"Rl 5~

His HorLiNess DAMIANOS, PATRIACH OF JERUSALEM,

FEBRUARY, 1924] i [VOL. V. No. s

@The Ohristian @Gast

CHRONICLE AND CAUSERIE.
Tue PATRIARCH OF JERUSALEM.

THAT the frontispiece of our present issue should be a portrait
of His Holiness, the Patriarch Damianos, sent us—and we are
gratified by the honour—by himself, will be agreed to be opportune.
For oné thing, as Anglicans will always remember, he was the
first of all Orthodox chief bishops to reply to the (Ecumenical
Patriarchate’s invitation to accept Anglican Ordinations. The late
Dr. A. Fortescue used to quote him as having rejected them. That was
a mistake founded on a misconception of a conversation, recorded in
Eirene for March, 1908, between him and Bishop Blyth, in which he
expressed himself as unable to accept them until the whole Orthodox
Church did so. As a matter of fact, he has always been sympathetic
to the Anglican Church and took profound pleasure last May in
telegraphing to our Archbishop the favourable result of the year’s
consideration which his Synod had given to Meletios IV.’s Encyclical
of August, 1922.  That fact alone would make most Anglicans glad
to familiarise themselves with his portrait. But there are many
other reasons. Some of us hope to pay him our personal tribute
when he receives the Anglican Pilgrims at the Church of the
Anastasis in May this year. Others have watched with great concern
the stand that he is making against the Vatican’s attempt to
encroach on that Guardianship of the Holy Places which the Zionitic
Church has exercised since the days of Constantine the Great. And
all have read with deep emotion the accounts of the celebration of
his Patriarchal Jubilee last October and of the participation of our
~ own Bishop in Jerusalem therein.
P g

- Like two of his recent predecessors, the Patriarchs Cyril and Hiero-
m Damianos Kasiotes is a native of Samos, where, though he was
.in 1848, a Turkish subject, he was not brought up under direct
dsh rule, the island having been autonomous under its own
Prince. After being educated at the Pythagorean
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gave a biographical sketch of His Holiness, which there is no need
to produce here, except to say that, like M. Venizelos and Meletios IV.,
His Holiness is a Cretan of the family of Zerboudakes, that he is
68 years of age and had long been a Synodal, i.e., one of the Metro-
politans permanently attached to the Phanar, having been first a
protégé and then a confidant of Gerasimos IV., the (Ecumenical
Patriarch of the war years. A pronounced phil-Anglican, he was
never enthusiastic about the Entente and, while he supported
Meletios IV., avoided extreme anti-Turk ebullitions. Thus he is
acceptable to the sensible Turks, though the fact that the Angora
Government had not accepted his election as late as January 31st,
when we went to press, would point to the Kemalist dislike of him.
Happily his election appears canonically unchallengeable. Every
Metropolitan of the jurisdiction, including those in exile and those
outside the new Turkey, nominated a Metropolitan by letter. The
three of those so nominated with the most votes were voted upon
by the Holy Synod, which elected His Holiness by 10 votes out of
a possible 11, his own being probably unrecorded.

In another column we give the letter in which his All-Holiness
announced his accession to our Archbishop. We never had any
doubt upon the matter, but it is good to remark that there is not
only no retrogression in it as to the relations of the Orthodox with
ourselves, but that, if anything, it marks an advance. Thus
Gregory VII. styles Dr. Davidson his “ Brother *’—a not insignificant
fact in view of the interpretation placed on that mode of address
by Meletios IV. in his Encyclical on Anglican Ordinations. Further,
he goes out of his way to speak of Meletios IV. ashis predecessor and
thus recognises implicitly his Synodical acts, including, of course,
his recognition of our Ordinations. Indeed, the letter, with its
warm words about the Anglican Church, is of the type which would be
addressed to the chief bishop of an Orthodox Church rather than to
the head of a heterodox denomination such as our Farm Street
friends say the Orthodox account us.

May his rule of the Great Church of Constantinople, begun in
danger and threatening, stretch over many prosperous years and
bring peace and security to his people ! May it also see the long dream
of Christian Reunion accomplished !

JUBILEE oF THE COPTIC PATRIARCH.
- We doubt whether any Patriarch other than the present Coptic
Patriarch of Alexandria has ever held his throne for fifty full years.
Ismail was Khedive, and Tel-el-Kebir, with the consequent Bntwh
bmnmmnmm way when the
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then, that his golden jubilee, which fell just after the silver jubilee
of the Patriarch Damianos, was kept with great rejoicing throughout
Egypt. There is some question as to His Holiness’ exact age, but he
is reputed to have been born in 1818. One of our editors who visited
him in his own monastery in the Nitrine Valley, twenty long years

ago, has a vivid impression of him as being then an old, old man—in

one fashion. ‘I cannot forget,” he writes, ‘ my first sight of him.
Of scant stature, with a snow-white beard which covered his face
altogether—except his sharp, piercing black eyes—he looked at me
as if he pierced me through and through. It was eerie, almost
uncanny, and I understood why the fellaheen Muslim, no less than
Christians, regard him as supernatural. He struck me then as having
outlived old age and as retaining every vigour of manhood, intellectual
and physical, which he willed to retain. I spent many days as his
guest, had much conversation with him, and found him marvellously
perspicacious, clear in his judgments and decisive in his purpose.
I am not surprised that he is the only Egyptian who ever compelled
that strong dictator Lord Kitchener to go back upon his own
ultimatum.”

Bishop Gwynne, who is doing a great work for Christian Unity in
Egypt, is well-beloved by the centenarian Coptic Patriarch. We
wish that we had space to record the full debates of the important
conferences to which he has been the main instrument of summoning
the Greek, Coptic, Armenian and other clergy of Egypt.

THE PAN-ORTHODOX CONFERENCE.

Events have justified our anticipation that the unanimity
necessary to effect the adoption of the Constantinople recommenda-
tions would not be found among the autokephalous Churches.
When we made that forecast we knew, from personal conversation
with him, that the Metropolitan Anthony of Kiev regarded the
Conference itself as anti-canonical and was alarmed at many of its
recommendations as dangerous innovations. Since then he has
published his views, endorsed by the Russian Synod of Karlowicz,
the Patriarch of Jersualem has telegraphed the Phanar urging the
withdrawal of the most important proposal, and the Patriarchs of
Alexandria and Antioch have published reasoned and synodical
refusals to have anythmg to do with the Conference. The least
sharp of the three letters is that of the Patriarch Gregory, but it is
trenchant enough. In it he says that the Antiochene Synod adjudges
thc Conference to have no authority because the Patriarch of Russia
was not invited to it and its title to be a misnomer because four of
1 tatives to it. In
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1 was more fortunate, probably because soldiers with fixed bayonets
| are in every carriage, and I was agreeably surprised to find every one
‘ _on the journey—porters, conductors, ticket collectors, passport men,
i douaniers and fellow-passengers—as friendly and good-natured as
ﬂ i they could be. My porter at the Polish frontier put me and my bags
| in the Russian train, went and took my ticket, helped himself to his
own tip, all from a vast heap of Russian roubles which I had got at
| the Exchange office in return for a few pounds sterling, and commend-
I ed me to the youthful conductor, who looked much more—no railway
1 uniforms are worn—as if he were going to a football match than taking
| a sleeping car to Russia. He then asked for the price of the sleeping
I berth, later for the extra charge for the ““ rapide " train, then for the
i hire and washing of the ** linge ’ and finally for his own tip, and all
i went from the same heap which, of course, had almost vanished when
I we arrived in Moscow.
‘ It was Sunday afternoon when the train drew in and it was immedi-
1 ately boarded by two young and alert Englishmen from the Mission,
[ and with a real “ thrill I found myself in a car with the Union Jack
i fluttering in front, driving through familiar streets and drawing up at
It the Mission with a large British flag waving from the top of a mast in
fit the garden. What an arrival that was, and how warmly I greeted
l them all, and what an Evensong we had at 6 o'clock with about twenty
I present out of the, at most, thirty who are scattered about in the
I Russian Capital | The Mission is more like a legation than a consulate
l‘ and has very nearly twenty members on its staff, and within its walls
contains in all 35 people. The butler, who valeted me, was body-
servant to the late Emperor of Russia until he was taken from Tobolsk
[]

their faithful servants. I was sure when I saw him that he was the
servant who, dressed like an English butler, ushered me into the
Emperor’s study the first time I had an audience with him at Tsarskoe
Selo in 1911, but he, of course, could not remember, as he was
showing people in, one after another, all day long; it was nearly
thirteen years ago. \

The next day, the 5th, Mr. Hodgson took me to leave cards at the
Ministry for Foreign Affairs, as they had been so courteous to me,
upon M. Chicherin, the Secretary, and M. Litvinoff, the Under-
Secretary, both of whom knew London and England well, and in other
days had been very happy to be there. M. Litvinoff returned my call
before I left ; but I was out, and so I did not meet any of the Members
of the Government while there. 4 |
~ On the Tuesday I went out, by arrangement, to call upon the
; : ~give him my own greetings and the ges of

to Ekaterinburg to die, when the family were finally separated from.
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solicitude and goodwill of the whole Church of England. ~ He received
me in one of two small rooms in which he lives in the little gatehouse
of the Donskoi Monastery, about half an hour’s drive from the Mission,
but within the city. I had an admirable interpreter, but the Patriarch
was rather pensive and sad, while he talked freely ; but now and then
he looked up with a whimsical smile as he made a little joke at the
expense of the *“ New Church ” as it is called. There was no malice in
what he said, he is too gentle and truly Christian for that, but just
a bit of irresistible fun. He was most grateful for the sympathy of
England and for all the help sent to his clergy, for the intervention
of the British Government which, as the whole Russian Church,
in Russia, Latvia, Poland and elsewhere, knows, saved his life,
and for the help of the Archbishop of Canterbury. We had
quite a long interview—I could hardly realise that I was
at last talking confidentially and affectionately with this modern
Confessor who has done so much for all Christendom, and he
gave me his latest photograph, and signed it, and invited me to
come in my robes to a service he was to take on the Thursday in the
great Uspensky church in honour of St. Michael's Day. ““ You will
wear your mitre,” he said, and then he laughed merrily as he opened
and closed his outspread hands to show that he understood it to
be collapsible, their own wonderful golden crowns, studded with gems,
being very rigid and requiring quite large boxes to hold them.
With the three embraces with which he had welcomed, he saw me
off again, and I felt sad as he turned into his small room which he
must find very inconvenient. His small bedroom, which is his
oratory also, opens out of it. Would that he were more worthily
lodged ! I don't understand why the Government do not grant him
a suitable abode, as they give him such comparatively full liberty,
for, though it is said that helives in the Donskoi Monastery, which is
a very beautiful place indeed, with a large garden, it is no more true
than if T were to say I was living in some English historic mansion
when I was only living in two rooms in the lodge at the gates.
Below, told of my visit, but outside, I found Bishop Platon of Moscow,
the Bishop of Tula, the Bishop of Nijni Novgorod, and a priest or two.
I had a very friendly conversation with them before I left. Next
day was the first anniversary of the setting up of the Soviet Govern-
- ment, a public holiday. There were processions, and reviews, and
~ banners, and decorations, and bands, the Red Flag everywhere !
" 1 wanted to see something of what went on, but could not go to the
official stand to see the March Past, lest it should be reported ; and
 Orthodox clergy and laity feel hurt at what might seem almost

government’s actions both in Church
however, T feel it will be best for me to say
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ill become me to attack them and their methods assoon as I am out of
the country, when I was glad enough to ask and obtain their permission
to enter it. I was much impressed once more with the good nature
and ‘.fnmdlin&is of the Russian people, for I never saw any rude
pushing, or taking advantage, in the largest crowds, and the Red
Guards were particularly kind to all the people they had to hold
back, and chaffed and made jokes with them continually and were
chaﬁed. merrily in return. The same afternoon at the Diplomatic
Reception, Mr. Hodgson asked M. Litvinoff if he saw any objection
to my. attending the Patriarch's Service next day, but he said at
tt)l‘:i‘:g,”None whatever. I should think it would be a very good
The next day, accordingly, I went to the Liturgy for St. Michael's
]?ay, but the whole service was so interesting and the attendant
circumstances so remarkable and impressive that I feel they really
dt.amand a separate little article, and so I will write it and send it
with these notes, and if the Editor thinks well he can print it in
i:nuar};l otr hold it over until the February number. I do not yet
ow what awaits me in Egypt, what I shall h: —
nothing—from the New Tg;l:b. T
In the evening I went to the opera and sat spell-bound, not only by
the beauty of Tschaikowsky’s music, given by a large and magnificent
orchestra and the attractiveness of Eugene Onegin ” which I had
not seen before, but by the fact that it is a play showing country

life in a wealthy landowner’s mansion, with deferential servants and -

ha;fpy, rejoic%ng peasants, a girl saying prayers in her bedroom before
an.1kon and its red light. Evening parties, with lovely frocks and
da.mty d?.ncers, a reception at the Foreign Office in St. Petersburg,
with ladies wearing jewels, diplomats their sparkling orders and
umfo.rms, and everything that was most beautiful in old and Imperial
Russia, could all be given now before an audience, large and attentive,
vyho must, it seemed to me, be saying to themselves *“ How lovel};
life was then, even for peasants, servants and workmen. How much
we have lost that gave charm, refinement, interest and zest to life
for all classes, and which we shall never have again !’

Sunday, the 11th, was Armistice Day, and we made the most of it.
}Ne had hoped on my arrival that we might have one service at least
in our own beautiful church of St. Andrew’s, but a visit to it on the
Friday soon showed me that this was quite impossible. The
mmurch and many buildings connected with it are leased
to the | Legation and the minister has had to use the church
mlphcefwd_laurpmpmy, which he has had to remove so

 be able to his Legation with their own furniture and
 They regard themselves, he told me, as

L T Y|
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stewardship when the time comes. We could not be more fortunate
than in having them in possession, for they will take great care of
things and execute repairs, while we, as a community there, could
not possibly pay the expense of lighting and heating, nor meet the cost
of a chaplain, even if one could be got when there is so little for him
to do.

We had, therefore, our Armistice Day services at the Mission and
were twenty-three at the Celebration, thirty-five at Matins and
Sermon and twenty-five at Evensong. Mr. Hodgson wondered where
they all came from at 11 o’clock. The services were a great joy to
them all, and as the Mission has a great central hall, as well as the
drawing-room in which we had our services, they could chat together
and compare notes as they sat in warmth and comfort both before
and after services. An ikon of our Lord instituting the Holy
Communion, with the two lights, furnished our temporary altar, and
Mr. Carpenter sent up a chalice, paten and a little linen from Warsaw,
for everything of the kind had been looted from our church and the
organ ruined in searching for anything that might be concealed
there. We had but few hymn-books and so I had to read out each
verse from well-known hymns, “ O God our help,” and “ O God of
Jacob, ” at 11.0, and ““ Nearer, my God, to thee,” and “ Lead, kindly
Light,” by particular request, at 6.30. It was like a service in the
early days of Faith “ for I soon began to realise that we were in a
kind of beleaguered fortress with the doors shut,” and everyone there
knew something, some a great deal, of the darker side of life. There
was a very old lady at the Celebration, who had come far, and her
Russian son-in-law was with her ; his wife, her daughter, had been
nearly three months in prison and then died, and he, being Orthodox,
had brought his children, that they might see their grandmother make
her Communion in her own church. The beautiful house in which
we had our services and for which a high rent is paid to the Govern-
ment, was built and lavishly furnished—I slept in the former billiard-
room—by a wealthy sugar merchant who had himself died of starva-
tion. It was with these suggestive surroundings that we worshipped
on our great day of Remembrance, and expressed, still humbly
and thankfully, our faith and trust in God !

