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Upon reading the title of this text, 
many may wonder why this personal 
observation of an ordinary meeting of 
several theologians deserves a place 
in our journal. We live in a technolog-
ically advanced age that allows people 
from different meridians to gather and 
converse in any corner of the globe in 
a very short time. Moreover, today’s 
technology has given us various plat-
forms to meet in visual format without 
even leaving our homes.

However, I am sure that most of 
our readers have had the opportunity 
to participate in at least one of the nu-
merous theological conferences or var-
ious church gatherings and events, and 
hopefully, upon returning from each of 
these gatherings, they feel somehow 
more fulfilled, joyful, and ready for the 

next projects or works that await them. 
Nevertheless, I am sure that they can 
still recall one or two meetings that 
particularly left a lasting impression 
on them, even to the point of feeling 
a genuine personal change, a change 
they did not expect when going to that 
conference, meeting, or event. 

It is precisely such a meeting that 
has influenced the author of these lines, 
and it is precisely because of that inspi-
ration and experienced internal change 
that I want to share a few words about 
the meeting itself with our readers.

Namely, from the 25th to the 28th of 
March this year, in a small, picturesque 
tourist destination with an even more 
unusual name, Srebreno Jezero (English 
translation: Silver Lake), on the banks 
of the River Danube in eastern Serbia, 
and at the invitation of two organisa-
tions: The Council for World Mission 
from London and The Institute for the 
Study of Culture and Christianity from 
Belgrade, a smaller group of Orthodox 
philosophers and theologians gathered 
to discuss, within the framework of the 
meeting’s theme: Spirituality, Politics, 
and Polities.

I set out from Stockholm with mod-
est expectations, because unlike many 
similar conferences or gatherings, the 
pre-submitted material did not reveal 
much about the meeting itself. We 
were briefly informed that the meeting 
would not be in the format of a stand-
ard conference but that the topics and 
discussions would be formed during the 
meeting itself. We were given three ar-
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ticles to read, which could serve as an 
introduction to further discussion and 
conversation. Before the conference 
began I could not see the connection 
between the selected articles, which 
were Nicholas Ponottos’ article on Latin 
American Liberation Theologies, Molt-
mann’s article on Terrorism and Political 
Theology, and Markides’ Introduction 
to Political Theology in Orthodox Con-
texts and its comparison with Western 
Christianity. I also had a dose of nerv-
ousness because I had not had the op-
portunity to meet most of the fifteen 
invited participants before in person, 
and I only knew some of them through 
certain works I had the opportunity to 
read earlier.

In any case, I went to Serbia with 
certain prejudices about the upcoming 
gathering, but my personal prejudices 
already began to fade during the gath-
ering of all the participants at Belgrade 
airport, a day before the actual event. 
Through the first conversations and ac-
quaintances, waiting for participants 
coming from four different continents, 
a new excitement and impatience grew 
within me about the direction in which 
the entire event would develop and 
what ideas would emerge from our 
conversations. In those first informal 
conversations, there was a mutual joy 
of meeting and a desire for deeper re-
flections on various topics. My impres-
sion was that all the participants came 
with the same amount of confusion 
about what to expect from the meeting 
itself, but with openness to getting to 

know others and building further trust 
and exchange of ideas. The conversa-
tion supplemented with some humor-
ous sayings continued to build a deeper 
connection among participants both 
during the journey to the town of Sre-
breno Jezero and during our first dinner 
together.

The next day, on Monday, March 
25th, we officially started the meeting, 
which could be described as a work-
shop emphasising the importance of 
using the time ahead to create a plat-
form where thoughts and ideas could 
be freely exchanged in a collegial at-
mosphere, which would ultimately be 
rounded off with specific proposals and 
where participants could continue to 
work both in theory and through their 
practical implementation.

The organizers made sure that dur-
ing each session, we had enough time 
and opportunities to express our ob-
servations. Also, during the introduc-
tory part, they introduced innovative 
methods so that through a kind of play-
game, we all had the opportunity to 
meet face to face and present our cur-
rent academic activities, which again 
influenced us to listen more closely to 
each other and get to know each other 
better, including questions and topics 
that are important and relevant to each 
individual. At these sessions, we had 
the opportunity to express our obser-
vations on the texts whose titles I men-
tioned earlier.

