
ATHANASIOS A. ANGELOPOULOS

THE EPISCOPAL SYNOD OF THE METROPOLIS OF THESSALONIKI 
AND ITS SIGNIFICANCE FOR TODAY*

The Episcopal Synods, as an administrative instrument for a metropol­
itan see, constitute a canonical institution, encountered from antiquity in 
the Orthodox Church1. The institution of the Episcopal Synod of the Metro­
polis of Thessaloniki, which was abolished by decree of the Holy Synod of 
the Ecumenical Patriarchate in October 19242, is included within these ca­
nonical structures. Specificaly, during the sixth century, we have the first 
indication of the existence of some form of a synodical system in the Metro­
polis of Thessaloniki “Congregata synoda de paroecia ecclesiae Thessalo- 
nicensis”, as mentioned in a report of 519 A.D. to Pope Ormisdus (514- 
523)3. At any rate, the most ancient Diocese, whose district was subordi­
nate to the Metropolis of Thessaloniki in the establishment of the Synodical 
system, was the Diocese of Dion, whose Bishop Palladios participated in 
the Synod of Sardica in 3474. The Diocese of Dion in time became identified 
with the Diocese of Kitros or Pydna. The Bishops of Kitros were the “pro- 
tothronos” in the Episcopal Synod of Thessaloniki, i.e. the first-in-rank of 
all the Bishops under the Metropolitan, probably because they presided over 
the oldest of the Dioceses. And evidently, as the “protothronos” he substi­
tuted the Metropolitan in his absence.

Under the Emperor Leo the Wise (886-912) the institution of the Epis­
copal Synod of Thessaloniki developed significantly for two main reasons. 
First, during the 9th century, Thessaloniki was organized into a separate

* Many thanks are due to Father Alkiviades Kalivopoulos for the translation of this 
article.

1. For "Provincial Synods” or "Episcopal Synods” see the following sacred canons: 
Apostles c. 37, First Ecum. Synod c. 5, Fourth Ecum. Synod c. 29, Synod of Troullo c. 8, 
Seventh Ecum. Synod c. 6, Synod of Antioch c. 8, in A. Alivizatos, 01 'Ιεροί Κανόνες, [The 
Sacred Canons], Athens 1923, pp. 17, 35-36, 65, 90-91,137, 171; and Maximos, Metrop. of 
Sardis, To ΟΙκουμενικόν Πατριαρχείον εν rjj Όρθοδόξψ Έκκλησίρ, [The Ecumenical Pa­
triarchate in the Orthodox Church], Thessaloniki, 1972, pp. 45-50.

2. The Synodical Decree was announced in the Document prot. no. 4067 of October 
28, 1924, and was published in Γρηγόριος Παλαμάς 9 (1925) 24-26. It reappears in the ad­
dendum of this study, note 8.

3. T. Tafel, De Thessalonica eiusque agro dissertatio geographica, London 1972 (a re­
print of the first edition, Berlin, 1839), p. 55.

4. in V. Mansi, vol. 3, p. 39; Cf. Tafel, ibid. p. 98.
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Theme, and second, the Metropolis in an intense missionary effort under­
took to christianize the local pagan slavic races. The number of provincial 
Bishops subordinate to the Metropolitan was thus increased, in order to 
meet the growing manifold ecclesiastical needs in the Theme41. During the 
10th century the following Dioceses formed the jurisdiction of the Metro­
polis of Thessaloniki : “(1) Kitros (2) Veria (3) Drougouvitia (4) Servia (5) 
Cassandria (6) Kampania or Kastrion (7) Petra (8) Herculia or Ardamerion 
(9) Ierissos or Mt. Athos (10) Lité and Rentena and (11) Vardariote”6.

The Synod of Thessaloniki developed greatly and reached its prime dur­
ing the 13th® and especially the 14th centuries, when through the ecclesias­
tical reforms of Emperor Andronikos (1282-1398) the Throne of Thessalo­
niki was elevated from the 16th to the 11th rank in the hierarchical order 
of the Metropolinates and Episcopates of the Ecumenical Patriarchate of 
Constantinople. During the 14th century twelve Dioceses were under the 
Metropolis of Thessaloniki: (1) Kitros or Pydna, (2) Veria, (3) Drougouvitia, 
(4) Servia, (5) Cassandria and Potidea, (6) Kampania and Kastrion, (7) 
Petra, (8) Herculia or Ardamerion, (9) Ierissos or Mt. Athos, (10) Lité, (11) 
Vardariote, (12) Lycostomion or the Valley of Tempe and Platamon7.

In time these Dioceses underwent changes both in name and in number. 
The Dioceses of Veria, Cassandria and Servia were raised to Metropolinates. 
The Diocese of Vardariote was replaced by that of Polyané shortly after the 
reforms of Andronicus II, while those of Lité and Drougouvitia were merged 
into the neighboring Dioceses of Veria, Kampania and Polyané®. Thus, by 
the 19th century the dioceses under the Metropolitan of Thessaloniki had 
decreased to seven.

After special research in the historical archives of the Metropolis of 
Thessaloniki, which constitute the basic source material for the study of its 
Synodical system, I sellected the relative information concerning the activ-

4a. D. Obolenski, The Byzantine Commonwealth Eastern Europe, 500-1453, New 
York 1971, pp. 77-79.

5. Tafel, op. cit., pp. 56-57. (Specifically, about each of the above Dioceses see pp. 
57-98).

6. Innocentius III Papa Romanus, Epistolarum libro 15, 18, Paris 1682, vol. II, pp. 607: 
"Ad haec ipsi Thessalonicensi metropoli suam confirmatus provinciám, in quo subscriptos 
episcopatus specialiter nominibus duximus exprimendos, videlicet: Citrensem, Beriensem, 
Vardariensem, Serviensem, Platamonensem, Langadensem, Ardameriensem, Hierissien- 
sem et Cassandrensem”. Cf. Tafel, op.cit., p. 79.

7. O. Tafrali, Thessalonique au XIVe siècle, Paris 1913, pp. 90-93.
8. Ibid., pp. 92-93. Cf. Letsas, 'Ιστορία τής Θεσσαλονίκης [History of Thessaloniki], Thes­

saloniki 1963, pp. 57-59, which contains in translation the chapter about Bishops in Thes­
saloniki in the work of Tafrali, pp. 90-93.



The Episcopal Synod of the Metropolis of Thessaloniki 383

ity of this institution during the fifty year period prior to its abolition (1870- 
1924). This data, once classified and evaluated, provided a general picture of the 
organization, operation and significance of the Synod of Thessaloniki, which 
(city) as an important nerve-center of the Patriarchate, exercised great influ­
ence over the other Provinces of the Ecumenical Throne in Macedonia.

On the basis, then, of this material and the relative, while extremely 
limited, bibliography we will now deal with the following aspects of this 
Synodical institution: (1) Name, (2) Composition, (3) Convocation, (4) Duties 
and Responsibilities, (5) its Abolition, and (6) in general, its importance and 
its influence on the life of the Metropolis of Thessaloniki and by extension 
on the whole of Macedonia.

Name. The Bishops, in their letters to the Metropolitan, when referring 
to this institution, use the following names: “Provincial Synod”, “Holy 
Provincial Synod”, “Local Provincial Synod”, “Holy and Sacred Provin­
cial Synod” and “Local Synod”9. On the other hand, the Patriarchal Decree 
which abolished it officially used the term “Episcopal Synod”10 11. The char­
acterizations of this Synod as “Provincial”, “Local” and “Episcopal” ex­
press both its canonical and essential content; for what we are talking 
about is precisely a Council of Bishops under a Metropolitan of a specific 
province of the Ecumenical Patriarchate. These names are, also, encountered 
in the Sacred Canons11.

Composition. During the period we are dealing with, the Metropolis 
of Thessaloniki at first had under its jurisdiction the Dioceses of Kitros, 
Kampania, Polyané, Ierissos, and Mt. Athos, Ardamerion, Petra and Pia­
iamon12. By the time of the abolition of the Synod in 1924 the number of 
Dioceses had decreased again to five. The dioceses of Platamon (in 1881) 
and Petra (in 1896) were merged into the neighboring Sees of Kitros, Elás­
son and Larissa13. The Bishops of the aforementioned dioceses comprised

9. Archives of the Metropolis of Thessaloniki (to be referred to as AMT), File 61a: 
1449; File 63 : 4705, 4710, 4726; File 65 : 4879; File 108 : 5094; File 125, an unnumbered 
written invitation to Bishop Joachim of Polyané (1892-1899) to participate in the delibe­
rations of the Episcopal Synod, prot. no. 47. dated February 14, 1895, which is published 
in the addentum, no. 1.

10. See Γρηγόριος Παλαμάς 9 (1925) 24-25, and in the addendum, no. 8. See also AMT, 
File 483, the unnumbered improvised minutes of the Episcopal Synod, 9th period. Meeting 
of 9-10 December, 1922.

11. See Alivizatos, op. cit., pp. 17, 35-36, 65, 90-91, 137, 171.
12. A. Angelopoulos, Al ξέναι προπαγάνδαι είς τήν έπαρχίαν Πολυανης κατά τήν πε­

ρίοδον 1870-1912, [Foreign Propaganda in the Province of Polyane during the period 1870- 
1912], Thessaloniki 1973, p. 14, note 1.

13. Ibid., cf. A. Angelopoulos, “Ή συμβολή τής έπισκοπής Πέτρας είς τά έθνικά καί
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the canonical Episcopal Synod of Thessaloniki under the presidency of the 
Metropolitan. The “protothronos”, as has been already noted, was the 
Bishop of Kitros14.

Participation or meddling in the affairs and functions of the Episcopal 
Synod by neighboring Metropolitans without the express consent of the 
Patriarchate was forbidden and considered uncanonical. Whenever such 
interventions were attempted, serious problems resulted, as was the case, 
e.g. of Metropolitan Anthimos of Vodena who interfered in the matter of 
the election of the Bishop of Petra. This action was condemned by the Pa­
triarchate as a clear impermissible intervention in the affairs of another Me­
tropolis and, therefore, uncanonical15.

During the 14th century, when the institution was at its prime, the Em­
peror and members of the Royal family, (if and when they sojourned in Thes­
saloniki), were permitted to attend the sessions of the Synod in imitation of 
the similar practice in Constantinople. In their absence this courtesy was ex­
tended to the Governor, the Judge of the Army, the Commandant and the 
city elders, especially in instances when ecclesiastical trials were held for 
heresy or severe injustices16. In these instances, the presence of civil autho­
rities was not a declaration of the active interference of the State in the af­
fairs of the Church, but, on the contrary, it signaled both the moral support 
of the State in the work of the Synod and the recognition of its decisions.

Concovation. The Synod was convened regularly twice each year, in

έκπαιδευτικά προβλήματα τοΟ Ελληνισμού τής περιοχής Όλυμπου 1890-1896” [The Con­
tribution of the Diocese of Petra to the Ethnic and Educational Problems of the Hellenes in 
the area of Olympos 1890-1896], Μακεδονικά 14 (1974) 64-83; and in the relative bibliogra­
phy in Μακεδονικά 15 (1975) 397-398.

