The Proposal of the Patriarchs of Alexandria,
Antioch, and Jerusalem
for the Expedited Convening of a Great Local
or even Ecumenical Council in 1924

By loannis N. Ladas*

Introduction

The Ecumenical Patriarchate, after the acceptance of the “decision” of
the Pan-Orthodox Conference (1923)", that is, the official beginning of the
pre-synodic period, which led to the convocation of the Holy and Great
Council of the Orthodox Church 93 years later, in order not to find itself
“unprepared and faced with great and unsurmountable difficulties of
all kinds, the anticipated ‘great Council’”, considered it necessary to be
prepared systematically and “with much and concentrated deliberation™”.
Therefore, it constituted a special Committee on the convocation of the
“great Council”, under the presidentship of Metropolitan of Cyzicus
Kallinikos (1855-1934). At the same time, the Ecumenical Patriarch
Meletios 1V (1871-1935), with the Patriarchal Letters under protocol no.
3124 and of June 25, 1923, informed the individual Orthodox Churches
that he accepted with pleasure the proposal forwarded by the Metropolitan
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of Transylvania Nikolaos (1882-1955), for a solemn celebration of the
1600th anniversary of the convocation of the First Ecumenical Council
and took the initiative to celebrate this event worthily by the entire
Orthodox Church, not only locally but with the convocation of a Pan-
Orthodox Council in 1925, “with the aim of resolving all the issues that
concern the Orthodox Church at present™.

Nevertheless, the Patriarchs Photios of Alexandria (1853-1925),
Gregory IV of Antioch (1859-1928) and Damianos of Jerusalem (1848-
1931) considered imperative the expedited convocation of the Council
and asked the Ecumenical Patriarch to take the relevant actions with the
purpose of gathering the Orthodox Churches for the same purpose a year
earlier, that is in 1924. Given the 100th anniversary of the proposal of
the Patriarchs of the East for the expedited convention of a Great Local
or Ecumenical Council in 1924, in this article we attempt to examine
on the one had the historical context and the reasons that made it
imperative to convene a Council of the Orthodox Churches and, on the
other hand the conditions under which the Holy and Great Council of
the Orthodox Church (2016) entered history.

1. The History of the Proposal

The Patriarchs of Alexandria, Antioch and Jerusalem, who had not
participated in the Pan-Orthodox Conference, asked the Ecumenical
Patriarch Gregory VII (1850-1924) “as being primus inter pares to convene
all the Autocephalous Orthodox Churches to an Ecumenical Council or
a Great Local” («iva, ©¢ &ywv T mpeofeio, ovyxoréon amdoog Tog

3. «T. Tovodog», Exxinowotiny Aibeio/Ekklisiastiki Alitheia 43 (14 July 1923), p. 256;
Patriarchal Letters to Their Beatitudes and Their Eminences Presidents of the Holy
Orthodox Churches, Alexandria, Antioch, Jerusalem, Servia, Cyprus, Greece and Rumania
under protocol no. 3124 and of June 25, 1923, ExxAnowxotim Alqbeiof/Ekklisiastiki Alitheia
43 (30 June 1923), pp. 229-231; Session of the Holy and Sacred Synod of the Ecumenical
Patriarchate of July 9, 1923: KAIIIX B’ 70, p. 455, §3; Hpoxtixa xai Amopdoels t00 v
Kovotavtwovurdler Tlavopfoddov Zvvedplov (10 Maiov-8 Tovviov 1923)/Proceedings
and Decisions of the Pan-Orthodox Congress in Constantinople (May 10-June 8 1923), Patri-
archiko Typografeio, Constantinople 1923, p. 221.
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Adtoxeparovg ‘OpboddEovg "Exxuhnoiag eig Xovodov Oixovuevixny i
Meydny Tomixfiv»)* in the year 1924, to examine dogmatic, liturgical
and canonical issues, including the calendar and the Paschal®. They
also suggested all the leaders of the non-Orthodox Churches around the
world to be invited to the Council, as they wished to have a discussion
on the union of all Christian Churches®.

The three Patriarchs addressed the Ecumenical Patriarchate with the
aim to demonstrate “to everyone that, despite the recent adventures of
the Genos and the Church, the honor to the Church of Constantinople
is preserved” («toig méoLy, &1L, O TG E0YATOLE TEPLTETEIOG TOD TE
I"évoug xat g " ExxAnoiog Staawletol 1 Tpog Ty v Kwvatayttvouoet
ExxAnotoy Tipui»)’. As the place of the convocation of the Council,
they indicated “the Holy City of Jerusalem”, “from where the law and
salvation” («Omdbey O vépog xal 7 owtpio»). In fact, they secured
the permission of the Palestinian Government, which declared that the
Council could be convened in Jerusalem on the condition that it did not
interfere in political or pilgrim issues of an international nature®. As
the time they indicated the feast of Pentecost, “When the Holy Spirit
descended” («&te T0 TVedpa xortfiAbe TO GyLtov»)®. However, in the case
that the time for the convocation of the Council was not enough, the
Council could take place even later, according to the judgement of the
Ecumenical Patriarch, but in any case, until the feast of the Exaltation
of the Holy and Life-giving Cross'.

b, «Audx Ty 0OYXANOW THg Zuvddov», Ildvtawog/Pantainos 16 (April 5, 1924), p. 226.