On Monday I went out again to the Donskoi to say good-bye to
the Patriarch, but alas, he was confined to his bed and forbidden
to see any one at all for some days. Bishop Hilarion, who is,
I believe, his ““ Alter Ego”’ and most trusted friend, and who is one

~ of the most charming Orthodox dignitaries I have yet met, told me

~ this, and expressed his great regret that the Patriarch could not
express, himself, what they all felt about my visit, and how it had
HWW~ rag Adlbythetthadhmm

y X rch of England.,
b i S iy b



g

S

RSO

ool













0

e













contre l&m il cessait d étre l’accord de I'Orient et de I'Occident,
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not raise the first to the degree of the second.” M. Glubokovsky a
raison de dire que dans telles lettres d’appel d'Orientaux 4 Rome
il y a des termes d’une déférence sujette a caution. Bishop Gore,
‘dans larticle qu'il a écrit sur saint Léon pour le Dictionary of
Christian  Biography, a dit avec clairvoyance que Théodoret
dans sa lettre d’appel met trés en relief la primauté du siége de
Rome, mais qu'il ne fonde pas cette primauté sur les prérogatives
““on which Leo grounds his primacy.” Clest une observation de
valeur. Je ne pense pas que nous devions tirer parti, nous catho-
liques romains, des déclarations éloquentes, mais inadéquates, de
lettres comme celles de Théodoret, de Flavien, d'Eusébe de Dorylée,
pas davantage des déclarations de Nestorius exaltant le pape saint
Léon, “ le siége de saint Pierre et I'honneur apostolique’’ dans son
Livre dHéraclide (éd. Nau, p. 302). Pareilles déclarations sont
interessées. Ce qui compte, la seule chose qui compte, c’est I'appel
lui-méme.

Car T'appel suppose & Rome une compétence, et cette compétence
n’est nulle part ailleurs, et, supposé que les Orientaux ne se fassent
pas de cette potestas une idée aussi nette que les Occidentaux, que les
Romains, encore est-il qu'ils y recourent, et contre qui? contre des
conciles d'Orient comme le brigandage d’Ephése (ce nom de * brig-
andage ” lui a été donné par saint Léon et lui est resté), c’est-
a-dire un concile qui avait tous les dehors d'un concile général et
qui avait pour lui le Basileus.

Nous pouvons donc conclure que M. Glubokovsky n’est pas fondé
& écrire: “ Thus we have arrived at the conclusion that the Eastern
appeals to Rome did not mean that the Easterns accepted the primacy
of the Popes.”

IIL

Venons au fait du concile de Chalcédoine. “ It 4s impossible to
suppose that the Popes dominated the Councils, the authovity of which
was higher than that of the Popes, who were thus bound to a certain
subordination.” En parlant ainsi, M. Glubokovsky ne tient pas
compte de ce fait, d’abord, que dans un concile comme celui de
Chalcédoine, 1'évéque de Rome représenté par ses légats comptait
au moins pour tout I'Occident, c’est-a-dire pour la moitié de la
catholicité universelle. On ne peut pas parler de subordination de
I'Occident envers 1'Orient et prétendre que le concile étzut plus que

 le pape.

Donc, dAsliquelecomﬂeprwmtmerésoluﬁonsansle pape ou
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1 origine et ses tendances d'esprit, placaient sous l'influence immédiate
i de la cour et du gouvernement. Et puis, allait-on pousser plus loin
i T'application de ce principe que I'évéque de la résidence impériale a
“ «droit A une juridiction souveraine? Transporté en Italie, cette
L notion de droit ecclésiastique n’allait & rien moins qu'a déposséder
‘ Ie siége de saint Pierre au profit de 'évéque de Ravenne.”
* M. Glubokovsky me reproche d’avoir dit que le 28¢ canon * put
Jforward as a ground for the primacy of the Roman See the consideration
that Rome was the capital of the Empire.” M. Glubokovsky ne rend
ni ma pensée, ni celle du 28¢ canon. ““ Au siége de la vieille Rome,
parce que cette ville est souveraine (Jia 7o Baci\elew Ty TOAW
xelvmy), les péres ont & bon droit attribué la primauté (ra mpesfBeia),
et dans le méme dessein les 150 évéques (du concile de 381) ont
accordé la méme primauté (r& ira wpeofBeia) au siége trés saint
de la nouvelle Rome grande comme elle (la vieille Rome)
dans les choses ecclésiastiques, étant la seconde aprés elle.” Ou
voit-on que ce canon reconnaisse 4 la vieille Rome des * prerogatives
of Apostolic origin,” comme dit M. Glubokovsky ? y
Mais j'ai dit que le concile de Chalcédoine a demandé au
pape Léon de confirmer le 28e canon, spécialement. Pourquoi?
Pour lui donner une autorité cecuménique ? Pas n'était
besoin, puisque le canon ne concernait que 1Orient, au
méme titre que tous les autres canons de Chalcédoine pour lesquels
on ne demandait rien 3 Rome. En réalité, le 28e canon est soumis
i A P'approbation du pape Léon, parce que dans 1'Actio XVI du concile,
I le dit canon ayant été accepté par tous les évéques présents et aussi
' bien par le bureau qui représente l'empereur, le légat Lucentius a
s demandé que le dit canon fut repoussé, ou que l'on prit acte de sa
| | protestation, et que nous sachions, dit-il, ““ ce que nous devons en
| 0 référer & l'apostolique et précellent évéque de toute 1'Eglise, afin
| que lui-méme puisse juger de loffense faite & son siége et de la
it transgression des (anciens) canons.” Le premier mouvement du
concile fut de ne rien entendre ; puisil seravisa ; et lalettre synodale
fut addressée 2 Rome, qui demandait au pape Léon de confirmer et
les sentences doctrinales, et le canon 28. Le pape Léon réfusa le
canon. Dans ces conditions je ne comprends pas M. Glubokovsky
écrivant : “ We prefer to i in ag t with the B ical
Council, the validity of which is mot denied by Rome itself.” Rester
d'accord avec le concile, cest solliciter et recevoir le jugement de
ome sur le canon que le concile a soumis & Rome, et que Rome

T

dans le

0

- qu'il omua.l:re; a la question
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exegetic understanding there is no biblical justification for the papal
claims during the time of the (Ecumenical Councils.”

Nous reconnaissons la I'exégése négative que nous retrouvons
embusquée dans tous les textes scripturaires qui peuvent avoir une
portée dogmatique ou confessionnel ; si ces textes sont authentiques,

3 ils ne prouvent rien, mais s'ils prouvent quelque chose, ils ne sont
b pas authentiques | On peut échapper a ce dilemme, en tachant de
ne faire dire aux mots ce qu'ils disent, comme 1'énonce Bishop
Headlam & propos de Mat. XVI, 18-19, dans son livre The Doctrine
! of the Church and Christian Reunion (1920), p. 35, et comme s’applique
| ‘ a le pratiquer, par exemple, l'article, Simon Peter de Chase dans le
Dictionary of the Bible de Hastings. .
L’historien a aussi le droit de dire que Ihistoire subséquente
éclaire la signification de textes qui sans elle resteraient obscurs.
Le cardinal Newman a écrit que des paroles du Sauveur comme
“ Sur cette pierre je batirai mon Eglise,” sont des prophéties et des
promesses, ‘ promises to be accomplished by Him who made them,
prophecies to be fulfilled according to the need, and to be interpreted by
the event, by the history,” et par histoire Newman entend, non pas
T'histoire apostolique, celle qui est racontée dans les Actes des
Apbtres, mais 'histoire ecclésiastique, celle du IVe et Ve siécles.
An Essay on the Development, éd. 1878, p. 106.  Nous ne construirions
pas linstitution de 1'épiscopat monarchique sur les textes du
Nouveau Testament qui nous parlent des &rioromor de l'age
apostolique, mais 1'épiscopat monarchique a son anticipation, sa
justification, dans ces textes. Il en est de méme du privilége
apostolique revendiqué et exercé par les papes: il se raccorde a la
primauté de I'apdtre Pierre, qui en est I'anticipation et qui 'autorise.
Voila ce qu'un historien peut et doit dire, en laissant aux exégétes
I'exégese. Clest dans cette perspective historique que j'ai considéré
le texte 1 Cor. i, 12, que je persiste a croire beaucoup plus significatif
que ne le croit M. Glubokovsky. Si besoin était, je le renverrais au
travail du P. Roiron, ““ Saint Paul témoin de la primauté de Pierre,”
Recherches de science religieuse, 1913, p. 489-531I.

Y.

Le dernier paragraphe de M. Glubokovsky n’a plus guére trait
i des considérations d’histoire, et rentre un peu trop pour mon goiit
- dans la maniére polémique. Je me dois cependant de répondre
- A un reproche qui m’est adressé.  J'ai dit, en effet, que la préroga-
tive propre au pape ne supprime pas la prérogative et l'utilité du
 th  en effet, enseignent que le pape ne
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divine, ni supprimer la fonction de cet épiscopat in magmmo et
regimine ecclesiastico.

.M. Glubokovsky semble croire que les conciles cecuméniques
apparﬁennent ala constitution divine de I'Eglise : ilsn’appartiennent

wau Kirchenrecht! Tls ne sont pas, en effet, une institution du

ist ou des apotres. Leur magisterium est le magisterium collectif

de I'épiscopat universel, en y comprenant I'évéque de Rome, et

l'assistance du Saint Esprit qu'ils revendiquent est celle qui est
promise a cet épiscopat universel.

Mais, poursuit M. Glubokovsky supposé le pape infaillible, le
concile cecuménique sans le pape n'a pas ‘ the decisive voice in Church
affairs.”  Nous I'accordons sans difficulté.

Done, conclut M. Glubokovsky, “ Councils, fully such as the
Gcumenical Councils, have no room at all in the present system of
the Papacy.” M. Glubokovsky ne congoit le concile que souverain,
nous le concevons coordonné, coordonné a l'autorité du pape, en
T'absence duquel il ne s'assemble pas.

Alors le concile n’est pas libre | Non, il n’est pas libre, si le pape
s'est prononcé ex cathedra sur la question soumise au concile, mais
Thypothése est vaine. En réalité, le concile est consulté sur une
question qui n’a pas été définie ex cathedra, il 1'examine, il la discute :
on avu au concile de Trente la question de la souveraineté du pape
mise a l'ordre du jour par les légats, et retirée, parce que le concile
ne s’accordait pas sur la formule proposée. On peut voir dans les
procés verbaux du concile du Vatican quels amendements les
déﬁmtxons ont subis avant d'étre fixées.

* Cette coordination a toujours été la régle, méme au temps ol
saint Léon faisait précéder le concile de Chalcédoine de sa lettre a
Flavien, c'est du moins le jugement du Cardinal Bellarmin en
personne, dont Bossuet 'irrite a tort (Gallia Orthodoxa, I11., 7, 18.)
Si M. Glubokovsky veut bien consulter la Collectio Lacensis,
t. VII (1890), p. 286 et 397, il verra qu'au concile du Vatican on a
discuté la question de savoir quelle serait la condition des futurs
conciles cecuméniques, et fortement affirmé, soit I'utilité, soit la
liberté, qu'on leur reconnait.
| Un dernier mot: M. Glubokovsky oppose, en terminant, ce
ik qu'il appelle “ the ascending progress”’ du catholicisme romain a ce
qu'il appelle ““ the order of the Ecumenical Councils,” et il déclare que
la papauté “‘ with its all—engulfmg supnmacy will remain an un-
1 surmountable obstacle to our with R Catholicism.” Non,
: il n'est pas d’obstacle insurmontable 2 la réalisation des desseins
4 de Dieu sur son Eglise. Le jour odt M. Glubokovsky découvrirait,

€0 wkmmmmmdmi’mqh
bwh Chalcédo
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WITH SQME CONSIDERATIONS AGAINST A FIXED EASTER
i BY
THE Rev. H. A. Bovs, F.R.Met.S., CHAPLAIN AT PATRAS, GREECE, 1870-75.

T is difficult to believe that there has been any serious demand for a fixed Easter
from those who regard Good Friday and Easter Day as the commemoration of
f the Crucifixion and Resurrection of our Lord, and who so keep those days;
A that is to say, from practising Christians in England ; still less from those in Europe,
or in any other part of Christendom.
| The strength of the cry has come from our own urban population, from those who
4 are thinking about a statutory holiday, i ive of any religi
They take it for granted that their statutory holiday will be at Easter, and they want
longer days and warmer weather for their holiday makers. Thiscry is, therefore, loud
in England, but nowhere else. It finds no echo in Presbyterian Scotland. On the
Continent, May 1st is already in possession as a public holiday, by no means of
Christian character.

But, though the cry for a fixed Easter did not come from Christians as such, when
once the question had been raised, some among ourselves have been asking whether,
after all, it might not be a good thing to have a fixed rather than a changing Easter.
The second Sunday in April has been suggested, in the belief that the Resurrection
took place actually on April gth.

/ Our State Authority is no doubt fully to ordain a y holiday in
i [ England on any date that it thinks desirable. It is ot competent to shift the date
1 1 of Good Friday and Easter Day. That is a matter for the Church. And in this the
1 Church of England cannot act by herself. This religious commemoration belongs to
all Christendom : and a fixing of Easter by a.nythmg less than the whole of Christen-
dom could only further i PPy

There would be considerable gain in one direction, though loss in another, if our

; State would its y holidays from Good Friday and Easter,
4 and also from Whitsunhde, and would appoint a new one on and about St. George’s
q Day, April 23rd (not till 1943 would this clash with Good Friday) ; and another on

June 22nd, the Coronation Day of our present King, which would make a more
appropriate “ Empire Day ** than May 24th, and never clash with feast or fast of the
i Church. In such case, too, the Patron Saint of England would no longer be the least
i regarded of the four Patron Saints of the British Islands !
i 1t will be questioned seriously by many whether even the whole Church could
rightly sever the connection between the Christian Passover and that other divinely-
appointed Passover ordained in Egypt more than 3,000 years ago on a lunar basis.
But for so momentous a change there ought certainly to be required nothing less than
a consensus of all those bodies of Christians which do keep Easter. Those who do
not may, without offence, be left out of our reckoning.
In the early days of Christianity, when the rule for Easter had yet to be decided,
two ways were open. Y
It could be kept on the fourteenth day of the Jewish lunar month Nisan, with
the full moon, i.e., on differing days of the week.
Or, lteouldbekeptmsy:onthnﬁntdayoftheweek.whichmmtmlmd‘:
bty. following the Paschal moon.
J Mdmmmmmvelyinm. though the second in time prevailed.

