4 % INTERNATIONAL

pes HELLENTC
- UNIVERSITY

Archimandrite Panaretos
Topalidis and his
ecclesiastical and political
environment.

lordanidis Nikolaos

UNIVERSITY CENTER OF INTERNATIONAL PROGRAMMES OF STUDIES
SCHOOL OF HUMANITIES, SOCIAL SCIENCES AND ECONOMICS

A thesis submitted for the degree of
Master of Science (MSc) in Black Sea and Eastern Mediterranean Studies

2 /2022
Thessaloniki — Greece



Student Name: Nikolaos lordanidis

SID: 2201190004
Supervisor: Prof. Theodosios Kiriakidis

| hereby declare that the work submitted is mine and that where | have made use of
another’s work, | have attributed the source(s) according to the Regulations set in the
Student’s Handbook.

2 /2022
Thessaloniki - Greece



Abstract

This dissertation was written as part of the MA in Black Sea and Eastern Mediterranean

Studies at the International Hellenic University.

The idea that Pontus would have become an independent state, was brought up to the
surface not many years after the Great War. This idea was also, mentioned by the
Armenians. During the last decade of the 20" century and up until the first and the
second Balkan Wars, we could say that Pontus was a somehow neutral place. After the
movement of Young Turks, which took the leadership from sultan Abdul Hamit II,
things took another route. Besides all the other adversities that came along the Young
Turks movement (such as the heavy taxations or the violence that was been held
against the Pontic people), the worst was the enlistment in the army, which was
leading to the labor battalions (Amele Taburlari). Death was imminent. On the other
hand, despite those facts there was many Pontic people that lived a part or all of their
lives in regions outside of Pontus. Some of those people include Archimandrite
Panaretos Topalidis, and Chrysanthos, the Metropolitan of Trebizond (1913-1923).
They were the root of the idea, of a self-determined Pontic state.

The purpose of this thorough dissertation is to provide the reader with the basic
aspects of Pontus’s trials throughout the Young Turks movement and afterwards. In
addition, it aims to inform about specifically Panaretos Topalidis and his ecclesiastical
and political action to Greece and in the area of Pontus.

| would like to express my gratitude to the people who contributed to this project.
First, | would like to thank my supervisor Dr. Theodosios Kyriakidis, for the advice the
support and the guidance he provided through this time, and for challenging me to
reach beyond my expectations. Moreover, | would like to thank my family, my
girlfriend and my friends that expressed their support my effort during the writing
process. Lastly, | want to express my gratitude towards Euxeinos Leshi of Thessaloniki
for the archival material they provided me, without which | would not be able to
compose my dissertation. This archival material has never been published again.

Nikolaos lordanidis
14/2/2022






Preface

Before you lie the dissertation with the title "Archimandrite Panaretos Topalidis: his
religious and national action in Greece and in Pontus." the purpose of the study is to
discover various reasons and conditions that prevented Pontus from becoming an
independent state. Additionally, it provides the reader with the information about the
actions of archimandrite Panaretos Topalidis and the problem with the Exarchies. The
dissertation has been written, in order to fulfill the graduation requirements of the
Black Sea and Eastern Mediterranean Studies at the International Hellenic University. |
was engaged in researching and authoring this dissertation from June 2021 to February

2022.

The fact that, | come from a Pontic family, | have been to seminars concerning Pontus
(such as The Genocide of the Christian Populations of the Ottoman Empire and its
Aftermath 1908-1923 or Genocides of the Christian Peoples of Anatolia 1875-1923, and
the handling of memory) the engagement that | always had with the Pontic issues and
my vast interest in history generally aided the whole process of this dissertation. My
research question was formulated together with my supervisor, Dr. Theodosios
Kyriakidis. The research was difficult but conducting extensive investigation and

reading it was made possible to analyze this particular subject.
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Introduction

Panaretos Topalidis

My dissertation’s topic would be about a historical figure, Panaretos Topalidis, that
played a vital role in the whole area of Pontus, in Russia and in Greece. Having spent a
lot of hours discussing about the topic of the dissertation, me, and my supervisor Dr.
Theodosios Kyriakidis thought that it would be great to showcase something that
wasn’t that much known to the public. We chose this figure because of its personality,
because its religious and political role both in Pontus and in Greece and lastly because
of the aid he offered to the Greek people coming from Russia and the general area of
Pontus.

Throughout the writing process we stumbled upon some major difficulties. Some of
them include the fact that a large part of his personal archive has been lost, or that his
only living relative lives in Drama and refuses to cooperate in terms of identifying clues
or providing information regarding the archive or about his life. Additionally, it was not
possible to receive advice from the Bishop of Drama due to the study he is preparing
on a related subject. Last but not least, there was an effort from our side to visit and
collect any information we could possibly find in the political archive of Euxeinos Leshi
of Thessaloniki. As a result, those efforts were futile because the archive was not
classified and the remaining archives about Panaretos would be ready for public access
in the near future.