14. The meaning of the term "protothronos” (πρωτόθρονος) is consistent with canon 
39 of the Synod of Carthage. See Alivizatos, op. cit., pp. 245. The term "protothronos” was 
also preserved in the phéme of the Bishop of Kitros, which was chanted at the Divine 
Liturgy from the time of the Turkish occupation to 1924, when the Diocese was elevated 
to a Metropolis: “Παρθενίου τού πανιερωτάτου καί Θεοπροβλήτου έπισκόπου τής Άγιω- 
τάτης ’Επισκοπής Κίτρους καί Αίκατερίνης, καί πρωτοθρόνου τής Άγιωτάτης Μητρο- 
πόλεως Θεσσαλονίκης, ύπερτίμου καί έξάρχου πόσης Πιερίας, ήμών δε πατρός και ποι­
μενάρχου πολλά τα ετη” (Parthenios, the most-reverend and God-chosen Bishop of the 
holy Episcopate of Kitros and Ekaterini, and the Protothronos of the holy Metropolis of 
Thessaloniki, the most-honored and Exarch of all Pieria, and our father and pastor, may 
his years be many).

15. T. Karantzalis - D. Gonis, Κώδιξ τής αλληλογραφίας τοϋ Βοδενών Άγαθαγγέ- 
λου [Codex of correspondance of Agathangelos Metropolitan of Edessa], Thessaloniki, 
1975, p. 13.

16. Miklosich et Müller, Acta I, p. 177, Act of 1337 A.D. Cf. Letsas, Ιστορία τής 
Θεσσαλονίκης [History of Thessaloniki], p. 53.
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accordance with the provisions of the sacred Canons for Provincial Synods17. 
The first meeting took place immediately after the Feast of St. Gregory Pa- 
lamas, on the second Sunday of Lent “at which Feast the reverend Bishops 
under the jurisdiction of the Metropolis were present by ancient custom”18 19. 
The second regular meeting was, also, held in Thessaloniki during October, 
following the Feast of St. Demetrios, when, once again most of the Bishops 
would assemble for the celebration of the Feast of the City’s Patron Saint18.

We have instances, also, when the Synod met in special session. The 
Synod, e.g., convened extraordinarily early in July, 1878, for the purpose of 
electing a Bishop for the diocese of Kitros. The vacancy was created unex­
pectedly by the flight into free Greece of its Bishop, Nicholas, who had par­
ticipated in the revolution of February 1878 in Pieria and Olympus20, and 
was a fugitive from the Turks. Similarily, a special session was held in Decem­
ber 1922, because of the extraordinary national calamities that occured dur­
ing that troublesome period21.

Finally, we come across the phenomenon when the Synod did not meet 
either in regular or extraordinary session for a long period of time. Thus, 
e.g., the Synod did not convene at all for six years during 1917-22 (this 
was certainly by exception) because of the extraordinary political, ethnic 
and ecclesiastical events of that period, with Constantinople, Athens and 
Thessaloniki as the centers of the turbulence. As it is known, a Conference of 
the Hierarchy of the New Lands was held in Thessaloniki during April-May 
1917. In accordance with the decision of these Hierarchs, and by virtue of 
the Government Order No. 2386 of May 24, 1917, a five-member “Archi- 
eratical Ecclesiastical Council” was established. This Council according 
to its rules, constituted “temporarily, the Administrative Authority of the 
Church serving under the supreme spiritual leadership of the Ecumenical 
Patriarch”, and was charged with the responsibility of dealing with the 
abnormal ecclesiastical conditions in which the Métropoles of the New 
Lands found themselves to be in22. Thus, the “Archieratical Ecclesiastical

17. Alivizatos, op. cit., pp. 17, 38, 65, 171. In accordance with canon 8 of the Troullo 
Synod and canon 6 of the Seventh Ecumenical Synod, the Provincial Synod, due to diffi­
cult conditions, could be convoked once a year. Ibid. pp. 90-91, 137.

18. AMT, File 125, unnumbered document, published in the addendum, no. 1.
19. AMT, File 63, 4705. The convocation of the Synods during the Spring and Autumn 

follows generally an ancient tradition, consistent with the canons of the Church. Cf. Alivi­
zatos, op. cit., pp. 17, 36, 91, 171.

20. AMT, File 63, 4710; file 64, 4799.
21. AMT, File 483, unnumbered improvised Minutes of the Episcopal Synod, 9th Pe­

riod, of the meeting on December 9-10, 1922.
22. See “Internal Regulations of the Archieratical Ecclesiastical Council” article I,

25
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Council” replaced, (certainly only in the economy of the Church), the Epis­
copal Synod from May 1917 to September 1920, given the fact, also, that 
Metropolitan Gennadios of Thessaloniki presided over this Council with 
the Bishops subordinate to him participating in it. A second basic reason, 
which caused the Synod not to convene for yet another two years, was the 
Patriarchal crisis created in 1921. Patriarch Germanos was forced to resign. 
The election of his successor Metropolitan Meletios of Athens was not re­
cognized by the Hierarchy. Because of these complications, it was, also, con­
ceivable that the decisions and actions of the Holy Synod of the Patriarchate 
would be not to be recognized since Meletios presided over the Synod. 
In view of these difficulties the Synod of Thessaloniki did not meet during 
1921-1922, since its own decisions had to be ratified by the Synod of Con­
stantinople, which was itself under question in some quarters.

The Synod finally was convoked after a period of six years on Decem­
ber 9, 1922. In his opening statement at the first session. Metropolitan Gen­
nadios explained clearly the reasons which had imposed the suspension of 
the work of the Synod, saying: “Our Synod, reverend and esteemed Bro­
thers, is meeting for the first time since April 14, 1917, when it was last con­
voked at the time of the Provisional Government of Thessaloniki. The rea­
sons for not convening the Synod till now are basically two. (a) As you know, 
the Archieratical Ecclesiastical council was established, and operated from 
the City by the express will of the Hierarchs who met here and by Order 
No. 2586 of the Provisional Government, dated May 24,1917. The function of 
this Council was later terminated by virtue of Law and Executive Royal Decree 
on September 30, 1970. Since the Bishops of our Metropolis were, also, 
responsible to this Council, over which I presided by decision of the Confer­
ence of the Hierarchy; and since the unforeseen matters of the Bishops were 
discussed and solved within this Council, the convocation of our Episcopal 
Synod was deemed unnecessary, (b) The vacancy on the Patriarchal throne 
created through the circumstances surrounding the resignation of Patriarch 
Germanos, of blessed memory; and the ensuing ecclesiastical crisis brought 
on by the election of his All-Holiness Metropolitan Meletios of Athens, fur­
ther delayed the convocation of our Synod. As you know, the Hierarchy of 
the State did not recognize the election. I convened here during December 
1921, and proclaimed the election of November 25 as invalid. Further, given 
the fact that the war continued, the irregularity in the national matters 
persisted, and that no matters of a pressing nature appeared, we did not 
consider it necessary to call you together in accordance with custom, either

in Γρηγόριος Παλαμάς 1 (1917) 321.
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once or twice annually. Thus the convocation of the Episcopal Synod was 
postponed till now...”23.

In accordance with Church canons24 the initiative for convoking the 
Synod lay exclusively with the Metropolitan of Thessaloniki. One month 
prior to the date set for the meeting he summoned to Thessaloniki by writ­
ten invitation the Bishops under his jurisdiction to participate in the work of 
the Synod. They, in turn, were obliged to respond in time, indicating whether 
they would attend the Synod, or in event of hindrance, would entrust their 
proxy to another Bishop. In the latter case, they would accordingly advise 
the said bishop, or directly inform the Metropolitan of their decision. Of­
ten, e.g., the Bishops of Platamon and Petra entrusted their proxy to other 
Bishops, because, they usually could not be present in Thessaloniki for the 
work of the Synod due to the instability and urgency of events in their 
provinces25. It must be noted that the prerogative of the Metropolitan to 
convene the Synod, was not without a check. He planned it always in co­
operation with the Holy Synod of the Patriarchate, which was informed about 
the date of the meetings and the agenda, (especially when it came to the 
matter of the election of bishops to fill vacancies), and gave its approval for 
the convocation of the Synod26. Otherwise, without this prior approval, it 
was possible that the decisions of the Episcopal Synod would not be recog­
nized by Constantinople. Thus, e.g., Metropolitan Kallinikos, having con­
vened the Episcopal Synod without the permission of the Patriarchate, and 
having filled the vacancy in the Diocese of Petra (1854), was rebuked by the 
Patriarch for “having elected and ordained Bishop Agathangelos of Petra, 
upon the death of Dionysios, though he was obliged first to advise us of 
this, an event not now recognized by the Church”27.

Duties and Responsibilities. The Episcopal Synod, as the supreme autho­
rity of the Metropolis of Thessaloniki, in its own right or in cooperation with 
the Synod of the Ecumenical Patriarchate dealt with administrative, judicial, 
pastoral, and highly sensitive ethnic matters in the area of its jurisdiction.

One essential administrative function of the Synod was the election

23. AMT, File 483, op. cit., p. 3.
24. See canon 6, Seventh Ecumenical Council; canons 9, 19 and 20 Council of Antioch. 

Cf. Alivizatos, op. cit., pp. 137, 167, 170-171.
25. AMT, File, 63, 4705, 4710, 4720,4726; File 64,4790. The manner of operation of 

these Bishops is in accordance with the spirit of the canons of the Church concerning the 
convocation of Provincial Synods, see canon 4, First Ecumenical Synod, and canon 19, 
Synod of Antioch. Cf. Alivizatos, op. cit., pp. 35, 170-171.

26. AMT, File 483, op. cit., p. 3.
27. G. Sakellaropoulos, “’Αγαθάγγελος Μητροπολίτης τής ’Εδέσσης” [Agathangelos 

Metropolitan of Edessa], Μακεδονική Ζωή 96 (1974) 40.
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of Bishops to Dioceses validly vacated either through the death or resigna­
tion of the bishop. The filling of vacant sees followed certain proceedures. 
Qualified clerics were first enrolled on the Patriarchal list of eligible candi­
dates for the episcopacy upon the nomination of their own Bishop and the 
testimony of the elders of the community in which they served. In this case, 
the nomination was submitted by the Metropolitan of Thessaloniki, in his 
roll as president of the Synod28.