5. «’Exxinoto. AheEavdpeiog», Exxinoio/Ecclesia B', 48 (April 26, 1924), pp. 431-432.
6. «Aworti 0hopey Thy Tovodov», ITdvtouvog/Pantainos 16 (April 19, 1924), pp. 253-254.
7. Document from Patriarch of Alexandria Photios to the Ambassador of Greece in Cairo
(A. Saktouri) under protocol no. 248 and of May 6, 1924: YAIA, Apyeio Kevtpixfig
Yrnpeoiog/ Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1.

8. Document from the Consul General of Jerusalem (Venetatos) to the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs under protocol no. 377 and of October 20, 1924: YAIA, Apyeto Kevtpixfig
Yrnpeotag/ Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1.

9. Joint Letter of the Patriarchs of Alexandria, Antioch and Jerusalem to the Ecumenical
Patriarch Gregory under protocol no. 374 and of March 20, 1924: Chief Secretariat
Archive of the Holy and Sacred Synod of the Ecumenical Patriarchate.

10. Joint Letter of the Patriarchs of Alexandria, Antioch and Jerusalem to the Ecumenical
Patriarch Gregory under protocol no. 372 and of March 26, 1924: Chief Secretariat
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The initiative to expedite the convocation of the Council belonged to
Photios', Patriarch of Alexandria, while according to some information
his actions met with the objections of the Patriarch of Antioch, who
initially refused to sign the joint Letter, which was consequently signed
“with discontent” by the Patriarch of Jerusalem'.

The Patriarch of Alexandria did not propose the See of the Alexandrian
throne as the place of convocation of the Council due to lack of hospitality
means. In fact, he advanced Jerusalem, because on the one hand, he
reckoned that in this way “the issue would be postponed to the Greek
Calends” and on the other hand, he hoped that the decisions of the Council
would not be influenced by the objections of the Patriarchs of Antioch
and Jerusalem. Moreover, he seems to have wished the examination —on
the spot— of the dangers that the Holy Land would go through from the
reform of the ecclesiastical calendar'.

Of course, according to Patriarch Photios, the first who suggested the
idea of the convocation of a Council were the Archbishop of Cyprus Cyril
IT (1859-1933), who “designated” Jerusalem as the place, and Patriarch
of Serbia Demetrios (1846-1930), who “next to the holy city Jerusalem
he named Constantinople, and Alexandria and Nyssa in Serbia”. In
addition, “among the first was the Greek Government” («mpog Tfj oryior
[ToAer ‘Tepovooiny xol ™y KwvotovtivodToAy xal ™y AAeEdvdpeloy

Archive of the Holy and Sacred Synod of the Ecumenical Patriarchate.

11. «IovopddoEog Tovodog», Ildvtawvog/Pantainos 16 (March 1, 1924), p. 159. Ac-
cording to information, Patriarch Photios of Alexandria had a fervent desire to convene the
Synod, in order to “annihilate” the decisions of Patriarch Meletios, whom he considered a
“stallion” of the Ecumenical Throne. Document from the Consul General of Jerusalem to
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs under protocol no. 328 and of September 13, 1923: YAIA,
Apyeto Kevtpudig Ymnpeotiag/ Central Service Archive - B’ TToAvtixr/Political (1923-1925)
/B/ 35B/59, p. 1.

12. Document from the Consul General of Beirut under protocol no. 415 and of June 15,
1924: YAIA, Apyeio Kevtpuiic VTmmpeotag/ Central Service Archive - B’ IToAvtixyy/Political
(1923-1925) /B/ 35B/59. Document from the Consul General of Jerusalem to the Ministry
of Foreign under protocol no. 414 and of November 13, 1924: YAIA, Apyeio Kevrtpuxig
Yrnpeoiog/ Central Service Archive - B” Toartix#/Political (1923-1925) /B/ 35B/59.

13. Document from the Consul General of Alexandria to the Minister of Foreign Affairs
under protocol no. 13 and of March 21, 1924: YAIA, Apyeio Kevtpwfc Ymmpeotiog/
Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1.
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xall tog Abvog xal Ty €v XepBia Nbooa mpocsovopdoos»)”. In addition,
“among the first was the Greek Government”, which, again according to
the Alexandrian religious leader, immediately proposed that “the Council
be convened in Alexandria™'.

Patriarch Photios sent Metropolitan Christophoros of Leontopolis
(1876-1967), later Patriarch of Alexandia to Jerusalem and Damascus,
to consult with the other Patriarchs on the convocation of the Council
in 1924. Metropolitan Christophoros arrived at the See of the Church
of Sion on March 22 and carried the Letter under protocol no. 374 to
the Ecumenical Patriarch Gregory, already signed by the Patriarch of
Alexandria.

In Jerusalem, after the signing of this letter, it was approved —in
a synodical conference— to send a second letter to the Ecumenical
Patriarch, in which among other things, the issues that should be
studied and examined together in the Council were quoted. The second
letter was signed by the Patriarch of Jerusalem and the representative of
the Patriarch of Alexandria, Metropolitan Christophoros of Leontopolis.
Subsequently, Metropolitan Christophoros accompanied by Archbishop
Aristarchos of Diocaesarea (1879-1937), representative of the Patriarch
of Jerusalem, went to Damascus to meet with the Patriarch of Antioch
and deliver the relevant letters to him'. After been signed also by the
Patriarch of Antioch, both were posted to the Ecumenical Patriarchate!®.