In addition, during all this constant effort of finding material for Panaretos, there has
been an indexing of the Thematiki apodeltiosi periodikou Pontiaki Estia (1950-1990),
the Pontiaki Estia, Euretirio syggrafeon analytika thematika periexomena all of the
dekatessaron tomon from Konstantinou K. Papoulidi, the Hronika tou Pontou tomos A’
volumes 1-12, the Hronika of Pontos tomos B’ teuhi 13-24 and Pontiaka fylla volume B’.
The paradox about those is that, even though Panaretos is such an important figure
not only in the area of Pontus but also in Russia and Greece, those periodicals that
used to track down the movement of the Pontic refugees to Greece do not refer to
him at all. There is not even an obituary, as they used to do even for personalities that

they did not have that active action, or they were not that important as Panaretos.



The area of Pontus

The area of Pontus had always been a little different that all the other Greek areas.
Those differences had to do with the population, the geography and the cultural. They
became progressively more and more vivid during the Ottoman rule. To begin with,
geographically even though the place where Pontus was located it was perfect for
trading via not only the sea but also the land, it had the downside that it was far away
from all the other Greek areas and so it was isolated from Hellenism. The population
differences had to do with fact that, the Greek people living in the general area of
Pontus went through extensive bloody Islamizations and the migrations from and to
Russia and Caucasus (in order to stay out of slavery). Moreover, due to the fact that
there were more and more Islamifications taking place, the area of Pontus started
becoming less interactive with the Greeks living in other countries®. The relationships
among Greeks and Muslims started to differ especially after 1908, relations between

Greeks and Muslims began to deteriorate?.

Pontus until 1912 and the Balkan Wars.

Until 1912 and the very beginning of the Balkan Wars3, there was a somehow
harmonic connection between the Greeks located in areas of Pontus and the Greeks
located in Greece. Before the Balkan Wars, the Young Turks movement (Committee of
Union and Progress - CUP) took place in 1908, negatively affecting the lives of the
Greek community. Basically, it restored the 1876 Ottoman constitution. At first, they

promised various rights to the minorities that were living in the Ottoman Empire such

1 Georganopoulos Evripidis, “Ot [lpoonadeiec Twv EAAjvwv Tou [léviou Mo

Avutodbiadeon Katda To TéAoc The Odwuavikic Autokpatopiac 1916-1922,” Ph.D. Thesis
(Thessaloniki: AplototéAetlo Naveniotrulo Oscoalovikng, 2007), 18.

2 Georganopoulos, Ot tpoondadetec Twv EAAfvwy, 24.

3 The First Balkan War occurred in the spring of 1912 and was fought among Bulgaria,
Greece, Serbia, and Montenegro (the as known as Balkan League) on the one hand and
the Ottoman Empire on the other. The Balkan League was victorious and ended with
the treaty of London (1913). By signing this treaty, the Ottoman Empire lost almost all
of its European territories, including all of Macedonia and Albania. The Second Balkan
War happened on June of 1913. This time Serbia, Greece and Romania quarreled with
Bulgaria over the division of their joint conquests in Macedonia. The hostilities ended
in August of the same year with the treaty of Bucharest, with which Greece and Serbia
divided most of Macedonia between themselves, leaving Bulgaria with only a small
part of the region.

-10-



as religious and cultural autonomy, equality, and liberty. Nevertheless, the
circumstances soon changed dramatically, leading to a dark path®. Some of the most
important repercussions of the Young Turks movement were confiscation of the Greek
properties, and the recruitment of the Christians in the army without their consent®.
Many other people died during the period of the Ottoman Empire in the so-called
Labour battalions®’. Because of the strict recruitment and the general situation, a huge
flee movement occurred. Due to the Balkan Wars, Greeks felt that they had to do
something altogether in order to overturn the current situation. The result was a big
growth of their national sentiment. After the Balkan Wars were terminated, Greeks
were attacked at a much higher rate. Those persecutions against Greeks of Pontus led
to a rupture between the Greek — Ottoman relationships in a level that it may have led
to war in 1914. Those actions were ceased by the Great Powers8.

For the first time during that crisis, an exchange of populations was suggested
(regarding the Greek population of the vilayet in Smyrna and the Turkish population in

Macedonia)®. Greece accepted that plan, but it was not implemented, and it was

4 Fotiadis, Konstantinos, The genocide of the Pontian Greeks, Thessaloniki: EkS0TIKOC
Oiko¢ ZtapoUAn, 2015, 83. See also, Enepekidis, Polyhronis, H 66éa kait o Siyoouoc:
armd ta pUoTIKa apyeio Biléwvng, Bepodivou kat Bépvne 1908-1918, Athens:
ZayapomnouAog, 1992, 35-42.

% Georganopoulos, Ot tpoonadetec Twv EAAfvwy, 28.