When a canonical vacancy occured in a diocese, it was announced to 
the Patriarchal Synod, which in turn granted permission for the convoca­
tion (in regular or extraordinary session) of the Episcopal Synod in order 
to fill that vacancy. This was then accomplished either through the election 
of a cleric on the list of eligible candidates for the Episcopacy, or through 
the selection and transfer of a Bishop from another Diocese. During the 
session a list with the names of three candidates was prepared. Following 
this “on the motion and permission of the president, the Bishops departed, 
usually to the church of the Eleousa, nearest the Metropolitan residence”. 
There, “through the invocation of the Holy Spirit, and casting their cano­
nical ballots for the election of the worthy person of the three candidates 
for the taking up of the archieratical authority and the pastoral staff”, they 
chose one of the three candidates. The entire procedure was then registered 
in a Memorandum in the “sacred Codex of the Holy Metropolis of Thes­
saloniki”28. After the election, the Bishop-elect offered a brief message of

28. AMT, File 22, 3233. “Most Reverend Metropolitan of Thessaloniki... having re­
ceived the brotherly letter of your Eminence, dated the 20th of the month of December last, 
we became aware of the claim you make upon the Church, that the Chancellor of your Me­
tropolis, the reverend sir Gregory Lesvios, — a graduate of the Theological School, and 
having also served under the Bishop of Tornovon, sir Gregory, as a teacher both in his 
home-country some years ago and in Galazios, — be inscribed on the list of eligible 
candidates for the Episcopacy. And simultaneously, your Eminence, proposes the enroll­
ment on the list of your Archdeacon sir Constantine, having also enclosed copies of let­
ters of certification from the place he has served concerning both his studies and his good 
and blameless life. The letter, therefore, of your Eminence, having been read in Synod, and 
your letter of introduction and claims having been accepted, seeing that, on the one hand 
the Chancellor sir Gregory after an examination having been made of the Rolls of the 
eligible candidates was found to have been inscribed in them upon the proposal of Bishop 
Meletios of Mytilene of blessed memory, it remains, for the order of things, that the certi­
ficates concerning him from the communities in which, and the persons besides whom he 
happened to have served be fo;warded to the Church; and on the other hand, the certifi­
cates of the Archdeacon of Your Eminence must be invested with the required confirma­
tions, — we notify your Eminence, that having looked after the documents of both, you 
may forward them to the Church for further action. February 16, 1876”.

29. AMT, File 103, 5094 and File 147, 2583, which contains "Memoranda” of the elec­
tion of the Bishop of Polyané, published at the conclusion of this study, under nos. 2 and 3.



The Episcopal Synod of the Metropolis of Thessaloniki 389

acceptance and thanks before the Episcopal Synod30. The election was then 
announced by telegram and letter to the Ecumenical Patriarchate by the pres­
ident of the Provincial Synod.

In some very rare circumstances it was possible, with the approval of 
the Metropolitan, for the Holy Synod of the Patriarchate to assume the task 
of filling an episcopal vacancy within the Metropolis of Thessaloniki. In 
such cases, the Metropolitan reserved the right to nominate one of the three 
candidates if an election were to take place. Thus, e.g., in November 1902 
the Ecumenical Patriarchate intervened to bring order to the ecclesiastical 
affairs of the Diocese of Kitros. Theocletos, the Bishop of Kitros, due to 
grave illness and his capricious personality, had at the time come into open 
rift with his flock, the community elders of Katerini, and even with Alex­
ander, the Metropolitan of Thessaloniki. In the face of this intolerable situ­
ation the Ecumenical Patriarchate had suggested, (as one gathers from the 
letter of the Metropolitan responding to the Patriarchate), “the settlement 
of the matter, either within the Provincial Synod, or by referring it for dis­
posal to the Holy Synod of your most reverend All-Holiness, reserving for 
myself the right to nominate one of the candidates for a vacant throne”31. 
Metropolitan Alexander, with the explanation that the troublesome times 
made the convocation of the Synod difficult, allowed the matter to be settled 
in accordance with the judgement and decision of Patriarchal Synod32.

During the time the institution of the Episcopal Synod was at its prime, 
the election to fill a vacancy on the Metropolitan throne of Thessaloniki 
was conducted by the Synod, with the participation of representatives from 
the clergy and the laity, and took on a festive nature33. But the Holy Synod 
of the Patriarchate, also, had the right to elect the Metropolitan directly. 
In the end this practice prevailed, in spite of the objections of the local 
authorities.

Administrative matters of a general nature, which also occupied the 
Synod, other than those mentioned, were the affairs of the monastic com­
munities. But these rarely appeared on the agenda, because they were usual­
ly settled directly by the Metropolitan or by the local Bishops. The other

30. AMT, File 58, and File 147, 2589, which contains handwritten messages of thanks 
of Theocletos the Bishop of Petra upon his election to the vacant diocese of Kitros; and of 
Parthenios Vardakas, the Bishop-elect of Kitros, published at the conclusio ' of this piper 
under nos. 4 and 5. No. 6 constitutes a letter of resignation.

31. AMT, File 123, unnumbered document to the Ecumenical Patriarchate, prot. no. 
397, received on November 29, 1902, p. I.

32. Ibid., p. 4.
33. Migne, P. G. 151, 617-628. Cf. Letsas, op. cit., p. 5.3.
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routine administrative and financial matters were divided among the Metro­
politan, the Bishops, and their agencies for disposition in accordance with 
the sacred canons34.

The Episcopal Synod, also, functioned as a Spiritual Court: as a Court 
of First-Degree for the Hierarchs; and as a Court of Second-Degree for the 
presbyters, deacons and the monastic orders. If we are to judge from the 
dispute between Metropolitan Alexander and Bishop Theocletos, which 
we mentioned above, the differences between a Bishop and the ruling Me­
tropolitan could be judged and settled by the Episcopal Synod, as a Court 
of First-Degree. But, since the Metropolitan, as the presiding officer had 
to take such an initiative, he avoided calling the Synod, transferring the mat­
ter to the Holy Synod of the Patriarchate for final settlement. Unfortunately, 
the facts I found concerning the judicial authority of the Episcopal Synod 
were few. Thus, for the present, it is difficult to draw a picture of it. Ba­
sically, the Synod complied with what was set forth in the sacred canons 
on matters pertaining to ecclesiastical justice35 36 *.

The pastoral responsibilities were divided among the Metropolitan and 
the Bishops, in accordance with the sacred canons38. The Episcopal Synod 
exercised general supervision over the pastoral ministry. Particular problems 
were evaluated on the basis of the reports that each Bishop was required to 
submit annually (or upon special request) to the Metropolitan. The Metro­
politan drew upon these reports to discern common and related problems. He 
then brought them before the Synod for discussion and for the formulation 
of joint programs and actions to better meet the pastoral needs and prob­
lems of the local church.

Parallel to this, as the one responsible for the spiritual welfare of the 
flock entrusted to his care, and the person who expressed the spirit of the 
Episcopal Synod, the Metropolitan of Thessaloniki actively looked after 
the pastoral work of the church. He often addressed special pastoral encyc­
licals and letters to the Bishops, the clergy and the faithful, underscoring 
the particular obligations of the clergy and especially of his fellow-bishops, 
pointing out solutions, or supporting and encouraging them in their ef­

34. See VII Ecumenical Synod c. 6 and Synod of Antioch, c. 9. Cf. Alivizatos, op. cit., 
pp. 137, 167.

35. See Apostolic Canons c. 74 and 75; II Ecum. Synod c. 6; IV Ecum. Synod c. 9; 
Synod of Antioch c. 14 and 15; Synod of Sardica c. 3,4, 14; Synod of Carthage c. 19. Cf. 
Alivizatos, op. cit., pp. 25, 44-46, 61-62, 169, 177-178, 187-188, 238.

36. See Apostolic Canons, c. 39, 41, 58, 59; I Ecum. Synod c. 5; Troullo Synod c. 19;
VII Ecum. Synod c. 6; Synod of Antioch, c. 9. cf. Alivizatos, op. cit., pp. 18, 22, 35, 96-97,
137, 167.
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forts. Thus, e.g., Theokletos the Bishop of Kitros responding to the Me­
tropolitan in a letter dated March 12, 1891, makes special mention of the 
consoling and encouraging letters the Metropolitan addressed to him, and 
about his pastoral obligation to forward his report on his diocese. “I re­
ceived three most-respected letters of your All-Holiness”, writes Theokle­
tos to the Metropolitan, “of which the one dated December 1890 consoling 
and encouraging... And especially thanking your All-Holiness for the con­
tent of the first, and unable to express adequately my gratitude, for that let­
ter was indeed for me most soothing, being as it was full of paternal affec­
tion and sweetness, I pray the Lord on High will preserve you from every 
distress and assault of the Evil One, and will shower upon you myriad and 
varied blessings... and I send enclosed my diocesan report”37.

The institution of the Episcopal Synod of Thessaloniki was very effec­
tive and beneficial not only in matters of administration, justice, and pas­
toral concerns, mentioned above, but especially in the area of the ethnic af­
fairs of the Hellenes of Macedonia in general, and of those of the metropol­
itan area of Thessaloniki, which included Central Macedonia, in particu­
lar. During the period under discussion, the Dioceses of the Metropolis in 
Macedonia and in Thrace were called upon to meet the onslaught of foreign 
propaganda both ethnic and ecclesiastical: the Bulgarian Exarchate, Ser­
bian, Roumanian, Uniate and Protestant, all of which spread across the 
metropolitan area of Thessaloniki38. After the liberation of Macedonia from 
the Ottoman Turks during the Balkan Wars of 1912-1913, and the histor­
ical events that followed, the Hellenes were confronted with yet another im­
mense ethnic matter: the destruction and uprooting of the Hellenes of Asia 
Minor and Eastern Thrace. The repercussions of this national tragedy were 
acute in this Metropolitan province, because of the massive wave of refugees 
which inundated Thessaloniki and the bordering provinces39. In both of these 
national trials the Episcopal Synod contributed greatly to the preservation 
and the restoration of the ethnic heritage and the pride of the Hellenes in 
Macedonia.

Specifically, lasting witnesses to the important roll the Episcopal Synod 
played in the chapter of resistance to and the confrontation of the foreign 
propaganda are the countless reports, letters and other documents of Metro­
politans, bishops, priests, community-elders, teachers, and citizens from all 
of Macedonia addressed to the Metropolitan of Thessaloniki and to the 
Episcopal Synod. This correspondence described the drama played against

37. AMT, File 63, 4726, pp. 1-2.
38. Angelopoulos, Ai ξέναι προπαγάνδαι, [Foreign Propaganda] pp. 11-14.
39. AMT, File 483, unnumbered minutes of the meeting of December 9, 1922, p. 3.
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the hellenic communities, and expressed their need for protection and their 
plea for the intervention of the Metropolitan to save them. All this mate­
rial comprises (in part) the historical archives of the Metropolis40. And the 
Metropolis in turn, as we learn from the vast number of the relative docu­
ments, immediately took necessary action, bringing these cases before the 
Administrator of Thessaloniki and the Ecumenical Patriarchate. They were 
asked to intervene before Ottoman Authorities and the foreign Consulates 
in Thessaloniki, and to plead the case for, and to support the presecuted 
faithful in Central Macedonia and the other Métropoles, which were poli­
tically under the Vilayet of Thessalonik'.

