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Abstract: In the summer of 1939, Miron Cristea, “the greatest patriarch of Orthodoxy” –
as he was regarded by the King of Ethiopia, Haile Selassie, visited England in an attempt
to “remove the difficulties which prevent a close-up and the intimate cooperation of all
Christians”. In Great Britain, Miron Cristea – an emblematic figure in the history and the
memory of all Romanians – met several representatives of the Anglican Church, the
academic environment and also King Edward VIII, sustaining that “The Church must be
one, holy and apostolic”.
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The bilateral meeting between the Romanian Orthodox Church and the
Anglican Church are among the summit meetings necessary for a better political,
cultural and spiritual understanding between Romania and Great Britain. Between
1925 and 1939, the Romanian Orthodox Church was headed and coordinated by
Patriarch Miron Cristea (1868–1939)1 who was also an emblematic political
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About 60 years of age. Born in Transylvania of peasant parents. Studied theology at Sibiu and the
University of Budapest, where he obtained his Doctorate of Philosophy. He then became secretary to the
Orthodox Consistory at Sibiu and was sent to Budapest to defend Roumanian Church interests. In the twenty
years previous to the war he took a leading part in the defence of the religious and social life of the
Roumanians in Transylvania against the Hungarians. After the union was unanimously elected Patriarch of
Greater Roumania. Was appointed to the Council of Regency in 1927. He did not play any important role in
the Regency, where he was overshadowed by the late M. Buzdugan, and he publicly stated on the eve of
King Carol’s return that he could not withstand the express will of the Roumanian people. Subsequently he
devoted himself exclusively to ecclesiastical matters. He enjoys considerable authority and prestige in the
Roumanian Orthodox Church, and is said to be anxious to stem the tide of rationalist modernism which has
invaded some of the younger members of the Orthodox priesthood. But the position of the Roumanian
Patriarch is such that he must always be somewhat subservient to the Government and exposed to political
pressure, as, indeed, His Beatitude was during his term as Regent (description by Michael Palairet, Great
Britain’s representative in Bucharest; Mr. Palairet to Sir John Simon, January 1, 1932 – Reports on leading
personalities in Roumania. The National Archives, Richmond, Kew, U.K., fond Foreign Office 371/
Political Southern Roumania, vol. 15 990/1932, f. 136).
„C.S. Nicolăescu-Plopşor” – YEARBOOK/ANUARUL, vol. XX, 2019, pp. 31–46
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militant and held the most important positions in the Romanian state: a member of
the Regency (July 1927 – June 1930) and President of the Council of Ministers
(10th February 1938 – 6th March 1939)2. Throughout his entire activity, His
Beatitude Patriarch Miron Cristea spoke in favour of cultivating the national feeling,
ending political disunion, adopting any necessary means to protect the Romanian
state, at the same time being an excellent leader of the Romanian Orthodox
Church, who tied his name not only to being the first patriarch, but also to his
contributions in the area of theology, the organisation of monastic life, etc. Referring
to his church activity, Antonie Plămădeală, an absolute authority on the life and
work of Miron Cristea, emphasised the following: “He organised and consolidated
ecclesiastic institutions, endowed them with code regulations and secured the
personnel. He reached the top of the pyramid, but remained a wellbalanced man,
being summoned to high positions not because he was a politician, but because he
provided solutions from outside politics, in order to allow politicians to reconsider
and clarify their ideas”3.
As Patriarch of Romania and “the greatest patriarch of Orthodoxy – as
Emperor Haile Selassie called him in 1936”4, in an attempt to close ties with the
other Orthodox churches around the world, he went on a voyage to meet the most
important hierarchs of Orthodoxy: the Ecumenical Patriarch Constantine III of
Constantinople, Patriarch Meletius of Alexandria, Patriarch Damianos of Jerusalem,
Archbishop Chrysostomos of Greece, the Archbishop of Cyprus, the Archbishop of
Mount Sinai and the Metropolitan Nicholas of Nubia5.
Miron Cristea also played a decisive role in the development of relations
between the Romanian Orthodox Church and the Anglican Church. Even as early
as 1922, the Patriarchate of Constantinople informed the Holy Synod of the
Romanian Orthodox Church that it deliberated on the matter of the validity of the
Anglican ordinations and asked all sister churches to examine the matter and
communicate the results. In December 1924, the Holy Synod proceeded to examine
this problem and entered close and permanent ties with the Anglican Church. On the
1st June 1935, an imposing deputation of the Anglican Church arrived in Bucharest –
as we learn from the newspaper Universul, in the editorial entitled ‘Bine ați venit’
(Welcome) – made up of several bishops and their assistants, led by Bishop Nugent
of Lincoln and Archbishop of Dublin, Gregg. The aim of this delegation was, as
related in the same press release, “to come into direct contact with His Beatitude
2

See Vasile Netea, Înalt Prea Sfinția Sa Patriarhul României Dr. Miron Cristea. La împlinirea
vârstei de 70 de ani (1868–1938), Târgu Mureș, 1938; Constantin I. Stan, Patriarhul Miron Cristea: o viață
– un destin, Bucharest, Paideia Publishing, 2009; Lucian Dindirică, Miron Cristea. Patriarh, Regent și
Prim-ministru, Iași, Tipo Moldova Publishing, 2011.