The Patriarchs of Alexandria, Antioch and Jerusalem, therefore,
“according to the existing practice in the most Holy Church of God” with

14. See about it: Document of Patriarch Photios of Alexandria to the Ambassador of
Greece in Cairo (A. Saktouri) under protocol no. 248 and of May 6, 1924: YAIA, Apyeio
Kevtpuxfig ‘Ymnpeotag/ Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1.

15. «'O pnrpomoAitng Aeovtomérews x. Xptoto@dpog &v Aopoox@d», Ilavtowvos/
Pantainos 16 (29 Maptiov 1924), p. 210.

16. See about it: Document of Patriarch Photios of Alexandria to the Ambassador of
Greece in Cairo (A. Saktouri) under protocol no. 248 and of May 6, 1924: YAIA, Apyeio
Kevtpuxfig Ymnpeotog/ Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1; Archim. Theoklitos Stragas,
ExxAnolog ‘EAadog Totopio éx mnydy adevddy, 1817-1967, vol. B’, Typografeio
Papa-dogianni, Athens 1970, p. 1377; Bartholomaios Archontonis, Metr. of Philadelphia,
«Ipoomabelor ovyxpotioewe Oixovpevixils Xvv6dov TEO TEVTNXOVTIOETIOG», in:
Twuntixo Apiépwua otov unrporoliry Kitpous Bapvafa ént 1 25etnoidt tiic aoxt-
epateios Tov, Athens 1980, pp. 83-92.
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the Letter under protocol no. 374 and of March 20, 1924 demanded that
the Ecumenical Patriarch “convene” a Great Local or /and an Ecumenical
Council in the same year. They noted, at the same time, that “God forbid,
if he is unwilling, or unable, according to this fraternal recommendation,
to provide the appropriate acceptance and execution”, this duty to the
entire Church would necessarily be performed by “them themselves”.
For this reason, they pointed out that they waiting with desire and
expectation for the immediate positive response of the Ecumenical
Patriarch, along with the invitation to participate in the Council".

Likewise, on March 26, 1924, they sent the other joint Letter under
protocol no. 372, by which they asked the Ecumenical Patriarch after
the decision to convene the “Holy Council” by him and the Holy and
Sacred Synod around him: 1. to announce to them telegraphically the
acceptance of their proposal “in whole and in parts”; 2. to send at the
same time telegrams to all the Presidents of the Orthodox Churches in
which he would announce to them that “since It has the seniority in
the Eastern Orthodox Church® that he was inviting them “according to
the proposal of the Most Holy Patriarchs of the East, approved also by
It” to participate in “a Great Local or Ecumenical Council in Jerusalem
that will be convened on the appointed day of the Pentecost™; 3. to
send a note in time to the Patriarchs of the East, as well as to the other
Primates, in which he would explain “the way of acceptance by It of
the proposal for the convocation of a Council” of the three Patriarchs
and any other useful detail; 4. to declare in the invitation Letters to
the Presidents of the Churches that, in order to participate personally
or by representatives in the Council, it would be good for them to be
accompanied “with more than one distinguished in their environment
for the zeal and the knowledge of our piety Bishops”, including any other
cleric or laity, who was distinguished “for the Theological education and
the knowledge of the secular and canonical law™*.

17. Joint Letter of the Patriarchs of Alexandria, Antioch and Jerusalem to the Ecumenical
Patriarch Gregory under protocol no. 374 and of March 20, op.cit., pp. 3-4.
18. Op.cit.
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Also the Patriarchs of the East, because they wished the issue of the
union of all Christians to be discussed at the Council, decided that the
Ecumenical Patriarch should have notified “the heads of the various
foreign Christian Communities” “in time” “by telegrams and Letters”
about the Council to be held in Jerusalem” and invited them to come “to
this Council in order to study the way and the definite achievement of
their union with the Orthodox Eastern Church”. It was also considered
useful to ask the Heads of the Orthodox Churches who were in free
countries to invite one or more representatives of their Governments to
attend the Council “so that the decisions taken by it Council would not
come up against the just claims of these Orthodox Countries™".

For reasons of historical memory, it should be noted, that the Metro-
politan Antonios Chapovitski of Kiev (1863-1936) also participated in the
discussions on the holding of the Great Local or Ecumenical Council, who
also visited Jerusalem, Alexandria and Damascus®.

2. Reasons for Expedited Convocation

The Holy Synod of the Patriarchate of Alexandria during the session
of January 11, 1924, excluded any modification or alteration of the
calendar, thus depending any arrangement, reform, addition or removal
to the calendar on the decisions of a future Great or Ecumenical
Council®. In fact, the Patriarch of Alexandria announced his decision to
the Greek Minister of Foreign Affairs through the Ambassador of Greece
in Cairo. Patriarch Photios considered it “very urgent” through him to
inform the Greek Government so that it can contribute “from its part” for
the convocation of the “necessary Great or Ecumenical Council”, without
which “none of the ecclesiastical issues under study can be promoted [...]