® Theofylaktou, Theofylaktos, MUpw otnv doBeotn @Adya, Thessaloniki: ExSotikdg
Oikog Abdepowv Kuplakidn, 1997, 217. See also, Fotiadis, The genocide, 155.,
Gavriilidis, Antonios, 2eAidec ek tn¢ puavpng ocuuopdc tou llovrou, Thessaloniki:
MaAAwapng, 2013, 48., Apostolidis, Dimitris, H ueyaAn tpaywdia tou lMovrou, Athens,
1919, 47., Maupn BiBAoc Stwyuwv kot paptuptwy tou €v Toupkia EAAnviouou (1914-
1918), Constantinople: Natplapxiko Tumoypadeio, 1919, 309-313., Ailianos, Mihail, To
Epyov ¢ eAAnviknc meptBaAPewc, Athens: Ekdooelg Mpadeiov Tumou Ymoupyeiou
E€wtepikwy, 1921, 85-87. Also known as Work Battalions/Amele Taburu/Amele
Tabulari. They were instituted by Turkey before the outbreak of the Word War I. Those
battalions were made up of men from regular army and were primarily constituted of
Greeks and Armenians. Men that were between the ages of 19 and 45 were called to
arms and had eleven days to show up. In the case they did not, they were sentenced to
death. The general plan was not only to disarm and isolate them but also to
exterminate them. The extermination was carried out in many different ways. The
women and children were among the ages of 16 and 60 were forced to move to the
interior of Asia Minor.

’ Theofylaktou, MNpw otnv aoBeotn pAdya, 217.

8 Georganopoulos, Ot npoontadeiec twv EAMAvwy, 30.

% Fotiadis, idem., 130.
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stopped after the Great War has started®. There was a brief period that Ottoman
Empire stalled its participation to the War. The Greeks that lived inside the Ottoman
Empire, were forced to join the army. In the beginning though, the freshly joined had
the option to redeem their military servicell. With the First World War going on the
Ottoman Empire joined forces with Germany and tried to permeate the idea of the
Jihad (Holy War) war, which did not affect the Muslims which did not affect the
Muslims in India and Egypt as they would have liked?. During the Great War, the
Young Turks turned against Greece, with whom did not want any kind of peaceful
approaching as it did with other Balkan countries, such as Bulgaria. The Ottoman
Empire came to realize that the biggest fear of losing any other territories (apart the
European ones that it had already lost) was coming solely from Greek element
(because of the population and the economy).

The hostile treatment again the Greeks started with a military levy on 3/8/1914, it
continued the economic blockade and the displacements of Greeks living in the west
Asia Minor?3,

The situation became a lot more difficult for the Greeks of Pontus after the conflict in
1916, between Russia and the Ottoman Empire in the Caucasus area (eastern and
southeastern Pontus). That was because during this period the Turkish nationalism
starts growing more and more. Additionally, it should be mentions that after the Young
Turks conference in Thessaloniki (October 1911), there was established a new slogan in
Turkey ‘Turkey for the Turks’. The Greek people of Pontus welcomed the Russian army
with real excitement, thinking that by joining forces with them they could liberate their
enslaved people!®. By the time that conflict between Russia and Young Turks occurred,
a big part of Greeks in Pontus received retaliation in forms of prosecutions, economic
blockade, and sending them as defendants to military courts. Many of them tried to

escape from this situation, an incident that made the situation even more severe. It

10 Georganopoulos, idem., 30-31.

11 As it was proven later, this was a measure that the Ottoman Empire applied to the
Greek men that joined the army, only to increase its profit. It was some kind of latent
taxation. Apostolidis, Dimitris, H ueyaAn tpaywédia tou ovrou, 53.

12 Georganopoulos, idem., 36.

13 Georganopoulos, idem., 36.

14 Georganopoulos, idem., 37.
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was anticipated for guerillas corps to be created (some of those corps had even
recruited Russians)®. This economic blockade took form with the commandeering of
every item in the Greek shops and in buildings that were Greek. In other words, those
measurements were only a legal facade for plundering and increased taxation. As for
the education, the usage of the Greek language was confined only on the lingual

subjects?®.

Pontus after 1916 and the Revolution of 1917.

After 1916 the attacks against the Greek people of Pontus started again with the
known now method of displacements. Those displacements were different from those
that happened with the Armenians, in time (more concise) and they were not that
massive. The excuse for the displacements did not change at all, the Young Turks did
not alter their explanation for the displacements, and they said that they were
happening due to military reasons. Ottoman Empire was "afraid" of the gearing of the
Greek people by the Russians because they might revolt. The real reason though was
that they wanted their extermination. Those indirect extermination tactics were called
"white death"?’.

The Greeks of Russia, after the Revolution (1917)*, tried without coordination but as
quickly as possible to prepare the ground for their autonomy, educational first and