3
Apud Ioan Scurtu, Un om al bisericii în politică: Miron Cristea, in vol. Istoria românilor de
la Carol I la Nicolae Ceaușescu, Bucharest, Mica Valahie Publishing, 2010, p. 224.
4
Apud Ioana Burlacu, Miron Cristea și relațiile internaționale ale Bisericii Ortodoxe Române,
in “Angvstia”, no. 4, 1999, p. 335.
5
Lucian Dindirică, op. cit., pp. 237–240.
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Miron and his distinguished advisers, in order to resume the canonical discussions
between the Anglican Church and the representatives of the Romanian Orthodox
Church, meant to eliminate the difficulties that prevent a close-up and the intimate
cooperation of all Christians”. The conjoint activity proves fruitful, with remarkable
positive results6. In the wake of that success, in the following year, Patriarch Miron
Cristea was invited to London by the Archbishop of Canterbury. Thus, on 28th June
1936, His Holiness Patriarch Miron Cristea arrived in London, where “he was
welcomed with great pomp by the representatives of the Archbishop of Canterbury
and the Anglican Church, representatives of the government and the Romanian
Legation. A religious choir sang religious hymns while the official convoy was
formed”7. In Great Britain, Miron Cristea met with Cosmo, the Archbishop of
Canterbury, Ghermanos, the Orthodox Metropolitan of Thyateira, Edward VIII,
King of England as well as bishops and representatives of the academic
environment8. Speaking about this visit, the important British newspaper “The
Church Times” emphasised that “We are, as we have always been, vigorous
supporters of any effort meant to bring the Anglican churches in close connection
and complete union with the Eastern Orthodox churches. We have held, and will
continue to hold that between these two great communities there is already not only
practical identity as regards the fundamental religious faith and the basic truths of
Christian symbols, but also a great extent of the common belief in the Church of
Christ, who is Her mystical Head and also in the means of grace which He
ordained and set forth... We look forward with happy anticipation to the day of the
complete reunion in one body, when the two communities shall form a big
succession of autocephalous Churches, united in a single relation of faith and
collective solidarity. It is our peaceful hope that the present visit of the Romanian
Patriarch (an «eminent representative of Orthodoxy») may bring this day one step
closer to its realization”9. At the same time, His Beatitude, the Greek Metropolitan
Ghermanos of Thyateira declared in His salutation that “he was very happy to be
able to meet the most representative hierarch of the Christian Orthodox Church
today”10. From this point of view, “the presence in England of our Patriarch paid a
real and meaningful service to the two Churches”11.
The representative of the Romanian Legation to Great Britain, C.M. Laptew,
also commented: “Indeed, both the Archbishop of Canterbury and also the other
Anglican Bishops and clergy were very welcoming to the Head of our Church and
endeavoured to show Him the esteem and veneration which the High Hierarch of
the Romanian Autocephalous Church enjoys here. The fact that His Majesty King
6

Apud Ioana Burlacu, art. cit., p. 336.
Arhiva Ministerului Afacerilor Externe al României, Bucharest (The Archives of the
Romanian Foreign Ministry, Bucharest, hereinafter: AMAE), fond Londra, vol. 223, unpaged.
8
Apud Lucian Dindirică, op. cit., p. 244.
9
AMAE, fond Londra, vol. 223, unpaged.
10
Ibidem.
11
Ibidem.
7
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Edward VIII granted His Sanctity the Patriarch an audience which lasted more than
25 minutes, was much commented on, since by tradition, the Sovereign does not
grant such audiences to the High Prelates who come to England. This exception
was made for our Patriarch and I was able to find out from the Court Circles, how
impressed the King was with the personality of His Beatitude. Therefore, this visit has
undoubtedly been able to contribute to taking a step forward towards the close-up
of our two Churches. While the talks between the Patriarch and the representatives
of the Anglican Church consisted more of an informal exchange of ideas and an
adjustment of the matters decided in Bucharest in 1935, more systematic
discussions being planned during the subsequent meeting which is to take place in
1937, it is certain that the personal contact now established will greatly facilitate
the achievement of the rapprochement desired by both Churches”12.
“From the conversations I was able to have – C.M. Laptew continued – with
the various personalities with whom our Patriarch came into contact – in London,
Cambridge and Lincoln – I was able to ascertain the great impression made by the
Patriarch of Romania on everybody owing to His extensive culture and his
enlightened spirit. This observation is all the more complimentary as the
ecclesiastic and scholastic circles with which Patriarch Miron Cristea came into
contact represent the highest social class, not deprived of significant political
influence, though not always wielded openly. The fact that the Patriarch of
Romania comes from Transylvania lent more authority to the explanations and the
information provided by His Beatitude as regards Romanian matters. In the end, I
believe nothing could define this visit better than the words of the Archbishop of
Canterbury: «I was a little afraid of this visit, but Your Patriarch ingratiated Himself to
everyone so much that I now consider Him our true and sincere friend»13.