19. Op.cit.

20. See about it: Archim. Theoklitos Stragas, ExxAnotog ‘EAAadog Totopla..., op.cit., p.
1377; Bartholomaios Archontonis, Metr. of Philadelphia, «IIpoomdfelor ouyxpotioewg
Oixovpevixfig Zuvddov TPO TEVINXOVTOETIOG», op.cit., pp. 83-92.

21. Decisions of the Holy Council of the Patriarchate of Alexandra of January 11, 1924:
YAIA, Apyeio Kevtpufc Ymnpeoiog/ Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1.
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or regulated”. He expressed also a desire to receive an answer as soon as
possible?.

However, the Church of Greece, at the proposal of the Metropolitan
of Athens at the Holy Synod of the Hierarchy, which was unanimously
accepted, decided to settle the calendar issue definitely by adding 13 days
to the Julian ecclesiastical calendar, without changing the Paschal and
the church calendar®. Later, on January 24, 1924 for the well-known
reasons, also the Church of Constantinople?, “appreciating [the] urgency
of the issue”, suggested the assimilation of the ecclesiastical with the
political calendar, by adding thirteen days to the tenth day of March of
1924%. The Patriarchate of Alexandria decided then to keep “unaltered”
the calendar and to stick to the “things determined before”, referring
any “alteration” of it to the only one competent to decide “Council of
the Churches of the same denomination of East Great or Ecumenical”?’.

22. Document of Patriarch Photios of Alexandria to the Ambassador of Greece in Cairo
(A. Saktouri) under protocol no. 31 and of January 12, 1924: YAIA, Apyeio Kevtpixfic
Yrnpeoiag/Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1.

23. Letter of Chrysostomos Metropolitan of Ephesus, Patriarchal Representative in
Athens to the Ecumenical Patriarchate under protocol no. 1914 and of April 23, 1923:
KAIIIX B’ 70, p. 195, §3.

24. KAIIIZ B" 71, pp. 23-4, §1.

25. The Ecumenical Patriarchate sent the following telegram: “After the introduction
of a political calendar by the Orthodox, there is great confusion about the ecclesiastical
calendar. The Church of Constantinople, appreciating the urgency of the issue, proposes
the assimilation of ecclesiastical and political calendar, by adding thirteen days to the tenth
of the following March, Paschal remains intact. Therefore, next Easter will be celebrated
in accordance with what is in force. Hoping that your Beatitude will agree with this
proposed partial arrangement, please respond by telegraph”: Telegram of the Ecumenical
Patriarch Gregory to the Patriarch Photios of Alexandria under no. 623 and of January
25, 1924, ITévrawog/Pantainos 16 (January 26, 1924), pp. 56-57.

26. The Patriarch of Alexandria communicated this decision to the Patriarchs of Antioch
and Jerusalem as well as to the Archbishop of Cyprus.

27. It should be noted that Mount Athos, with the exception of the Holy Monastery of
Vatopedi, did not accept the new calendar. In fact, some monks, due to the change in
the calendar, stopped commemorating the name of the Ecumenical Patriarch. However,
the Holy Community assured the Ecumenical Patriarchate of the restoration of canonical
order and the commemoration of his name in all the monasteries, declaring that the
entire Holy Mountain, except for the Holy Monastery of Vatopedi, decided to stick to the
old calendar until the convocation of an Ecumenical Council, which was to decide on
the issue with prestige and authenticity. Letter of the Holy Community of Mount Athos
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The Holy Synod of the Alexandrian Throne, taking into consideration
that the duty of the Church is to guide “the chosen people to the truth”
asked the Ecumenical Patriarchate to postpone the decision until the
convocation of a Pan-Orthodox Synod®. At the same time, a proposal
was made to convene a Great Local Council in Alexandria, “to validate”
the decision, before the 10th of March?. Likewise, Patriarch Damianos
of Jerusalem rejected the assimilation of the ecclesiastical and political
calendar, mainly due to the status quo of the Most Holy Shrines®.

to the Ecumenical Patriarch under protocol no. 2773 and of September 10/23 1926:
YAIA, Apyeio Kevtpuxfs Ymnpeolog/ Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1. The Holy
and Sacred Synod of the Ecumenical Patriarchate examined this letter at its session on
November 27, 1926, and decided to send a committee consisting of the Metropolitans
of Didymoteichon Philaretos (1850-1933), of Maroneia Anthimos (1870-1938) and of
Zichna Alexander (1878-1958) as exarchs to the Holy Mount for appropriate admonition
and exhortation pursuing the smoothing and settlement of the calendar issue that had
arisen. Finally, only Metropolitan Anthimos of Maroneia went to Mount Athos as
Patriarchal Exarch. Report of the Synodal Committee for the study of the issue of the
Calendar under Protocol n. no. and of November 22, 1926, p. 5: YDIA, Central Service
Archive 1927/62.2.1. Document from the Ecumenical Patriarch to the Consul General in
Constantinople under protocol no. 182 and of February 9, 1927: YAIA, Apyeto Kevtouxfig
Yrnpeatag/ Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1.