; hmmhdhtmmymmhmmmmm
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date in the Solar Kalendar, ¢.g., to April gth, or the Sunday following. And this was
not because the Christian Church did not know of the Solar Kalendar, nor because it
did not use it.

It will be well, however, now to consider the Solar Kalendar before going furthel'

into the Easter question.
A preli y digressi the clock may here be helpful.
Primiti Gl jpbaniok tautated hi

In Northern Rhodesia to-day the natives are perfectly content with the iollowmg
terminology.

““ When elephants pull down trees." i.e., before dawn.

““ The first cock-crowing.”

““ The first appearance of the sun ’—the day spring: Ngwa-ngwa-ngwa.

‘“ The sun overhead,” i.e., noon.

““ When the sun says ‘ Shoo,’ "’ i.e., sunset.
* When the leopards cry,” i.e., dusk.

In the Bible one finds 12 hours to the day, reckoned from sunrise to sunset, these
necessarily of varying length, according to the season. No precision was possible so
long as an hour was the twelfth part of a day that varied in length from summer to
winter. The nearer to the Equator the less was the ion, and the less it mattered

But as civilization spread hward, and the diff 1 the day
and the winter day increased, till the one was double of the other, and more than
double, observing man was driven to seek a more accurate method. He soon found
that noon, which he could determine with very fair precision, gave him the unvarying
lwﬂnqpointthsthawmmd From this he could reckon to midnight, and hence-

forward he could enjoy twelve hours of ing length from ht to noon, and
other twelve from noon to mi and putation of timeb
Wi the i dieval clock at b and that at Glastonbury

(still in good working order in Wells Cathedral). Quite recently it was further found
that the days so reckoned were subject to a very small variation ; and man has now
made clocks which keep more wniform, one must not say better, time than the sun itself.

As with the clock, so it has been, and yet will be, with the Solar Kalendar.

Primitive man, with short memory, reckoned by moons. He lacked artificial light,
so light was of it ble importance to him. But civilized man in Egypt,
Babylonia, or Crete—the builders of Stonehenge, also—soon found that it was
necessary to determine the length of the year ; and that meant to find out the longest

" and shortest days.

Close to the Equator this would be very dxﬂicult ‘but between, say, Lat. 25° and
40° it was easy enough.

Even in Hampshire I have been able, in the short space of two years, to determine
very nearly which is the shortest day, by the simple process of watching the sunset
from my study window ! I have seenxt settmg behind a ridge less than a mile away—
its point of di ly more and more south, till about December

19th it had apparently reached :1: limit, andbyDecambu- zqthhadbegunwwork
northward. This in our misty and cloudy climate !

But in the clear air and sunny skies of the Medit: how great the advant:
umml Unclonded skics the rule, rather than the exception; clear-cut
horizons of jagged mountain 40, 60 or 100 miles distant. From Patras in Greece I
e watched the point mmwmwmngmmemmmmamum
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his journey at dawn, and looking across the deep abyss of the Dead Sea to where,
behind the hard outline of the mountains of Moab, the red glory of the Eastern sky
grew every moment more intense, till the first rays of the sun himself glittered on that
distant horizon, and it was day.

Observant men in Egypt, Chaldea, and Crete (ﬂme ‘must have been many), or
later in Greece, could not have failed in a few years to ascertain very nearly exactly
the extreme points of sunrise and of sunset to north and to south.

“These once settled, they had got—what corresponded to noon and midnight in the
reckoning of the day—the true starting-points, viz., the longest and shortest days—
Midsummer and Midwinter.

' The other two Solar Epochs, the Vernal and Autumnal Equinoxes are 7ot equi-
distant from the longest and shortest days, but are appreciably nearer to Mi
This it would have been less easy for them to discover.

1f the year had consisted of an exact number of days, say 364, the rest would have
been easy. But it is not so. The Creator has given to us a course of nature in
which nothing does fit exactly.  Astronomical periods are incommensurate one with
another. Days do not fit with lunar months ; and neither days nor lunar months
fit with solar years. The History of the Kalendar is that of a slow struggle, for
thousands of years, to discover and adjust the small misfittings. The exact number
of days in the year cannot be expressed—not with twenty places of decimals I |

1 have been at pains to lay stress on all this, in order to show how easily and how
natura.lly the civilizations of Mesopotamia, Egypt Crete, or Etruria could have

loped a Solar K: with the and winter as points of
It would not be quite exact. Indeed, I would postulaie such a kalendar for Etruria,
before the dation of Rome, which had slowly got wrong by nine or ten
days, exactly as the Julian Kalendar, in later times, did get wrong, till in the infancy
of the Roman State King Numa, according to tradition, issued an edition of it,
some features of which have lasted till now, and which bears eloquent witness against
a superstition by which modern Europe has been obsessed. It would almost seem
to have become a fixed belief to-day among the white races that when the world
was created January 1st was, by Divine ordinance, appointed to be New Year’s Day !
Whereas January 1st for New Year’s Day is, in fact, a fond thing, recently accepted,
founded on no certain astronomical principle, but rather repugnant to the wwnhﬁc
mind—and I may add, to the Christian mind also.

The Romans were, like the English, a practical conquering people. If they had
been blessed with a cumbrous system of weights and measures like our own, and if the
Greeks had evolved a clear and consistent one like the Metric system, we may be certain
that rather than make the effort to adopt that simple and easy method, the Romans
would still have clung to their own laborious and inconsistent scheme. Their mind
was not scientific, and their Kalendar was, in later days, an appalling jumble. What
with their Kalends, Nones nnd Ides in avery mouth their years many days too short,
their extra months freq d by i tent and corrupt officials,
it must have been as di 1t to know wl b mt.heyeartheymeascodo
arithmetic with Roman numerals ! Yet our Kalendar is built on that of Rome,
MOnthatb(ﬁmcleaterheadedGreeka o
- We owe to Numa a conti oionr,, ',mmnhng]anna.rytha

mi Wamﬂntou:nbﬂ:mmth. and sﬁllcaﬂxt"Septan‘bat"; and
h October, November and December. He began his year with March; and
WUMMW&WWWW‘!WMEWM
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During the latter days of the Roman Republic the Kalendar was drifting into
more and more hopeless confusion. = The 1st of March had got to be in early winter !
and in 46 B.C. Julius Casar, now become absolute ruler, took the Kalendar in hand.
He had the sense to employ the brains of the Greek Sosigenes, and the power to
enforce his conclusions. To restore the original standard, between 8o and 9o extra
‘days were added to that year, which had 445 days, and was known, not unjustly, as
the Year of Confusion ! ! B
- To Sosi| we owe the i duction of Leap Year. He had learned that the
length of the year was very nearly 365} days. So, by giving 365 days to the year,
with the provision that every fourth year should have 366, he adjusted the days to
the solar year with very fair accuracy, and we owe him a deep debt of gratitude. He
seems to have known that his adjustment was not quite perfect, and that in the
future some ion would be 'y, but with the means at his disposal he
did all that was then possible. i

He also arranged the lengths of his months on a sensible consistent plan. To
March he gave 31 days, to April 30, to May 31, to June 30, and so on alternately ;
~lmt; his final month, February, could only in Leap Year enjoy its full 30, h&ving
in ordinary years to be content with 29. Julius Czesar changed the name of the fifth
month Quintilis, calling it ** July ” after himself, and the new Julian Kalendar came
into force in the year 45 B.C.

But this easily bered and was badly marred, some
twenty years later, by the vanity of Augustus, who named the sixth month, Sextilis,
after himself— August ”’; and, not content to have his month any shorter than
that of his Uncle Julius, decreed 31 days to August, shifting the thirty-ones and the
thirties of the next four months, and robbing poor February of yet another day !

These foolish alterations in a wise original we still retain.

Commonsensewm:!dseomtomqmthzttheaxmdayofthelcaprshuﬂd
be at the end of the twelfth month. To have it, as we do, at the end of the second
month, is a manifest absurdity. But it is no easy matter to make out how January 1
got to be treated as New Year’s Day. Possibly it was so treated at first for some
purposes only ; just as we make our financial year begin in April, our agricultural
year at Michael Ithough our Kalendar year begins with January. /

But, as a matter of fact, both before and after the Christian era there were many,
bewilderingly many, di dates in use as New Year’s Days. One of these, of
wide use during a long period, reckoned the new year to begin near to Michaelmas.

The Christian Church looked with suspicion for fifteen centuries on January 1 for
New Year’s Day as of Pagan origin, and sought after something to correspond better
with the Jewish month ‘ Nisan,” ‘‘ This month shall be to you the beginning of
monfh.s; it shall be the first month of the year to you.”” Even so, there were many
varying usages in Christian countries, yet it may be broadly stated that, up to 1582,
Lady Day became more and more the New Year’s Day of Christendom.

The Julian Kalendar involved error as to the length of the solar year to the extent
of three days in four centuries, so that in the 16th century the error had got to be no
less than ten days. Observing ecclesiastics, Roger Bacon for one, had discovered
the increasing error, but they were before their time. ‘ N

- In 1582, however, Pope Gregory XIII. was in a position to follow the example of
Julius Casar. He called to his aid the best scientific brains of his day—this time
‘mainly Italian brains—got rid of the ten days’ error by jumping from October 4 to
‘Glbbq:.u. ruled that in future the last year of each century should not be a leap
the ber of th y were divisible by 4. Thus 1600 was to be a
700, 1800, 1900 were not to be so. i 84

b ‘and so 1
LA e
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Ttaly, France, Spain and Portugal adopted the Gregori immediately ;
within five years most of Western Europe, including some Protestant States, Prussia
and Holland, had accepted it. England was, alas | the very last to submit to
astronomical truth | Not till 1752 did she fall into line, and then not wisely. For
the jump of eleven days was made in September, from the 4th to the 16th, much to
the perplexity and wrath of the multitudes, who thought that their lives were being
shortened | Mobs paraded the streets, shouting, *“ Give us our eleven days.” That
perturbation was soon over, but September was the very worst month in which
to make the change. For it was just before Michaelmas rents were due !  So it was
conceded that the rents need not be paid till October 11. A reasonable provision
for that one year. But it was allowed to stand permanently | And we have been
saddled ever since with such misleading terms as Old Michaelmas Day, Old Christmas
Day; and hence it is that the financial year of the English State ends with April 5.
It came from the English dislike of doing anything with logical completeness.

‘With the Gregorian Kalendar came also the adoption of January 1 for New Year’s
Day. Till 1752 the New Year in England had begun with Lady Day. A look at
the Old Register in almost any one of our villages, at the years before and after
1752, is enough to prove this conclusively. 9 A

Awkward, no doubt, to have a year beginning inside a month, or rather to have
a month running into two years ! Yet the year was right, or nearly so. It was
the months that were wrong. The Julian reformation of the Kalendar had done its
work thoroughly, and did as much as could then be done. The Gregorian reform
was not thorough, and scrapped what was nearly right, the year, and perpetuated
what was certainly wrong, the monthly arrangements. When there kad to bea
complete upset of the general ideas, it would have been hardly more difficult to
carry the thing right through, than to leave it half done. England in 1752 did
but fall into line with the rest of Europe, and could do nothing else.

But there has always been a tendency in Italy to hark back to Pagan Rome. It
was seen in Rienzi; it is seen in Mussolini to-day; and it was so in 1582. The
Pagan spirit of the i the artistic ism of Leo X., had left their
mark in Italy, and this may have had a great deal to do with re-establishing January 1
as New Year’s Day. G v

The dates of the four solar epochs in the year 1923 were March 21, June 22,
September 24, December 22. They are subject to a slight variation.

Now it is evident that the old Christian Quarter Days were very much nearer to
the Solar Epochs than are January 1, April, 1 July 1, and October 1. They may
have been an attempt, and for what we call the Dark Ages an exceedingly good
attempt to regulate the four quarters of the year in accordance with the four Solar

A great opportunity was lost when Gregory XIII. did not adjust his months to
the Solar Kalendar. That harking back to Pagan Rome meant the survival of the
unfittest |

~ Yet the ideal civil Kalendar, suitable to the whole civilized world, Christian and
-Christian, is bound to work from the summer and winter Solstices, and not from

ites ten days too late. It will come in due time, unless our whole modern civilization

as did those of the former ages.

said that England was the last of the Western European nations to adopt the

rian Kalendar, Yet in Italy itself one city stood out even longer. Venice

toutly ‘the Julian Kalendar—old style—till 1797 ; influenced, of course,
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The term “ Syrian ” requires explaining. The Church is entirely
composed of natives of India of the Malayalam race—a race
which has close affinities with the Tamils of India and the
Telugus of eastern and central India. But they owe allegiance
[ to the Jacobite Patriarch of Antioch, and their Service Order and
!
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' Bible are all in Syriac—a language which their clergy have painfully
to acquire in order, it would seem, to cause their services to be
| not understood of the people.

The conquests of the Portuguese in the sixteenth century resulted
in the Church being brought under the dominion of Rome. This
was formally effected at the Synod of Diamhes in 1599, but fifty-four
years later, when the Portuguese power had begun to weaken, a.
considerable body again seceded and are henceforth known as the
Jacobite Syrians. Whether they are really Jacobite in doctrine is
a question which ought to be decided by experts. At any rate, they
are in con ion with the Ar ian and Coptic Churches, which
are generally looked upon as belonging to that section of the Eastern
Church and about whom the same question may arise.

In the early part of the nineteenth century a very gallant attempt
was made by the Church Missionary Society—then recently founded,
to bring help to this small isolated body of Christians,* in the hope
that the Syrians, when educated and inspired, would become the best
of missionaries to their own countrymen. At first this wasintended
to be simply a “ Mission of help,” animated by the same spirit as
that which in later years has influenced the Archbishop’'s Mission
to the Assyrian Christians ; but, as time went on, the missionaries—
all the more because they were men of the greatest energy and
| devotion—could not help emphasising their own Protestant principles,
and the Syrians, while they gratefully accepted help in education,
church-building and Scripture-translation, were not at all disposed
to welcome any changes in doctrine. Consequently, after the first
few years of happy co-operation misunderstandings began to grow
up, and in 1836 there came a formal separation. The missionaries
turned to the out-castes whom the Syrians had always neglected,
and found in them a very fruitful and encouraging mission field.

A certain number of Syrians joined the Anglican Church, though
this was not encouraged, and a larger number formed a separate
bm with a Bishop of their own, more or less accepting Protestant
These are known as the Mar Thomas Synans, and m
‘a good reputation for missionary work.

s brings us to the present day, and before wego furthemtmllbe
inflict on our renders afew swastws. Unfommatcly
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the Census taken for 1921 has not yet been published, and I can only
give the somewhat vague numbers gathered some years ago. But
it is certain that the Christians form at least a quarter of the popula-
tion of these two small States—Travancore and Cochin, and their
number is nearly a million. Unhappﬂy they are divided into four

} separate bodies. Firstly, there is the main body which claims to

represent unchanged the ancient Church. They are sometimes

| known as the Orthodox Syrians; the Jacobite patriarch of Antioch,

1 who is the head of their Church, lives at Mardin in Syria. These

number perhaps a quarter of a million. Then there are the Romo-

Syrians, the descendants of those who were brought into subjection

by Rome in the sixteenth century. This is probably the most

numerous body of the four. Thirdly, there is a secession from the

) Jacobites who have come under Protestant influences, and are known

] as the Mar Thomas Syrians. And lastly there is a small body which

! seceded from Rome in 1880 and obtained a Bishop from those Assyrian

Christians to whom the Archbishop of Canterbury sent his mission.

