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 Church®. 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)%. 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, Oi “Iegoi Kavdvee, [The
Sacred Canons], Athens 1923, pp. 17, 35-36, 65, 90-91, 137, 171; and Maximos, Metrop. of
Sardis, T6 Oixovuevixév Iargiagyeiov év tij *Opboddéyw *Exxlnoiq, [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 I'onydpioc ITalauds 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 Theme?!2. During the
10th century the following Dioceses formed the jurisdiction of the Metro-
polis of Thessaloniki: “(l) 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) Lit¢ and Rentena and (11) Vardariotes.

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 Platamon’.

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 provinciam, 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 XIV® siécle, Paris 1913, pp. 90-93.

8. Ibid., pp.92-93. Cf. Letsas, ‘Ioropla tijs Ocooalovixng [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.
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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’®. On the other hand, the Patriarchal Decree
which abolished it officially used the term Episcopal Synod’’1®. 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 Canons'l.

Composition. During the period we are dealing with, the Metropolis
of Thessaloniki at first had under its jurisdiction the Dioceses of Kitros,
Kampania, Polyané, lerissos,and Mt. Athos, Ardamerion, Petra and Pla-
tamon!2. 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, Elas-
son and Larissa'3. The Bishops of the aforementioned dioceses comprised

9. Archives of the Metropolis of Thessaloniki (to be referred to as AMT), File 6la:
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 I'onydpioc ITadauds 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 &évar mgonaydvdar els Try &napylay ITodvavijs xard Tty me-
eloSov 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, ‘“"H ocvuPorn tfi¢ Emoxonfic [Tétpag cig 1a 6vika xai
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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 Kitros'4.

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, uncanonicall.

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 injustices’. 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

Eknadevtikd npoPAnuata tod ‘EAANviouob tijg nepoyiic *OAvurov 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], Maxedovixa 14 (1974) 64-83; and in the relative bibliogra-
phy in Maxedovixa 15 (1975) 397-398.

14. The meaning of the term *“protothronos™ (rpwt60povog) is consistent with canon
39 of the Synod of Carthags. 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: “ITapBeviov tod naviepotatov kai Oeonpofintov émokdémov 1iig "Ayim-
tatng ‘Emoxonfic Kitpoug xal Alkatepivng, kal nmpotoBpdvov 1ijg ‘Ayiwtatng Mntpo-
norewg Oecoalovikng, dreptipov kai EEapyov ndaong IMepiag, Audv 6& natpds kal woi-
pevapyov moAAd ta &tn” (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, K®éi§ tijc dAAnloyeapiag 100 Bodevisv *Ayabayyé-
Aov [Codex of correspondance of Agathangelos Metropolitan of Edessa), Thessaloniki,
1975, p. 13.

16. Miklosich et Miiller, Acta I, p. 177, Act of 1337 A.D. Cf. Letsas, ‘Ioropla t7jg
©®caoalovixng [History of Thessaloniki], p. 53.
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accordance with the provisions of the sacred Canons for Provincial Synods?'?.
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’8,
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 Saint?®.

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 Olympus®, 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 period?.

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 Metropoles 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 1,

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 I'onydeiog ITalapuds 1 (1917) 321.
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once or twice annually. Thus the convocation of the Episcopal Synod was
postponed till now...”2.

In accordance with Church canons® 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
provinces®®. 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 Synod?®. 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™?.

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, “’Aya@ayyerloc Mntpornohitng tfic 'Edéoonc’ [Agathangelos
Metropolitan of Edessa), Maxedovixr) Zws) 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 Synod?.

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”?®, 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 beazn made of the Rolls of the
eligible candidates was found to have been inscribed in them upon the proposal of Bishop
Meletios of Mytilen: 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 108, 5094 and File 147, 2583, which contains ““Memoranda™ of the elec-
tion of the Bishop cf Polyané, published at the conclusion of this study, under nos. 2 and 3.
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acceptance and thanks before the Episcopal Synod?°. 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”3!.
Metropolitan Alexander, with the explanation that the troublesome times
made the convocation of the Synod diff:cult, allowed the matter to be settled
in accordance with the judgement and decision of Patriarchal Synod?2.

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 nature®*. 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 parer
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. 1.

32. Ibid., p. 4.

33. Migne, P. G. 151, 617-628. Cf. Letsas, op. cit., p. 53.
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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 canons®.