The greater part of the codices and minutes of the Episcopal Synod have 
been lost41. Needless to say, this has created a great vacuum. No doubt, 
they would have provided the historian with countless examples and proofs 
of the Synod’s tremendous contributions in the struggle to combat for­
eign propaganda. While from the extant documents we are able to gain a 
clear picture of the tragedy suffered by the Hellenes in Macedonia, we are 
unable to discern in them the concrete actions taken by the Synod. Let us 
hope that the discovery of these materials, if they have not already been 
destroyed, will shed greater light on the activities of the Synod. There is no 
doubt, however, that the Synod under the Metropolitan of Thessaloniki 
during its regular and special annual sessions, reviewed the course of the na­
tional affairs in the areas under its responsibility; and through its president 
continually coordinating, in cooperation with the center of Orthodoxy, the 
Ecumenical Patriarchate of Constantinople, the struggles for the preserva­
tion of the Orthodox faith and the Nation against all foreign propaganda.

The destruction of Asia Minor and the evacuation of Eastern Thrace 
resulted in the creation of yet another immense problem : the influx of count­
less refugees. In the district of Thessaloniki alone, over one hundred thou­
sand refugees found asylum and succor. The Episcopal Synod in one meeting 
after another discussed, and in successive actions contributed to the solutions 
of the refugee problem in the districts under its jurisdiction. The Metropolitan

40. The historical archives of the Metropolis of Thessaloniki in 58 units contains 1359 
Files of which Files 1-311, 404-563, 932-961, 1119-1216 and 1267-1349 include the relative 
material for our study. Cf. A. Angelopoulos, “Τό Ιστορικόν Άρχεΐον τής μητροπόλεως 
Θεσσαλονίκης” [The Historical Archives of the Metropolis of Thessaloniki], Μακεδονικά 
15 (1975) 361-365.

41. In accordance with the information provided by the Metropolitan of Tyana, Pan­
teleimon Rodopoulos, Professor of the Theological School of the University of Thessalo­
niki, the Minutes of the Provincial Synod of Thessaloniki, were until recent times in the 
Archives of the Metropolis of Thessaloniki, since he himself had read a section of them.
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and the Bishops took charge of the efforts to assist all the refugees, and more 
espesially the orphans and the clerics42. Church Institutions and Monasteries 
were set aside to house the refugees; new parishes and special allowances 
were given the refugee priests ; and in general the Hierarchs of the Synod un­
dertook a crusade to hearten and strengthen the people43. Among the many 
assets of this Synod, is included the spiritual, moral and material contribu­
tions that the Church of Thessaloniki made to the refugees, which was of 
immense national significance and value.

The minutes of the meeting of the Episcopal Synod held on December 
9, 1922, reflect the extent of the work undertaken to aid, encourage and re­
habilitate the refugees. The following terse words are noted: “Then his All- 
Holiness the President, recounting briefly the events of the great calamity 
which befell the Nation through the destruction of Asia Minor on account 
of the withdrawal of our Army and the evacuation of Eastern Thrace, he 
expressed his thanks to their Graces the Bishops, for the activities in which 
they were engaged and still continue to launch in their provinces for the pro­
tection of our unfortunate brothers from Asia Minor and Thrace, who have 
sought refuge in the motherland; and he asked them, at the same time, to 
help the work of the Central Committee for the Aid of the Refugees, which was 
under his chairmanship, inasmuch as the largest concentration of these re­
fugees, amounting to over one hundred thousand souls, is to be found here (in 
Thessaloniki), distributed in the camps within the city, and outside the city 
in the settlements of Kalamaria, Toumpa, Charilaou, Charman-Kioi, and 
Lempéte. The Episcopal Synod, thanking his All-Holiness the President, de­
clared that it will continue to fulfill the duties placed upon it, and prayed 
that the Lord God becoming merciful to our so terribly tested nation, will 
deliver it from further trials, and will grant to it domestic tranquility and 
peace abroad, and lead it back to its former glory and fame44.

The Abolition of the Institution. The abolition of the Episcopal Synod 
of Thessaloniki came about for internal and external reasons, which even 
though temporary, the Church was unable to overcome. Thus she proceed­
ed to abolish this basic cell of ecclesiastical administration so clearly provid­
ed for in the sacred canons of the Orthodox Church.

From the point of its internal structure the institution, at various times- 
experienced crises, due especially to the inability of certain local dioceses

42. AMT, File 483, unnumbered Minutes..., of the meeting of December 10, 1922, pp. 
1 -5, which contains a special word concerning the problem of the refugees.

43. ibid., also cf. Γρηγόριος Παλαμάς 1921-1923, where one may find much information 
about the refugee matter of the metropolitan see of Thessaloniki.

44. AMT, File 483, unnumbered Minutes of the meeting of December 9, 1922, p. 3.
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to survive. But a solution was always found, by merging these weaker dio­
ceses with the stronger neighboring ones. The institution came out stronger 
as a result, regardless of the fact that a lesser number of Bishops sat in the 
Synod. Thus, at least during the period we are examining, it was repeatedly 
necessary to decrease the number of dioceses of the Metropolitan Province 
of Thessaloniki, though reversely the problems and the needs of the local 
church increased, and made the existence and operation of the Synod 
necessary.

During 1923 the Synod decided to further decrease its membership 
from 5 to 4, abolishing the then vacant and smallest of the Episcopates Ar- 
damerion, merging it with the neighboring Diocese of Ierissos and Mt. A- 
thos45. At precisely this period, when the remaining Episcopates were made 
definitely viable, through the abolition of the last unproductive one, a dif­
ferent and contrasting spirit pervaded the Synod. It was becoming more ap­
parent that the Bishops were themselves desirous of being elevated to the 
rank of Metropolitan, and their respective diocese to a Metropolis4®.

This internal state of affairs was also brought about by certain exter­
nal factors and conditions, created with the influx into the New Lands of 
refugee pastors and flocks from Asia Minor and Thrace. The Ecumenical 
Patriarchate in concert with the proper authorities, in October 1924, decid­
ed on the creation of new temporary Métropoles in Western Thrace, East­
ern and Central Macedonia, Epirus and in the Islands of the Archipelagos, 
in order to (a) better guide and govern the vastly increased numbers of the 
faithful and, (b) to place in new Métropoles the uprooted refugee Metro­
politans. Precisely at that time, in view of the above mentioned internal cri­
sis of the Episcopal Synod, in combination with the move to create the new 
metropolis of Langada within its very own district, the Patriarchate decided 
on the abolition of the institution of the Episcopal Synod of Thessaloniki, 
and elevated the episcopates of this Metropolis into independent Métropo­
les. Thus, first, on October 16, 1924, the new Metropolis of Langada was 
established47; on October 28, 1924 the Episcopal Synod of Thessaloniki were

45. See the Synodical Decree, sent to the Metropolitan of Thessaloniki on October 28, 
1924, published in Γρηγόριος Παλαμάς 9 (1925) 25 and reprinted at the conclusion of this 
paper under no. 8.

46. The elevation to Métropoles of the hitherto Dioceses of the Metropolitan See of 
Thessaloniki, on account of which the Episcopal Synod was dissolved, was especially hailed 
by the prelates of these Dioceses. See their relative letters of thanks in Γρηγόριος Παλα­
μάς 9 (1925) 26-28.

47. See the Synodical Decree, sent to the Metropolitan of Thessaloniki through the 
document, prot. no. 3825 dated October 16, 1924, published in Γρηγόριος Παλαμάς 9 (1925) 
and reprinted at the conclusion of this paper under no. 7.
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abolished48; and finally on November 6, 1924, the definitive adjustment of 
the Provinces of the Ecumenical Patriarchate in the New Lands of Greece 
was decided and acted upon. Changes were made in the boundaries of the 
old provinces, as new Métropoles were formed ; and the five Dioceses of Thes­
saloniki were raised to Metropolinates49 50. It was under the above mentioned 
difficult internal and external conditions and circumstances therefore, that 
the ancient canonical institution of the Episcopal Synod of Thessaloniki 
was finally abolished.

The Significance of the Institution. On the basis of what has been said 
above, we have clear proof of the most important significance of the insti­
tution of the Episcopal Synods. First, the solution of the problems in the 
local churches, especially during turbulent times, is achieved with greater 
speed and efficiency. As the highest, on the scene of collective authority the 
Episcopal Synod is able to directly take on all ecclesiastical and ethnic mat­
ters and to dispose of them quickly for the general good of the Church and 
her flock. The simple act of having to refer even urgent matters to the Ecu­
menical Patriarchate for solution, often means the loss of valuable time, es­
pecially in cases where a particular province is under bondage or political 
duress, or in a neutral State indifferent to its needs, or in the midst of some 
violent social upheaval and developments, which in fact are occurring far 
away from the Center of Orthodoxy60.

Second, the administrative relation, responsibility and accountability 
between the three basic administrative ranks of Patriarch, Metropolitan, 
Bishop is more canonically ordered and controlled through the Episcopal 
Synod; especially if we take into consideration that the respect for and the 
strict maintenance of administrative responsibility is essential for the ful­
fillment of the purpose of the Church militant in all the areas of her activity. 
With regard to this, the institution of the Episcopal Synod contributes to the 
better coordination of this administrative integration through the faithful 
application of the synodical system, of which this institution is a canoni­
cal expression.

Third, the institution of the Episcopal Synod proves to be useful to the 
very Head, the Holy Synod of the Ecumenical Patriarchate. By canonically 
transferring a series of concrete administrative and other duties to the E­

48. Ibid. pp. 24-26 and at the conclusion of this paper under no. 8.
49. See the Synodical Decree, sent to the Metropolitans of the Throne, prot. no. 3939/ 

2346, dated November 6, 1924, published in Γρηγόριος Παλαμάς 9 (1925) 29-33.
50. A particular canon, c. 17 of the Synod of Carthage, foresees “ώστε έκάστην έπαρ- 

χίαν, διά τό μακροδαπές, πρωτεύοντα Ιχειν ίδιον”. Alivizatos, op.cit., p. 237.
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piscopal Synod, (which in any case remains dependent on it), the Holy Sy­
nod is freed from excessive administrative burdens and it becomes an ex­
cellent έπιτελικός όργανισμός for the benefit again of its flock throughout 
the world.