Their metropolitan, Mar Timotheus, is now paying a visit to England.

It is with the first of these féur communities that we of the Oxford
Mission have had most to do. In 1913 they invited us to send
i delegates to their students’ conference and to hold a Retreat for their
L h priests, and every year since then the invitation has been repeated

and, whenever possible, accepted. In all these conferences our
~ object has been to recall them to what seems to be their manifest

4 destiny—that of becoming the nucleus of a genuinely Indian Church.

If, casting aside the age-long tyranny of caste, they will step forward

as the natural missionaries to their fellow-countrymen, it may still

/ ~ be given to St. Thomas to fulfil his apostolate in India.

But for the last thirteen years there has been another deadly
hindrance. The Church has been divided not on any doctrinal
question but on one of property. The Patriarch of Antioch, urged on
by the Turkish Government of which he was a subject, made a claim
to all the treasures of the church in order that he might satisfy the
~ demands of his Mohammedan masters, and while the more educated
~members of the Church felt that this demand should be resisted the
~ conservative mass of the people were willing to yield. Hence an all
but interminable lawsuit, during which many of the churches have
~ been closed because the people of the place could not agree to which
- party they should bekmg Now at last this wretched schism is
- ended and a happy reunion is taking place. ~ There is a new Patriarch
who takes a large and generous view of his duties, and both parties

mmt to forngev:nd forget. ~ Henceforth there need be nothing

ﬁ& Church from golng forward to fulfil its n







%fhﬂ,’l\dj /427,,,,,.&!,& l;';? /4/(/;/

/CA’,: 7@ R-/’Lotl{l(:

/223

THE METROPOLITAN ANTHONY OF KIEV.
“ My life's goal is attained. We have a Patviarch, Now I can die in peace.”—

Extract from a letter, dated October, 1917, to Bishop Metrophany, from the
Metropolitan Anthony,

May, 1924] [VOL, V. nNui#
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CHRONICLE AND CAUSERIE.
OUR FRONTISPIECE.

pique ourselves on the appropriateness of the portraits of
distinguished Eastern hierarchs and theologians with which

we have presented our readers as frontispieces during the

past three years. In every case they have served in some measure
to change a familiar name into a personality and to help Anglicans
to visualize those leaders of Eastern Christianity who are making
history. Thus we have already reproduced photos of a dozen such
“men of the hour” as the (Ecumenical Patriarch Meletios, the
Catholicos Sahag, the Metropolitan Chrysostom of Athens, the
Patriarch Damianos, etc., etc. In this issue we are happy to give
that of one whose name has been very much before the British
public these two years past. Whatever friend or foe may say of
him, there can be no doubt but that the Metropolitan Anthony of
Kiev is a man who counts. If you open Mr. McCullagh’s skilful
propagandist panegyric of the Polish Papal Colony in Russia and
depreciation of the native Christianity of that martyred country,
The Bolshevik Persecution of Christianity in Russia, or Pére M.
d’Herbigny’s even more subtly malignant L’ Anglicanisme et
'Orthodoxie gréco-slav, you will find the Metropolitan well written
down. Farm Street is shrewd enough to foresee its obstacles, though,
as the Church Times once put it, it generally copies the bird that
by fluttering its wing too much shows the nester where its eggs
are. No greater testimony to the Metropolitan’s influence could
be rendered than is given by the Jesuit’s anxiety to convince us
that he neither has nor ought to have any. On the other hand,
in the Orthodox World itself, there can be no doubt but that few
men count for more than the Metropolitan. Read Gregorios Palamas,
the official magazine of the Antiochene Patriarchate, the Alexandrine
Pantenos, or any other of an autokephalous Orthodox Church, and
you will certainly find mention of him. As to whether he be right
or wrong, is not the business of an Anglican, but there is no doubt
but that he is the centre and the forefront to the opposition to the

VOL. V.
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change of the Kalendar and the other reforms recommendéd by the
Constantinople Pan-Orthodox Conference of last May and to the
‘person of the ex-Patriarch Meletios. Further, while he is friendly
to us Anglicans, he represents the most conservative and cautious
school of Orthodox Theology. Thus, when he writes to the Church
Times to say that for his own part, granted it were to be received
as de jure ecclesiastico and not as de jure divino, he would be prepared
to invest the Pope with a dazzling Supremacy that might well satisfy
any pretension, the merest tyro may be sure that he is not acting
the opportunist but is speaking as one who has behind him all the
centuries of reasoned and safeguarded Orthodox Theology. Ruat
calum, sed fiat justitia. As Gennadios Scholarios, and the Greeks
| of the year 1453, went into a Gehenna of Oppression rather than
accept the Papal interpretation of the ambiguous ambipedipulating
formularies with which Joseph II. reckoned that he had tricked
poor unlettered Pope Eugenius IV. at Florence-Ferrara in 1439,
so the Metropolitan in this Year of Grace 1924, would sooner sec the
Bolshevik triumphant in his terroristic usurpation of the government
of his beloved native land, or Mustapha Kemal thrice worthy of the
title of the Ghazi—i.e., of the hero who, aided by the apathy of
Europe and the treachery of the libve penseur France of M. Poincaré,
sacked Smyrna, martyred its “ Angel,”” extirpated Christianity from
Asia Minor and quenched the light of the Lamps of the Pauline and
Johannine Churches—destroy the omphalos of the Orthodox World,
the (Ecumenical Patriarchate, rather than compromise in an iota
that Orthodox Faith and its principles which have been passed
down to the present day without “ addition, subtraction or altera-
’ tion ”’ from the times of the Christ and His Apostles. Soalso, when,
1l as the result of scientific investigation, he states, as he stated in the
compelling question which he recently propounded in the Belgrad
Novoe Vedemosti, the inevitability of the proposition that in the

Bishops, Priests and Deacons in their Orders, he is not, as Father
Michel d’Herbigny and the other successors of the late Dr. A.
Fortescue would have the world believe, cutting his cloth tq suit his
customer, but is expressing the matured opinion of one who is a
theologian in the most meticulous sense of that often exploited
term and who would die rather than adapt the expression of his
conviction to the passing exigencies of the opportunism of the day.
' We take this biographical sketch from the T'serkovniya Viedemosti
of Karlowicz for 15/28 August, 1923 : “ The Metropolitan Anthony,
who “becoming a monk was known as Alexios Chranovitsky,

3. After the conclusion of his course at the

ium in 1881, he studied at the P

ok

event of Reunion, the Orthodox Churches must accept Anglican
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changed his name to Anthony in honour of Saint Anthony Remlyanin,
the miracle-worker, of Novgorod. On the 15 August in the same
year he was appointed a salaried teacher, and in September assistant
inspector, of the Academy. In 1886 he was transferred at his own
request to the Seminary of Kholm as lecturer and, after the lapse
of a further year, was appointed Professor by the Council of the
Petrograd Academy with the Chair of Old Testament History,
defending his Magisterial thesis three months later, the subject being
« Psychological Data in regard to the Exercise of Free-will and
‘Moral Responsibility,” which ran to three editions. He next filled
the position of Rector of the Petrograd Spiritual Academy with the
rank of Archimandrite, and then successively that of Rector of the
Moscow and Kazan Spiritual Academies. Having been consecrated
Bishop in 1897 while still Rector of the Kazan Academy, he was
appointed diocesan of Ufa in 1900, was transferred to the see of
Volhynia in 1902, and in 1906 was raised to the dignity of Archbishop
and nominated a member of the Imperial Council. In 1910 the
(Ecumenical Patriarch made him his legate for Galicia and Car-
pathian Russia, which office he retained when he became Metropolitan
of Kiev. In 1912 he was nominated a permanent member of the
Sacred Governing Synod, and in 1914 was translated to the see of
Kharkov. ;

The Metropolitan had previously been elected to the management
of more than one institution of historical importance. Thus in
1897 he had been made President of the Pan-Russian Missionary
Association at Kazan and in 1908 President of the similar Association
at Kiev. Tt was on his initiative that in 19T a set of statutes for
the control of Ecclesiastical Educational Institutions was worked
out by a Commission in which he took part, and approved by the
Synod and the Emperor. Honorary membership of the four Spiritual
Academies was also conferred upon him, In 1913, with the approval
of the Holy Synod, he was advanced to the Doctorate of Divinity
by the Council of the Spiritual Academy of Kazan.

On learning, March 4, 1917, of the Tsar’s abdication, the Metro-
politan at once informed his clergy in synod that he purposed resigna-
tion, and sent a letter to that effect to the Holy Synod. Hisintention
had been to reside at the monastery of Svyatogor, but the revolution-

~ary Committee of Kharkov protested against his presence at a
~ distance of only 120 versts—about 8o miles—and he was compelled
~ to change his choice to the Balaam Monastery, where he had taken
 the habit exactly 32 years before, entering it on the 11 May, 1915,
~ only after having used the strongest words to press his request for

the Holy Synod, which desired to keep him in active
refused its consent. In August of the same yea
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Association of the Monasteries of Russia. The election of a new
Archbishop of Kharkov taking place at that time, he was re-elected
to the see by an overwhelming majority—420 out of 460—and on
his arrival at that city was received by the people as in triumph.

In the All-Russian Church Council the Metropolitan was the origin-
ator as well as the chief champion of the reconstitution of the
Patriarchate for Russia, a measure accepted by the Council only
after a prolonged conflict. The Metropolitan in fact had pressed
for the convention of an All-Russian Church Council at an earlier
period of his career, e.g., as far back as the sessions of the Holy
Synod between 1904-1911, in which he took part. Thus, when the
Metropolitan Anthony of Petrograd withdrew on the receipt of a
rescript rejecting the project from K. P. Pobiedonostiev, he took
charge of the presentation of a memorandum in which the Holy
Synod petitioned unanimously for the convention of such a Council
and the reconstitution of the Patriarchate. Three candidates were
selected for the Patriarchal Throne, the first being the then Arch-
bishop Anthony, the second Archbishop Arsenios of Novgorod and
the third the Metropolitan Tikhon of Moscow. The final choice
was made by lot and fell upon the Metropolitan Tikhon.

A few days after his election the Patriarch in his Synod advanced
Archbishop Anthony and four other archbishops to the rank of
Metropolitan.

In May, 1918, the Kiev Diocesan Synod and subsequently the All-
Ukranian Church Synod elected the Metropolitan to the Throne of
Kiev and Galicia, which dignity carried with it permanent member-
ship of the Patriarchal Synod.

The Metropolitan, however, was unable to remain longer than
six months in Kiev. Petliur, the creature of the Jesuits, made a
forcible entry into the town, effected his arrest and that of the
Metropolitan Evlogios and sent them under escort to the Galician
town of Buchan, where both bishops, and with them subsequently
Bishop Nichodim, the Archimandrite Vitalios of Pochaev and the
Priest-Monk Tikhon (Sharapov) were interned in an Uniate Monas-
tery.
On the occupation of Buchan by the Poles, the imprisoned Arch-

to ﬂie exemse of their episcopal function—in Galicia in the first
, and then in the country districts of Volhynia. But instead
ting of that most lawful and reasonable request, the three

bishops petitioned the Polish Government for their full restoration

mnmmmted md packed oﬁ through streaming
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of the Entente, and made their way back to Russia through
Roumania, Constantinople and Novorossia.

The Metropolitan Anthony spent the next two months in Kiev,
but the city was occupied by the Bolsheviks during his absence at
Novocherkassk as the representative of the Presiding Court for the
trial of a certain Bishop. In consequence he was obliged to accom-
pany the Volunteer Army to the South-East, where on account of
the departure of the local bishops he administered for a time the
dioceses, first of Kuban and then of the Black Sea. He quitted
those towns on the day of the Bolsheviks’ entry into them, leaving
Novorossia on March 13. From Novorossia he travelled with the
Army to the Crimea, whence the Greeks deported him to Athens,
inducing him to go aboard their steamer in order to conduct a
Service on the Liberation of Constantinople and the Setting up the
Cross over St. Sophia. Afterwards they confessed that they had
tricked him in order to deport him to Athens. The Bolshevik
bombardment of the city had then commenced. So the Metropolitan
submitted to fortune.

At Athens, where he stayed only three weeks, he enjoyed the
warm hospitality of the Metropolitan, the present (Ecumenical
Patriarch Meletios. Proceeding to Mount Athos, he then entered
the Monastery of Panteleimon, where he hoped to end his days,
but on September 6 received a telegraphic invitation from General
Vrangel to return to Russia to reconstitute the Church in the Crimea
which had not submitted to the Bolsheviks.

He saw no probability of the Volunteer Army’s making good, but,
judging that to refuse the call would be a shameful dereliction,
started at once for the Crimea. Forty days after his arrival, how-
ever, its evacuation by Vrangel’s army left him no choice but to go
with it to Constantinople, where he made application for permission
to return to Mount Athos. Receiving a refusal from the Greeks of
Athos, he availed himself of a thrice repeated invitation from the
Patriarch Dmitri of Servia where he arrived on February 14, 1921.

It will be well to give a summary of the learned works of the
Metropolitan, many of which were printed first in magazines and
were published in a collection, the first edition appearing in 1906,
the second in 19rr. Among them the more noteworthy are his

- Lectures on Pastoral Theology, his Expositions of the Capital

Doctrines of the Faith (the Trinity, Redemption, etc.), his polemics

~ with Soloviev, L. Tolstoy, the Stundists, Uniates, certain Old
Mvm and other heretics, his Tract on the Anglican Episcopate,

pecially his. I‘mﬁum ““ Christ the Saviour and the Jewuh
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Of the 3,000 and more sermons of the Metropolitan Anthony that
which attracted the most attention was one delivered at the Isaac
Cathedral in Petrograd in February, 1903, in which he declared that
if the autocracy were overthrown Russia would not last as a single
great Empire for twenty years, but would split up into little
fragments. In that case, the preacher averred, the further conse-
quence would ensue that she would fall under the rod of men who
L hated her people and who would begin by forbidding the Teaching
i of God’s Law in her schools and would go on to destroy her fanes,
to tear the bodies of her Saints from their shrines and to place them
| in anatomical museums. That, he said, is what our simulated friends
expect with impatience while our implacable enemies of Western
Europe with the avidity of hawks wait until, when those things are
brought to pass, they may gather and descend upon our Fatherland
and turn it into a second India.

That Sermon was reported in *“ Tserkovniya Viedemosti ” at the
| 1:imei{s and was subsequently included in the preacher’s collected

works. f

The Bishop’s words have proved prophetic. He was mistaken
only in the period of time which he designated. Only twelve years
after that sermon, his prophecy was fulfilled.