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 justice3s.

The pastoral responsibilities were divided among the Metropolitan and
the Bishops, in accordance with the sacred canons®®. 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; Il 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”¥.

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 Thessaloniki®. 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 provinces®®. 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 &évar mpomaydvéai, [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 Metropolist®. 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 Metropoles, which were poli-
tically under the Vilayet of Thessalonik’.

The greater part of the codices and minutes of the Episcopal Synod have
been losttl. 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 a-chives 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, “T¢ ‘lotopikév *Apyeiov Tiic unTpomdiemg
Oecoahovikne” [The Historical Archives of the Metropolis of Thessalonikil, Maxedovixad
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 clerics®?. 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 people®>. 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 fame*.

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. I'onydoiog Iladapds 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-
thos#. 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 Metropolis®.

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 Metropoles 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 Metropoles 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 Metropo-
les. Thus, first, on October 16, 1924, the new Metropolis of Langada was
established?’; 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 I'onydoiog MaAauds 9 (1925) 25 and reprinted at the conclusion of this
paper under no. 8.

46. The elevation to Metropoles 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 I'gnydpioc ITada-
uds 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 I'onydptoc ITakauds 9 (1925)
and reprinted at the conclusion of this paper under no. 7.
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abolished®®; 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 Metropoles were formed; and the five Dioceses of Thes-
saloniki were raised to Metropolinates?®. It was under the above mentioned
difficult internal and extermal 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 Orthodoxy®®.

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 I'onydpioc ITakapds 9 (1925) 29-33.

50. A particular canon, c. 17 of the Synod of Carthage, foresees “®dote £xdotny &nap-
xiav, 810 10 paxpodandc, mpotevovra Exewv 18wov™”. 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 &mitelkog dpyaviopog 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 Churches®. 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 begun®. It is of itself

51. See Barnabas Tzortzatos, Metropolitan of Kitros, Oi facixoi Ocopuol dioirjoews
T@y *Ogbodéswv IMargiapyeiwy, usrd iotoguxdy dvaoxomroswy [The Basic Institutions of
Administration of the Orthodox Patriarchates, with Historical Inquiries], Athens 1972;
Oi Bacuxoi Geopol droixrioews tiis Adroxepdiov *Opbodéfov *Exxlnaias tijc IToAwviag
uera iotopuifs dvamtifewe [The Basic Institutions of Administration of the Autocephalos
Orthodox Church of Poland, with an Historical Explanation] Athens, 1975; ‘H adroxépa-
Aoc *Ogbdbofos ’Exxincia tiic *AABavias xai oi Paoixol Oeopol Siowjoews adriic [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 Metropoles, which would have under thema 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 canons®.

The application of the institution of the Episcopal Synod in the Archdio-
cese of America. Finally, 1 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 Patriarchate3,

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 research®. 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 Theolozical 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, ‘H ei¢ o *Exxinolay tiic “EAMddos dmaywys tév év Suacmopd
*EAdapixiov > Exxlnoidv xai dvaxinoig adrijc [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, *Aydves xai dywviar tijc év *Ausoixnjj “EA-
Aqiniic *Ogpbodobov *Exxinaiag. ’Eyxixiior xai “Eyypapa tév €xaov 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 Myra%. 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 Me-
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
Archdiocese®8. 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, Ill., 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’%.

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 Synod®.

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, 1976%°. The purpose of the Council
meeting, which is presided over by the Archbishop, was to review, elaborate
and refine the Preliminary Praft, and thus prepare and write the Final Draft
Charter which would be submitted to the Patriarchal Synod for approval®.

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 5); 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 churchS!.

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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‘Iepdrate 'Enickone [Tolvaviig &v dyie mvedpatt dyannteé &dehps kai
cuAlertovpye tiig iudv Metprotntog kop "loakeip?, xapig ein tf avriig ‘Ie-
potnTL xai glpfivn nmapd Ocob. Ilpoceyylovong 1iig mavnyvpews tob &v G-
yiowg fpdv I'pnyopiov 100 IToahapd, kad’ fjv £0er dpyaieo mapevpickovrai
&v abtf] mavteg oi 1§ iepd tavTy Mntpomnorer brokeipevor ‘lepotatol Eni-
oKomol, TpoG 8¢ drapyovodv kai Tivov LrnobBéocenv tpdg Bedpnoiy LS Tiig
tomkiic &napytakfic Tuvodov, évteAlopeba xai mpotpemouebo 1§ avriig ‘I-
potnm 6rnwg dwekavovicaca ta tijg ‘Enapyiog g dyntar 1fig 6800, dote
napevpebijval adtnv évrabba katd tiv eipnpévnv Npépav EEanavrog. “H 8¢
70D @eob yapig kai 16 dneipov Eheog €in pera tiig avrfig ‘lepdtnroc.

aoye” Pefpovdprog 18.
1°0 Oeccaiovikng *AbBavaciog &v Xpiotd Gyanntog &derdc?.