ecclesiastical later. The most prominent organizations were formed in Batum and

15 Georganopoulos, Ot mpoontadeiec Twv EAARVwY, 37-38.

16 Georganopoulos, idem., 43.

17 Georganopoulos, idem., 63—64.

18 There were two revolutions that took pace in 1917 in Russia. One in February and
one in October. The last one had the hardest impacts on the Greeks. Because the
temporary government of Russia did not recognize the requests for autonomy.
Moreover, in the Russian army started growing a disobedient spirit which led to
gradual disorganization, which eventually gave Muslims the opportunity to start once
again the acts of violence. Alexandris Alexis, "H avamntuén tou €Bvikol mMveLPATOC TWV
EMA\Avwv tou Movtou 1918-1922: eAAnvikn €EWTEPLKA TIOALTIKI) KOl TOUPKLKN
avtidpaon" in MeAetiuata yupw amo tov BeviléAdo kat tnv emoxn tou, ed. Thanos
Veremis, Odysseas Dimitrakopoulos (Athens: O®WAutétng, 1980), 430. See also,
Xanthopoulou-Kyriakou, Artemis, Georganopoulos, Euripidis, Hatzikiriakidis, Kyriakos,
Ot EAAnvecg tou [évrou kat n OBwuavikn Autokpatopioa (1461-1923), (Mapdptnua
Apxelov MNovtou), (Athens: Emitponry MNovtiakwv Meletwy, 2015, 323.
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Mariupol®. Those movements which had their roots in the organizations bloomed
when they led to the A’ Panhellenic Conference of the Transcaucasus in Tbilisi. The
Greek government was up to date about the situation in Pontus and it was in favor of a
self-determined Pontic state?°. The unfortunate things were that took place after the
landing of Kemal in Samsun, the October Revolution, and the Eleftherios Venizelos’s

loss in all the above develpments, made it impossible to help the people in Pontus?..

Archimandrite Panaretos Topalidis

His early life until The Russian Revolution

Panaretos Topalidis was born in a village called Fargananta, in a province of Rhodopoli,
in the district of Trebizond, on 1 September 1877 and took the name Panagiotis. His
parents were Konstantinos and Helen. He graduated from the high school of Trebizond
in 1897. He became the principal of the Hapsikioi school for three years. His abilities
were assessed early by the Ecumenical Patriarchate and so in 1898 he was sent by the
Ecumenical Patriarchate to Constantinople as a representative of the three patriarchic
Exarchies of Pontus (Vazelon, Soumela and Peristereota) in order to solve an
ecclesiastical issue that appeared. After those three years being a principal, he became
a monk in the Brotherhood of the Holy Basilica Patriarchal and Stauropegial Monastery
of Saint John of Prodromos Vazelonas. He worked hard for this Monastery, and he was
the one that renovated it?2.

In 1901 he was sent by the Monastery of Vazelon as a representative of it, to
Constantinople to solve an issue with the Holy Metropolis of Trebizond concerning the
chapel of Holy Paraksevi. He also in 1905 was called by the Ecumenical Patriarchate in
1905 together with the abbots of the Soumela and Peristerota Monasteries to
Constantinople in order to resolve the differences those three had with the Metropolis

of Rhodopolis.

19 Georganopoulos, idem., 75.

20 Georganopoulos, idem., 76-78.

21 Georganopoulos, idem., 78-79.

22 Topalidis, O Mdvroc Ava Tou Awwvac, Drama: MuySovia, 2016, 21-22.
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In October 1907 he resigned from his ecclesiastical duties and his abbotship in Vazelon
Monastery and was sent by the Monastery to Russia for some cases concerning it. He
came back from Russia in 1908 and he started writing right away the history of the
Monastery. This project of his came out in Trebizond in 1909. The same year he was
designated as Abbot of the Patriarchal and Stauropegial Monastery of Virgin Mary
Soumela from the Ecumenical Patriarch. Around 1909-1911 he became the
representative of the Metropolis of both Trebizond and Rhodopoleos. Metropolitis of
Trebizond, Konstantinos Arapoglou, was the one that during the period 1911-1914,
called Panaretos in Constantinople, as a member of the Holy Synod (Archimandrites
cannot become members of the Holy Synod, whereas the Metropolitans can).
Konstantinos Arapoglou also designated Panaretos, General Archieratic Commissioner
of the Holy Metropolis of Trebizond, which by the time being was the capital of the
Greeks of Pontus. He served there right after the entrance of the Hellenic troops in
Thessaloniki under Bekir-Sami’s bey command?3.

It was in 1914, when Panaretos was sent to Russia again, where he remained there
until 1916, because of the World War |. Panaretos was not alone in his trip, he had
alongside with him Archimandrite and former abbot Elissaios and the deacon
Dionysios. Probably, those two ecclesiastical figures sticked with Panaretos to aid him
in his purpose?* and to assist him facing the difficulties he would come across?®. This
time he was sent by Hrysanthos Filippidis, Metropolitan of Trebizond. During the time
that he stayed in Russia, Panaretos visited various Greek communities and he delt with
the problems they had. Around April 1916, he came back in Trebizond, which was
occupied by the Russian army (April 1916- February 1918). From Trebizond he once
again travelled back to Russia and visited Moscow and Petersburg. The Metropolitan of
Petersburg, Pitirim was the one that welcomed Panaretos there and he also informed
him about the political situation and some things that concerned the Church. In
addition, they talked over about the fortune of the Greek Church, which was occupied

by the Russian Army, and what would the Ecumenical Patriarch do about this situation

23 Topalidis, idem., 22-23.

24 Amodoyloudc ¢ ev  Pwooia mEPLOSEUOAONG  UOVACTNPLAKAC — EMLTPOTAC
“BaleAwvog,, (Trebizond: Tumoypadeiov Zepaon, 1917), 3, 11. This valid and extensive
report has been composed by Archimandrite Panaretos Topalidis.