THE METROPOLITAN AND ANGLICAN ORDINATIONS.

So late as last August the Metropolitan Anthony ordained a French
Canadian, a M. C6té, who many years ago received deacon’s orders
from an Anglican bishop and .had been long associated with the
Russians in Palestine. In so ordaining him he ordained him deacon
as well as priest. We can quite imagine the Editor of the Tablet,
or even Father Woodlock, S.]J., chuckling and taking up pen and
paper on reading this. An Anglican Deacon reordained by the
Orthodox ! What an indiscretion of the Christian East to publish
the fact!! Here’s conclusive evidence that the Russian Church

kind. The mistake under which the late Dr. Fortescue laboured,
and which is perpetuated seemingly among his colleagues of Henrietta
Street, is the imagining that the Orthodox have accepted the develop-
ments of Western Theology. They appear incapable of realising
that Orthodox Outlook and Practice are regulated by principles
Mbﬂﬂng to a period before the germs of those developments
i | thwgauld grasp that fact, what is now a chaos to them
logical and precise. Thus the Orthodox haveno cu;
lion to pronounce that some Orders are valid

“ rejects ” Anglican Ordinations. Of course it does nothing of the

’
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ordinations, such as Roman or Anglican, they are free to accept them
or, even though they possess all the outward marks of the Apostolic
Succession, to refuse to do so. Rejection is not a synonym to them
as to the Papalist, for non-acceptance. Thus within the past
century the (Bcumenical Patriarchate itself rebaptized, reconfirmed,
and reordained a Papalist Bishop in all three grades. Reception of
adherents to Orthodoxy in their Orders or their reordination is to
the Orthodox a matter in which the Church is at liberty as a wise
steward to exercise discretion or economy. That that happens to
be the explanation of the Metropolitan Anthony’s action in the
case of M. Coté is more than an obvious deduction. One of our editors
chanced to be in Belgrad a few days after the event and addressed
a respectful enquiry to the Metropolitan himself, who replied at
once that, since the Russian Patriarch had not pronounced on
Anglican Ordinations, he felt bound not to create a precedent and
that, though Roman Orders possessed the outward marks of Apostolic
Succession, he should reordain any Roman priest or bishop who came
to him, even the Pope himself. For his own part he had judged
that Anglican Ordinations were at least as valid as those of the
Papal Obedience. Since then he has published his opinion in
trenchant form in an article in the Belgrad Novoye Vremya, which
concluded with these words: ‘¢ Would it be possible in the event of
their Reunion with the Church to refuse the Anglican Episcopate
that which was conceded to the Nestorians and the Donatists by the
Couneil of Carthage and by Basil the Great—that is to say, reception
into unity by the Third Rite and with Recognition in their existing
Order ?

For Ministers of bodies the Baptism of which does not present the
possibility of acceptance, the Orthodox use the * First Rite,” which
includes Baptism. For Ministers of bodies the Baptism of which
presents the possibility of acceptance but which have no sufficient
marks of Apostolic Succession, they use the “ Second Rite,” which
includes Chrismation and Ordination. The “ Third Rite,” which
includes only the renunciation of error, is used for Ministers whose
Baptism and Ordination are acceptable.

A PERSONAL IMPRESSION OF THE METROPOLITAN.

 The Editor to whom we refer above gives his impression of the

Metropolitan Anthony as follows : *“ Of middle height, clear-skinned

“and robust for all his years and their experience, the Metropolitan

‘a scholar and a refined gentleman aw bout d’ongle. Possessed of
pretty sense of humour, rich in knowledge of the world
‘ to
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zand3. In the sixth century Cosmas Indicopleustes, an Alexandrian,
touching at Ceylon, heard of Christians in South India recewmg :
bishops from Persia, and the Christians themselves have, in one of
their churches, an eighth-century monument with a Persxan (Pehlavi)
inscription. Marco Polo, the Venetian traveller, in the thirteenth
century, described St. Thomas's shrine near Madras ; the Apostle's
body had long before been conveyed from ““ India ”’ to Edessa, the
East Syrian Church’s earliest centre. Franciscan and Dominican
fathers, in the following centuries, visited the shrine and found there,
one of them says, ““ Nestorians, that is to say Christians, but vile and
pestilent heretics.” Another (Jordanus) says that, with his brethren,
he ““ won over to the faith ten thousand schismatics and unbelievers,”
the former no doubt Thomas Christians.

Then came the Portuguese, early in the sixteenth century, and began
to build up their Eastern Empire. The Christians welcomed them
and they, after long striving, at the end of the century, compelled
them to submit to Rome. All the Syriac manuscripts they could find
they burnt, but the Christians were allowed to retain their old liturgy,
purged of Nestorianism and Romanised. An Anglican, Michael
Geddes, Chancellor of Sarum, who had been a chaplain attached to
our embassy in Lisbon, wrote a history of these proceedings from
Portuguese sources and it was published in London in 1694* by which
time the Dutch had ousted the Portuguese from South-west India and
turned all European ecclesiastics out of the country. Later, however,
they suffered certain (non-Portuguese) Carmelites to enter. Those
of the Christians who disliked Roman rule and Western ways sent
appeals for help to the heads of the Eastern Churches, Nestorian,
Jacobite and Coptic, which resulted in the coming of a bishop from
Antioch. Through his influence a number of congregations became
Jacobite, hardly aware probably of their Chnstologlcal volte-face.
The others remained loyal to Rome. i

At the opening of the nineteenth century, when the States of
Travancore and Cochin came under British protection and English
people began to interest themselves in the Syrians, they were thus
divided—into Romans and Jacobites, the former ca.lhng themselves
the “ old,” and the latter being called by them the “ new,” party.
Nestorians were, apparently, non-existent, though a Nestorian
bishop had lived in Travancore from 1708 to 1730. (The present

\ wh%.ld&:a.ns date only from the last decade of last century, up
time they were Romo-Syrians.)
‘come to the relations between the Anghean Church and
10 ;725 the members of the Danish muszon in Tm;qum
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bar tried to get into touch with the latter. It seems to have been at
the instigation either of the S.P.G. or S.P.C.K. that this was done.
Those societies, first the former and then the latter, helped to finance
the Danish mission. In 1811 the S.P.C.K. asked the missionaries
““ whether it would not be possible to obtain workers from the
Thomas Christians.” The missionaries thought it would be inadvis-
able and reminded the society how their predecessors, in 1725, “ by -
the advice of their friends in Europe,”” had * endeavoured to make
acquaintance with the dignitaries and clergy of the St. Thomas, or
Syrian, Christians and to unite them with the Protestant
Church, or at least to bring them to agree in doctrine with Protestants

but they were at last obliged to give up all hopes of such
aunion.” The missionaries gave reasons for this and for not employ-
ing them as workers, e.g., because they adhered to doctrines that
“ militate against”’ several of the Thirty-nine Articles, “ because
they would demand of us to conform to their persuasion and ritual
instead of conforming themselves to that of the Church of England,”
etc., etc.  This reference to the Articles and to the Church of England
suggests that the friends who had advised them to approach the
Syrians had been Anglicans, presumably those with whom they
corresponded, the Society that helped them.

It may have been a book published in 1811 that prompted the
S.P.C.K.’s inquiry in that year, as it may have been Geddes’ book that
prompted that in 1725. The former was written by a chap-
lain in Bengal, the Rev. Claudius Buchanan, who had been down to
Travancore in 1806 and had conferred with various leading Jacobites.
Their metropolitan gave him a written statement to the effect
that *“ a union with the Church of England, or at least such a connec-
tion as would appear to both Churches practicable and expedient,
would be a happy event.”* The Syrians were then in a depressed
condition, after all the turmoil and fightings of the eighteenth century,
but were respected by their Hindu neighbours. Their Church was
described as “ ignorant and formal and dead.” No bishop, or com-
munication, had come from Antioch for more than fifty years ;
indeed, Buchanan seemed to think that the link with Antioch was
on the point of snapping and the Patriarchate itself on the verge of
extinction, and the Syrians consequently ‘ in a state to become what
we choose to make them.” Their Monophysism he believed to be

~ merely nominal. In this he was confirmed by a more important

, the first Anglican bishop in India, Dr. Middleton, who
VJsits to Travancore for the express purpose of mahng
‘m.deamfulinmﬁaattmdthe&yrim(&humb







¥k




i




84 THE CHRISTIAN EAST
(b) We accept the canonical Scriptures as being the veritable
Word of God as given for the upbuilding of believers in the faith
‘which they have received from Christ through His Church, and as
confirming and illustrating all doctrine and practice which is
generally necessary to be believed and fulfilled for salvation.
In controversies as to the meaning of Holy Scripture we accept
the Catholic Faith as affording a true summary of the fundamental
and divinely inspired teaching which is progressively unfolded in
the successive parts of the Bible.
(c) We accept the Nicene Creed, the decrees of Faith put
forth by ecumenically accepted General Councils, and the Sacra-
ments as means of grace.

~ Questions having arisen in connection with these matters, we |
agree to accept the mutual explanations as sufficient, until such time
as the questions referred to can be determined by a truly cecumencial
Council. i
Impelled by consideration of the Saviour’s prayer for the visible
unity of all those who should believe in Him, by recognition of the
present work of the Holy Spirit in many lands for the fulfilment of
this prayer, and by realisation that the saving and sanctifying
mission of the Church must be seriously hampered so long as its
shameful divisions continue, we have agreed to the statements and
the explanations given as affording a reasonable and sound basis of
| mutual recognition and intercommunion, and one which involves
no surrender or compromise of the things given us by the Lord to
| preserve and administer for the benefit of souls. i
In accordance with the preceding agreements we do solemnly declare
| our acceptance of the sacramental acts each of the other and that
they are true and valid, and, holding fast the truth once delivered
to the Saints, we pronounce that intercommunion is desirable and
authorised for all our members wherever and whenever it is deemed
| convenient and practicable by the proper local ecclesiastical
authorities.
These agreements were signed by :
(1) Bishop Herzog at a meeting of the Council of his Church in
| Berne, as representing the Swiss Old Catholics.
(2) In the Russian Church at Athens by Metropohtan Platon,
Russian Archbishop of Kherson and Odessa.
‘ After a two days’ discussion by Metropolitan Meletios and
Synod of Greece with our Commission, a special com-
ee of three, appoi tediqr.‘.hepurpose,reportedm wntmg that

l,“
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unanimously a formal resolution stating, *‘ Therefore we beg to state
by decision of the Holy Synod, we accept the said proposal with
-willingness and readily concede to it,” and affixed the great seal of
the Patriarchate to their statement, with an authorised translation
from the Greek into English.

(5) On the same day the Armenian Patriarch of Turkey, the
Most Rev. Zaveen, and the Very Rev. Kazazian, Vicar of the
Patriarch of Jerusalem, who was on a visit to Constantinople, both
signed the Agreements and Concordat in the presence of each other.

(6) Services of Thanksgiving and Rejoicing were held in the
Greek Cathedral in Athens; the Russian Church in the same
city; in the Armenian Cathedral in Constantinople; and in
St. George's in Phanaar, the Church of the (Ecumenical Patriarch.

(7) The newly elected Metropolitan of Rumania in the
Archiepiscopal Palace at Bucharest, wrote as follows: “ I foresee
with pleasure that we shall be able to work together on the basis
of those principles that are common to all Christianity, in order to
contribute to the universal brotherhood through Evangelical Love,”
and held a service of friendly congratulation in his archiepiscopal
chapel.

J.C:

ATHENS LETTER.

THE Church of Hellas is now getting into its stride under the

new conditions of government, with its new and ‘‘ real”

synod at work on the measures that are before it. Generally,

the opinion is that, though the new body has no doubt plenty of

problems before it, and will have many a difficulty to face, yet it is
a distinct improvement on what was the rule in old days.

One need not take too seriously the declarations that the old

“ permanent synod ”’ was an unauthorised importation from ““ Pro-

testant ”’ sources. If it was derived from anywhere, it would seem

to be from the very similar *“ synod "’ at Constantinople, which was

evolved as the readiest way of governing the Church without arousing

Ottoman suspicions. Nor is an accusation of the crime of bei.ng

“ unprimitive and uncanonical ”’ a very serious one.
~ Men who know history know that no Church, whether its centre

be at Rome, Canterbury, or Constantinople, administers itself in

p:mmatyh and that the only question in such a case must be,
““ does the -ymmmrkwall?“ mamwmm.mm;'
w«a-wmm‘ ' b ””mm% B0
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reforms, and far too liable to be under the political influences of the
hour. In a country where  the spoils to the victors ”’ is an under-
stood principle of politics, it was very easy to remove several bishops
from the little administrative synod, and send them back to their
dioceses, while others of the ‘‘ right political”’ complexion were
substituted.

Now the Church is allowed a synod in which all bishops sit as of
right, and from which any member of the body can only be excluded
for definite reasons and after fair trial. This is the instrument for
the self-government of the Church, under the supervision of the
State. It is true that a royal commissioner (epitropos) sits in the
body, as in the General Assembly of the Kirk at Edinburgh, though
it may be that by the time these lines appear in print, the epithet
“ royal” will have ceased to apply in Greece ! If, however, this
functionary does not appear for any reason, the business of the
synod proceeds notwithstanding, which was not the case of old.
In fact, one of the readiest ways of preventing the synod from
proceeding on any contentious business was to procure a dlplomatlc
indisposition in the Commissioner !

A long list of matters, on which practical reform is a necesslty,
has been presented to the synod, and the first of these has now been
cleared satisfactorily out of the way. The “ Western Calendar’”
has been formally adopted and is now in force. It may perhaps be
worth noting that this change has been adopted, in the ‘ ultra-
conservative and superstition-ridden East,” with a conspicuous
absence of all the trouble that attended it, in practical and common-
sense England. 'We have had no riots here, with rioters demanding
““ give us back our eleven days ! We are not going to die eleven days
sooner to please the Pope !’ Eastern and Western Christmas will in
future fall on the same day, though we presume that the Armenian
Church will continue its peculiar practice of observing only ‘ the
feast of the Manifestation ”’ on January 6th. One result of this will
be that, in the year of grace 1924, we in Greece are likely to have two
Christmases, one having been observed on January 7th by the State
Calendar, and another, we hope, on December 25th, by the Calendar
both of Church and State!

- Some day, perhaps, Easter may be kept by all Churches on the
same day also, but that has not been achieved as yet. There are
so many pitfalls in the calculation of the Great Feast! Is it not
recorded how, even in the fifth century, a worthy monk left Alex-
andria as soon as Easter was over, and the fast done, and arrived at

mat. by some confusion in the calculatton, they wm

bt

- removal of it.
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on one of the days on which, according to our rule, “ Easter cannot
possibly fall”! Apparently nothing but the agreement of all
authorities on some fixed and arbitrary Easter can avoid these con~
fusions, and for that a meeting will be a necessity. Possibly if such
high potentates as the Pope, the Archbishop of Canterbury, and the
(Ecumenical Patriarch, were to meet at some neutral watering-place
(we suggest Monte Carlo, as being outside the spm'tnal influence of
all three!) they would find no difficulty in commg to a working
understanding !