2
‘Yrépvnpat

Tiig Gywwtdatng *Emoxoniic IloAvaviig dixa kavovikoU apylepéws dia-

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 lakovos by His Graece Bishop Silas,
who met with the Special Synodical Commission chaired by His Eminence Metropolitan
Meliton of Chalcedon. 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 £évar mgomaydvdar [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 ’ExxAnoiactixg *AAjbsia 13 (1893) 63.

4. AMT, File 108, 5094.

26
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pewvdong, dte dn tod &v adtl] téwg dpyeparedoviog kupiov IlapBeviov!
npofifacOiviog eig v Gywwtdtnv Mntponoiv Aefpdv kai Belicool ol
v iepav 'Enapylaxiv Zdvodov cvykpotolvteg Gpylepeic pera TNiv yevo-
pévnv cvvodikdg npodtacy xai npofoifiv tpudv Omoyneiov Tdv pdilov
katallfrov eig dwadoyfv tfig "Emoxonfig tavtng fitor 100 Emtpdmov tod
ZeBaopotdtov Mnrponokitov Ilelayoviag titoviapiov ’Emokodmov I1é-
tpag Alptmavod?, 1ot ITavooioloyiwtdtov dpyipavdpitov dortiov IMayud-
ta, kai 100 ITavooiohoyiwtdtov apyipavdpitov ®dwtiov Mapivakn?, anel-
06vteg év T® mavointe vad 1fig dyiag ’Eileodong npotpont) xai adeiq 1ol
Mavaywwtdrov kai Zefaocpiotarov Mnrponolitov Becalrovikng Kupiov
Kupiov ’AleEavdpov? kai yfi@ovg xavovikag npoPfariopevol 1§ émkAinoel
100 mavayiov mvedbpuatog eig avadel&iv 1od @Liov éx tdvV Tpudv LROYNQiLY
TPOC®NTOL TPOg Avainyiv 1fig dpyiepatikiic mpootaciog kai moipavropi-
kfig papdov tii¢ dyiwtatng tavtng 'Emokonfic npoekpivapev 16v Iavooio-
ronidtatov Potiov Mayubrav® napyneei, 6¢ xai Gvedeiyxdn yvrolwog xai
Kavovikdg abtiic &pylepevs. 'E@’ @ eig dinvexidj Evdeifiv kai pévipov mapd-
GTACLY KATEGTPOTAL T0 Ovopata avtdv &v 1®dée 10 iepd Kaddike tiig ayiwtd-
™™g Mn1tponoreng Oecoalovikng.

’Ev £tel cotnpio yhiostd évveaxociostd ’lovviov 1y,
1°0 Kirpovg ITapbéviog T°O ’Apdapepiov AwpobBeog
t°0 ‘Ieprocod ’loaxeip

1. Parthenios, Bishop of Polyané (1879-1907), formerly the Bishop of Daphnousia.
Cf. A. Angelopoulos, “Té &mioxomkov {fMtnua tiic Enapyiag Aefpdv kai Belioood” [The
Episcopal Issue of the Province of Devra and Velissos], Maxsdovixa 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, “H ‘Jegd Ocoloyixs) Zyo-
Ay tijc XdAxng, 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 £évac mgomaydvda:... [Foreign Propa-
ganda], p. 119.