25 ArtoAoytoudc e v Pwooia, 13
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(via the Greek Embassy in Petersburg and via the trustworthy written communication
with the project officers in Athens and Constantinople?®.

It was the year 1917, when the first Panhellenic Conference of Hellenism took place in
Russia and more specific in Taganrog. Panaretos participated in this conference as
proxy of the Greek Community of Krasnodar?’. It played a key role in the Greek
people’s lives, because in this conference most of the rights and the demands of the
people living in Russia were defined and submitted. When he returned, he was sent by
Metropolitan Rhodopoleos Kyrillou in Thilisi (which was the capital of Anticaucasus and
succeeded in the provisioning of the General Staff Army of Caucasus). During the same
year, he was invited to take place in the Regional Conference of Representatives of
Greek Communities in both Caucasus and Anticaucasus in Thbilisi. This whole operation
was organized by the Greek Military Contingent, which would consist of Greek soldiers
and officers coming from the dissolved Russian army and would cooperate with other
Caucasian armies to retrieve the grounds that were in Turkish hands.

The third time that he came back to Russia (1917), Panaretos participated actively in
the liberating movement of the Greeks in Pontus, as a member of the «Central Union»,
that took place in Krasnodar. Its president was the judge Nikolaos Orfanidis, and the
secretary-general was Leonidas lasonidis. Aim of this Central Union, which consisted of
Pontic Greeks, was to organize these people in smaller associations throughout Russia,
which would fight for the independence of Pontus, and they would take care of the
nursing of almost 100.000 refugees of the WW1. Moreover, he participated in the
general territory of Kuban of Pontus, in the Panhellenic Conference in Taganrog and
the National Assembly of Pontus in Batum. Panaretos was a figure that wanted to offer
help, wherever he could possibly do. Panaretos always had the will to take care of
others and he stood out with his actions among the Greek in Russia (who trusted him a
lot) and thats why in Krasnodar was appointed as the one in command of the
«Refugees Nursing Office» and he achieved to find the ways to house and nourish
100.000 Greek refugees of Pontus. He also managed in an exceedingly small period to

bring a committee from Athens, which eventually established in South Russia under

26 Topalidis, idem., 23-24.
27 ArtoAoytoudc tnc ev Pwaooia, 5.
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loannis Zervos’s command. Panaretos was designated as a consultant of this newbuilt

office (National Hellenic Health Dispatch)?.

His actions from 1918-1933

After the termination of the First World War, Panaretos was sent from «Central
Union» in Krasnodar to the Ecumenical Patriarch and the Hellenic Commission in
Constantinople and then he met up with the famous doctor Konstantinos Fotiadis. In
1919, he was sent from Krasnodar together with Avraam Akritas, the President of the
Hellenic Community, in Athens. Their trip was aiming to inform the Greek authorities
for the situation going on with the Greek people in Russia under the new regime of
1917. From Athens, Panaretos travelled all the way back to Batum, where as a
representative of the National Assembly of Pontus, from there went back to Russia and
from there to Krasnodar in order to negotiate his position in accordance with the
Soviet and the Greeks of Pontus. The negotiations occurred with the General Chief of
Soviets in Caucasus (his origins were Armenian, and he was coming from Russia,
correspondent of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs).

The same year (1919), the meeting Holy Synod of the Chruch of Russia in Krasnodar,
under the presidency of metropolitan Pitirim took place. Alongside with the
president?® Avraam Akrita in Athens, they elected Panaretos as the Bishop of Greeks in
south Russia. This decree did not achieve its goals because of the displacement of the
Holy Synod from Russia. All the records with the decrees and all the other files were
transferred to Serbia. In this Holy Synod, the philhellene metropolitan of Harkovo
Antonios coming from Athens, also was a member3°,

In 1920, the Greek Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Constantinople contacted the Minor
Asia Association in Athens in order to create a diversion against the expansion of
Kemalism. Panaretos, in addition was elected the Secretary General of the Central
Board of Metropolitan Regions of Pontus and he designated from the Ecumenical

Patriarchate as the manager who would be responsible for the pickup and the nursing

28 Topalidis, O Mévroc, 24-25.
29 ArtoAoytoudc ev t Pwooaia, 28.
30 Topalidis, O Mévroc, 25-26.
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of the Greek refugees that were coming from Russia and Pontus heading towards
Greece3!.

It was October 1922 and Kemalism had spread across Constantinople when Panaretos
departed for the Metropolis of Drama and was appointed as Protosygellos of the
Metropolis of Drama by the Metropolitan Haldia — Giresun. 1928 was the year that,
after the death of the metropolitan Laurentios, Panaretos was ordained by the
Ecumenical Patriarchate and the Archbishop of Athens, as Topotiritis of the Metropolis
of Drama and he administrated it until February 1931. In 1929 Panaretos published his
second work, entitled O lMovro¢c ava tou¢ awwvag (Pontus through the centuries),
counting 325 pages and containing a lot of maps of the Pontic population. He left the