Other matters that are now before the synod mclude the drawing
up of regulations for regular preaching, by both monks and parish
priests. This duty, with its concomitant of proper religious instruc-
tion for the laity, has admittedly been neglected in the past, though
there have been brilliant personal exceptions to that rule. Among
these we may mention the priest Markopoulos, commemorated
elsewhere in this magazine, whose early death is a heavy loss to the
spiritual life of Athens.

The education of the people implies the education of the clergy,
and this is another care of the synod. The question of the organisa-
tion of a higher Theological College, in addition to the one at Rhiza-
rion, in Athens, is now being considered, and as the Metropolitan
Chrysostom was himself head of the Rhizarion School before conse-
cration, he approaches the matter with full personal experience.

One political question had to be faced—the matter of the anathema
on Venizelos. This was pronounced, as readers may remember,
with full pomp and ceremony at the time of the exile of that states-
man during the war. It was an nnpropnety past quwtwn for the
man was not even accused of being a heretic, or conspicuous evil-
liver, and it was an undisguised attempt to use religion as a political
lever. English people in Athens at the time were at a loss whether
to be more indignant at the fact, or interested in the primitive—
not to say neolithic—character of the rite, and they were not in the
least appeased by the explanation proffered by the then Metropolitan,
““ the soldiers told me that they would burn the Cathedral if I did
not pronounce it.”’  Some even spoke of a great artistic opportunity
being missed, as well as a great moral one! Now, however, the
anathema has been regularly declared “ void and therefore non-
existent.” This has avoided the rather awkward question of any

A problem for the futurem Greece is, howcan the monastenesm
thewuntrybebestﬁttodmtotheschemeofamodemcmxch" It
y surprise an English reader to be told that the number of mo
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[Eastern Chuyches, i.e., the so-called Nestorian Church of Persia, and the ** Monophy-
site ”’ Churches of Egypt, Syria, and Armenia, but also—he was, of coutse, a Roman
Catholic—with “ our much neglected brethren, the Uniates."”

That undertaking was redeemed in 1913 by the issue of the author’s Lesser Eastern
Churches, but, p ps b in the ime he had realised that all the varying
Uniates? could not be treated logically within the same covers as the non-Byzantine
Churches of the East, perhaps because of space, but more probably because—for first
and last the wri of Dr. F were ic and dist—he had

e

Jugation of the East, he had enlarged his scheme, and, omitting reference to them in
:dmond volume, proposed to add a third and separate volume upon Uniates of all "
s. 3
The completion of the trilogy, however, appears to have been too much for his
powers, and the task was never completed. 3
Except for the case of the Italian, the Maronite, the Chaldee and, perhaps, the
Melkite, the wealth of 1 which is ibl ially in Ency ize for ||
the compilation of a book on the Orthodox or the Leseer Clmrches ” of the East,
is non-existent in the case of the Uniates. ]
| In consequence, though the Lesser Eastern Churches was published as far back
| as 1913, only a fragment of the third volume, and that the part which required less
| research, was ready when death overtook the author last year. B ]
| This fr: Dr. F s old coll at Ware and literary executor, Father
| Smith, who was given plenipotentiary powers of decision as to whether he would
‘use it as material for an exhaustive treatise or publish it as left by its compiler, decided
nghtlyto issue as it came into his hands.

| The fi so printed ists of an essay in general on those now almost exﬁnct
| Byzantines, of Italy here styled ‘‘ Ttalo-Greeks,” who pted the Papal jurisdi 4
| of an of the ites, which is h , and of a less adequate

| . sketch of the Melkites, i.e., ﬂxatverysma!lsech.onofﬂwOrthodoxofSynaand
| Egypt who in the eighteenth century seceded to Papalism.

Seeing, however, that the Slav Uniates, who factually are the more important,
and that the Maronite, Armenian and Chaldee Uniates, who historically are the more
significant, are not dealt with in this book, it may well be reckoned a pity that Dr.
Smith adhered to the more ding and ambiti though misleading, title, and
published it as a description of The Uniate Churches.

In saying that Father Smith was undoubtedly nght to pnbhsh the fragment as
he found it, we are writing dispassionately.

Be it said to our shame that, except for Dr. Fortescues books there exists no
compendious description of Eastern Christianity in the English language. None
the less the ordinary British reader will obtain a far better impression of what the
Eastern Churches are, and of that for which they stand, from the meagre literature

 which is available than from Dr. Fortescue’s books.
- That may read as sharp saying, but we do not think that an academic, as coutra.stad
m:pohmﬁ:lst Roman Catholic would dissent from it.
~ Dr. Fortescue had read widely, had travelled a little, and was possessed of schm
-h(pm to have p ibutions to British knowledge of
\ Eastern Christianity. He was also a competosnt liturgiologist and had some acquaint-
~ance ancient Greek and Arabic. If he did not know modern Greek, Armenian,
1 mmwshvmguo,theumﬂmtyotboqhinuﬁn German,
' did read. .

envisaged a new function which the Uniate could fulfil in ﬂweampmgn for the sub- !

OUR BOOKSHELF , 03

Since scientific historical investigation is in honour necessarily limited for the
‘Roman Catholic, he was bound to make a petitio principii in matters such as the
existence of the Papal claims in the first seven centuries and the awareness of the
Enterns of that e:dstuwe For example, the published volumes of Dr. Aurelio

Palmieri’s Theologica O: dous and work which cries
tobehmedmtotngﬂﬂ»—imwiﬂmvﬂhtbntpmmpﬂoﬂ Nonethaluswe
feel grateful to the author. He never rasps us ; ﬁorbi: ob]xfnw

his reader and to advance fair controversy.

Dr. Fortescue, however, writes always as one whose pdma concern is to keep the
Anglican from liking the Orthodox and the Orthodox from liking the Anglican. It
is his function to convince them that they can never come together and that, if they
did, they would be sorry. HuuthnﬁmnrymptoroiPkemcheld'Herb@y
of Father Woodlock, and of the skirmishers of Farm Street. ,

At times, as when he perorates in his Lesser Eastern Chuyches with a splendid
tribute to the faithfulness of the Oriental Christian under persecution, we realise
what service he might have rendered to Christendom and indeed to the cause he
had most at heart, if he had lled his odium theologi ' But if ionall
his pen be a dove’s quill, thexexsa}wnysvxmolmhupmgment and in fact his lack of
restraint and lavish use of i itings of much of their
value even as mere propaganda. 4

It may be conceded, indeed, that the use of such a method has some pmgmmhc
vindication in the penny tract which aims at the acolyte, the lady-worker, and the
weak-kneed ritualistic curate, nor, if he had confined himself to that type of literature,
should we have thought it necessary to have noticed him. But he was a man, as
we have said, of gifts. His books have obtained some vogue. And ‘while
that lasts it is inevitable, however, that, highly distasteful though the task has
beoome, we should draw attention not only to their tone and temper, but also to their

ion of the position of the Orthodox Church and the Separated Churches

of the East.

Though the present volume does not present the same scope as its predecessors,
it contains insolences, alike to the Orthodox and to the Anglican, which parallel the
vulgar abuse of the Bishop of Guiana on p. 335 of the Lesser Churches or the bitter
gibe—was there ever anything more nauseatingly indecent ?—at the Orthodox of
Constantinople who in 1453 rejected the Unia: “ They . . . had said: Rather
the Sultan’s turban than the Popn‘: tiara; and they have had their wish.”—Oth.
East. Church, p. 218.

Thus (p 215) it tells us ﬂu.t f Tctung:, having lnrned the right sort of patter for

in an lican Church. Great was the
joy of the Anghca.ns at this reunion of Christendom.”

There are many such gems of discourtesy in the book, of which, seeing that it is
posthumous, Father Smith would have done well to purge it.

The virulence which marked Dr. Fortescue’s writings is not, however, the chief
cause of our regret that they are ded by Angli as text books
of Eastern Christianity.

A distinguished Russian historian once compa:ed them to the account which a

dieval l‘ ‘vi:ihng y Europrmight give of its hfe and con-
ditions. ;pproved by two s iy
(I) To the end Dr. Fome would persist in ta.ﬂnng about the Orﬂuﬂm”rﬂ

ic method of Theological Thought which

g d them. na.mmumuwww
Wmhm«mwmmmmmnm' llogisms a
mmmmuwwm; The failure was due
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A dismissal service, unique in the annals of the Anglican Communion,
was held on the eve of the pilgrimage at All Saints’, Margaret Street,
when the Bishop of Willesden blessed and distributed the Scallop
Shells marked with a red cross, the emblem of St. George, while
Mgr. Germanos, Metropolitan of Thyateira, hallowed the ikon of repoussé
silver work, very beautiful and cunningly designed by Mr. Omar Ramsden,
representing St. George and the Dragon, a gift to the Patriarch of Jerusa-
lem for the Church of the Holy Sepulchre. The Bishop of Nassau,
president of the pilgrimage, sang the Itinerarium, and then the pilgrims
themselves were blessed, first by the Greek Metropolitan and then by
the Bishop of Willesden. The Bishop of Nebraska, representing the
Episcopal Church of America, himself a pilgrim, was also yesent in the
Sanctuary. b

Six days later we steamed into the ancient harbour of Alexandria.

Of our voyage on the Mediterranean there is not much to relate,
except that it was altogether unlike an ordinary sea-passage, as we were
pilgrims, not tourists. The captain of our ship, the Sphinx, one of the
more recently built boats of the Messageries Maritimes line—did his
utmost to fall in with the wishes of the pilgrimage committee. Thus
we were allowed to use the first-class music room for daily Masses,
which were said every half-hour from 5.30 a.m. to 8 a.m., and an ante-
room for Sacristy. Evensong was sung daily on one of the decks
together with some favourite hymns, and then our President would give
a short address in a voice that defied alike the wind and the waves.
After dinner there was generally a lecture on some interesting topic
connected with the Holy Land and Eastern Christendom in the great
dining-room, which was always well attended by the pilgrims. Sunday
was a glorious day : the sea was comparatively calm and matched the
sky in that wonderful deep blue which one learns to expect on the
Mediterranean. High Mass was sung by the Bishop of Nassau, and a
short address given by the Bishop of Nebraska, both the captain and
purser of the ship being in attendance.

The real business of the pilgrimage began at Alexandria, where we
were greeted by perfect weather and glorious sunshine, the first visit to
the East of most of the pilgrims. Here we had many duties to
and therefore, soon after 9 a.m. the clerical members of the Pilgrimage
proceeded in cars to the Anglican Church of St. Mark, where a welcome
awaited us from the Chaplain, the Reverend W. Gladwyn Batty,
presented us to Dr. Gwynne, Anglican Bishop in Egypt. ~Then
donned academic robes, the Bishops in scarlet chimeres over their pur;
cassocks, and drove to the Orthodox Patriarchate, where, at the mome
of our arrival, the bells broke out into a wonderful clatter of tunel
gaiety to welcome us. Unfortunately, the Patriarch was absent
Cairo, but we were received with real Eastern courtesy by his
] tan Theophanes Archbishop of Tripoli, a throng of
Priests in gorgeous array, and after we had all

‘HMyoHnmoauion for the | -J grims had

dooighorars. Pebhinin

' mmthelugh mwhxlehttle boatagatherround mclmm
take off the p - Sometimes
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standing at a throne facing that of the Metropolitan, read the address,
which was drawn up and engrossed on vellum in London before our
departure, and a copy of it in Greek was handed to His Grace. This
address was published in the last number of CurisTIAN EAsT, it also
appeared in full in the Egyptian Gazette. After more singing and
blessings and a further joyous outburst of bells we departed to pay a
visit to the Copts.

At the Coptic Patriarchate we were recewed by the Patriarchal Vicar
at the entrance of the great courtyard, and then, preceded by boys
wearing great crowns of red plush trimmed with gold and carrying
picturesque banners, singing lustily and without pause we entered
the Church, Here again we were received with much enthusiasm
and after being censed and blessed, an address was read by a Coptic
priest and our Bishop asked to offer prayer, and then we adjourned in
the accustomed manner to a large hall in the convent.

By the courtesy of Sir Henry Lunn the Committee were empowered
to entertain at a public lunch some of the heads and leading ecclesiastics
and laymen of the Church in Alexandria at the Hotel Majestic. About
forty were present, and among the guests were the Metropolitan
Theophanes Archbishop of Tripoli with two Greek Archimandrites,
the Armenian Bishop, a Syrian Archimandrite, the Patriarchal Vicar of
the Coptic Church with a priest and two laymen, the Anglican Bishop
in Egypt and the Sudan, Archdeacon Palmer, the Bishop of Nebraska,
the captain and purser of the Sphinx, the Bishop of Nassau presiding.
Several speeches were made and toasts were given to the King of Egypt,
the Pope and Patriarch of Alexandria, the Armenian Church, and to
Sir Henry Lunn as host. The speeches all tended towards the subject
of Re-union and there was much cordiality. |

In the afternoon, in order to show our affection for, and sympathy
with the Armenian Church, we attended a special service at the Armenian
Convent, where we found everything ready for our reception. Here the
President was met by the Vicar of the Armenian Bishop, invested
with a cope and a great mitre much bejewelled, given a pastoral staff
and a small hand cross, and then led to the High Altar, which he was
invited to cense, and afterwards gave the pontifical blessing. At the
conclusion of this short and picturesque ceremony we adjourned, more
solito, to the Convent, where introductions were made and short speeches
followed.

Next day, being the Greek festival of St. George, the President with
his Chaplains, together with a number of pilgrims, attended the Orthodox
Liturgy officially at the Greek Patriarchal Church. Later in the day
we sailed for Port Said and on Thursday, May 8th, arrived at Jaffa in
the early hours of a glorious mommg

Jaffa, the ancient Joppa, is not exactly the best of sea-ports ;far
landing. There is no harbour worthy of the name, and the steamer

thnmilmmgh
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ancient houses extending their terraces along the sides of a lofty hill
covered with luxuriant vegetation. The pilgrim is always thrilled at
the sight of Jaffa, for it is the entrance to the Holy Land. {

On the landing stage we were met by the Archimandrite of the local
Greek Church and Archdeacon Waddy, rep ting the Angli
Church in Palestine, and after saying our private prayers in the Greek
Church and being photographed on the picturesque terrace overlooking
the sea, we climbed the steep and narrow streets in the sun which was
already beginning to make itself felt, past the traditional site of the
House of Simon the Tanner to the C.M.S. Church, where Te Deum was
sung with much enthusiasm.