5. Photios Pagiotas from Madyta, Bishop of Polyané (1907-1928). See I'onydgiog Ila-
Aaudc 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
‘Yropvnuat

Tfig aywwtatng "Emokoniig dnpootateitov diapeivaong dre &1 tod &v
adtfi dpylepatedoviog kvpiov OeoxAitov? oikelofehij mapaitnow bdmofa-
AovTog Tif ke’ fpds Tepd Mntpornorer fiueig oi v iepav &rapyrakrjy Tov-
odov cuykpotobvteg apylepels peTd TRV yevopéviv cuvodikdg mTpoOTaOLY
Kai tpoPornv tpudv bIoyNPioy, 1@V pillov xatarlAniov eig Sadoynyv tfig
’Emoxonfis tavtng, fitor 100 Ilaviepotdtov Mntpomolitov Melevikov
Kvpiov Koevoravtivovd, rot Ilavocioroyiwtatov Ipotosvyyériov tiig L
Mntponorews Oec)vikng Kvpiov IlapBeviov* kai 1o Ilav. ’Apyidia-
koévov tfig ‘Iepig Mntpondrewg Ilpovong Kov Neogitov, anedbovieg &v
1@ navoént® vad tob "Ayiov Nucoldov npotponf] kai édeig 1o Iavayie-
Tdtov kai ZePfacpiwtdtov Mntponoritov Oecoarovikng Kupiov Kvpiov
>AleEavdpov® kai yfgoig kavovikaic npofaiiopevor tij émxAfosl Tod na-
vayiov mvebpatog, eig Gvadeliv tot dEiov &k tdv tpdv droyneiov mpo-
chnov wpdg avaanyv tiig dpylepatikfic mpootaciag kai wowpavrikiic pa-
Bdov tfig dylwtdtng tavtng 'Eniokoniic npoekpivapev tov Ilpwtociykellov
tfi¢ ‘1. Mntponodreng Osocalovikng Koprov Ilaphéviov Bapddkave mapyn-
el 66 xal avedsiyxdn yvnolog kal kavovikog avtiig dpyiepeds. E@’ @ sig din-
veki] Evéerlfv koi pOViHoV mapAacTacly KATESTp®TAL T4 Ovopata adtdv £v
t®de 1) Tepd wddua 1fig dywtatng Mnrpondieng Oeooarovikng.

Ev EteL cotnpio ylhootd £vveakooiootd tetdpre DePpovapie 10,
1 ‘O Kapnaviag Mapbéviog Exwv kai Tiv yvOpnv 1od "Ayiov &dehgot
‘Ieprocot Kupiov ’loakeiy.
T ‘O IoAvaviig ITapBévios.
T O *Apdapepiov Awpodeog.

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 lerissos and Mt. Athos. See B. Stav-
rides, op. cit., p. 149. Barnabas Tzortzatos, Metrop. of Kitros, Journal 1977, Katerine,
p. 28 and A. Angelopoulos, “"H ovuBoAt tfic émiokoniic Iétpag elc ta £0vikd xai Exnal-
Sevtika wpofifuata tod ‘EAATviopod 1iig reployfic *OAvumov 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 1890-1893], Maxsdorixa 14 (1974) 64-84.

3. Constanti:e Asemiades from Kallioupolis. Bishop of Charioupolis, Metropolitan
of Melenikon, who died in Demir Hisar. Sze B. Stavrides, op. cit., p. 167.

4. Parthenios Vardakas, the one elected.

5. Alexander, Metropolitan of Thessaloniki (1503-1910).

6. Parthenios Vardakas, Bishop of Kitr.s (1904-1933). See DBarnabas Tzortzatos,
Metropolitan of Kitros, op. cit.,, p. 28.
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4
{Edyapiotiiprov pivopa &ni ékioyf)!

Iavayubtate A(éomota) kai Aoirol &v Xpiotd &delgoi. Kai Lownov ke-
Aevoel tilg DU, oentiig xai tpiogfdactov poi avaydotnrog xai yhHewe tig
nepl Abvtiv dylag xai {epdc *Emapyiaxiic Zovédov Beiq ebdoxia &Eeléynv
éniokonog npod¢ moipavoiv tijg ynpevovong émokoniic Kitpovgt. Kai ovv-
aroBavopar pév 1o péyebog tijg evBOVNG, fiviep dvarapfave, GrAr’ dédapav-
tiveg méroBa 811 ovv tolg yneoig E&® ndavrote gikiav xai glvovv v Sid-
Osowv tijg “Yp. Mavay(16tnrog)? npdg drostipitiv pov, o unv GAAG kai tag
g0y ag kai tag matpikag Adtiig vouvbeoiag kai 6dnyiag, v mote xai &yd 6Aio-
fnoo bdg dvBparnog kai pahista viiv Onote 6 Aadg Tob Ocob Paivel kai dko-
hovBet oyl onicw Tod &AnBivod Ocob. *Advvatdv Eveka Tiig TANUpULpoLong
Vv Kapdiav pov GLYKIVIICE®G Vi EKPPAcH TPOoNKOVING THV EDYVOUOCD-
viv pou wpdg t& v “Yp. Iavayidtnta kai todg &v X@ dyiovg ddelpovg ai-
po Yelpag ikétdag mpdg oV Dyiotov toV dotiipa maviev tdv dyabdv kai
xadixetev® abdTov Tva 8@ Opiv 00Tog 1O KdAAioToV TdV Ayabdv, £yd 8¢ Eco-
pat dpiv edyvopov éoaci.