28. Telegram from Patriarch Photios of Alexandria to Ecumenical Patriarch Gregory
under protocol no. 148 and of March 7, 1924: YAIA, Apyeio Kevtpwig Ymnpeotiog/
Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1; Document from the Patriarch of Alexandria Photios
to the Ambassador of Greece in Cairo (Antonios Stachturis) under protocol no. 151
and of March 8, 1924: YAIA, Apyeio Kevtpixiig Yrnpeoiog/ Central Service Archive
1927/62.2.1; Telegram from Patriarch Photios of Alexandria to Archibishop of Athens
Chrysostomos of March 8, 1924: YAIA, Apyelo Kevtpixig Yrnpeoiog/ Central Service
Archive 1927/62.2.1.

29. Telegram of the Patriarch of Alexandria Photios to the Ecumenical Patriarch Gregory
no. 109 and of February 17, 1924: YAIA, Apyeio Kevtowig Ymnpeoiog/ Central Service
Archive 1927/62.2.1. Telegram of the Patriarch of Alexandria Photios to the Archbishop
of Athens no. 108 and of February 17, 1924: YAIA, Apyeio Kevtowfgc “Ymnpeoiog/
Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1.

30. Response of the Patriarch of Jerusalem Damianos to the protocol no. 623 and
of January 25, 1925: YAIA, Apyeio Kevtpunis Ymnpeoiog/Central Service Archive
1927/62.2.1. Telegram of the Ecumenical Patriarch Gregory under Protocol 1924,
Havrouvog/Pantainos 16 (January 26, 1924), p. 57.
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The Patriarchate of the East therefore considered that there was no
reason, to justify or impose “this haste” and rejected as “unjustifiable,
useless and harmful” the “hurry to identify the two calendars™'.

The Patriarch of Alexandria, having in mind the Letters of the
Churches of Serbia (proposal for the convocation of an Ecumenical
Council) and Romania (postponement until October), insisted on the
previous synodical decisions and rejected any addition or reform of the
calendar before the convocation of an Ecumenical Council, the “only
competent to discuss it” of which he suggested the “urgent™?. As it was
stressed in the joint letter, “The Most Holy Churches of the East” that
is, the Apostolic and Patriarchal Thrones of Alexandria, Antioch and
Jerusalem, highlighted, wished and requested that “no reform be dared,
nor that any change be approved, nor that anything be innovated:
without a Council”. Therefore, they addressed the Ecumenical Patriarch
and requested “in the love of Christ” that everything that had been
approved in Constantinople and Athens be considered together in a
Council®.

From the above it becomes clear that the telegram of the Ecumenical
Patriarch on the identification of calendars, along with the need for
coalition of the Orthodox Churches against the “common enemies”.
provided impetus for the realization of the proposal. The official body of
the Alexandrian Throne, however, also noted and the following reasons
in order to prove the necessity of expedited convocation of a Great Local
or /and Ecumenical Council:

“We want” the Council, was stressed, because: a. on this occasion we
will return to the synodical system of administration of the Church, which
was established during the peak of the Church’s History; b. to relieve

31. Document of the Patriarch of Alexandria Photios to the General Consul of Alexandria
(Peter Kaphabelis) under protocol no. 123 and of February 24, 1924: YAIA, Apyeio
Kevtpuxiig ‘Ymnpeoiog/ Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1.

32. Response of the Patriarch Photios to no. 623 and of January 25, 1925; Telegram
of the Ecumenical Patriarch Gregory no. 28 and from January 15, 1924, Ilavtouwog/
Pantainos 16 (26 January 1924), p. 57.

33. Joint Letter of the Patriarchs of Alexandria, Antioch and Jerusalem to the Ecumenical
Patriarch Gregory under protocol no. 374 and of March 20, 1924, op.cit., pp. 1-2.

34. «Aworti Bropey Ty Tovodov», ITdvtawoc/Pantainos 16 (April 19, 1924), p. 255.
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the local Churches of the pressure of the state, to which their Christians
belong as citizens; c. in order to give the local Churches a synodical
decision on every issue “under study and, action”, on which they can rely
in order to resist any pressures of the state in which they belong; d. to
discuss “so many and so many” issues, other than the calendar issue, that
arose after the VII Ecumenical Council and remain unsolved or roughly
settled®; e. for the Bishops of the Orthodox Church “we must get to know
each other” and communicate in such a way that we may become more
zealots for the Church and benefit “being deficient from the virtues and
ecclesiastical wealth in general, of those who flourish among us”*°.

3. The Suggested Topics for Examination

The Patriarchs of the East proposed that the Council should study,
examine together and make decisions “in the Holy Spirit” on issues of
dogmatic, canonical and ritual nature®. Although no Schedule of the
Synod Proceedings of the proposed Council had been drawn up, in
the joint letter they asked the Ecumenical Patriarch to indicate in the
Invitation Letters to the Heads of the Churches as issues to be discussed
“except for the calendar and the Paschal Canon”, and: a. the lifting of
the Bulgarian schism; b. the finding of a way to restore the Uniates to
the Orthodox Church; c. the pursuit of the union with the Orthodox
Church of the Ecclesiastical Communities of Catholic, Anglican, Old-
catholic, Protestant, Abyssinian, Armenian, Coptic and any other off-
shoot Monophysite, Nestorian, Monothelite and of Protestantism; d.
the revision of all the canonical provisions, that had been drafted by
Patriarchs and Patriarchal Synods from the Seventh Ecumenical Council
onwards; e. the issue of fast (“what fasts should exist in the Church and
how should the faithful should perform them”); f. the revision of the
holy Services, of the Liturgical, the Typicon and the ecclesiastical poetry

35. «Awott Bropey Ty Zvodov», ITavrouvog/Pantainos 16 (April 19, 1924), pp. 252-
253.