On arrival at Jerusalem the pilgrims were met by representatives of
the Anglican Cathedral and escorted at once to a spot where they had
their first view of the Holy City ; here we sang Psalms cxxi and cxxii,
prayers of thanksgiving were offered, then the pilgrims were driven
to their respective hostels, and many made use of the interval
of rest by paying their first visit to Calvary and the Holy Tomb. The
| same afternoon the pilgrims visited the Mount of Olives and prayed in
| Gethsemane, and later attended a reception at St. George’s.  The Bishop,

alas! was in bed with a high temperature ; in fact, he was ill most of

the time we were in Palestine, which prevented him from being present
| at several of the functions connected with the pilgrimage.
| The reception was most interesting, especially as almost every Christian
| Church was represented. The Armenian Patriarch,  a dignified and
| scholarly cleric, came in person and discoursed to all and sundry in
fluent French. The Orthodox Patriarch was represented by our good
friend the Archbishop of Jordan, Syrian, Coptic and Abyssinian clerics
were all there, and even a Latin priest of English nationality. There
were also the C.M.S. and L.J.S. missionaries and others whose religious
convictions I fail to remember. The Governor of Jerusalem, Sir Ronald
Storrs, and Sir Gilbert Clayton, chief secretary to the High Com-
missioner were present, and the former, being well versed in Eastern
languages, was most useful as interpreter.

The original Committee of the Pilgrimage was appointed by the Anglo-
| Catholic Congress in June, 1923, and consisted of Prebendary Mackay
| as President, the Revs. Arnold Pinchard, Maurice Child, and G. Napier
Whittingham acting as unofficial secretary. Unfortunately, neithe
Prebendary Mackay nor Mr. Pinchard were able to come on the
pilgrimage though both of them did much useful work for us in London ;
the Bishop of Nassau and Mr. Sidney Dark were therefore chosen to fill
the vacant places, the former being appointed President. Two others
were added later to the committee, namely, the Rev. Humphrey Whitby
and Mr. Samuel Gurney. We were most fortunate in having the Bishop
of Nassau as our president, his enthusiasm, tact and bonhomie mﬁ

him a persona grata wherever he went. The Committee had no

il

W cupied in making necessary

i

of their time on board the Sphiny and during the evenings
: jamdmngy
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but courteous to all, the committee had but little concern in things
material. One of the first acts of the committee in Jerusalem was to
arrange for the saying of Mass in the Chapel of Abraham which adjoins
Calvary, and in St. George’s Cathedral. = This was no easy matter, for
naturally, all the forty-five priests desired to say Mass in the Holy City.
Ultimately, with one priest in charge of each hostel, difficulties were
overcome, and six Masses were said daily at the Chapel of Abraham
and from eight to ten Masses at St. George’s. I must add here how
greatly we were indebted, both in this and other matters, to the clergy
and laity of St. George’s, for all the help they gave us.

It had been arranged that we should visit the Church of the Holy
Sepulchre on the day after our arrival, but as this was a Friday, which
is always ‘‘ washing-day "’ at that Church, plans had been altered and
we drove in some sixty motors to the Basilica of the Holy Nativity at
Bethlehem, where we arrived shortly after 9.30 a.m. Irelate these details
for reasons that will appear obvious later on. The “ Fiery Cross "
borne by Fr. Millard, C.R., went before us; the Bishops of Nassau
and Nebraska were clothed in scarlet chimere and rochet ; the priests
in cassocks, gowns, scarf and hood, and wearing the English cap. In
the great courtyard in front of the Basilica we were received by
Gregorios, Archbishop of Bethlehem and Guardian of the Holy Places,
the Archbishop of Jordan, together with Archimandrites and !
of the Greek Convent. A large crowd of local Christians gathered
round us, and we had to submit to a volley of ““ snapshots’’ from a
veritable army of Kodaks. The usual presentations and salutations
were then made, the crowd of pilgrims formed into orderly procession,
and, headed by the Greek Archbishops who wore no vestments other
than their black robes, with only the ““ enkolpion ” to distinguish them
from ordinary priests, we entered the most famous Basilica in the world.

Thus we passed up the great nave to the pavement in front of the
Ikonostasis, and in our progress we noticed the presence of a few
Franciscans who were obviously interested. The Archbishop of
Bethlehem, together with our Bishops and priests, then descended the
steep steps to the Grotto of the Nativity, where, in front of the Altar
erected over the famous silver star, he chanted the Litany of welcome
to pilgrims. The Fiery Cross was laid on the Silver Star, which marks
the place where the Babe of Bethlehem was born, and after this the
priests filed by and kissed the Silver Star, and after them the laity.
This ceremony lasted for close on two hours and, while the laity were
making their devotions, accompanied by Fr. Maurice Child and Arch-
- deacon Waddy, I entered the Latin Church of St. Catharine, a large
- edifice in the 17th century style, with the object of renewing the
- acquaintance of the Superior of the Franciscan Convent whom I had
- met on several occasions during my previous visit to the Holy Land.
- Unfortunately, the Franciscans were in anything but a friendly mood.
- I spoke to one and then to another and at last to a third, and
it e et et mampet; S
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second by Archdeacon Waddy, and the third by myself. Two addresses
-were given to the pilgrims by the Archimandrite Kyriakos (both ﬁ

- which will be found in the Appendix), the first at Calvary, and the seconc
‘outside the Holy Sepulchre itself. Then we made our way into the
‘blazing courtyard again, where we discovered a friendly Franciscan
ready to photograph us (who later remarked that if the gorgeous garments
worn by the prelates were academic he would prefer ecclesiastical robes
as being less ornate), then, preceded by several Kvas, we marched
to the Patriarchate, where a choir dressed in white and violet gaily
sang in Greek to welcome us. His Beatitude Damianos, a stately and
dignified prelate of 79 years of age, was waiting to receive us in the
great Throne Room. The Bishops and priests gathered round him
while he addressed us in Greek, a translation being rendered by the
Archimandrite Kyriakos (this address will be found in the Appendix).
Then, after prayer, the Bishop of Nassau declaimed our address which
had been drawn up in London, a Greek copy had previously been
given to the Patriarch. The Ikon of St. George, the pilgrims’ gift,
was then presented to the Patriarch, who promised that it should
be placed somewhere in the Church of the Holy Sepulchre.

Each member of the pilgrimage filed past and was presented in
turn to the Patriarch and received a souvenir book of views bound
in olive wood. A few of us remained to lunch with His Beatitude, and
were afterwards photographed with him in the garden of the Patriarchate.

The next day being Sunday, after hearing Mass in the Chapel of
Abraham some pilgrims attended the Armenian Mass in the Holy
Sepulchre celebrated by a Bishop in the presence of the Armenian
Patriarch. Only a few yards distant the Copts were singing their Mass,
and beyond them the Syrians, in their damp and gloomy little Chapel,
were assisting at their simple and impressive Liturgy.

As a beau geste,and in order to show that we on our part had no mind
for sectarian controversy, we requested the Anglican Bishop to ask the
Latin Patriarch to receive us. To this Mgr. Barlassina agreed and so
at 10 o’clock we went to pay a formal call, Bishops and priests vested
as they had been on the visit to Bethlechem. At the Patriarchate the
Kvas met us and escorted us to the Throne Room, where Mgr. Barlassina.
received us graciously, for Italians rarely, if indeed ever, forget their
manners. Our President spoke of the objects of our pilgrimage, adding
that we neither claimed nor demanded any rights and privileges in the
Holy Places, but were thankful to accept what was offered us. In reply,
Mgr. Barlassina made an indirect reference to his recent protest, and not
quite tactfully criticized what he called the superstition of some of the
Greek ceremonies. Controversial matters were then carefully avoided,
the Latin Patriarch addressed the Bishops as ‘ Monsignore ” and the
priests as ‘“ Father,” but when asked to give his blessing replied, *“ Our
Lord will bless you,” and to the prelates, * We do not bless Bishops.”
However, he was quite courteous and sent a Latin priest and a Kvas

| to accompany us all the way back to the hotel.
| The | ‘who wrote the article in the ZTablet already referred to,

‘ stated that we “ made an apology ” for the Bethlehem incident. As
a matter of fact, we made no reference to the subject. The same /

e W

dlilidels " di A il
AR bbb S et i i






%06 . THE CHRIS
TIAN E
SR R Y ANGLO-CATHOLIC PILGRIMAGE 107
th tortoise-shell and nacre. In th {

some curious bronze and wooden gongs of ve porch of the church are | the Abbot did manage to make us understand his very strong and whole-

::-lltthe faithful to prayer. These are rem;rge:; c:;mtfi]:ytpe used to hearted desire for Re-union, which was just what we wanted to hear.

. e!t hy made with Christians when, in 637 A.D. Feohisals erms of the Four years ago I attended the Abyssinian Easter Service, a ceremony

o the Kha:hf Omar. The terms forbade Chr,isf m surrendered 4 which I shall always remember. It was held in their courtyard on the

:gohside their ch}n'ches, but gongs were permittel:;ns 1‘?11121-“59 of bells ; Dome of the Chapel of St. Helena, a spot that figures in many paintings

ut all Armenian things, from their architecture t VI - and sketches. There they had erected a tent, at the entrance of which

dress of the clergy, representing, it is said, cture to the conical head- ] men were beating drums. Inside the tent was the Abbot with his

and a quaint mingling of ancient and ma;d’ert;le (il?g-e 98 Mot Ararat, priests all dressed in gorgeous array, and after a while they came out

:‘.hexr services where Latin customs mingle th G G als? evident iin | in procession. Very slowly they moved, or, to be more correct,

in their unfortunate history they have Eeev\vn ) reek, possibly because ! swayed from side to side, singing the quaintest of tunes. Three times

lanod; Pl n exiled to so many different § they perambulated the ]Some, symbolically searching for the Body of

ext visit w: g : i i i i i

o e Sy ot o Wt sy ey M S S bk i,

t}llmdcmg known as the Church of St. Thomas of the égl’_:a 1he ;““?ed On our way home through the crowded streets of the Christian quarter

waes for:szd;s‘ thereswas 8 1 strieet)of tHeiGermans * where T’ho:;il:ﬁ i most of the bazaar sellers rose to their feet saluted our President and

nded in 1128 f ilori ; i i j

:']L;rmgd the begil}nin(;r i}flet(}i:rgigefﬂogfr?ﬂi ng;ﬁ:ﬂ;rf;lﬁf hgsPi,tal 1 asl;ﬁhﬁsozssi;i in Jerusalem give much help to those who wish to

e siege of Acre in 1191. The Syrian Convent is cl. v q learn more about the ancient sites of historical, religious, or archzological

St. Thomas, and here the Syrian Bishop resid 7 pivie o) Qieistos importance. In this way I got to know several members of the Order
:]lfﬂcourtY”d this prelate met us and wlz ‘::;eelse.d &ttgleesen:ﬁan:f to § during my previous visit, especially Pére Vincent, a man of great

y o i Synan boys Cl.lanted lustily a hymn of welcome Zlft s il learning and with a knowledge of Jerusalem and its monuments probably
eresting conversation, which was made all the more S : unequalled in the city. The Bishop of Nassau and I paid this famous
presence of some Syrian youths belonging to St. G e .by the i Dominican an unofficial visit and had a long and interesting talk with
little church built on the traditional s iingf a . George’s, we visited the i him. Pére Vincent had no use whatever for controversy, being a man
of John, whose surname was Mark. In t(;xe cl?\ilri?ls:h(;ir:{ izra},’tt i MOtltljr i of much breadth of mind, and spoke mainly on Biblical criticism. The
S 1 only controversial subject discussed was the site of the martyrdom of

M%rdl_i);::; Yhz:]l: the Sy.-rians affirm was painted by St. Luke.
i c(; : sea.l Coptic Monastery, where the Abbot greeted us in a
it e 0] oon. Conversation was not easy, but there was one
} ety :s el;ndterstood' and spoke a little English. The Abbot was
sympa{’h . Withahiour ‘:1151!3, and we on our side were glad to show our
s bt m ;n his ﬂoqk af.ter the unchristian treatment recently
T M n;l y the Latins in the Church of the Holy Sepulchre.
. A s i Tt s D
n : e on the Latin Patri if i
Z')e:: t}:;;fxobtlee ‘t;n m;g;i\;e t]l;g;r rgla.tizgship. The latter ha:gk;:? éi:ﬂlwfleﬁ
¢ wledge the Abbot’s visit. Oh ! for five mi
gxf: Sti;ol:;avr:'t}::: ! calcl)?_; can imagine the kind of penance he woslg“iﬁli]i:zis: 4
iy gn?selves after his sweet name, and how he, the
v o i&s:sx, would have embraced the Coptic Abbot. )
it ti quickly passed_ , and our Kvas was getting somewhat
: ﬂoph:l s ere was still one more call to pay, namely, on those
b ';.nh :f ours, the A.byssinia,ns. Charming people and
B ol e Abbot, who rece.wed us with a gesture of benevolence
; w ure, was accompanied by a quaintly-costumed priest !
chiefly in skins, who not infrequently went to sleep during Pﬂ;ﬁ;‘\ \
W 1 to}d that he was a missionary who went evem T
1. Here was indeed difficult, but our

LT w f
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St. Stephen. According to the Franciscans, and also to the Orthodox
Church, the little Chapel close to the Gate of St. Stephen marks the
spot where St. Stephen was stoned. The Dominicans, on the other
hand, claim that the martyrdom took place on the site now occupied
by the modern Church of St. Stephen, and in the fifth century by a
Basilica built by the Empress Eudocia.

We next paid a visit to Notre Dame de France, the Convent of the
Assumptionists, the most imposing modern building outside the city
walls, built originally for the great concourse of pilgrims from France
that visited Jerusalem twice a year up to the beginning of the late war.
This hostel I made my headquarters four years ago, and one can live
there quite peaceably and not worried by persistent controversy.
Amongst other visits that afternoon we called at the monastery of
St. Salvatore, the headquarters of the Franciscans. Unfortunately, the
Guardiano was absent, but we were received by an old friend of mine,
Pére Ananie, who had shown me much courtesy on a previous occasion.
We discussed with him the recent trouble between the Copts and the
Latins, and suggested that the Latin Patriarch might have made a
beau geste by returning the call of the new Coptic Abbot, without doing

. derogatory to his dignity. But the good padre could not see
“that light ; the Copts were in the wrong, they were only toleratec
and must be made to keep ‘ :

their
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bV,

F after their expul from the C 1 It contains a

library, museum, orphanage and various shops, including a printing
office. The parish church of St. Salvatore adjoins it and is attended
by European and Arab Christians of the Latin rite.