5
{Edyapiotiiprov piivopa éni éxhoyijdt

*Eneidn) 66nyndeic &k Oeob 6 te Mavayidtatog kai Xefacpdratog Mn-
tporohitng Oeocarovikng Kopiog "AréEavdpoc® kai f nepi v A. oepac-
piav Iavayidotnta iepd tdv Beogrriestdtov ’Emoxonwv *Enapylakty Tov-
0d0¢® nbddknoav mpoayayslv pe eig 16 Oelov Sviwg xai péya tiig dpyiepo-
oo GEiopa kai drokatactijoal eig tov Opdvov tiig dyiwtdtng *Eniokonfig
Kitpovg neibopar 1 Oei adtdv npootdypatt kai déyopar 1o énitaypa. Kai
npdtov pév edyapiotd adtd pot 1d IMavayietdte kai mavoefdorte matpi
xai Aeonoty @ TRV Totavtny mepi ERE mpdvolav MEMONKOTL, €lta 3¢ Toig
oePaocpioig pot dyiow *Emioxonolg, dv talg BeonelBéoiv edyails dEidoal pe

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 Papaioan::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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Koprog 6 0edg mopdvar Oeo@idig 10 Eumiotevdév potr Loyikov avtod noi-
pviov kai elg vopag cotnpiovg nodnyerficor kol domiov kai dpoivviov
Epavtdv 1e kakeivo mnopactijcar &v 1f] opiktfi adtod devtépe mapovsiq, &
1 66Ea xai 16 xparog eig Tovg ald@vag 1@V aldvev Guiv.

’Ev Oeccarovikn 1§ 19m ®ePpovapiov 1904.
‘O gynowopévog Kitpoug ITapBéviog?

6
{Iapaitnoig)?

‘O broyeypappévog pun dvvdapevog gvexa Tfi katatpLOLONG UE Y pPO-
viag copatixiig dobeveiag va énapxico eig tig dvayxog t1ig "Enapyiag kail
T@v yproTiavdv pov Koi dioikfioe adthv, mapairtobpor tadtne, od péviol
ve xai 1fig dpylepoodvng xai eic v nepi TovTOoL TioTEOow kot PePaivoiv
didop 1@ INavayiotato Mntpomolity @eccarovikng Kupie *AleEdvipo?
v napoloav olkeloBerij xal drapafiactov napaitnoiv pov, pépovsav Tiv
gufv i816xelpov droypapnv kai éoppayicuévny dia tfig dropkfig pov copa-
vidoc.

’Ev Oeoocaroviky 1f 20 ’lavovapiov 1904,
T°O IIpodnv Kitpovg OedxAntoct

’Ap1 0. IIp. 38258,
I'PHI"OPIOX®
’EAé® Oeob ’Apyeniokonog Kov/nohewg Néag Poung xal
Oixovpevikog ITatpiapyns.

‘lepatate Mntpomorita Ogo)vikng, Onéptipe xai EEapye maong Oet-
tarfag, &v "Ayie ITvebpatt dyannté adelot xai cvileitovpye Tfic Hudv Me-
proétnTog kOpie Fevvadie?, yapig €in tff duetépa Tepotntt xai eipfivn napd
O¢cob.