These reasons then, make it necessary to maintain and reinforce the in­
stitution of the Holy Provincial Synod of the Church of Crete, which con­
stitutes a province of the Ecumenical Throne; and very possibly to revive 
it in other provinces of the See of the Patriarchate of Constantinople. This 
becomes more obvious when we consider that this canonical institution from 
ancient times functioned with positive results, both in the See of Constan­
tinople and in the other Orthodox Churches51. The Archdiocese of America, 
e.g., by the very force of events is on its way towards this kind of an arrange­
ment; for the complex administrative and Pastoral problems created and exist­
ing in a land far from the Center (Constantinople), steadily make the burden 
unbearable upon the shoulders of each succeeding Archbishop. The same rea­
sons, on the other hand, ought to have weighed heavily upon the decision of the 
Patriarchate in 1924, so that the abolition of this institution in the Metropolis 
of Thessaloniki would have been averted, especially since it was dictated by 
clearly circumstantial factors which must always be subject to, rather than a- 
bove the canonical institutions. This institution can function successfully 
in the other ecclesiastical jurisdictions, and indeed in the Church of Greece, 
where serious discussions on this matter have already begun52. It is of itself

51. See Barnabas Tzortzatos, Metropolitan of Kitros, Oi βασικοί θεσμοί διοικήσεως 
των Όρθοδόξανν Πατριαρχείων, μετά ιστορικών άνασκοπήσεων [The Basic Institutions of 
Administration of the Orthodox Patriarchates, with Historical Inquiries], Athens 1972; 
Oi βασικοί θεσμοί διοικήσεως τής Αυτοκέφαλου ’Ορθοδόξου ’Εκκλησίας τής Πολωνίας 
μετά ιστορικής άναπτύξεως [The Basic Institutions of Administration of the Autocephalos 
Orthodox Church of Poland, with an Historical Explanation] Athens, 1975; Ή αυτοκέφα­
λος ’Ορθόδοξος ’Εκκλησία τής ’Αλβανίας καί οι βασικοί θεσμοί διοικήσεως αυτής [The 
Autocephalos Orthodox Church of Albania and Her Basic Institutions of Administration], 
Athens 1975.

52. During April, 1974 on the occasion of the forwarding to the Ministry or Educa­
tion and Religions for legislative regulation of the new Draft Charter, prepared by the Holy 
Synod of the Hierarchy, the then Minister of Education P. Christou first proposed the ap­
plication of the Metropolitan system of government to the Church of Greece, with the 
thought of establishing at the most 10-12 Métropoles, which would have under them a num­
ber of Dioceses. All the Metropolitans or representative Bishops from each province by 
order of the Metropolitan would gather once a year for the canonical annual Synod of 
the Hierarchy of the Church, in accordance with the spirit of the sacred canons. But the 
then augmented administrative problems of the Church did not permit the advancement 
of this matter, (which in any case) the Church ought to study further and in time propose 
such an administrative reformation for herself. Similar written proposals were submitted
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understood that the institution of the Episcopal Synod does not replace, 
but presupposes the wider canonical institution of the Holy Synod of the 
Hierarchy, (i.e. the Holy Synod of the active Metropolitans) in accordance 
with the spirit of the sacred canons63.

The application of the institution of the Episcopal Synod in the Archdio­
cese of America. Finally, I wish to apply the significance of the institution 
of the Episcopal Synod of Thessaloniki specifically to the Archdiocese of 
America, since there is today under study a plan for the administrative reor­
ganization of this province of the Ecumenical Patriarchate533.

More concretely. His Eminence Archbishop Iakovos of the Americas, 
since 1970 has pondered over the whole matter of the reorganization of his 
province, because of its increasing administrative problems. In the fall of 
1973 he filed with the Ecumenical Patriarchate a Memorandum, which was 
the result of a five year study and research54. In the Memorandum, the par­
ticular realities on the American scene were taken into consideration as the 
matter of the need for change in the structures of the existing administra­
tive system of the Archdiocese were set forth, together with proposals that 
would better and more effectively meet and deal with the administrative, 
spiritual and pastoral problems of the Church in America with its numerous 
and growing flock.

There followed, by order of the Holy Synod of Constantinople a series 
of contacts and discussions which culminated in a meeting in New York in 
February 1976 between Archbishop Iakovos and Metropolitan Chrysostom

in October 1974 to the Special Commission drafting the new Charter by a group of Pro­
fessors of the Theological School of the University of Thessaloniki, but received no fur­
ther consideration. The above two actions prove, on the one hand, how premature it is for 
the introduction of this Institution into the Church of Greece, and on the other, how neces­
sary is to study and illuminate this important matter, which is able to promote positively 
the ecclesiastical administration.

53. See c. 18 of the Synod of Carthage: "that each year in all the provinces the metro­
politans gather to meet in Synod”, (cf. Alivizatos, op. cit., p. 237.

53a. Concerning the up to the present phases of the administrative establishment of 
the Archdiocese of America from the nomocanonical point of view, see Barnabas Tzortzatos, 
Metropolitan of Kitros, Ή εις την ’Εκκλησίαν τής 'Ελλάδος υπαγωγή των év διασπορή 
'Ελληνικών ’Εκκλησιών καί άνάκλησις αυτής [The subordination to the Church of Greece 
of the Greek Churches in the Diaspora and its Recalling], Athens 1977. More specific, 
however, concerning the establishment in force from 1922 and on, abundant information 
can be found in the work of D. Constantelos, ’Αγώνες και άγωνίαι τής év ’Αμερική 'Ελ­
ληνικής ’Ορθοδόξου ’Εκκλησίας. ’Εγκύκλιοι και ’Έγγραφα τών ετών 1922-1972 [The 
Struggles and Concerns of Greek Orthodox Church in America. Encyclicals and Docu­
ments of the years 1922-1972], Thessaloniki 1976.

54. See, Orthodox Observer, May 26, 1976, p. 9.
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of Myra55. During the deliberations the Metropolitan placed before the Arch­
bishop for his study and views a “Proposed Charter for the Governing 
of the Provinces of the Ecumenical Patriarchate, created from the restruc­
turing and reorganization of the till now Holy Archdiocese of North and 
South America”, composed of 51 articles.

Articles 3 and 7 of this Proposed Charter mark out the new system of 
administration. On the basis of article 3, seven new provinces of the Throne 
of Constantinople are created, (five of which are in the United States, one 
in Canada and the other in South America). All these provinces would now 
bare the title of “Metropolis”; and only the See of the present Archbishop 
— honoris causa — is named “Archdiocese” and he “Archbishop”. In ac­
cordance to article 7, all the above provinces, would constitute independent 
Metropolitan jurisdictions of the Patriarchal See.

Considering articles 3 and 7 of the Proposed Charter presented by Me­
tropolitan Chrysostom we can conclude that each of the newly formed Mé­
tropoles jurisdictionally would be directly responsible to the Patriarchate, 
and that no uniting link would exist between them, except of course, the po­
sition of the Archbishop, who would possibly be given added responsibilities as 
Patriarchal Exarch. Through the Proposed Charter the principle of total eccle­
siastical decentralization is introduced. While this has the advantage of pro­
viding flexibility to each metropolis to meet its specific needs, it nevertheless, 
at the same time, destroys the very unity of the American Church, which 
through the decades, had been hard won through many sacrifices. And this 
unity, as experience has taught, is essential to the Church in America, situated 
so far from its ecclesiastical center, if it is to prove effective in her mission.

For this reason the Proposed Charter was not accepted to form the 
basis for further negotiations. However, in its 51 articles there are some very 
constructive positions, that point to the solution of the problem of the reor­
ganization of the Archdiocese of America both within the canonical frame­
work and the traditions treasured up by the Great Church in the Phanar.

The deliberations provided Archbishop Iakovos with the opportunity 
to clarify the purposes that prompted him to place the subject of the reorga­
nization of the Archdiocese before the Patriarchate. A follow-up to these 
earlier deliberations was the Patriarchal Letter of April 12, 1976. Through 
it the Archbishop was given the initiative and invited to “proceed in the pre­
paration of a concrete plan for the administrative reorganization” of the 
Archdiocese56. In fact, a few weeks later, on the occasion of the official

55. Ibid., see also Episkepsis 143 (1976), p. 2-3
56. See Orthodox Observer, May 26, 1976, pp. 9-10 and “News Release" of the Arch­

diocese in Chicago on May 13, 1976.
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meeting of the Council of Bishops held in Chicago, 111., on May 12, 1976, 
an official press release was issued on May 13 and referred to “the Admin­
istrative Restructure of the Holy Archdiocese of North and South America, 
as it enters into a Synodical system of administration”57.

In accordance with this Press Release eight dioceses would be estab­
lished. They would be independent of each other in respect to their internal 
administration, but they would adopt and function under a uniform system 
of : (1) administration, (2) education, (3) finances, (4) inter-church relations, 
and (5) relations with the civil authorities. The eight Provincial Bishops would 
acquire the title of the city headquartering their See. They would further 
constitute a Provincial Synod under the presidency of the Archbishop, and 
fuction in accordance with the relative sacred canons outlining the duties 
and responsibilities of such a Synod58.

Further, a Special Committee was formed to undertake the task of 
composing the “Preliminary Draft Charter of the Greek Orthodox Archdio­
cese” in order to bring to fruition the decision of the Council of Bishops. 
The Preliminary Draft was later distributed (September 1976) to all the Bish­
ops and other officials of the Archdiocese for their perusal, in view of the 
up-coming special meeting of the Archdiocean Council which was to be held 
in New York City on Friday, October 15, 197659. The purpose of the Council 
meeting, which is presided over by the Archbishop, was to review, elaborate 
and refine the Preliminary Draft, and thus prepare and write the Final Draft 
Charter which would be submitted to the Patriarchal Synod for approval80.

The Final Draft, dated October 15, 1976, contains 21 articles, (as did 
the Preliminary Draft), which deal with the following subjects: The name, 
the purposes, the dependency, the structure and the administration of the 
Archdiocese; the duties and responsibilities of the Provincial Synod, the Arch­
bishop and the Bishops, and the process of their election ; the Spiritual Courts, 
the Clergy-Laity Congresses, and Diocesan Councils; and last the Hellenic 
College and Theological School in Brookline, Mass., and the Academy of 
St. Basil in Garrison, N.Y.

In the Draft Charter, articles 1,3,4,5,7,13,14, and 21 insure the canoni-

57. Ibid.
53. See Orthodox Observer, October 13, 1976, p. 7.
59. Ibid.
60. See Orthodox Observer, February 2, 1977, p. 7. The final Draft has not to date 

been delivered, at least officially, to the Phanar by the Committee of the Archdiocesan Coun­
cil, after the expressed desire of the Patriarchate that it postpone its planned trip “because 
the entire matter of the reorganization is in need of much study by the appropriate Syno­
dical Committee” (from the telegram dated January 21, 1977, published in the Orthodox 
Observer on February 2, 1977, pp. 7).
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cal ordering of the administrative problem of the Archdiocese of America. 
Briefly, these articles state the following: “The Greek Orthodox Archdio­
cese of North and South America is a Province of the See of the Holy Apos­
tolic and Patriarchal Throne of Constantinople” (article 1); it functions “un­
der the supreme spiritual and ecclesiastical supervision of the Ecumenical 
Patriarchate of Constantinople” (article 3); it is possible for it to “receive 
into its fold and under its spiritual guidance and administration groups, 
Parishes and Orthodox Episcopates upon their petition, with the approval 
of the Ecumenical Patriarchate of Constantinople, which by canonical and 
historical right exercises ecclesiastical sovereignty and spiritual jurisdiction 
over the Orthodox of the diaspora” (article 4); it is constituted “of eight Dio­
ceses in the United States of America, and of two others, (one each) in Ca­
nada and South America” (article c'); it is administered by the Archbishop 
and the Provincial Bishops constituting a Provincial Synod, which “has all 
the powers and responsibilities that the sacred canons record for Provincial 
Synods, and is responsible to the Patriarch and His Synod of Metropoli­
tans for the resolute observance of the holy dogmas and the sacred canons 
of the Eastern Orthodox Church” (article 7). Articles 13 and 14 insure the 
canonicity of the succession and the election of the President and members 
of the Provincial Synod. And article 21 secures the leading roll of the Ecu­
menical Patriarchate in the process of amending certain articles of this Char­
ter, which may be reviewed in the future.