Metropolis of Drama in 193332,

Life in Greece till his death

In 1938 Panaretos was recruited by the famous Metropolitan of Maronia, Anthimus, as
Protosygellos of that Metropole. The same year some months later, he was appointed
from the Holy Synod of Church of Greece as deputy (Topotiritis) until 1939. On 27 April
he was designated as Archieratic Commissioner Neas and Palaias Kokkinias and
Korydallou by the Makariotato Archbishop of Athens and whole Greece, Chrysanthos.
On 18 May Panaretos was also ordained as Head Efimerios in the Holy Church of Saint
Nikolas in Nea Kokkinia. Two years later, the Holy Synod of the Church of Greece
ordered him to leave immediately and to go to Kommotini where the headquarters of
the General Administration of Thrace and the Holy Metropole of Maronia and Thasos
were located. Panaretos’s duty there was to carry the project of the restoration from
the German — Bulgarian intrusion and the safety of the people who had left everything
behind and had gathered to the train stations to leave for Thessaloniki. His mission was
successful, and he sent a long report to Bishop of Kommotini, informing him that the
people could return to their homes. After that, Panaretos came back to Nea Kokkinia in

Piraeus. During the Italian and German occupation, he aided people in the best

31 Topalidis, idem., 26-27.
32 Topalidis, idem., 27.
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possible way he could. As a result of his actions, he was sycophantically accused by mr.
Hantzis who stated that he would have to be exiled in Italy®3.

In 1944 alongside archimandrite Nikodimos Papazoglou, Panaretos fought with great
persistence and caution, and they managed to prevent the city of Nikaia from many
threatening measures caused by the rebels. Those two archimandrites also saved
many people from dying by organizing providing free meals for sixteen days. He was
one of the most important historical figures that helped so many people in so many
ways, even during his last years. He resigned from his duties in 1955, when he started
taking his pension. He died on June 3, 1958. His grave is located in the suburb of Nea

Kromni in Drama3?.

33 Topalidis, O Novtog, 28-29.
34 Topalidis, idem., 29-31.
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Authorship activity

Archimandrite Panaretos Topalidis has written two books during his lifespan. Both are
providing the reader with the necessary information regarding the area of Pontus.

They were published in Drama.

O Pontos ana tou aionas

The very book of Panaretos O Pontos ana tous aionas is nearly six hundred pages long
and contains a small photography section in it. It consists of twelve chapters and every
one of them is about Pontus at a different period of time. Panaretos begins his
narration giving us some basic information concerning some general information about
Pontus (where it got its name from, population, coverage area, bronze era) and its
characteristics®. Then he continues by stating how the Greeks started settling in
Pontus3®, the importance of their presence there and their connection with Byzantine
emperors®’. Next come up the fall of Trebizond (1461-1666), some notable and
historical families like Gavrades, Ipsilandai, Mourouzai, Akritai, Kavasitai and the
reconquest of Trebizond2. In the next chapter Panaretos gives the reader some brief
information about three periods: 1666-1821, 1821-1832, 1832-1908%. He keeps going
on about the mixed-up people that were living in Pontus which were, Cryptochristians,
Klostoi, Stauriotai, Mesohaldinoi, Kolhoi, lvires, Laz, Circassians, Gypsies and Jews*°.

The book continues with a discussion of the period 1908-1914 when Greeks were
required to join the military compulsory and the effects it had on the Pontus area.
Moreover, it informs about the Pontus statutory text*'. Moving forward, Panaretos
discusses points such as the inferiority of Greeks of Pontus and as well as the relations
between Greeks and Turks*2. The next chapter is one of the biggest in the book and it

concerns, the tragedy of the Pontic Greek people, the Armenian slaughter, the

3 Topalidis, idem., 47-59.

3 Topalidis, idem., 63-37.

37 Topalidis, idem., 75-105.

38 Topalidis, idem., 121-68.

39 Topalidis, O Névtoc, 175-87.
40 Topalidis, idem., 195-229.
1 Topalidis, idem., 231-48.

42 Topalidis, O Mévroc, 251-64.
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persecutions of the Greek people and the disasters in Amisos, Erpaa, Giresun and the
region of Trebizond*. In this next chapter Panaretos refers to the Greek people in
Russia, how those people always cared about the Greek people in Pontus, the refugee
committee in Russia and the statutory text of the Greek people in Russia**.

In the last chapters of the book, the author discusses the Pontic people’s movement
for the liberation of Pontus, the numerous conferences that took place outside of
Greece, and the many Greeks that supported Pontus. Additionally, Panaretos writes
about the stance of the Greek government towards Pontus®. Lastly there is a
conclusion, some events before the Paris Peace Conference and a general statutory
text of Pontus*®. The appendix of the book could be found in the end?’.

The importance of this particular book is immense because the author, Panaretos, is
taking active part in some of the events that the book describes and thus he preserves
valuable attestations. Panaretos had taken all those responsible positions, both
ecclesiastical and political, has become a protagonist in the historical course of the
Greeks of Pontus the last years before the exodus. Because of that, Panaretos has the
opportunity to imprint those activities in his book with great details that concern the
Hellenism maintaining at the same time original archival material. This was a critical

epoch for Hellenism, dense in facts that would change once and for all its fate.