1. Parthenios Vardakas, Bishop of Kitros (1904-1933).

2. AMT, File, 147, 2584.

3. Alexander Regosoulos (1903-1910).

4. Theocletos, Bishop of Kitros, formerly the Bishop of Petra, whom Parthenios Var-
dakas succeeded (1904-1933).

5. See I'onydoioc ITalaudc 9 (1925) 23-24.

6. Gregory VII (1923-1924).

7. Gennadios Alexiades (1912-1951) the former Metropolitan of Limnos.
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Zvveneig 1OV peydiov Exkinowaotikdv, yevik®v 1€ kai &mni pépouvg
avaykdv, 1dv dvanopedxtog tpoehbovcdv &k tod YeyovoTog 10D cuvoiikob
éxtomopol kai tfig €ig "EAMGSa xataguyfic To0 ypioTiavikod nAnbvopod
tfig "Aciag xai tfig O@paxng dua toig mowuéoiy adtodl, 7§ 'Exkincia, tpovo-
ofoa kabnkdévimg nepi tfig &varloywg Tpdg Tag dvaykag Tavtag kai Tag me-
plotaoelg E€okovopficewg TV npaypdtov, Eyve, Eyovca odppevov kai
yvopnyv 1fig ‘EAAnvikiic KuBepviioews, tpoBfivar eig tfv cdotaciv v taig
and toB ka®’ fudg IMatplapyikod Opdvov &Eapropivalg EKKANOLEGTIKDG
Néaig Xbpaig 100 ‘EAAnvikob Kpdatovg diapdpov Néov Mntpondrewv kal
Erapy1dve, tobto pév dvaloyov Emoeépovca cuykpdtnoly mpdg KpeitTova
SdraxvPépvnony el tag kel 1d tob EEwbev ovppedcavtog torlvninbobs véov
’OpBoddEov mAnBuopod adéndeicag meproyde, tobto 82 tpbémov Karepya-
Lopévn mapapvbiag 814 Todg dvev mopviov kal oyoriag peivavrag &v Xpi-
o1d &delpols npookalovpévoug kai ndhv el avainyiv draxoviag &v tafig
oltwg idpvopévalg véag Mnrpondiecty.

Oltag obv cvordong kai tfic Teplic Mntpondrews Aaykadd &t tfig
kai &no tfig “lepldg Mmrtpondiewg Oso)vixkng arnoomdcemg tdv péypis &-
oydtov adtf] drokelpévov Kowvotfiitov, npoayopeda dia tfic mtapovong Ila-
Tplapyikfig Emotoliic qudv drogdoel Tvvodikfi, yvootoroificar toito kai
tfi “Ypetépg “Iepotnt, 0036Awg dupipaiiovieg St petd tfic Ttpoonkovlong
TpoPpovog yvung kal diabéceng Ektiundfioetar kai O’ adtiic i yevouévn
ond 1fic 'ExxAnociag dvaykaia abtn &Eowovopnoic kai Sievdétnoic.

ITAnpogopoivieg 8¢ thv “Ypetépav ‘Tepdtnta 61t eig thv obtog &n’ ai-
oiolg ocvotiicav véav tadtnv Mnrponoiv &nokatéstn xavovikog Apyie-
pedg O ‘Iephratog Mntponoritng Kukhddwv Kog Ceppavdcd, edyopeba 6-
nog Kiprog 6 Oedg katevodol mavrtote ¢ navta gig dyadov.

‘H 8¢ 108 Ocol yapig kai 16 Aneipov Eleog €in peta tfig dperépag Te-
poTnTOC.

1924 ’Oxtwfpiov 1.

‘'O Kov)roreng Tpnydpiog &yanmnrtog v X@ adelooc.

1. The reference is of course to the destruction of Asia Minor and Eastern Thrace.

2. During 1924 a total of 49 Metropoles 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 Chalcedon. He was later elected in
turn Bishop of the See of Leuke; Stromnitsa; Korytsa and Premeté; 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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8
TPHI'OPIOX !
ELép Ocob "Apyeniokonog Kovindhews Néag Poung kai
Oikovpevikog Tatprapyng.
Ap18. Tlpart. 40672

‘Iepdrtate Mntponolrito Oeo)vikng, dréptiue xai EEapye naong Oetra-
AMog, &v “Ayio Ilvedpatt dyannté 'Adeloé xoi ovhleitovpys tiig NUdV
Metpiotntog kopie Tevvadie?, xapig €in tff dpetépg ‘TepotnTt xai elpiivn
mapd Ogob.