The height of the visit was market by the private audience with King Edward
VIII. “I had the honour – declared His Beatitude Patriarch Miron – to be received
by H.M. King Edward […]. The talks between us, as well as those with the heads
of the Anglican Church strengthen my conviction that the English people and the
Romanian people made great and solid progress. The Romanian people shall never
forget the strong support lent by the British in achieving their national ideal, the
unity of all Romanians within our natural boundaries”14. The religious newspapers
and magazines also eulogised Patriarch Miron. Thus, “The Tablet” wrote, among
others: “Of all the Orthodox hierarchs who have visited England since the war,
none left a more profound impression than the Lord of the Romanian Church,
Patriarch Miron. He is the most symbolic of all Romanian figures, and his country
is now the largest Orthodox state”15.
12

Ibidem.
Ibidem.
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Ibidem.
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Ibidem.
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Commenting on this event, the great historian Nicolae Iorga also made public
the following opinion: “We are glad about the manner in which the Patriarch of
Romania was received in London. Father Miron fraternised with the Anglican
Church, biblical Protestantism, but with traditional Episcopalian liturgy and
hierarchy, a fraternisation which the English religious circles have been searching
for a long time. But what London conveys is not only the ecclesiastic aspect, in
itself interesting, but also a true demonstration of warm-heartedness for Romania
and the Romanians”16.
Through his entire activity – as fighter for the national cause; organiser and
reformer of the Romanian Orthodox Church; political conciliator during the difficult
moments the country traversed, always searching for an appeasement of conflicts
through gentleness; supporter of the initiative to build a Cathedral of the “People’s
Salvation”; theologian of Orthodoxy, etc. – Patriarch Miron Cristea remains an
emblematic figure in the history and the memory of the Romanian people.
Appendices
-1Arrival of His Beatitude the Patriarch of Romania
1. His Beatitude and Suite of about four will leave Paris at 10.00 hours on
Sunday 28th June 1936, and should reach Folkestone at 15.20. It is hoped that there will
be someone on the quay to meet him and to take him to the Pullman car reserved
for him.
2. The train is due to leave Folkestone at 15.44 arriving at No. 9 Platform,
Victoria Station (Continental Side) at 17.20. The Pullman car should berth at a
point beside the second bay in the Customs shed, and a railed off enclosure is to be
provided.
3. These attending the reception are requested to be on the station not later
than 17.10 and to announce their arrival to Mr. Davies who will allocate their
position.
4. As soon as His Beatitude has descended from the train the following
presentation will be made by:
(a) The Romanian Minister, or his representative; the party from the Romanian
Legation.
(b) The Bishop of Fulham, Gibraltar and Lincoln.
(c) Archbishop Germanos.
(d) A deputation of young people bearing offerings of flowers.
(e) Other dignitaries.
5. A Passage way from the platform through the Customs shed will be open
to waiting cars, and before entering His Beatitude will listen to a short hymn sung
by the Choir, stationed near door-way of the leading car.
16

Apud Ioana Burlacu, art. cit., p. 336.
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6. Official cars will enter Victoria Station by the incline leading from St.
George’s Road, and will pull up on the left at a point about 20 yards from the base
of the incline. Chaffeurs should informs the police of their arrival and ask for the
“Romanian Party”. All cars are asked to be in position not later than 17.00 hours, in
order that time may be given to their marshalling. Mr. Ewart’s car will proceed first
and will be followed by Newbolt’s and others.
7. Those following may proceed in their own cars to Westminster Abbey
where the party will be met by the Dean and officials. It is hoped that the Abbey
will be reached by 17.40 provided the train is not late. Mr. Ewart’s and Newbolt’s
cars will remain and will park near the entrance to Deans Yard. After the Abbey
ceremony, the arrangements of which are in the hands of the Dean, the official party
will proceed to Lambeth where it is expected that they will arrive about 18.15. Other
details as to arrangements may be obtained from Mr. Davies, Abbey 3844 between
9.15 and 6 p.m. and 9.15 and 12.30 on Saturday. Last minute enquiries should be
telephoned to Mr. Davies between 1 p.m. and 2 p.m. on Sunday at Regent 7200.
***
Visit of Romanian Patriarch and Party 1936
Sunday, June 28

th

Monday, June 29th
10 a.m.
11 a.m.
Afternoon
Evening
Tuesday, June 30th
Morning
12.45 p.m.
4.30 p.m.
8 p.m.
Wednesday, July 1st
11 a.m.

Afternoon
Evening
Thursday, July 2nd
Morning
1 p.m.
