it, are unclear. There is
no reason why that should have been the case.

The role and involvement of Abbess Ameliane is puzzling and troubling. Why did
Abbess Ameliane not report the April 22 incident to Metropolitan JONAH or to Fr.
Constantine White (Dean of St. Nicholas Cathedral)? Did Abbess Ameliane fail to
understand the severity of Fr. Simeon’s problems and the seriousness of the misconduct
incident? Or did she deliberately suppress information to protect Fr. Simeon?

When (in June, 2010) the rumors of the incident began to circulate on internet
postings, there were exaggerated versions of what took place. Some accounts of the
incident were inflated to surmise that “some monk’ had committed “rape,” perhaps even
of the nuns. The exaggerated report was conveyed to Fr. Simeon and to Abbess
Ameliane. Understandably they were extremely upset by the unfounded rumors. Their
reaction, however, was excessive. Fr. Simeon responded with threats of bringing a law
suit against those who spread these rumors. Abbess Ameliane’s reaction was similar.
Later, when contacted, she did not offer objective testimony about what occurred, even
though she may have been a first-hand witness to some of the events in question.
Instead, Abbess Ameliane continues to stand by claims that Fr. Simeon “never did
anything to compromise his priesthood,” and that the “perpetrator of the electronic
crime” be arrested (see her letter to Dr. Eike, Document C).

4. Time line (until the beginning of the investigation)

Date Person(s} Events Source of info
9.25.76 Fr SK born in Odessa Letter fo +BB
1989 Fr SK & family come 1o USA ibid.

1996 Fr SK joins Greek Monastery ibid.
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Latter of "release” iom
Fr. Dionysius

Fr SK awol from Monasiety
Fr SK in Moscow with +MJ
Fr 3K in USA (gt Crancery)
Passible "incident”

Fr SK hives in bosement of
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Fr Peter Dubinm
amaoit o +MIre Fr SK

Fr SK oriety hves in hotel
courtesy of M S

FrSK livesin apt.

incident {w/ J ]
and ncorceration

Fr 5K fives wiln nurs

Fr SK nospitaiized w/ ulcer
Letier of suspension fo fr 5K
+M asks Fr G Kekhne 1o hep
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+iA§ asks Fr AG to anrange
for Fr P Dubirin to meet Fr 5K

Fr PO meets Fr SKin DC

selonie gt Pokrov
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Fr s contacts Fr AG
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from M 71200
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7.25.10 Special Investigation Committee is formed

8.4.10 First meeting (feleconference) of
Investigative Committee (Bp Michael,
Fr GS, Dr N Eike & Fr AG)

5. Conclusions

1. In the course of this investigation, the Committee has concluded that sexual
misconduct was committed by Fr. Simeon (Kharon) on April 22, 2010.

2. Fr. Simeon presents signs of being an alcoholic. When intoxicated he exhibits
aggressive acts (foul language and rude behavior), sometimes manifesting dangerous
conduct (e.g., pulling out a knife, shooting off a hand-gun).

3. Fr. Simeon was in police custody on two occasions during 2010.

4. Fr. Simeon’s canonical status and involvement with the OCA was handled in
an irregular and improper manner.

5. The attempts to “place” Fr. Simeon for pastoral assignment were unwise.

6. Persons who were aware about Fr. Simeon’s drinking issues and the incident
that occurred on April 22 (Metropolitan JONAH, Abbess Ameliane) failed to report it to
appropriate Church officials.

7. Abbess Ameliance’s conduct is unbecoming and perplexing. Her contention is
that Fr. Simeon is innocent while those question his actions are disreputable. She goes so
far as to state that retribution should be sought against those who have discredited Fr.
Simeon. As a one-sided, unfounded, extremely subjective defense, this simply does not
correspond with the facts which have been concretely established. This puts into
question the establishment of a monastic community in which Abbess Ameliane is
involved.




6. Reeommoendations
I Pravers should be said for Fr. Simeon. for ] . Tor Abbess Ameliane.

2 Fr. Simeon is in need of immediate comprehensive professional treatment, in
addition to regular participation in a twelve-step program. In whatever way the QCA
can facilitate this should be piven consideration.

2. The pussibility of the OCA canomzcally receiving Fr. Sirmeon s out of the
Gueston, until such time as long-term sobricty 1 manifested and afier a thorough

psy yehological examination.

4 in this case Lis Beatitude, Metropolitan JONAH's pastoral judgment was
yuestionable; the Holy Synod should encoucage His Beatitude to repularly consult and
brref his Chancellor and Chanvery statf about pastoral issues ¢ receplions, assigniuents,

inter-junisdictional transfers, e

5 Abbess Amehiane's conduct has compromised her dusire o lound & IORESHC
community within the Orthodox Church in Amcrica. There is also the issue of her
anusual and nonsensical canonical allegiance: simultuneously 10 the Primaw of the
(hrthodex Church in Americs and 1o Lider Dionysios, who lves in Greeee. The Holy
Syned should not endorse any monastic cormmunity that 15 associated with the Elder
Menysios.
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Translation: We release the beloved to us great schema brother, the all-venerable
Archimandrite Lord Seraphim, theologian, in the world, George Starkof, son of
Leonid and Daria, who has the Greek visa/passport number [ ], for the establishment
of Sacred Monasteries in Dallas, TX, USA; and also his colleague, our most-
venerable Hieromonk John Kharon, theologian and iconographer, son of Alexander
and Ludmilia, who has an American passport number { ], to the jurisdiction of His
Beatitude, also the locum tenens of Dallas, with the blessing of His Eminence, our
Metropolitan of Thessaliotida and Phanariophersalon, KIRILLOS IL




Metropotitan Junah, Primate

S by B30

Seosser, NY 117810818
Fel HI6U220530

Tigx, STEHILIN
Wi e, WWA s (g

May 19, 2010
Dear Fr Symoeon,
The Lord biess you!