On Tuesday the pilgrims having finished most of their corporate
visits in Jerusalem, began to split up into smaller parties and make
pilgrimages to various places outside the city, such as the famous Greek
convent of Mar Saba, Ain Karim the birth-place of the Baptist, Jericho
and the valley of Jordan. X

We were obliged to divide into three parties for the pilgrimage to
Nazareth and Galilee owing to the difficulties of accommodation.
The first party left for Nazareth on Tuesday morning and was escorted
by the Bishop of Nassau and the other five members of the committee.
A visit was paid en route to Jacob’s Well at Sychar, known as Bir
Samariyeh or the Well of the Samaritan Woman. = Here the Greeks are
rebuilding an ancient Basilica over the Well, but at the present time
are held up owing to lack of funds. As the American Church is raising
money towards the restoration of the Church of the Tomb of the Virgin
in the valley of Jehoshaphat, it would surely be a graceful action on
the part of the Anglican Church to be responsible for the completion

of the Church at Sychar. The Well, like Joseph’s tomb close by, is held
in veneration by Jew and Samaritan, Christian and Moslem, for its
authenticity rests on unbroken tradition. Passing between the famous
Mounts of Ebal and Gerizim we reached Nablous, the ancient Shechem,
where the few remaining Samaritans dwell, numbering not more than
one hundred and sixty. Hurrying through the spacious valley of
Esdraelon, some twenty-four miles long, with splendid views of Mount
Hermon and Mount Gilboah, we arrived about midday at Nazareth,
where we found an Archimandrite from the Metropolite waiting to
welcome us. 4

After lunch, having donned our ceremonial habits, and conducted

by the Archimandrite, we set out for the Greek Church of the Annuncia-
tion, where Cleopas, Metropolitan of Nazareth, greeted us. Introduc-
tions having been made, the Metropolitan invited the Bishop of Nassau
to read from the Gospel of St. Luke the story of the Annunciation, and
then asked him to give his blessing. A visit followed to the Virgin’s

Spring, from which water was drawn for the pilgrims to drink. Then

we were conducted to the Metropolite, where our president gave an

extempore address, and in his reply Mgr. Cleopas testified to his great
yearning for reunion with the Anglican Church.

Later in the afternoon we drove to the village of Cana of Galilee,

greet us and the bells rang out merrily. The Greek Church is built on
the traditional site of the ! Marriage Feast,” and our president was

i thmuuwmxdxretu.'-medt»nbesmlsfimdmxf.le«meo;hulmﬁ’
graphed the group. Then we drove down the steep hill through
plain o of Galilee, passing the Qoroun Hattin, wh

Py

where the Greek priests and most of their parishioners came out to

read in English the Gospel story. The children crowded round
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diterranean, with a climate tropical in comparison with that
g: f]heiul:ale:: How changed are the surroundings of that won.derful
lake ! There are scarcely any boats, only a few fishermen, no villages
or towns other than Tiberias, and no people to crovyd its sl}ol:es.
To-day Tiberias itself is a gay little plaoe,'wholely df:vmd of Chr'lstlan
atmosphere. About two miles from Tiberias there is a collection of
hovels known as the village of E1 Mejdel, with t'he ruins o{ an enclosing
wall and the fragments of two towers. This is the ancient Magd.a.la.
the birthplace of Mary Magdalene. Its present aspect is fitly de.smbed
in the words of Sir Edwin Arnold: * Desolate most of all, with one
starved palm, and huddle of sad, squalid hovels, thou El-Mejdel!
On the top of a small but very steep hill overlookxgg the lake, and not
far from Magdala, Mass was said the next morning at 7 a.m. The
arrangements had been made by one of the devoted 'laymen from
St. George’s Cathedral, and it could not have 13een possible to choose
a more beautiful or more fitting site. The pilgrims kne}t or stood near
the temporary altar, and about forty of them made their Communions.
The sun was already high in the heavens and burnt us ﬁe'rcely, S0 we
recommended those in charge of the next group of pilgrims to have
Mass at an earlier hour. For three successive days Mass was celebrated
in the open air, and many of the pilgrims would, I think, agree that t}m
was the most thrilling episode of the pilgrimage. Later in the morning
the pilgrims, some by the boat and others in cars, proceeded. to Ca.pemaum
and visited the ruins of the ancient synagogue, the Franciscan m'charge
showing us the most recent excavations, which xpcluded a mosaic ﬂo?r
said to have belonged to the house of Peter’s wife’s mother, where, in
later days, a small church had been built in honour of the chief of the
Apostles.  On returning to Nazareth, the Chaplain of the C.M.S. Church
met us and invited the pilgrims to evensong. The next morning the
Bishop of Nassau, who had been the guest of the ]'Sdetropohtan Cleopas,
said Mass in the Chapel of the Metropolite, wearing Greek vestments.
Leavened bread was used, and Holy Communion given by intinction.
On the next two mornings Mass was said in this Chapel by the Blshop
of Nebraska and Fr. Fynes-Clinton respectively, much to the grati-
fication of the charming and courteous Metropolit.an.

On the evening of our return to Jerusalem, again by the courtesy of
Sir Henry Lunn, a dinner was given by the committee at the New
Grand Hotel to the heads of the local churches, and I treasure the Menu
which contains the signatures of those who were present. ’l:he Governor
of Jerusalem gave us much help by sending out the invitations an'd also
by arranging the position of the guests, a very dehca.te matter in the
East. There were present : The Bishop of Nassgu, in the chair, the
Armenian Patriarch (His Beatitude Elisee Tourian), Dr. Malennes.
Anglican Bishop ; Timotheos, Archbishop of Jordan, representing the

Patriarch ; the Abyssinian Abbot with a priest; the Coptic Abbot
with a priest; the Syrian Bishop with his chaplain; the Armenian
Vardapet M. Israclian; The Governor of Jerusalem; A
Wad . E. Hanauer of the CM.S.; th
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Phythian Adams and other representatives of St. George’s Cathedral.
The pilgrims were represented by their President, Fr. Millard, C.R.,
I Colonel Fergusson (representing Sir Henry Lunn), Mr. Sidney Dark,
| the Rev. C. Beaufort Moss (who read an address in Greek to the Patriarch
| from the Archbishop of Dublin), the Revs. F. H. Hawkins, Maurice
‘ Child, R. C. Wainwright, H. Whitby, S. G. R. Murray, G. Napier
I ‘Whittingham, Mr. S. Gurney and others. We were sorry not to have the
‘j Reverend H. J. Fynes-Clinton and the Bishop of Nebraska with us, but
;‘3 > they had not yet returned from Galilee. Some interesting speeches were
| made, and one may safely assume that all the thirty-four guests at the
banquet felt that they had been present at an historic occasion. |
The following day the pilgrims still in Jerusalem (for many were at
this time in Galilee and others were taking the last opportunity of a
| visit to the Jordan valley) were officially received by Sir Herbert
I Samuel, the High Commissioner whose residence is on the top of Mount
Il Scopus. This massive building, which disfigures the beautiful Mount,
I was constructed as a German hospice by the former Emperor of Germany
‘ whose painting in the robes of Charlemagne figures prominently in the
i[ private chapel no longer used. The gardens are very beautiful, and
I from the windows of the Residency one obtains a superb view of the
| Jordan and the Dead Sea. On the return journey a halt was made
at the British Military Cemetery, on Mt. Scopus. We found the
graves of the last Crusaders carefully tended and no distinction made
between officers and men in the ranks. At present the graves still have
little wooden crosses, but the regulation stone crosses had just arrived
and will shortly be put into position. The pilgrims gathered round
the Bishop of Nassau as he conducted a short service of prayer for the
departed, the Anglican Bishop in Jerusalem was present and other
priests and laymen connected with St. George’s Cathedral. Onreturning
to Jerusalem several of the pilgrims found their way to the Wall of
Wailing, a collection of old Jewish blocks of stone pieced together into
a wall near the Dome of the Rock. Here we saw many Jews assembled
to pray and to lament, as is their custom week by week, on the eve
of the Sabbath. This custom seems to have been followed since the
time of Constantine, when Jews were allowed to weep at this wall once
a year, and it is ever regarded by them as a place of prayer and tears.
The Jews of to-day, however, do not only wail for their lost Temple,
but also offer petitions sent them by co-religionists from other countries.
It may be added that the Zionists do not altogether approve of this
weekly exhibition of lamentation, for their aim is not to rebuild the
Temple but to make Palestine a prosperous and commercial land wherein
Jews will once again predominate. 1
On the Saturday morning all the pilgrims in Jerusalem met in
George’s Cathedral at 7 a.m. for Corporate Communion which |
administered to them by the Angli i isted by Arch-
dy, "d}e Revs. Dr. Danby and Philip Usher, the collections

ar not for the first time, Archdeacon Waddy conduct
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and stony descent to the Pool of Siloam, the pilgrims crossed the brook
Cedron, skirted the Egyptian remains by the village of Siloé, upon
which our Lord must often have gazed, and then for a few paces along
the Bethany Road which leads to the sacred Garden. Here, in the
moonlight, they knelt and prayed in silence without hindrance or inter-
ruption. It is sad to relate that the Franciscans have recently built
a large and peculiarly ugly church which completely destroys the beauty
of the quiet little garden as one remembers it of old. It was being
finished hastily in time for its consecration by the Papal Legate, Cardinal
Giorgi, who was coming to Jerusalem for that purpose. As the Pro-
Jerusalem Society has done so much to hinder further disfigurement of
the Mount of Olives, it is a pity that its power did not extend to this
grotesque act of vandalism.

On the last Sunday in Jerusalem the pilgrims met in a field adjacent
to the Cathedral and thence walked in procession, headed by the Fiery
Cross. The procession was most imposing, and the vestments of the
Bishop and Clergy shone out bravely in the brilliant sunshine. Nearly
all the pilgrims took part in it, and were accompanied by the Vardapet
Israelian, representing the Armenian Patriarch, Sir Gilbert Clayton,
Colonial Secretary to the High Commissioner, the Governor of Jerusalem
and the Cathedral Clergy. High Mass followed, the sermon being
preached by Archdeacon Waddy, who made a direct appeal to the
pilgrims to support the work of the Church in Palestine. At the con-
clusion of the service Sir Ronald Storrs addressed the pilgrims on
behalf of the * Pro-Jerusalem Society,” explaining its excellent work in
preventing vandalism within and without the Holy City, and, for
example, he instanced the desire of a syndicate to run an electric tram-
way up the Mount of Olives and also along the road from Bethany to
the Jordan! ~

In the afternoon a small party of us went to Hebron, one of the most
ancient cities in the world, and as I had been debarred from going there
on my previous visit owing to military exigencies, I was most anxious
to visit it this time. The Governor of Jerusalem provided us with
passes, which should have given us the enirée not only to this ancient
city of Judah, but also to the Mosque, wherein are buried—in the Cave
of Macpelah—Abraham and Sarah. The entrance to the Mosque was
surrounded by the usual ‘‘ stage ”’ crowd, and our ““ passes "’ read by all
and sundry. The Sheikh, who is supposed to countersign these docu-
ments, was away from home, and therefore, after arguments somewhat
lengthy and unintelligible, we who pay taxes for the upkeep of this
country were refused entrance. From every point of view this was an
unfortunate contretemps. The inhabitants of Hebron are not friendly
to non-Moslems at any time, and doubtless they were glad of any excuse
to snub us. Our feelings were somewhat relieved on receiving, later,
a very polite message from the Governor of Jerusalem to the effect that
he was ‘ gravely distressed to hear what happened to the distinguishec
visitors for whom I obtained | passes from the supreme ]
ouncil to visit the 1 have sent for
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_Most of the important official residents in Jerusalem gave farewell
dinners on the Sunday night and on the next day the pilgrims split
| up into three groups—one going by rail to Cairo to pay an official
I visit to the Coptic Patriarch, the second to present an address
i to His Beatitude Gregorios, Patriarch of Antioch, and the third
‘ Temaining one day longer in Jerusalem and then sailing from
it Jaffa to meet the first group at Alexandria. Just before the first
i party left for Cairo a Kvas arrived from the Greek Patriarchate with
a gift to the President of the pilgrimage of a very beautiful pastoral
staff made of ebony, silver and mother-of-pearl. The staff is of the
| style used in the Greek Church, surmounted with two serpents with a
\ cross between them and of Bethlehem workmanship. ! A
‘ Before our departure from Jerusalem the committee presented the f
b

sum of fE100 to the Greek Patriarchate, fE50 to the Metropolitan of
Nazareth and £E115 for the relief of the Arab Orthodox Clergy working
in Palestine, these sums having been given by the pilgrims during the
voyage from Marseilles to Jaffa. The pilgrims also made substantial
gifts in money and kind to the Anglican Church in Jerusalem and St.
George’s Hostel, and in this they were greatly helped by two very
I generous donations from Sir Henry Lunn.
| This article would not be complete without some account of the
Missions to the Patriarch of Antioch and the Coptic Patriarch of Cairo.
As regards the first, I cannot do better than give the story in the words
of Fr. Frere and Fr. Moss, who were in charge of this special Mission. )

The Reverend H. C. Frere writes :—

“ On Monday, May 19th, I drove with an interpreter, Mr. Yusepteen,
to the Patriarchate and met with a most kindly and friendly welcome
from the Patriarch. I explained that I was one of a party of Anglican
pilgrims visiting the Holy Land and that the rest were expected shortly.
I was greatly surprised to hear that His Beatitude had not heard any-
thing about the Anglo-Catholic Pilgrimage or the receptions at Alexandria
or in Jerusalem, or that any of the pilgrims would be visiting Damascus ;
so, in consequence, he had made no arrangements for our reception,
but at my request he promised to receive the pilgrims officially later on.
On Wednesday, May 21st, I called at the British Consulate and arranged
with the interpreter to hold himself in readiness to accompany the
pilgrims when visiting the Patriarchate. On the same day I saw
Mr. Shamiyeh, the proprietor of the Palace Hotel, a Greek Orthodo:
and drove with him to the Patriarchate and saw the Bishop of the
Hourdn, and arranged with the latter for the use of the small church
it the Patriarchate for our early Masses. The Bishop also showed me
telegram received yesterday from Bishop MacInnes asking the Patriarch

ceive the pilgrims. Later in the afternoon the Patriarch returne
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and other Orthodox priests and laymen, and the alms collected at the
offertory were handed to the Bishop for his poor. At 9.30 a.m. the
pilgrims assembled at the Patriarchate and received a special mark of
welcome by the Patriarch advancing to meet them.at the door, and not,
as in ordinary circumstances, coming in to receive them after their
arrival. An address had been drawn up by the Rev. H. J. Fynes-
Clinton, and an Arabic translation had been handed to the Patriarch
earlier in the morning. The address was now read in English and the
Patriarch made a brief reply to the effect that he had had no time to
prepare an answer, so he only confi : d1l 1f to expressic of warm
and hearty welcome and of great friendliness to the Anglican Church.
At the conclusion of the reception, which lasted some time, the Patriarch
gave us his blessing and then conducted us to the Greek Church of
St. Mark, a most beautiful building, richly ornaugented. Thence we
proceeded to our motors, the Patriarch again showing us great honour
by accompanying us to the entrance gate. Before leaving I told the
Bishop of the Houran that if the Patriarch would send a reply in writing
I would forward it to the Anglo-Catholic Pilgrimage Cqm.mi_ttee, The
Patriarch was anxious to pay the pilgrims a return visit if it cquld be
arranged on British soil, so I was able to make arrangements w§th Mr.
Smart, the Consul, and consequently we were privileged to receive the
Patriarch at the Consulate at 4 p.m. His Beatitude stayed wlth' us an
hour and it was altogether a most delightful gathering, the Pam'arc.h s
affectionate attitude, together with his unaffected geniality, winning
all our hearts. In the course of the conversation HisBeatitude. remarked
that he had taken the pilgrims to his heart as friends, owing to ﬂ}e
friendly action of Bishop Blyth with regard to the Orthodox in
his diocese of Beirfit and the Lebanon in 1902, in which work I had the
great privilege of being closely associated.”
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