4 p.m.

Arrive Victoria 5,20 p.m
Drive to Westminster Abbey to visit Tomb of Unknown Warrior and
Shrine of St. Edward: reception by Dean of Westminster
Drive to Lambeth Palace as guest of Archbishop of Canterbury
Attend Liturgy of St. Peter, St. Sophia’s Cathedral, Moscow Road, W.2.
Drive into Surrey.
Lunch with the Bishop of Fulham, at Holcroft, Reigate.
Return to Lambeth Palace.
Dinner party given by Archbishop of Canterbury.
Rumanian Legation Luncheon at Ritz Hotel, Piccadilly.
Lord Salisbury’s Reception in the Peers’ Lobby, House of Lords,
to meet the Church of England Council on Foreign Relations.
Mr. Athelstan Riley’s Dinner, Athenaeum Club.
His Beatitude attends University of London Centenary Service,
St. Paul’s Cathedral, followed by Lord Mayor’s Luncheon at Guildhall.
Other members of the party attend Sung Eucharist in St. Edward’s House,
the London House of the Cowley Fathers.
His Beatitude and entourage take up residence at St. James’ Court,
Westminster.

Bishop of Gibraltar’s Luncheon at St. Ermin’s Hotel, Westminster.
Garden party at Fulham Palace given by the Bishop of London,
Anglican President of the Anglican and Eastern Churches Association.
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Evening
Friday, July 3rd
Morning
3.15 p.m.
Evening
Saturday, July 4th
Morning
Late afternoon
Saturday, July 5th
Monday, July 6th
Note:
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H.M. the King gives special audience to His Beatitude at Buckingham
Palace.
Leave for Cambridge to visit the University as guests of Sir Stephen
Gaselee.
Leave Cambridge for Lincoln.
Arrive The Old Palace, Lincoln, as guests of the Bishop of Lincoln.
Entertained by the Bishop of Lincoln.
Leave Lincoln.
If desired, members of the party will be taken to places of interest (such as
the British Museum etc.) on Tuesday morning, 30th, Wednesday evening
1st,
Thursday morning and evening 2nd July and on Friday July 3rd.

AMAE, London fund, vol. 223, unpaged.
-2Reasons for His Beatitude the Patriarch’s journey to England (I)
Returning the visit of the Anglican Bishops. His Beatitude our Patriarch
Miron had, ever since 1935, decided to make a personal return visit to the heads of
the ecclesiastic life in England and in particular to meet its representative, so as to
gather unmediated impressions about the status of the movements for the twinning,
the close-up or even union between the Anglican and the Orthodox Church. As the
time was late and everyone was tired after the talks in Bucharest, and King George
V of England, from whom the English government had obtained an audience for
our Patriarch, had fallen ill during His jubilee festivities – His Beatitude deemed it
proper to postpone this visit for a more appropriate time, in 1936, so as he could
also explore a few of the more important centres in Italy, Switzerland, France,
Germany, et al.
The talks in Bucharest. The manner in which the talks in Bucharest were
conducted and the resulting possibilities to achieve this historic act impressed some
of the delegates so profoundly, that they fell to their knees and with tears in their
eyes they prayed in their language for the triumph of these endeavours. His
Beatitude the Patriarch himself was extremely satisfied with the results of the talks
in the joint Romanian-Anglican committee. The conclusions signed by both parties
are indicative not only of a hopeful closeness to Orthodox doctrine, but also a
decisive acceptance of the doctrine in some of its most essential points. This
represents an important progress compared to all the previous talks, held either in
Russia, Constantinople, Lambeth Palace or elsewhere.
But however promising the result in Bucharest in 1935 was, it is only
achieved with the representatives of the Anglican Church, delegated among the most
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distinguished heads of the clergy, bishops, and theologian clerics. It remained for
the supreme ecclesiastical authorities to express a point of view on the conclusions
reached in Bucharest. And, on the other hand, it is vital to find out the opinion of
the people, the believers of the Anglican Church, who, according to the establishment
of this Church, also have a say, even in canonical matters. The parliament must
also be consulted, although this seems impossible to understand in today’s state of
affairs, as the Parliament may include not only Anglican deputies, but also secretaries,
Roman Catholics, Jews, atheists, etc. Therefore, what would these people have to
do with the most intimate matters regarding other people’s doctrine and belief?
Because being a State Church today can no longer have the old import, of allowing
state organs – the Parliament – with all its mosaic of Christians and non-Christians
to determine its doctrine. The anomaly has begun to be solved by the said incongruence,
the force of circumstance. How? In a simple way. The bishopric introduced in all
churches the “Payer Book” the revised ritual book, although in the House of Commons
it was rejected with 24 votes. The people accepted it, and it is being used by everyone.
Hence, this impediment seems to weigh less in the achievement of a
favourable result of movements for the Anglican Church’s return to Her old banks,
which is the Orthodox Apostolic Church of the East.