From the analysis of these official texts there is no doubt that the Arch­
bishop of America and his fellow-Bishops, (after many multi-staged de­
liberations and evaluations of the ecclesiastical conditions in the American 
continent regarding the roots, and the past and future roll of Greek Ortho­
doxy in America, as the ecclesiastical-jurisdictional magnetic pole of Or­
thodoxy in the Western Hemisphere), are proceeding in a canonical di­
rection in their effort to administratively restructure the Archdiocese. The 
foundation of this reorganizational plan is the institution of the Provincial 
Synod. And, as we have shown in the case of the Synod of Thessaloniki, this 
institution for long years proved to be useful, and contributed significantly 
to the solution of administrative, pastoral and other matters of general im­
portance especially in the jurisdictions of the See of the Ecumenical Patriar­
chate. It is our hope and prayer, that through the revival of the institution 
of the Provincial Synod the administrative problem of the American Church 
will be finally solved; and generally that the Synodical institution will be 
strengthened, as the expression of the normal form of ecclesiastical adminis­
tration for the local church61.

61. From the just received article of Rev. Dr. George Papaioannou, titled “The New 
Archdiocesan Charter. Why Not the Best?”, we are informed that as a result of the sugges-
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1
<Πρόσκλησις εις Επισκοπικήν Σύνοδον Θεσσαλονίκης)1 

Άριθ. Πρωτ. 47
'Ιερώτατε Επίσκοπε Πολυανής έν άγίιρ πνεύματι άγαπητέ άδελφέ καί 

συλλειτουργέ τής ήμών Μετριότητος κυρ ’Ιωακείμ2, χάρις είη τή αυτής Τε- 
ρότητι καί είρήνη παρά Θεού. Προσεγγιζούσης τής πανηγύρεως του έν ά- 
γίοις ήμών Γρηγορίου τού Παλαμά, καθ’ ήν έθει άρχαίιρ παρευρίσκονται 
έν αύτή πάντες οί τή ίερξί ταύτη Μητροπόλει ύποκείμενοι 'Ιερώτατοι ’Επί­
σκοποι, προς δέ ύπαρχουσών καί τινων υποθέσεων πρός θεώρησιν υπό τής 
τοπικής έπαρχιακής Συνόδου, έντελλόμεθα καί προτρεπόμεθα τή αύτής 'I- 
ρότητι όπως διακανονίσασα τά τής ’Επαρχίας της άψηται τής όδοΰ, ώστε 
παρευρεθήναι αυτήν ένταϋθα κατά τήν είρημένην ήμέραν έξάπαντος. Ή δέ 
τού Θεού χάρις καί τό άπειρον έλεος εΐη μετά τής αυτής Ίερότητος.

αωψε' Φεβρουάριος ιδ.
fO Θεσσαλονίκης ’Αθανάσιος έν Χριστώ άγαπητός άδελφός8.

2
Υπόμνημα4

Τής άγιωτάτης ’Επισκοπής Πολυανής δίχα κανονικού άρχιερέως δια-

tion by the Charter-Commission to the Archdiocesan Council meeting in Detroit, Michi­
gan, on March 16-17, 1977, altered the text of the October Draft, reducing the general ar­
ticles from 21 to 10. This suggestion, also, implies a most deficient understanding of the 
concept of the Episcopal Synod. I am not aware of this text, but I could say with cer­
tainty that, had this suggestion been adopted, the adulteration of the canonicity of the E- 
piscopal Synod not only would not solve today’s increasing administrative and pastoral prob­
lems of the Greek Orthodox Archdiocese of America, but it would make them more acute 
to the general detriment of Orthodoxy and the prestige of the Ecumenical Throne in Ame­
rica. I am happy, however, to report that a final Draft of the Charter, consisting of 24 ar­
ticles, was approved by the Ecumenical Patriarchate. The Draft was presented on October 
25-28, 1977, to the Phanar on behalf of Archbishop Iakovos by His Graece Bishop Silas, 
who met with the Special Synodical Commission chaired by His Eminence Metropolitan 
Meliton of Chalcedón. This Charter presupposes the canonical application of an Episcopal 
Synodical System of government for the Archdiocese of America. See Orthodox Observer, 
November 7 and 23, 1977.

1. AMT, File 125.
2. Joacheim Panagiotopoulos, Bishop of Polyané (1892-1899). Cf. A. Angelopoulos, 

Al ξέναι προπαγάνδαι [Foreign Propaganda], p. 120.
3. Athanasios Megakles, Bishop of Sisanion in May 1893 succeeded Sophronios (1889- 

1893) on the Throne of Thessaloniki (1893-1903) after the latter’s resignation. Cf. A. 
Angelopoulos, ibid., p. 119, and in ’Εκκλησιαστική ’Αλήθεια 13 (1893) 63.

4. AMT, File 108, 5094.
26
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μεινάσης, ατε δή του έν αυτή τέως άρχιερατεύοντος κυρίου Παρθενίου1 
προβιβασθέντος εις την άγιωτάτην Μητρόπολιν Δεβρών καί Βελισσοΰ οί 
τήν ίεράν ’Επαρχιακήν Σύνοδον συγκροτοΰντες άρχιερεϊς μετά τήν γενο- 
μένην συνοδικώς πρότασιν καί προβολήν τριών υποψηφίων τών μάλλον 
καταλλήλων εις διαδοχήν τής ’Επισκοπής ταύτης ήτοι τού έπιτρόπου του 
Σεβασμιωτάτου Μητροπολίτου Πελαγωνίας τιτουλαρίου ’Επισκόπου Πέ­
τρας Αίμιλιανοΰ1 2, τοϋ Πανοσιολογιοτάτου άρχιμανδρίτου Φωτίου Παγιώ- 
τα, καί τοϋ Πανοσιολογιωτάτου άρχιμανδρίτου Φωτίου Μαρινάκη3, άπελ- 
θόντες έν τφ πανσέπτφ ναώ τής άγιας Έλεούσης προτροπή καί άδείςι τοϋ 
Παναγιωτάτου καί Σεβασμιωτάτου Μητροπολίτου Θεσαλονίκης Κυρίου 
Κυρίου ’Αλεξάνδρου4 καί ψήφους κανονικάς προβαλλόμενοι τή έπικλήσει 
τοϋ παναγίου πνεύματος εις άνάδειξιν τοϋ άξίου έκ τών τριών υποψηφίων 
προσώπου πρός άνάληψιν τής άρχιερατικής προστασίας καί ποιμαντορι- 
κής ράβδου τής άγιωτάτης ταύτης Επισκοπής προεκρίναμεν τόν Πανοσιο- 
λογιώτατον Φώτιον Παγιώταν5 παμψηφεί, ος καί άνεδείχθη γνήσιος καί 
κανονικός αύτής άρχιερεύς. Έφ’ φ εις διηνεκή ένδειξιν καί μόνιμον παρά- 
στασιν κατέστρωται τά όνόματα αυτών έν τώδε τώ ίερω Κώδικι τής άγιωτά­
της Μητροπόλεως Θεσσαλονίκης.

’Εν έτει σωτηρίφ χιλιοστώ έννεακοσιοστώ ’Ιουνίου ιη'. 
f Ό Κίτρους Παρθένιος | Ό Άρδαμερίου Δωρόθεος
t Ό Ίερισσοϋ ’Ιωακείμ

1. Parthenios, Bishop of Polyané (1899-1907), formerly the Bishop of Daphnousia. 
Cf. A. Angelopoulos, “Τό έπισκοπικόν ζήτημα τής έπαρχίας Δεβρών καί ΒελισσοΟ” [The 
Episcopal Issue of the Province of Devra and Velissos], Μακεδονικά 10 (1970) 272-283.

2. Aimilianos Lazarides of Permacha, Ikonium, the Bishop of Petra, and Metropoli­
tan of Grevena, who died in the Diocese in 1908. See B.Stavrides,Ή'Ιερά Θεολογική Σχο­
λή τής Χάλκης, 1844-1913 [The Sacred Theological School of Chalke, 1844-1923], vol. I, 
Athens, 1970, p. 168.

3. Photios Marinakis of Alatsata, Bishop of Moschonesia. See B. Stavrides, op. cit., p.
162.

4. Alexander Regopoulos, Metropolitan of Thessaloniki (1903-1910), formerly Metro­
politan of Neocaesaria. See A. Angelopoulos, Ai ξέναι προπαγάνδαι... [Foreign Propa­
ganda], p. 119.

5. Photios Pagiotas from Madyta, Bishop of Polyané (1907-1928). See Γρηγόριος Πα- 
λαμάς 12 (1928) 258, where more information is provided in an article on the occasion of 
his death. B. Stavrides, op. cit., p. 165, claims that Photios Pagiotas was the first Bishop 
of Moschonesia prior to his election to the Diocese of Polyané. However, this Memoran­
dum leaves no doubt that he was directly elected Bishop of Polyané from the ranks of eli­
gible candidates for the Episcopal Office.
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3

'Υπόμνημα1

Τής άγιωτάτης ’Επισκοπής άπροστατεύτου διαμεινάσης άτε δή τοϋ έν 
αυτή άρχιερατεύοντος κυρίου Θεοκλήτου1 2 οίκειοθελή παραίτησιν ύποβα- 
λόντος τή καθ’ ήμας 'Ιερή Μητροπόλει ήμεΐς oi τήν ίεράν έπαρχιακήν Σύν­
οδον συγκροτοϋντες άρχιερεΐς μετά τήν γενομένην συνοδικώς πρότασιν 
καί προβολήν τριών υποψηφίων, των μάλλον καταλλήλων είς διαδοχήν τής 
Επισκοπής ταύτης, ήτοι τού Πανιερωτάτου Μητροπολίτου Μελενίκου 
Κυρίου Κωνσταντίνου3, τού Πανοσιολογιοτάτου Πρωτοσυγγέλλου τής Ί. 
Μητροπόλεως Θεσ)νίκης Κυρίου Παρθενίου4 καί τοϋ Παν. ’Αρχιδια­
κόνου τής 'Ιερός Μητροπόλεως Προύσης Κου Νεοφύτου, άπελθόντες έν 
τφ πανσέπτφ ναφ τοϋ 'Αγίου Νικολάου προτροπή καί άδείςι τοϋ Παναγιω- 
τάτου καί Σεβασμιωτάτου Μητροπολίτου Θεσσαλονίκης Κυρίου Κυρίου 
’Αλεξάνδρου5 καί ψήφοις κανονικαΐς προβαλλόμενοι τή έπικλήσει τοϋ πα­
ναγίου πνεύματος, είς άνάδειξιν τοϋ άξιου έκ τών τριών υποψηφίων προ­
σώπου πρός άνάληψιν τής άρχιερατικής προστασίας καί ποιμαντικής ρά­
βδου τής άγιωτάτης ταύτης ’Επισκοπής προεκρίναμεν τον Πρωτοσύγκελλον 
τής Τ. Μητροπόλεως Θεσσαλονίκης Κύριον Παρθένιον Βαρδάκαν6 παμψη- 
φεί ός καί άνεδείχθη γνήσιος καί κανονικός αυτής άρχιερεύς. Έφ’ φ είς διη­
νεκή ενδειξιν καί μόνιμον παράστασιν κατέστρωται τά ονόματα αυτών έν 
τφδε τφ Τερφ κώδικι τής άγιωτάτης Μητροπόλεως Θεσσαλονίκης.