Istoria tis leras Vasilikis Patriarhikis kai Stauropigiakis Monis tou Timiou Prodromou
kai Vaptistou loannou Zavoulon | Vazelon

This second book of Panaretos is about five hundred pages long and contains a big
photography section in the end of it. It consists of eight chapters, and each one of
them describes a different aspect of this Monastery in Trebizond. The very first one is

giving the reader some basic key aspects of the Monastery, the economic condition,

3 Topalidis, idem., 269-330.
4 Topalidis, idem., 339-65.
 Topalidis, idem., 367-81.
46 Topalidis, idem., 391-466.
47 Topalidis, idem., 469-561.
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and the monastic brotherhood of it*8. Continuing, it analyzes the history of it, starting
with the foundation of the Monastery in 270 B.C. until the reign of the Grand
Komninoi. In the same chapter, Panaretos narrates the Persian destruction of it and
the reconstruction of this Monastery®®. During the third chapter of the book, the
abbots, and the monks during the Komnenian period are stated (also how they helped
the Monastery during this period)®°.

Moreover, in the next chapter, Panaretos talks about the Monastery after the
occupation of Trebizond until 1665°%. The fifth is one of the most extensive chapters of
the book and it begins with the history of the Monastery from 1666-1863. It goes on by
referring to the metropolitan Azaria coming from Theodosiopouli and the first sigil of
Patriarch Parthenios around 1660. After that, Panaretos mentions the sigil from the
Ecumenical Patriarch Grigorios E’ in favor of the Monastery of Vazelona. Then, he
refers to the bishop in Ahtaleia, Sofronios coming from the same monastery and then
he continues with the biographies from the fathers of it from 1750 and on®2.

The book continues with the highly lauded affair of exarchies in Pontus and giving brief
information concerning the Archbishop of Rhodopoli, the community of the
monasteries in Pontus, the patriarchal eksarxies of the monasteries of Pontus and the
abolishment of the exarchies®3. It goes on mentioning the second abolishment of the
eksarxies in Pontus®*. During the last chapter, Panaretos states some people living in
Pontus (such as Egipides, Proestotes, Kleftes), and some catalogue mentioning some
figures from the church that contributed to the monastery of Vazelon®®.

As an abbot of the monastery of Vazelon, Panaretos was in a position which allowed
him to have direct access to original archival material. Panaretos makes the most out

of this archival material (codex and Patriarchal documents) during his writing of this

8 Topalidis, lotopia Tn¢ lepdc BaotAiknc Matptapyikric Kat Stauponnytakrc Movric Tou
Tiuiou Mpobdpouou Kat Bantiotou lwavvou ZaBouAwv r BaleAwv, Drama: Muydovia,
2016, 49-83.

9 Topalidis, idem., 93-126.

%0 Topalidis, lotopia tnc lepdg, 129-36.

%1 Topalidis, idem., 163.

52 Topalidis, idem., 177-287.

53 Topalidis, idem., 303-26.

% Topalidis, idem., 404.

% Topalidis, idem., 429-57.
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book. Through his writing process Panaretos manages to save valuable piece of the
history of the monastery of Vazelon, which if they would not have been recorded by

him, they would be lost or unknown to us.

The conception of an idea of a self-determined Pontic State

Panaretos alongside with other great historical figures of Pontus, such as Chrysanthos
were enthusiastic with the idea of Pontus, becoming an autonomous state. They
always knew that this was something really hard not unachievable though. The idea of
the creation of a newly Pontic state begins to take shape during the First World War
and especially close to its end when the persecutions of the Greek element began to
show that a harmonic cohabitation among Greeks and Turks was impossible. The
Greek people of Pontus started forming up guerilla forces against the Turkish policy,
which was no other than to exterminate them. In every and almost each one of the
areas of Pontus starting from 1918, there are many secret organizations that aim in the
creation of an independent Greek state in Pontus®®. There are also some small teams
that support and want Pontus’s unity with Greece. There are many reasons though
why this unity could not be completed. In eastern Pontus, the Russians have
conquered Trebizond. Besides that, they accept a Greek administration there, which is
known as the "temporary administration of Trebizond". Moreover, this acceptance and
the Greek administration in Trebizond is recognized by Entente as a legal authority of
the Trebizond vilayet®’.

March 1917 is a date that is well known for the civil rebellion in Russia and the

overthrowal of the czarist regime. With that, soviets = rebellious commissions, started

% Agtzidis, “To Kivnua Ave€aptnaoiac Tou Mévrou Kot Ot Autovousc EAANVIKEC MepLoyéc
2tn 2o0Bietikn Evwon Tou MeoomoAéuou,” AeAtio Kévipou Mikpaotatikwv Srtoudwyv,
ap. 9 (1992): 167-68.

" Agtzidis, To kivnua Avefaptnoioac, 168. A recent study about this case, which is
making a very good use of the Russian archives for the first time is: Toatocaviéng
MNavaywwtng kat Kwvotavtivo¢ Qwtiadng, H Pwookpatia otov lMovro (1916-1918),
(Thessaloniki: Ek6otikog Oikog ZtapoUAn, 2021).
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to establish in the areas that have been captured by the Russian army. Chrysanthos
was also taking place in those soviets.