The missionary work of our Church. That is why it is necessary to confirm on
the scene the views on this matter held by the Head of Church, their Bishops, major
clerics and intellectual believers. This was indeed the major reason behind the visit
to England of His Beatitude our tireless Patriarch Miron. Such high reasons ought
to represent his main concerns as a Patriarch and the function of the Church should
be to relieve him of all the little administrative chores for which other responsible
bodies should be found, our church is not an institution frozen only in the circle of
internal interests, as important as they may be, but should look out on the wide
world more and – under the banner of Her Orthodox doctrine, in all her apostolic
and ecumenical purity – should undergo missionary work to bring back to Her
bosom at least some of those who were separated from Her by evil circumstances.
Our case is welcome as the Anglican Church Herself is looking for ways to come
back and is firmly caught in the current of this movement. Therefore, it would be a
crime against our Orthodox doctrine to remain indifferent and not try to do
everything in our power to facilitate the close-up and the return to the common fold
of such a cardinal Church as the Anglican one. This is our ultimate duty. “Go and
lift up the peoples,” of course, in an Orthodox meaning. Whoever receives is
welcome. Where one fails... they go in search of better lands and opportunities. Our
doctrine does not hide under a bushel in front of anybody, but stands high, “to
shine light on everyone”.
Let us then give thanks to God that the Romanian Patriarchate has come to
continue and to lend wings to this mission of the Ecumenical Church through the
personality and the actions of our Patriarch in England, a man who left everywhere
the most excellent impression and undivided consideration, both among state and
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Church leaders and also the large English public present inside churches, at receptions
and garden parties. Since his arrival – on 28th June – and until his departure – on 8th
July 1936 – he was the object of everyone’s attention, the convivial reception and
the great attention he was shown throughout his visit must please all of us who
aspire to the rise of our nation and of the Romanian Church among foreign peoples
and countries and also to their appearance in a better light than the one in which
they are currently regarded in many places.
Father Grigorie Antal, from St. Spyridon the New Church
AMAE, London fund, vol. 223, unpaged.
-3Reasons for His Beatitude the Patriarch’s journey to England (II)
What the Anglicans declared in Bucharest (II). During the time when His
Beatitude Patriarch Miron and his Suite – His Grace Bishop Dr. Andrei Mager of
Arad, the Right Reverend Father Archimandrite and theologian Dr. Iuliu Scriban,
the Reverend Father Florian Gâldău and the undersigned were the guests of the
Archbishop of Canterbury and Primate of the Anglican Church, I was able to
mention some of the most important points in the matter which interests us.
Namely: during the Conference in Bucharest, certain canonical matters, which
were also discussed in the Lambeth Conference, were made clear.
The Anglican delegation was presented some of the most essential articles of
the Orthodox doctrine, crystallising an image of them so that it may be in perfect
accord with Orthodoxy. Thus they accepted the decisions of ecumenical synods
and the valuable writings of our Holy Fathers and great teachers of Christianity up
to John of Damascus as fountains of faith, in conjunction with the Holy Scriptures
and the Holy Tradition; they recognised holy orders as sacrament, as mystery, with
all the moments comprised in our dogma; they recognised the sacrament of the
Holy Eucharist in the form presented by the Romanian commission, that all seven
sacraments are based in the Holy Scriptures, and not only two, as it is with the
Protestants; they acknowledged the need to do good deeds alongside the sola fide
for salvation; et al. All these are principles of Orthodox doctrine, recanted by
Protestants during the Reformation, but true Anglicans have always protested
categorically when someone included them among “Protestants”, because they did
not follow the progress of the Reform literally. That is the reason why the Anglican
delegation was able to approach the Eastern Church so rapidly.
It remains now for the delegation to report everything to the supreme
authorities of the Anglican Church, namely those in the districts of Canterbury and
York, which have a separate organisation. These authorities are the Bishopric and
the church congresses, made up of clerics and laypeople. And, in order to make
them effectual for the Anglicans who live on all continents, various other formalities
are required; among others, they need to be approved by the great congress of all
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Anglican Bishops in the world (over 300), who convene at Lambeth Palace every
ten years. It is only when all these corporations have expressed their views that we
can be certain that this matter has made an important official step forward.
The manner in which the articles in Bucharest are regarded in England.
There is another moment which should not be forgotten. Based on the talks, the
Anglican Church does not lean towards a union with the Orthodox Church, either
the Romanian or another, but with the Ecumenical Christian Orthodox Church of
the East, as an integral unit. Therefore, it is absolutely necessary that the articles
discussed in Bucharest are examined during a conference with representatives of
all the Orthodox autocephalous Churches, so that they belong to the entire Church
of the east, and not only to the Romanian Church. They may even be considered an
addendum and a more detailed clarification of the ideas discussed during the
Lambeth Palace conference by the joint commission with delegates of all the
Orthodox Churches. This commission exists. The Anglican delegates were chaired
by the Bishop of Gloucester, while the leader of the Orthodox delegates was the
Patriarch of Alexandria. In this matter our Patriarch Miron reached a certain
understanding with the primates of the Anglican Church.