36. Op.cit.

37. Joint Letter of the Patriarchs of Alexandria, Antioch and Jerusalem to the Ecumenical
Patriarch Gregory under protocol no. 372 and of March 26, 1924, op.cit., p. 1.
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and music; g. the revision of the acknowledged symbolic books and their
ratification; h. the issue of the monastic life; i. the issue of the second
marriage of widowed priests, together with the issue of marriage after
ordination and the marriage of Bishops; j. the issue of impediments to
marriage due to kinship and divorce and k. the issue of the validity of
Anglican ordinations™®.

The three Patriarchs, in addition to the issues that were mentioned by
name in the joint letter, also proposed the examination of any other issue,
that needed “pan-ecclesiastical conference, discussion and a decision in
the Holy Spirit”™. In the official bodies of these Churches, mainly in the
journal Pantainos, the official body of the Alexandrian Church, but also
individually by certain Metropolitans and Professors the need to examine
the following issues was also stressed®: 1. The “faster imposition of
ecclesiastical order and peace of conscience through synodical prestige
in the Orthodox Church in America”; 2. “the prevailing ecclesiastical
anarchy and disorder in Russia”'; 3. the fight against or possible the
disappearance of racial tendencies within the Orthodox Churches; 4.
the establishment of a more concentrated system in the administration
of the Orthodox Church; 5. the development of interest among all the
local Churches; 6. the ratification of the proceedings of the Eighth
Ecumenical Council; 7. the revision of all the canons, which had been
drawn up by the Councils and the Fathers of the Church and had been
ratified by the Ecumenical Councils; 8. the repeal of certain canons,
which due to “timely reasons” could not be applied; 9. the drafting of
other canons, that would be useful for the religious conditions of the
time; 10. the determination of the Mysteries and their number; 11. the
determination of the status of the Holy Land; 12. the financial mutual
support of all the Orthodox Churches; 13. the establishment of a Tamieio
for the publication and translation of all scientific theological work;

38. Joint Letter of the Patriarchs of Alexandria, Antioch and Jerusalem to the Ecumenical
Patriarch Gregory under protocol no. 372 and of March 26, 1924, op.cit., pp. 2-3.

39. Op.cit.

40. «Awoti 0éhopey THv Zdvodov», Ildvtawos/Pantainos 16 (April 19, 1924), p. 255.
41. <CExxdnoio AdeEovdpeiag - Oixovpevixny T6vodog», Ildvtawoc/Pantainos 16 (July
19, 1924), p. 479.
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14. the catechism of the orthodox people (Sunday schools, magazines,
newspapers, sermons); 15. the compilation of a classic comprehensible
apologetic writing and its wide spread to the people and the clergy;
16. the establishment of missions; 17. the establishment of a permanent
delegation of the local Holy Churches in order to resolve the urgent
issues; 18. the establishment of an asylum for the retired (without
pastoral duties) bishops and finally; 19. the establishment of Theological
Schools, which would be supported by all the Churches®.

4. The Stance of the Ecumenical Patriarchate

The Committee on the issue of convening a Great Local or Ecumenical
Council studied the proposal of the three Patriarchs of the East
and considered that the Church of Constantinople, by accepting the
resolution of the Pan-Orthodox Congress and announcing it to the
other Churches, was committed and there was “no sufficient” reason
to impose the expedited convocation of a Great Local or Ecumenical
Council. In fact, the Committee proposed that all the issues that were to
concern the Synod should be carefully determined and announced to all
Autocephalous Churches®.

As can be seen from the foregoing, the Ecumenical Patriarchate did not
accept the proposal of the Bishops of the ancient Patriarchates for the
expedited convening of the Council in 1924, both for canonical reasons
and due to objective difficulties. Consequently, it continued to work on
the basis of the earlier decision to convene the Synod of the Orthodox
Churches the following year, that is, in 1925.

The Ecumenical Patriarch pointed out that the “timely situations” made
it very “difficult”, “if not impossible”, to convene the Council both for the
Ecumenical Patriarchate, and (perhaps) for the other local Churches. In

42. Letter of the synodical Metropolitan to the Patriarch of Alexandria of February
17, 1924: YAIA, Apyeio Kevtpuxfis Ymnpeolog/Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1.
«Oixovpevixl; Tovodog — Tolnentéao Béuotox, Ivrawos/Pantainos 16 (December 6,
1924), pp. 817-818.

43. Report (2) of the Ecumenical Council Committee under protocol no. 1454 and of
May 14, 1924: KAIIIX B’ 71, pp. 260-1, §3.