During the first day of our working 
group, particular emphasis was placed 
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on some of the topics such as emanci-
pation in the Orthodox Church today, its 
meaning, applicability in the contempo-
rary context, and obstacles. Particularly 
emphasised was the connection be-
tween emancipation today and the role 
that laypeople have in the Church, as 
well as the place of women in the eccle-
siastical context. For me personally, one 
of the most powerful aspects of these 
discussions was the idea of Synodality 
in or through Locality.

The question of emancipation 
opened up the possibility of touching 
on other anthropological topics, where 
the question of the hypocrisy of con-
temporary society came to the fore, 
the politics of double standards both in 
society and in the Church, particularly 
emphasizing three burning conflicts: 
the war in Ukraine on European soil, 
the escalating conflict in Ethiopia, and 
the ruthless suffering of the Palestinian 

people, especially in the Gaza Strip. It 
was pointed out that there is an insuf-
ficiently clear voice and action from the 
Orthodox Church regarding the terrible 
suffering of the people in the Holy Land.

As the meeting progressed, the at-
mosphere among the participants in-
creasingly filled with genuine collegi-
ality, freedom for everyone to express 
themselves on the questions raised and 
to be heard, even in moments when the 
deepest emotions surfaced, confirming 
only our unwavering commitment to 
the church and care for her, as well as 
care for the other and the whole cre-
ation that suffers and struggles. The 
openness to hear the other spontane-
ously manifested this sincere Christian 
love throughout the entire meeting 
and filled all participants with an inde-
scribable joy. Without pathos, without 
hypocrisy, without hidden intentions 
but simply the atmosphere could be 
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described by the words of the Apostle 
Peter: “Lord, it is good for us to be here” 
(Mt. 17:4). During the conversation, 
there was not always complete agree-
ment, but understanding for different 
opinions was preserved. Also, it is im-
portant to mention that tears, laughter, 
and prayers were shared together dur-
ing those two days of the meeting.

During the second day, our work-
ing group split into two smaller groups 
where we somehow naturally gathered 
according to the emphasis on either 
theory or praxis, certainly not dimin-
ishing their equal significance and im-
portance in the life of both the Church 
and society in general. And as a mis-
sion-minded priest with modest mis-
sionary experience in three different 
contexts, it was natural for me to join 
the group that discussed how to apply 
theory through praxis, i.e., which plat-
forms and channels to use in the local 
Church life and how to ensure that the 
voice of academic theology reaches 
parishioners in the jungles of the Ama-
zon, the African steppes, a Greek island 
village, as well as the cathedral church 
in Harare, Thessaloniki, or Požarevac. 
Some ideas were proposed with which 
all participants were shown to agree, 
and we proposed to continue to work 
together to select theological themes 
and to see how to make them accessi-
ble and inspiring to parishioners. 

The organisers’ innovativeness was 
truly highlighted throughout the en-
tire meeting. Thus, the conclusion of 
the meeting was conceived so that all 

participants would write on paper the 
aspects of their parish life that they see 
as the most valuable for the vitality of 
their local Church community. 

And again, and again, reading our 
responses, we realised that the Liturgy 
and the Liturgy after the Liturgy were 
the two most emphasised aspects on 
which the Church rests, both in its lo-
cal and universal nature. With this pos-
itivity, faith, hope that our local parish 
can and must show that it cares about 
a society where the voice of the other 
is equally valid as ours, and if nothing 
else, then at least allowed this voice to 
be heard. 

The common proposal was to let our 
small local Church family be the place 
where this ‘little’ man can feel the free-
dom and courage to express him/her-
self, because the Lord created us all to 
be free and fearless, but also compas-
sionate and merciful. 

It is precisely from all of the 
above-mentioned words that the re-
cent meeting of a few Orthodox the-
ologians and philosophers gathered 
from four continents in a small pictur-
esque place in Serbia was one of those 
meetings that prompted me to undergo 
an internal change and inspired me to 
witness that change both with my writ-
ten words and with life in both my lo-
cal church and my local community in 
northern Europe where I now have my 
new home. 

Rev. Father Economos Milutin Janjic, PhD, 
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ska, Bosnia and Herzegovina, studied The-
ology at the Saint Sava Serbian Orthodox 
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lege at the Stockholm School of Theology, 
specializing in Orthodox Ecclesiology and 
Missiology. Additionally, he acts as a chap-
lain at the school’s chapel. In the same year, 
he was elevated to the rank of Economos by 
Metropolitan Gerasimos of San Francisco, 
granting him the right to wear the epigona-
tion and pectoral cross.
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