In this situation it is therefore important to determine how the entire Anglican
Church regards the articles in Bucharest. From the most authorised circles of the
Church in London, we were able to find that almost all the bishops, the clergy and
many intellectuals agree with the conclusions reached in Bucharest, except for a
group of extremist Protestants and some who lean towards the union with Rome.
Some of the “extremist Protestants” addressed two memoirs to London showing
that they do not agree with the conclusions reached in Bucharest, because, after
examining them, they determine that they contradict the 39 Articles of the
Anglican Reform. Asking for more information, I found that the number of these
“extremists” is not too big. The group includes a bishop who, we hope, will be
convinced and drawn towards the general movement in favour of Orthodoxy.
Those who lean towards Rome are even less numerous, but more aggressive and more
active. Needless to say, behind them lurk the agents of Rome, the ramifications
reaching distant places. However, this group can not constitute a serious threat to
the return of the Anglican Church to the old banks. In fact intrigues and all sorts of
legal and illegal means were employed in similar cases in the past. The very history
of our Romanian Principalities comprises numerous such examples.
Father Grigorie Antal, from St. Spyridon the New Church
AMAE, London fund, vol. 95, unpaged.
-4Reasons for His Beatitude the Patriarch’s journey to England (III)
The serious nature of the close-up movement derives from the fact that the
supreme authority of the Church insisted that our Orthodox Patriarch bless the
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tomb of the country’s saint patron, King Edward the Confessor and also from the
singular honour he was given in all the churches he reviewed. Moreover, the
utterance of ‘Our Symbol of Orthodox Faith’ during a festive liturgy in the huge
Lincoln Cathedral proves beyond doubt that the Anglican Church places itself
under the banner of faith of the Saint Mother Church of the East.
In the Lincoln Cathedral, His Beatitude uttered the following blessing:
“Your Lordship Bishop of Lincoln,
Your Right Reverends, bishops and priests,
Beloved Christians!
First and foremost, I want to thank for the bottom of my heart His Lordship
the Bishop of Lincoln, my dear friend, for the celebratory reception and the warm
Christian and friendly greeting he addressed me personally and my companions,
both in his name and on behalf of his clergy and parishioners.
I treasure the affectionate feelings he expressed all the more as they are
addressed not only to me and my Church, but also my people and Romania, as well
as the ancient Orthodox Church, which I meekly represent here today, as one of
Her patriarchs.
I am very happy that in this great and historical cathedral (built in the 12th
century), in this equally historical centre of the diocese of Lincoln and in front of
these distinguished hierarchs, priests and Christians, I can acknowledge that the
sincere brotherly greeting of His Lordship the Bishop of Lincoln springs from the
highest Christian virtue, from the evangelical love that lies at the foundation of the
entire Christianity and can overcome all hardship. It offers us the greatest
guarantee that the representatives of the Anglican Church, rejoining the
representatives of the Eastern Church, after a reluctant separation, performed by
others who had unchristian interests, will easily find, with the help of God, their
way back into the open arms of the ecumenical loving Mother Church who will
welcome all. But we thank God that in this cathedral, like His Lordship, who
solemnly officiated today’s liturgy and prayed for the “union of the Churches”, I,
too, the Patriarch of Romania, the greatest Orthodox country today and one of the
Patriarchs of the Eastern Church, was able to raise prayers towards Him who
governs the fate of peoples and say together with the author of our Liturgy, the
Holy Father John Chrysostom: ‘let us love each other, so that in one voice we
confess,’ in other words we confess and express ‘the one and only creed’ and also
observe and practice the same faith. The fact that I, one of the present Patriarchs of
the Eastern Church said our Niceno-Constantinopolitan Creed, is a good beginning
for this journey.
Going forth on this path, we shall by nature be advised by the Holy Ghost
how to fulfil the evangelical command of becoming again the sons of the same
Mother church, whose unseen head is our Saviour Jesus Christ.
Finally, engulfed by a deep emotion in this solemn atmosphere of sincere and
Christian love, I give my patriarchal blessings to all those present in this church
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and all the sons of the diocese of Lincoln, asking that they preserve the cherished
kindness they showed me. As far as Your Lord Bishop and his clergy are concerned,
may God keep them healthy and happy for many years to come. Amen”.
Father Grigorie Antal, from St. Spyridon the New Church
AMAE, London fund, vol. 223, unpaged.
-5Reasons for His Beatitude the Patriarch’s journey to England (IV)
Visiting the Bishop of London. The tearful emotion which accompanied the
venerable bishops and clerics’ request and reception of the blessings given by our
Patriarch Miron was a display of sincerity towards our Patriarch, whom they
considered a hierarch and a father of that ancestral Church to which once they
belonged, from which they were reluctantly separated and to which they want to
belong again. High clerics insisted on being photographed or filmed when they
kneeled to receive the blessing from our Patriarch, and the crowd of believers
bowed with the respect owed to one of their hierarchs.