117



. Io. Ladas
Theologia 2/2025

addition, he believed that “essentially there was no reason to expedite
the convening of this Council”®. In a letter to the Archbishop of Cyprus,
he noted that the convocation of a Council was “not at all imperative”
and that the issue of the calendar “was not susceptible of the slightest
postponement” and “the further postponement could not be seriously
justified”*. Moreover, the Church of Cyprus, although it had not been
officially invited (until May 15, 1924) it would refuse to participate
in the Council proposed by the three Patriarchs of the East, judging
that although the convocation of a Pan-Orthodox Council was an
imperative, “but meaning that” it would be convened by the Ecumenical
Patriarchate, which would determine “in advance” the program of its
work?. Archbishop Chrysostomos of Athens moved in the same line,
who replied to the Patriarch of Alexandria that the Church of Greece
had accepted the proposal of the Ecumenical Patriarchate to convene a
Council next year in Jerusalem. In the same way, the Greek Ministry of
Foreign affairs expressed the view that it was impossible to expedite the
convening of the Council®.

Epilogue

The decision of the Ecumenical Patriarchate to refuse the proposal
of the Patriarchs of the East for the expedited convening of a Great

44. Letter of the Ecumenical Patriarch Gregory to the Archbishop of Athens Chrysostomos
under protocol no. 2114 and of June 3, 1924, ExxAnoio/Ecclesia B, 6 (July 5, 1924), pp.
41-42; «Oixovpevixh; Zvodog», [lavtawoc/Pantainos 16 (July 12, 1924), pp. 471-472.
45. <Exxiotio ‘EAAGSog», [dvtawog/Pantainos 16 (April 12, 1924), pp. 246-247.

46. Document of the Archbishop of Cyprus Cyril to the Deputy Consul (Themistocleus)
under protocol no. and of May 14, 1924: YAIA, Apyeto Kevtpixfg Ymnpeotog/Central
Service Archive 1927/62.2.1; Document of the Archbishop of Cyprus Cyril under protocol
no. and of May 14, 1924: YAIA, Apyeto Kevtpixfg ‘Ymnpeotag/Central Service Archive
1927/62.2.1.

47. Document of the Archbishop of Cyprus Cyril under protocol no. and of May 14,
1924: YAIA, Apyeto Kevtouxig Ymnpeoiog/Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1.

48. «Exxinoto "EAAGS0g», Exxanoio/Ecclesia B, 7 (July 12, 1924), p. 53.

49. «Avati 0éropey ™ Tovodovs, IIdvrowog/Pantainos 16 (April 19, 1924), pp. 254-
255.
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Local or Ecumenical Council in 1924, both for canonical reasons and
for reasons of objective difficulties, provoked considerable reactions. The
Alexandrian Church expressed the fear that the Ecumenical Patriarchate
could postpone indefinitely both the proposal of the Pan-Orthodox
Congress (1923) to convene an Ecumenical Council in 1925 and the
proposal of the three Patriarchs to convene a Synod in 1924%. On the
contrary, according to the Times, the Patriarch of Antioch, after the
refusal of the Ecumenical Patriarch revised the proposal for the expedited
convening of the Synod, as he considered its cancellation necessary,
as a consequence of the abstention of the Ecumenical Patriarchate®.
On the basis of some information, the Patriarch of Antioch was
“led and carried” in this matter by the Patriarch of Alexandria through
some well-off Syrian Orthodox of Egypt on whom he was financially
dependent®”.

On the other hand, Patriarch Damianos of Jerusalem in October 1924,
invited the Patriarch of Alexandria to Jerusalem in order to discuss on
ecclesiastical issues. As the official body of the Patriarchate of Alexandria
notes, the two Patriarchs had daily meetings and “considered it necessary
to convene a Great Local or Ecumenical Council, in order to prevent
further fall as much as possible”. During the meetings, they decided
to send a special memorandum to the Patriarch of Constantinople,
confirming Jerusalem as the place of convocation of the Council and
“all the ecclesiastical issues that need to be studied and settled from the
calendar and Paschal to the most desirable union of the Churches” as
issues that needed to be discussed™.

In a publication of the official body of the Alexandrian Church, it
was attempted the deconstruction of the arguments of the Ecumenic
Throne as follows: 1. “The timely situations”, that made it very difficult
to convene an Ecumenical Council: The question was posed whether
these circumstances really existed, and if they did, why were they not

50. «ExxAnoio Avtioxeiog», [ldvrouvog/Pantainos 16 (May 10, 1924), pp. 310-311.

51. «ZoyxAnotg Oixovpevixsic Zovodov», Ildvtouvos/Pantainos 16 (November 29, 1924),
p. 805.