’Ano ixavod fi8n, dg dvexowvadn xai tfj fuetépa Tepdtnn, 1| "Exkhin-
ola elye oynuatioel ™iv yvounv nepi 1ob ebkaipov 1fig npoayayiig xai Tdv
brolewmopévov émokondv 100 Opdvov elg adrotereic Mntpondiec. Meta
v Afjyiv 8¢ kai tfig &nd 6 Maptiov 1923 &p18. 574 &kBécewg Tiig LueTépag
‘Tepdtnitog kai tdv cvvnppévov adtf] oyeTk®v GTOCRACUATOV TPAKTIK®Y
1fig mepl adtiv Emoxomxiic Tuvddov, 10 LAtnpua kal ndhv dracyoince
v ‘I. Zovodov kai €1 pdrhov évioyvoe 1v 'Exkinciav elg tv oynpati-
cOeloav fjdn yvounv adtfic. Ao, 6te tedevtaing, &€ apopufic Tdv GArowd-
ceWV kai Tdv dvaykdv t@v mpoelBovodv #x tiig elg ‘FAhdda xataguyiig
rolpviov 1€ kal moipévov tdv év "Aciq kal Opdaky &napyldv, tapéotn 1
Gvaykn PETE TPOTYOLREVTIV OYETIKNV YVOUNV Kal Eykplow and pépovg kai
tfig ‘EAAnvikfic KuBepvioeng, §tmg 10 {Atnpa tfic Stuppubuicens kal diev-
Oetfioewc tdv Erapylakdv Opiov cvpedveg mpdg Tag mapovoag Gvaykag
AGBn viv v Tpocfkovcay TEAEIOTIKTY AVoty, Evekpifn Omo tfig I Zovo-
Sov xai &yévero kai f| Tpoaywy Tdv &mokondv 1fi¢ ‘I MnTpondrens Oco)
vixng elg abroterelc Mntpondhets.

Kai nepi pév 1dv &mokondv Kitpovg xai ITohvaviig, cuppdveg npog
v 1ebeloav d¢ Paov kal drodextnv yevopévnv Ond tfic *Exxhnociag ye-
VIKT|V GpynVv tfic cvpewviag tdv Enapylaxdv éplov mpdg ta Spra ékacta-
%00 tdv mohTik®v Grodioikfioewv, dpicdn Snwg adrar yevopevar viv Mn-
TponbOrels meploplod®doly droxhelotikdg elg 1a¢ Spa tfig olkeiag &xdotn
brodrowkfioewe, fitol | pév 1ot Kitpoug elg 1iv vbv Orodiolknov Alkarte-
pivng, f 8¢ tob TMolvavfig elg tAv drodioiknov Kikkig, tdv EEw tdv dplov
v &v MOyo drnodloikfcewv pepdv meplepyopévov OO v dikarodociav
tfic yeitovog Mntpondhewe xal thv nohitikiyv &Eapnowv adtdv. Ilpoker-
pévou 3¢ mepi 1dv Aowundv *Erioxondv 1fig Mntpondrewns, 0ewpndn npdo-
oopov mpdtov pév 6rwg M téwg "Emcxont *Apdapepiov, nepi fig npohafov-

1. Gregory VII (1923-1924).
2. See I'onydoioc Iakauds 19 (1925) 24-26.
3. Gennadios Alexiades (1912-1951).
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tag elyev EykpiBii, cuvedd kxal tff mpotdoel 1fi¢ *Emioxonikiig Tvvodov, 1
ouyydvevolg avtfig petd tfig &moxoniic ‘Iepiocob, drotedéon kai &pekfic
1diav meproynv kai dvaknpoydij eig idiav Mntporoiiy, dedtepov 8¢ dnwg Ta
dpuwa adtfig, kabdg kai ta dpa tdv dVo dAlwv Lmoheimopévov Enapyidy,
fitou tfig Kapnaviag kai tfig ‘Iepiocod kal “Ayiov “Opovg, npoayopévev kai
toutwv elg Mntpondhrels, peivaoty 16 ye viiv d¢ Exoveot, pdvov & petd thv
£k Tdv Vv év adtaig dpylepatevdviav obtag fi EAlog rehevosopévny An-
peiav knpux i} Ekdotn adtdv Sroiedvpévn kal t6 pépn adtfic mepiérdowot,
CLPUPAVES TPOS TNV Gve elpnuévny yevuav Paowy tfig ovpeoviag Tdv érnap-
xwkdv dpiov npog 1a Tdv TolTikdv Drodotkficewy, elg Ta¢ oixelag yei-
tovag Mntponores.
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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.