’Εν έτει σωτηρίφ χιλιοστφ έννεακοσιοστφ τετάρτφ Φεβρουαρίφ ΙΘ’.
t Ό Καμπανίας Παρθένιος έχων καί τήν γνώμην τοϋ 'Αγίου άδελφοΰ 

'Ιερισσοϋ Κυρίου ’Ιωακείμ.
t Ό Πολυανής Παρθένιος. 
t'O Άρδαμερίου Δωρόθεος.

1. AMT, File 147, 2588.
2. Theocletos Papaioannou, from Naousa, the Bishop of Kitros (1896-1904), formerly 

the Bishop of Petra, and prior to that, the Bishop of Ierissos and Mt. Athos. See B. Stav- 
rides, op. cit., p. 149. Barnabas Tzortzatos, Metrop. of Kitros, Journal 1977, Katerine, 
p. 28 and A. Angelopoulos, “Ή συμβολή τής έπισκοπής Πέτρας είς τά έθνικά καί έκπαι- 
δευτικά προβλήματα τοϋ Έλληνισμοϋ τής περιοχής Όλύμπου 1890-1896” [The Contribu­
tion of the Diocese of Petra to the Solution of the Ethnic and Educational Problems of the 
Hellenes in the District of Olympus 1890-1895], Μακεδονικά 14 (1974) 64-84.

3. Constanţi'.e Asemiades from Kallioupolis. Bishop of Charioupolis, Metropolitan 
of Melenikon, who died in Demir Hisar. See B. Stavrides, op. cit., p. 167.

4. Parthenios Vardakas, the one elected.
5. Alexander, Metropolitan of Thessaloniki (1S03-1910).
6. Parthenios Vardakas, Bishop of Kitros (1904-1933). See Barnabas Tzortzatos, 

Metropolitan of Kitros, op. cit., p. 28.
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4
(Ευχαριστήριον μήνυμα επί έκλογή)1

Παναγιώτατε Δ(έσποτα) καί λοιποί εν Χριστώ άδελφοί. Καί λοιπόν κε- 
λεύσει τής ύμ. σεπτής καί τρισεβάστου μοι Παναγιότητος καί ψήφφ τής 
περί Αυτήν άγιας καί ίεράς Επαρχιακής Συνόδου θείςι ευδοκία έξελέγην 
έπίσκοπος πρός ποίμανσιν τής χηρευούσης έπισκοπής Κίτρους1 2. Καί συν­
αισθάνομαι μέν τό μέγεθος τής ευθύνης, ήνπερ άναλαμβάνω, άλλ’ άδαμαν- 
τίνως πέποιθα δτι σύν τοϊς ψήφοις έξω πάντοτε φιλίαν καί εΰνουν τήν διά- 
θεσιν τής Ύμ. Παναγ(ιότητος)3 πρός ύποστήριξίν μου, οΰ μην αλλά καί τάς 
εύχάς καί τάς πατρικός Αυτής νουθεσίας καί όδηγίας, άν ποτέ καί έγώ όλισ- 
θήσω ώς άνθρωπος καί μάλιστα vßv οπότε ό λαός του Θεοΰ βαίνει καί άκο- 
λουθεΐ ούχί όπίσω του άληθινοΰ Θεού. ’Αδυνατών ενεκα τής πλημμυρούσης 
τήν καρδίαν μου συγκινήσεως νά έκφράσω προσηκόντως τήν ευγνωμοσύ­
νην μου πρός τε τήν 'Υμ. Παναγιότητα καί τούς έν Χφ άγιους άδελφούς αί­
ρω χείρας ίκέτιδας πρός τόν ΰψιστον τόν δοτήρα πάντων τών άγαθών καί 
καθικετεύω αύτόν ΐνα δφ ύμϊν ούτος τό κάλλιστον τών άγαθών, έγώ δε εσο- 
μαι ύμίν εύγνώμων έσαεί.

5

(Εύχαριστήριον μήνυμα έπί εκλογή)4

’Επειδή όδηγηθείς έκ Θεού δ τε Παναγιώτατος καί Σεβασμιώτατος Μη­
τροπολίτης Θεσσαλονίκης Κύριος ’Αλέξανδρος5 6 καί ή περί τήν Α. σεβασ- 
μίαν Παναγιότητα ίερά τών θεοφιλεστάτων Επισκόπων ’Επαρχιακή Σύν­
οδος® ηύδόκησαν προαγαγείν με εις τό θειον όντως καί μέγα τής άρχιερω- 
σύνης άξίωμα καί άποκαταστήσαι εις τόν θρόνον τής άγιωτάτης ’Επισκοπής 
Κίτρους πείθομαι τφ θείφ αυτών προστάγματι καί δέχομαι τό έπίταγμα. Καί 
πρώτον μέν ευχαριστώ αύτφ μοι τφ Παναγιωτάτω καί πανσεβάστω πατρί 
καί Δεσπότη τφ τήν τοιαύτην περί εμέ πρόνοιαν πεποιηκότι, εΐτα δέ τοϊς 
σεβασμίοις μοι άγίοις Έπισκόποις, ών ταΐς θεοπειθέσιν ευχαΐς άξιώσαί με

1. AMT, File 58. This is a “Message of Thanksgiving” delivered by the newly-elected 
Bishop at the customary ceremony after an election has taken place.

2. Theocletos Papaioanr.ou, Bishop of Kitros (1896-1904).
3. Athanasios Megakles, Metrop. of Thessaloniki (1893-1903), formerly the Bishop 

of Sisanion.
4. AMT, File 147, 2589.
5. Alexander Regopoulos (1903-1910).
6. The Provincial Synod in this particular occasion consisted of: Parthenios, Bishop of 

Kampania, who, also, represented Joacheim, the Bishop of Ierissos, Parthenios, Bishop of Po- 
lyané and Dorotheos, Bishop of Ardamerion. See the note above on Memorandum No. 3, p. 71.
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Κύριος ό θεός ποιμάναι θεοφιλώς τό έμπιστευθέν μοι λογικόν αύτοϋ ποί- 
μνιον καί είς νομός σωτηρίους ποδηγετήσαι καί άσπιλον καί άμόλυντον 
έμαυτόν τε κακεΐνο παραστήσαι έν τή φρικτή αύτοϋ δευτέρα παρουσία, φ 
ή δόξα καί τό κράτος είς τούς αιώνας τών αιώνων άμήν.

Έν Θεσσαλονίκη τη 19η Φεβρουάριου 1904.
Ό έψηφισμένος Κίτρους Παρθένιος1

6
<Παραίτησις)1 2

Ό υπογεγραμμένος μή δυνάμενος ενεκα τής κατατρυχούσης με χρο­
νιάς σωματικής άσθενείας να έπαρκέσω είς τάς άνάγκας τής Επαρχίας καί 
τών χριστιανών μου καί διοικήσω αυτήν, παραιτούμαι ταύτης, ού μέντοι 
γε καί τής άρχιερωσύνης καί είς τήν περί τούτου πίστωσιν καί βεβαίωσιν 
δίδωμι τώ Παναγιωτάτιρ Μητροπολίτη Θεσσαλονίκης Κυρίφ ’Αλεξάνδρω3 
τήν παροϋσαν οίκειοθελή καί άπαραβίαστον παραίτησίν μου, φέρουσαν τήν 
έμήν ιδιόχειρον υπογραφήν καί έσφραγισμένην διά τής άτομικής μου σφρα- 
γΐδος.

Έν Θεσσαλονίκη τή 20 Ίανουαρίου 1904. 
f Ό Πρφην Κίτρους Θεόκλητος4 5

Άριθ. Πρ. 3825®.
7

ΓΡΗΓΟΡΙΟΣ6
Έλέω Θεοϋ ’Αρχιεπίσκοπος Κων/πόλεως Νέας Ρώμης καί 

Οικουμενικός Πατριάρχης.

Ίερώτατε Μητροπολΐτα Θεσ)νίκης, ύπέρτιμε καί εξαρχε πάσης Θετ- 
ταλίας, έν 'Αγίω Πνεύματι άγαπητέ άδελφέ καί συλλειτουργέ τής ήμών Με- 
τριότητος κύριε Γεννάδιε7, χάρις εΐη τή ύμετέρα 'Ιερότητι καί ειρήνη παρά 
Θεοϋ.

1. Parthenios Vardakas, Bishop of Kitros (1904-1933).
2. AMT, File, 147, 2584.
3. Alexander Regopoulos (1903-1910).
4. Theocletos, Bishop of Kitros, formerly the Bishop of Petra, whom Parthenios Var­

dakas succeeded (1904-1933).
5. See Γρηγόριος Παλαμάς 9 (1925) 23-24.
6. Gregory VII (1923-1924).
7. Gennadios Alexiades (1912-1951) the former Metropolitan of Limnos.
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Συνεπείςι των μεγάλων έκκλησιαστικών, γενικών τε καί έπί μέρους 
άναγκών, τών άναποφεύκτως προελθουσών έκ του γεγονότος τού συνολικού 
έκτοπισμοΰ καί τής εις Ελλάδα καταφυγής τού χριστιανικού πληθυσμού 
τής ’Ασίας καί τής Θράκης άμα τοΐς ποιμέσιν αύτοΰ1, ή Εκκλησία, προνο- 
ούσα καθηκόντως περί τής άναλόγως πρός τάς άνάγκας ταύτας καί τάς πε­
ριστάσεις έξοικονομήσεως τών πραγμάτων, έγνω, εχουσα σύμφωνον καί 
γνώμην τής Ελληνικής Κυβερνήσεως, προβήναι εις τήν σύστασιν έν ταϊς 
άπό τού καθ’ ήμάς Πατριαρχικού Θρόνου έξαρτωμέναις έκκλησιαστικώς 
Νέαις Χώραις τού Ελληνικού Κράτους διαφόρων Νέων Μητροπόλεων καί 
έπαρχιών1 2, τούτο μεν άνάλογον έπιφέρουσα συγκρότησιν πρός κρείττονα 
διακυβέρνησιν εις τάς έκεΐ διά τού έξωθεν συρρεύσαντος πολυπληθούς νέου 
’Ορθοδόξου πληθυσμού αύξηθείσας περιοχάς, τούτο δέ τρόπον κατεργα- 
ζομένη παραμυθίας διά τούς άνευ ποιμνίου καί σχολίας μείναντας έν Χρι­
στώ άδελφούς προσκαλουμένους καί πάλιν εις άνάληψιν διακονίας έν ταΐς 
ούτως ίδρυομέναις νέαις Μητροπόλεσιν.