A special and significant moment for our movement must be mentioned. In
the old castle and the beautiful garden belonging to the Bishop of London, a
revered old man of 87, there was a large crowd of guests, clerics, intellectuals and
many ladies from the London high society. The Bishop of London, the Bishop of
Fulham and the Bishop Gibraltar introduced our Patriarch Miron and his party to
the public and spoke about the negotiations in Bucharest and the Church Union,
which was applauded by the public, and especially the ladies, with great zest. Led
by Lord Cecil and the ladies, everyone present was eager to introduce themselves
to our Patriarch, bow to him and kiss his hand, after His Beatitude gave thanks to
the bishops and everyone else for the feelings of union they expressed and asked
God to help take our endeavour to a good Christian conclusion.
The reception at the Athenaeum. Of course, this goodwill towards the
movement for the union of the Anglican Church with the Church of the East was
greatly enhanced by the decision taken in Bucharest regarding the recognition of
the Anglican clergy, who practice their mission in the essence of the Orthodox
dogma. This was stated by the Primate Cosma himself during the reception at the
Athenaeum; the president of the reception, D’Athelstan Riley, had appealed to the
Primate of England, indicating that his blessed predecessor to the Primate chair did
everything in his power to produce this union and entreated him to spare no time
and no effort in continuing this commendable endeavour, irrespective of how much
time and tactfulness it may require. Upon hearing these words, the Primate
reflected, stating that the decision taken in Bucharest by the Church led by the
Patriarch of the largest Orthodox Church today, has greatly advanced our hopes; as
far as the patience and the time requested by the President and mentioned by our
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Patriarch, are concerned, the Primate declared that once we agreed on the main
moments, the process should not be stayed too long, for we work to fulfil the will
of the Almighty. These words impressed everyone to the highest degree.
Below, we cite His Beatitude’s important speech at the Athenaeum in its entirety:
“Mister President, Most Reverend Primate of England, Most Reverend
Archbishop of Ireland, Your Right Reverends Bishops and priests, Ministers,
gentlemen!
It wasn’t an Orthodox hierarch, but a renowned Roman-Catholic theologian*
who determined in an important conference in 1898, entitled Ex oriente lux, that all
Churches in the world, irrespective of the differences between them, must never
forget that the Christian Church of the East is the Mother of all, for it was in the
Orient that our Saviour Jesus Christ activated and founded Christianity; it was there
that its first theologians and great teachers, its first defenders were instructed; it
was there that doctrine, church organisation, monarchical life and the first Christian
literature took shape. Therefore all Christians in the world are the sons of this
Church in her days of glory.
I cited the opinion of a Roman-Catholic on purpose, a man who – in this –
was only determining the objective truth.
Thus, in 1054 all Christian churches formed a single Christian unity, as
founded by her God and His apostles. The English Christians were important
members of this unity. We were all then good brothers in Christ.
In 1054, Rome broke with a large part of the ecumenical church, which
henceforth was divided into two Churches, to the great prejudice of the Christian
world: an Eastern and a Western one. Throughout the centuries, only the latter of
the two made a series of innovations in doctrine – moving further and further away
from the mother church of the East.
Along with the west, we broke – alas – with our Christian brothers in the vast
and glorious British Empire.
As far as I am familiar with the history of the Anglican Church, I know that
the sons of this Church never wanted this schism. Moreover, I read the statements
of a distinguished priest from the Church of Saint Mary the Virgin in Oxford*, who
ascertained that the Anglican Church contributed in no way in this faction.
I annex his words here: “but we were wrenched without our fault or desire. It
never crossed our minds to break the communion. I would gladly have died a
thousand deaths than accomplish that evil doing... that terrible shame...
Undoubtedly, our Church was in the same situation as the innocent and faithful
angels who had joined the legions of the rebellious Lucifer, unaware that he had
renounced God. The Church complained about being surrounded, deceived,
misled... The faces of the saints dripped sweat... and other such signs were visible.
*
*

Professor dr. A. Erhardt from Vienna.
Priest Leicester Mariott.
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Since then, we haven’t come into contact with each other for a thousand
years. We lived apart and divided to the extent of forgetting each other. Therefore,
let us not wonder at what our revered president said, that not so long ago, the
Orthodox Christians, and especially the monks of Mount Athos, were not aware of
the Diocese of Canterbury, while Canterbury had also forgotten the Orthodox
believers”. This is now a psychological truth. We, Romanians, have a saying which
confirms this truth, when we say “Eyes you don’t see are soon forgotten”.