52. Document of the Consul General in Beirut (Liatis) under protocol no. 566 and of
May 19, 1924: YAIA, Apyelo Kevtpuxiic Ymnpeatiog/Central Service Archive 1927/62.2.1.
53. «’Exxhnoio AheEavdpeiog», Exxinoio/Ecclesia B, 26 (November 22, 1924), p. 198.
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exposed? In addition, the writer wondered if these were things that
should not be made public. Also in this argument, the three Patriarchates
put forward the fact that they had secured the permission of Palestine,
stressing that at that time there were means of transport, that the earlier
fathers did not have, who rushed to participate in the Ecumenical and
Local Councils, as they considered their participation as their most
important episcopal duty®. 2. «“Perhaps for other sister Churches’:
How did the Ecumenical Patriarchate know that the transition might
also become difficult for other Churches, posing the question: If indeed
there were difficulties in convening the Council, would these difficulties
be removed “by magic” next year by all the Churches at the same
time?°®. 3. Decision of the Pan-Orthodox Congress to convene a Pan
-Orthodox Council in 1925”: The editor wondered whether the fact that
it was decided by the Pan-Orthodox Congress and coincided with the
1600th anniversary was more important than the opinion of the three
Patriarchs of the East about the necessity of convening the Council? “Is
it entitled”, continued, “a Congress to the greatest respect, as the Pan-
Orthodox [...], for the Church of Constantinople, than the opinion of
the three Patriarchates of the East?”¢. 4. “There is essentially no reason
to hasten this Council”: The argument was characterized as untrue, as
the issues that were proposed for discussion were urgent and had to be
resolved definitely”. 5. “It was not at all imperative” and 6. “the issue
of the calendar can no longer be postponed in the slightest”: These
two points are ironically commented on in the magazine Pantainos and
it is characteristically mentioned: “Do not ask to know”. “These in
Constantinople and Athens” “with momentum they are thinking, and
deciding arbitrarily, for other reasons, but also because they lack any
even sophistic, excuse’®.

54. «Avati 0éhopey v Tovodovx, Ildvrowog/Pantainos 16 (April 19, 1924), pp. 254-
255.

55. «Olxovpevixd Zovodog», Mavtawog/Pantainos 16 (July 12, 1924), pp. 471-473.

56. Op.cit., p. 473.

57. Op.cit.

58. «’ExxAnoto ‘ENGI0g», [Idyrawog/Pantainos 16 (April 12, 1924), p. 247.
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However, the Ecumenical Patriarchate, before acting, weights the
situations in the light of the well-meaning interest of the Orthodox
Church. Therefore, although the realization of the Council was indeed
imperative, the ‘“situations” led to its convocation 93 years later®.
Indicative of the situation that intervened between the acceptance
of the decision of the Pan-Orthodox Congress until 1925, when the
Council was to be convened, was that, apart from the resignation of
the Ecumenical Patriarch Meletios 1V, the pan-Orthodox celebration
of the 1600th anniversary of the convocation of the First Christian
Ecumenical Council nor the timely celebration of the event locally by the
Church of Constantinople, was possible. “Unfortunately” the Ecumenical
Patriarchate as Patriarch Basil points out “was not able due to the
irregularity at the time, to do what suited it for the common celebration
by all the Orthodox, but not on its own, at the right time to celebrate
this great event”. After his election Basil III (1840-1929), celebrated a
festive Patriarchal and Synodical Liturgy with all the Hierarchs visiting
Constantinople, on the occasion of the anniversary®.

After the election of the 85-year-old Basil III, the Ecumenical
Patriarchate continued to live under very difficult conditions. Both the
Patriarch himself, and the bishops of the Throne found it difficult to
move away from Constantinople. In addition, the Church of Russia was
in a chaotic situation, the Church of Bulgaria was outside canonical
ecclesiastical communication, and the competent in Greece considered
the time of the convocation of the Council inappropriate and constantly
put up obstacles. Of course, the numerical insufficiency of erudite
theologians and educated/polyglot senior clerics must be taken into
account®'.

59. For the preparation and the procedures for convening of the Holy and Great Council see
To. Ladas, Ayio xal Meyaldn Xovodoc tijic ‘0Opbodokov Exxlnoioc 2016. Ilpoetouacio
— Awaxdinorotes, Papazisis & Hiera Theologiki Scholi tis Chalkis Publications, Athens 2025.
60. Letter of the Ecumenical Patriarch Basil to the Archbishop of Athens Chrysostomos
under Protocol no. and of July 21, 1925, ExxAnoie/Ecclesia T, 35 (August 29, 1925),
pp. 273-274.

61. To. Ladas, Ayl xai Meydaldny Xovodog tijc 'Opbodo&ov Exxinoiog 2016. Ilpo-
etouaoio — Aadieaoies, op.cit., p. 20.
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Although the meeting of the Orthodox Churches in 1925, as it had
been decided, was not possible, there were pleasant developments in
the areas of inter-Orthodox and inter-Christian relations. Indicatively
the following are mentioned: 1. the visit of a patriarchal delegation to
the Churches of Poland and Romania (1925); 2. the elevation of the
Church of Romania to a Patriarchate (1925); 3. the visit of Dionysios
of Warsaw and Myron of Romania to the Ecumenical Patriarchate
(1927); 4. the efforts made to reconcile the divided sections of the
Church of Russia; 5. the semi-official recognition of the ecclesiastical
status of the Church of Georgia; 6. the appointment of patriarchal
representatives in Moscow (Archim. Basil Dimopoulos), in Bucharest
(Archim. Timothy Evagelinidis) and in Warsaw (Tracheias Alexander)®.

In any case, despite the fact that the proposal of the Patriarchs of the
East took place after the official beginning of the pre-synodic period-
while, the convocation of the Council was planned to take place a year
later and, in the midst, a turbulent situation for the Orthodox Church-
it shows the deepest need of the Orthodox Churches to meet for this
reason and to take decisions jointly.
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