Ούτως οΰν συστάσης καί τής 'Ιεράς Μητροπόλεως Λαγκαδά διά τής 
καί άπό τής Ίεράς Μητροπόλεως Θεσ)νίκης άποσπάσεως τών μέχρις έ- 
σχάτων αυτή ύποκειμένων Κοινοτήτων, προαγόμεθα διά τής παρούσης Πα­
τριαρχικής έπιστολής ήμών άποφάσει Συνοδική, γνωστοποιήσαι τούτο καί 
τή Ύμετέρςι 'Ιερότητι, ουδόλως άμφιβάλλοντες δτι μετά τής προσηκούσης 
πρόφρονος γνώμης καί διαθέσεως έκτιμηθήσεται καί ύπ’ αύτής ή γενομένη 
ύπό τής ’Εκκλησίας άναγκαία αΰτη έξοικονόμησις καί διευθέτησις.

Πληροφορούντες δέ τήν Ύμετέραν 'Ιερότητα οτι εις τήν ούτως έπ’ αί- 
σίοις συστδσαν νέαν ταύτην Μητρόπολιν άποκατέστη κανονικός Άρχιε- 
ρεύς ό Ίερώτατος Μητροπολίτης Κυκλάδων Κος Γερμανός3, εύχόμεθα ό­
πως Κύριος ό Θεός κατευοδοί πάντοτε τά πάντα είς άγαθόν.

Ή δέ τού Θεού χάρις καί τό άπειρον έλεος εΐη μετά τής όμετέρας 'Ιε- 
ρότητος.

1924 ’Οκτωβρίου ις.
Ό Κων)πόλεως Γρηγόριος άγαπητός έν Χφ άδελφός.

1. The reference is of course to the destruction of Asia Minor and Eastern Thrace.
2. During 1924 a total of 49 Métropoles were in the New Lands.
3. Germanos Anastasiades from Derka. “A professor and preacher in Adrianoupo- 

lis, he became the Chancellor of the Metropolitan of Chalcedón. He was later elected in 
turn Bishop of the See of Leuke; Stromnitsa; Korytsa and Premete; Siatista; and Langada. 
In the end he retired and died as the ‘former’ Metropolitan of Langada”. See B. Stavrides, 
op. cit., p. 162. On the basis, however, of the Patriarchal Document we are here quoting, 
concerning the establishment of the Metropolis of Langada, we can conclude that Germa­
nos Anastasiades prior to his transfer to the newly founded Metropolis in 1924 was the Me­
tropolitan of the Cyclades Islands, a fact not mentioned by Prof. Stavrides.
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έλέφ Θεού ’Αρχιεπίσκοπος Κων)πόλεως Νέας Ρώμης καί 
Οικουμενικός Πατριάρχης.

Άριθ. Πρωτ. 40671 2
'Ιερώτατε Μητροπολΐτα Θεσ)νίκης, ύπέρτιμε καί έξαρχε πάσης Θεττα- 

λίας, έν 'Αγίφ Πνεύματι άγαπητέ ’Αδελφέ καί συλλειτουργέ τής ήμών 
Μετριότητος κύριε Γεννάδιε3, χάρις εΐη τή ύμετέρα 'Ιερότητι καί ειρήνη 
παρά Θεού.

’Από ίκανοΰ ήδη, ώς άνεκοινώθη καί τή ήμετέρςι 'Ιερότητι, ή ’Εκκλη­
σία είχε σχηματίσει τήν γνώμην περί τού εύκαιρου τής προαγωγής καί τών 
ύπολειπομένων έπισκοπών τού Θρόνου είς αυτοτελείς Μητροπόλεις. Μετά 
τήν λήψιν δέ καί τής άπό 6 Μαρτίου 1923 άριθ. 574 έκθέσεως τής ύμετέρας 
Ίερότητος καί τών συνημμένων αύτή σχετικών άποσπασμάτων πρακτικών 
τής περί αυτήν ’Επισκοπικής Συνόδου, τό ζήτημα καί πάλιν άπασχόλησε 
τήν Ί. Σύνοδον καί ετι μάλλον ένίσχυσε τήν ’Εκκλησίαν είς τήν σχηματι- 
σθείσαν ήδη γνώμην αύτής. Διό, δτε τελευταίως, έξ άφορμής τών άλλοιώ- 
σεων καί τών άναγκών τών προελθουσών έκ τής είς Ελλάδα καταφυγής 
ποιμνίων τε καί ποιμένων τών έν Άσίςι καί Θράκη έπαρχιών, παρέστη ή 
ανάγκη μετά προηγουμένην σχετικήν γνώμην καί εγκρισιν άπό μέρους καί 
τής Ελληνικής Κυβερνήσεως, όπως τό ζήτημα τής διαρρυθμίσεως καί διευ- 
θετήσεως τών έπαρχιακών όρίων συμφώνως προς τάς παρούσας άνάγκας 
λάβη νΰν τήν προσήκουσαν τελειωτικήν λύσιν, ένεκρίθη ύπό τής Ί. Συνό­
δου καί έγένετο καί ή προαγωγή τών έπισκοπών τής 'I Μητροπόλεως Θεσ) 
νίκης είς αύτοτελεΐς Μητροπόλεις.

Καί περί μεν τών έπισκοπών Κίτρους καί Πολυανής, συμφώνως πρός 
τήν τεθεΐσαν ώς βάσιν καί άποδεκτήν γενομένην ύπό τής ’Εκκλησίας γε­
νικήν άρχήν τής συμφωνίας τών έπαρχιακών όρίων πρός τά όρια έκαστα- 
χού τών πολιτικών ύποδιοικήσεων, ώρίσθη όπως αύται γενόμεναι νΰν Μη- 
τροπόλεις περιορισθώσιν άποκλειστικώς είς τά δρια τής οικείας έκάστη 
ύποδιοικήσεως, ήτοι ή μέν τού Κίτρους είς τήν νΰν ύποδιοίκησιν Αικατε­
ρίνης, ή δέ τού Πολυανής είς τήν ύποδιοίκησιν Κιλκίς, τών έξω τών όρίων 
τών έν λόγφ ύποδιοικήσεων μερών περιερχομένων ύπό τήν δικαιοδοσίαν 
τής γείτονος Μητροπόλεως καί τήν πολιτικήν έξάρτησιν αύτών. Προκει- 
μένου δέ περί τών λοιπών ’Επισκοπών τής Μητροπόλεως, έθεωρήθη πρόσ- 
φορον πρώτον μέν δπως ή τέως ’Επισκοπή Άρδαμερίου, περί ής προλαβόν-

1. Gregory VII (1923-1924).
2. See Γρηγόριος Παλαμάς 19 (1925) 24-26.
3. Gennadios Alexiades (1912-1951).
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τως εϊχεν έγκριθή, συνφδά καί τη προτάσεν τής ’Επισκοπικής Συνόδου, ή 
συγχώνευσις αύτής μετά τής έπισκοπής 'ΙερισσοΟ, άποτελέση καί έφεξής 
ιδίαν περιοχήν καί άνακηρυχθή εις ιδίαν Μητρόπολιν, δεύτερον δέ δπως τά 
όρια αύτής, καθώς καί τα όρια τών δύο άλλων ΰπολειπομένων έπαρχιών, 
ήτοι τής Καμπανίας καί τής Ίερισσοϋ καί 'Αγίου Όρους, προαγομένων καί 
τούτων είς Μητροπόλεις, μείνωσιν τό γε νϋν ώς έχουσι, μόνον δε μετά τήν 
έκ τών νϋν έν αύταΐς άρχιερατευόντων ούτως ή άλλως έπελευσομένην χη­
ρείαν κηρυχθή έκάστη αυτών διαλελυμένη καί τά μέρη αύτής περιέλθωσι, 
συμφώνως προς τήν άνω είρημένην γενικήν βάσιν τής συμφωνίας τών έπαρ- 
χιακών όρίων πρός τά τών πολιτικών υποδιοικήσεων, είς τάς οίκείας γεί­
τονας Μητροπόλεις.

Ταϋτα οδν τά οΰτω συνοδικώς άποφασισθέντα καί γενόμενα ήδη περί 
τάς τέως έπισκοπάς τής ύμετέρας 'I. Μητροπόλεως άνακοινούμεθα έξ άπο- 
φάσεως είς γνώσιν καί τής ύμετέρας 'Ιερότητος. Άναφερόμενοι δέ καί είς 
όσα σχετικώς πρός τήν ίδρυθεΐσαν 'I. Μητρόπολιν Λαγκαδά έγράψαμεν 
άπό ις' λήγοντος μηνός, άριθ. 3825, καί τή Ύμετέρα Ίερότητι, έπιδηλοϋ- 
μεν αύτή δτι έφεξής, συμφώνως καί πρός τήν γενικήν τών έπαρχιών βάσιν, 
τήν περιοχήν τής κυρίως Ί. Μητροπόλεως Θεσ)νίκης άποτελοϋσι τά μέρη 
τά περιλαμβανόμενα έν τοϊς όρίοις τής πολιτικής ύποδιοικήσεως Θεσ)νίκης, 
έξαιρέσει μόνον τό γε νϋν τών είς τήν τέως έπισκοπήν καί νϋν Μητρόπολιν 
Πολυανής ύπαγομένων, παραμενόντων προσωρινώς οΰτω έφ’ δσον ύφίστα- 
ται ή έπαρχία Πολυανής1. Ούδεμίαν δ’ έχομεν άμφιβολίαν δτι τό εΰκαιρον 
καί πρόσφορον τής διευθετήσεως ταύτης διά τάς άνάγκας τής ’Εκκλησίας 
γενικάς τε καί μερικός, καί τήν έπιτυγχανομένην οΰτω έξοικονόμησιν προ­
σώπων καί πραγμάτων καί αύτή άναγνωρίζουσα ιδιαιτέραν άμα αίσθανθή- 
σεται εύχαρίστησιν έπί τή συντελεσθείση έπί τών ήμερών αύτής καί κατά 
τήν γνώμην καί τόν πόθον αύτής είς Μητροπόλεις προαγωγή καί άνυψώ- 
σει τών τέως δπ’ αύτήν Επισκοπών.

Ή δέ τοϋ Θεοϋ χάρις καί τό άπειρον έλεος είη μετά τής ήμετέρας 'Ιε­
ρότητος.

Ό Κων)πόλεως 1924 ’Οκτωβρίου κη'
καί κατ’ έντολήν τής Α.Θ.Π.

Ό Α' τή τάξει τών μελών τής 'Ιεράς Συνόδου 
Ό Κυζίκου Καλλίνικος

Institute for Balkan Studies
Thessaloniki

1. As contained in a later memorandum of the Chief Secretariat of the Patriarchate, 
the word “Polyané” is replaced with the word “Kampania”, since in fact the latter is cor­
rect.