However, God, without whose will nothing happens in the world, made it so
that forgotten brothers should find each other again. Our President, Mr. Athelstan
Riley, competently and minutely expounded the history of this reunion, because he
himself contributed significantly to the initiation of close-up negotiations and the
organisation of several meetings. The way in which the doctrine of the Anglican
Church is crystallised in the spirit of the Eastern apostolic doctrine seems a true
miracle. The ethnically conservative nature of the English people has, in my opinion,
the high merit that, although since the schism the Anglican Church has undergone
numerous convulsions, some caused by the waves of the Reformation, which
spread across the entire world, others by the unilateral innovations of the Western
Church, she nevertheless maintained in the religious practice the warm-heartedness
of the classical and ecumenical Church, alongside other numerous elements. Thus,
with the help of God, this state of affairs facilitates our close-up; and once the main
doctrine moments are clarified and established – the others follow suit. At the same
time, other moments can provide, in the larger frame of general unity, the ethnic
tinge of particular customs and traditions as well as that of a national organisation,
since such elements are naturally maintained everywhere.
Starting from this ascertainment, I dare state and I hope that – just like in a
family the mother and her charm has no replacement – in our case as well, the
Anglican Church as a daughter of the ecumenical church, in her natural love will
find her way back into the loving arms of our common mother, the Orthodox
Church, to which I belong as one of her humble hierarchs and patriarchs and
which, together with the Romanian Patriarchy, rejoices at every step taken towards
our unitary target.
Mister President has expounded in beautiful words the opportunities, as well
as the difficulties of a close-up in view of the complete union, showing that such
work requires time and patience.
However, I would not be a good and absolute Christian if I did not believe
that the Church founded by our Saviour Jesus Christ must be one, saint and
apostolic, as we are convincingly taught by the Holy Fathers of the East, mentioned
by our venerable President in his speech: John Chrysostomos, Basil the Great, John
of Damascus. Furthermore, I state firmly that it is a great shame that some who
consider themselves Christians preached the very opposite of love – hate, discord,
persecution, even atrocious violence. Christianity must strive to right this unjustifiable
mistake everywhere. Thus, we, all true disciples of Christ, driven by Christian and
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brotherly love, must work in all earnestness to achieve this commendable purpose.
Not in haste, evidently. The Romanian people have a wise saying: Haste spoils
everything. Finally, I too believe that, as Mister President said, in all big matters we
need to apply tenacity and also Christian patience until the union in one single
Church is achieved.
This would prove in reality that we are true disciples of Christ: we, together
with the Anglican Church, are crossing this most Christian path now.
I happily ascertain that my journey in Your Graces’ glorious country has
strengthened our belief that there is nothing more natural than this hope in our
brotherly reunion. The West separated the Christian Church of the English people
from her Mother in the East, against her wishes. After centuries of cohabitation
with Western Christianity, the Church of England took exception to the Western
innovations, and the abuses in the Medieval West caused their rebuttal and their
quench in the 39 Articles. The result was a break with the West, but in a time when
the Churches of the East were undergoing dire adversity – the domination of the
Ottomans and other catastrophes – which obliterated and weakened their former
glory. Despite the hardship they endured though the centuries, they maintained
intact the purity of the apostolic faith. Under these circumstances, it was only
logical that we were forgotten. But now there’s nothing more natural, easier to
understand and better for the whole Christianity than the return with filial love to
the classical, apostolic and ecumenical Mother Church of the East, which rejoices
at the hope of this beautiful wish being fulfilled. After the break with Rome and
being organised in a national Anglican church, the 39 Articles of Religion against
Western abuses lack the topicality they once had. They were written against the
Christian Church of the time. That is the reason why an Anglican priest was able to
declare in all earnestness: “If anything against the teachings of the old Church is
preached in our Church, I reject it”.
In the end, allow me to thank Mister President for the warm feelings he
showed His Majesty King Carol II and myself as the Patriarch of Romania, feelings
which receive an even more visible expression in the Romanian tricolour stretched
along the table, as well as in the masterful tricolour combination of the rich flowers
that adorn the entire room. I take this as delicate homage to the Romanian people,
to which I, my companions and the members of the Romanian Royal Legation in
London, who are present here, belong.
I beseech Mister President, who is not a priest, but a venerable old man, and
old age has its prerogatives all across the world, to continue blessing, as an aged
father and patron of all the union movements, the sustenance of the negotiations,
with a view to taking pleasure in their successes as much as possible. And may the
Almighty God guide us all into this work, as His obedient sons.
I pray with the deepest humility to the Holy Ghost to strengthen and spread
the laudable conviction of that Anglican priest who says: “I do not falter in
confessing that I am one with the Orthodox Churches”.
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We thank Mister President and all the members of the distinguished Society
of the Athenaeum for the honour they bestowed on me and my companions in this
reunion and the urge to open our hearts as brothers. I wish the Society of the
Athenaeum, after its 150 years of existence, many happy returns with progress and
successes, His Beatitude ended.
Father Grigorie Antal, from St. Spyridon the New Church
AMAE, London fund, vol. 223, unpaged.