There arc a number of ssucs that we poed Lo discuss. b am very soiry for your recent
hospitahization and the precanions state ol you health, 1 care about you, and want the
nest for you, Hewever, TEre are some yery serious consgyuences o your actions, of

which 1 have only recently beer informed.

| understand that you were arrested and spent & night i jail, for assault, against a
young woman from the upartment complex in which you were staying. Unti that
matter is legally reselved, you arc suspended from ali pricstly funcrions, though you
may [eeive COmmImion in the altar as a priest. 1L is for mo 1@ decide, vnoe 1 have
seen the documents, when and whether vou can be restored o priestly funcuon. Ths
is a very sertous matler, and you may have cut vourself of from the priesthood.

Of course, you have personally smd nothing to me about this, and this is alsa
unaccepiable. Further, 1 was ‘old there was another encounier with the police carlier
this year, in which you ended up in custudy for three davs. You 1old me nothing
sbout this exther.

(Fomen

Aost important, the reasen for vour iliness, and [ presume these otha incidents, i3
alcohol abuse. My fniend, you arg killing vourself. This ha» 10 S0 Shortly after
you arrived, T was suspicious thal you were abusing alcohol. With the drinkung, yow
behavior gets out of control. Tund ratand you wore belligerent with the poice, aind
not cooperative. T also have ween told of vour being drunk in putlic, in parsh
functions. This is totally unacceptable hehavier for a pricst and a monk.

T am putting vou under stet monastic obedience to stay with the nuns, in their Wp
floor, until Junc 4. You may not go out with friends, or teave the house excepl to go
to church or 1o work. Youare to be at dasly prayers, meorming and ¢vening, and to eat
with them at reguiar meals, You may not touch any aicohol. One other exceplion is
1o attend meetings of Alcoholies Anenymous, daily, with someone the nuns trust. it1s
unacceptable for you wo stay alone. which is one reasen T do not want you W use my
residencu.

1 know you want to deny your probioni. But this is seli-detusion. You know you aic
in deep trouble. Thisisa wakeup call, Accept that you have & problem with aleohol,
and start dealing with .

1n the meantime, you nced 1o cooperate with the people around you, especially the
nuns and M _who care about you very qiuch and only desire yous zood. You
should find a residential alcohol treatmunt program that will accept you as a charity
client, us youu have no insurance of other resources, and et thal program by June 4.
Alter that, you may go to St Tikhon's Monastery for a time.

Oiven your logal entunglemunts, you can not leave the country, This would make
your life even more complicated.

sii%}?



Perhaps the reason you had to come (0 America is to deal with your alcoholism, and
thus save both your life and your priesthood. As it is, these are in grave danger
because of your drinking. You have the chance to save both.

With fatherly love in Christ,

ﬁ‘[’-\
+Jonah

Archbishop of Washington
Metropolitan of All America and Canada




Holy Mouastery of the Twelve Aposties « Red Churche September 1, 2010
Karditsa, Grecce

Henorable

Dr. Nikita Bike

Paychiatrist, Advisor

Orthodox Church in Aserica

Honorable 1r. Eike,

Thank you for m-sending your ¢ mail, mandated as you are by the Holy Synod of
che OCA, with the indication of His Beatitude that Lknow sbout what you are investigating.

Se, us for whatever pertaing to our Very Reverend brather, Hieromonk Fr. Symeon
Kharon: to my mind, as seon as you received the mandate you got, there should have been
(mandated immediately the wrest of the perpetrator of the electronic crime. Beyond that, this
bears chiefly upon myself - although did not manage it because of my obhigations here - and it
will be my fisst concern as soon as b oreturn. Because our brother never did anything 1o
comnpromise his priesthood ot another person, nor did he ever harass anyong, and we have
kezown him since e was 2 young boy, together with hus blessed family,

1 am chiiged to proceed to lawsuils and conclusive legal daims against every
perpetrator responsible for thus slectronic crime/ depravity, of which we were informed by Hhs
Reatitude.

1 rermember you from our warm meeting on Fioly Wednesday in Baltimore;
certainty, T have Deen hoping 1o see you agam.

Would that «ll the ecclesiastical institations amd 2gents work through direct
wwestigations, like the Synod of the OCA and yourself under its mandate, because the
discovery of the truth Lberates, heals, tumines, glorifies vicums with the crown of martyrdom,
as in this case, our spiritual brother, the above-mentioned hieromonic

With a foretaste of the joy of wvery collabaration with you in Chast, o the tutuse,

as well, 1 close with mush appreciation,

Abbess Acmiliane
Holy Moenastery of the Entrance of the Theotokos in the Temple, OCA

Washington, D

The Aschbishop of Washingron ety nlmiz;an of ail America & Canada, Has Heatitude JONAR,

Ce i
7. 'Vhe Very Reverend Hieromong Fr. Symeon Petrite, Washington
3 The Honorable M. R R
4. ‘Yhe Hoporable M. M s