It is in 1916 when the Caucasus was being crossed by the Russian army, which starts
concerning the Greek orthodox and the Muslims that lived in that area. The Greek
people were thinking of the Russian army as liberators due to the strict and challenging
times they had with the Muslims. Also, they thought of that because the Russians were
orthodox as well. The Russian army arrived at Trebizond in the same year and
Chrysanthos was the one that was put in charge of this area®®. That cooperation was
also making Russians excited because they thought Trebizond as a passage through
which they would arrive to Constantinople. There were many people living in Pontus
that moved to Russia. The Turkish army damaged and destroyed some parts of the
Holy Monasteries Vazelon and Soumela®®. It was on 19 April 1916 when the monks of
the monastery of Soumela, due to the constant threats for their lives and plunders of
the Turkish army, they started fleeing during the night®!. Those monks tried to find
shelter in Livera, which was under Russian occupation®. The same fate had the
Vazelon monastery, which again during the summer of 1916, was plundered and it had
been depopulated for three months®3. This was what Panaretos noted when he came
across the Monastery:

«®Dpikn onapaéikapdloc kai armoyontevois KatéAaBev NUAG UOALS TAnalaoavtag i
TNV Movnv. H ééwtepikn avAn, ol Spouot, ol Bauvol kai ta nepi tr)v Moviyv tomnia
E€Bprdov CUVTPLUUATWY OKEUWV, EMIMAWY Kol EYKATAAEAELUUEVWY EVOULAOLWV Kl
aAwv armookev@v, Sucoouia 6& amokpouotikn avedideto €€ authc tii¢c Moviig

KaoTwoa deopntov Kai HEAQYXOAOV TNV TPOCEYYLOLY TTPOC AUTHV. »%

%8 Agtzidis, idem., 168.

%9 Xanthopoulou, et al., Ot EAAnvec tou Ndvrou, 314-315.

%0 Georganopoulos, Ot mpoondadsiec Twv EAMAvwy, 58-59. See also, Xanthopoulou et.
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%1 Fotiadis, The genocide, 195.
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These Pontus territories were not new to the Russian Army. They have visited them
again in the past, in 1829 and 1877-1878 during the Russo-Turkish Wars®. During
those wars the Greek people of Pontus went through tough times, and they were
happening in order to protect and liberate the Christians living in Turkey as they
Russian government was stating®. The very first ideas about a self-determined Pontic
state occurred under the function of the municipality of Trebizond under the Russian

occupation®’.

The Conferences in Pontus

The Russian Revolution made the climate extremely fertile for the exhibition of
democratic disposition of the Greeks of Trebizond. With the freedom and the ideas of
independence, Greeks started forming their political path which would lead to the
acquisition of their rights®. The first step happened when the Ethiniki Syneleusi of the
Greeks of Transcaucasus, took place in Thilisi, in May 1917. This was one of the most
important steps towards the democratic disposition of the Greeks having in mind that
because of this Syneleusi some major decisions have been made for the future of the
Hellenism. Those included, the nationalization of the Greek schools, the publishing of
the Greek newspaper and also their participation in the Panhellenic Conference in
Taganrog. During this Panhellenic Conference some major things were discussed
concerning the Greek people living in Russia, ecclesiastical, economical, rural, and
political issues and they were asking to be treated equally with the other ethnicities
regarding the things mentioned above®. But the most vital issue was the
independence of Pontus. The Conference agreed and transmitted those resolutions to
the Russian government’®. In accordance with all the other people of Caucasus, they
advance in the creation of an autonomous regime for the Greek areas, and they

started to form a Greek corporal army in order to achieve it’%.

%5 Georganopoulos Ot mpoonadeiec twv EAAfvwy , 60.
%6 Topalidis, O MMovroc, 342.
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In 1917 the Conference of Greek people living in Russia was taking place in Taganrog,
and it was decided there the foundation of the "Union of Greeks of Russia" which was
located in Rostov. This Conference also was responsible for the hospitality and the
nursing of the refugees coming in Pontus. During the same year, there is a meeting
happening in Tbilisi, where all of the ethnic groups of Pontus (Armenians, Georgians,
Greeks and Russians) were gathered in order to create a communal army corps
depending on the people each and every one had”.

Furthermore, in 1918 in the city of Krasnodar, Greek people living in this area founded
the political association called "Central Union of Pontic Greeks in Krasnodar". Its
existence served the cause of the organization of the one thousand and one hundred
Greek people living in the other districts of Russia to political associations. In addition,
the Central Union was responsible for the representation of six hundred Pontic people
living in Russia, and the request of independence of Pontus, in the Paris Peace
Conference. Lastly, this political association was put to work to deal with the medical
care of the refugees of the World War. The Central Union of Pontic Greeks in
Krasnodar has been one of the most active political associations and has achieved in a
very short period of time to co-create over 80 smaller associations in the southern
Russia, which all had to do with the independence of Pontus’3.

Another conference is held in Marseilles in February 1918 and is called "First
Panpontion Conference". It was there, when the participants of the conference
decided to send a telegram to the commissar of foreign affairs, Trotsky, asking for his
support on the issue of the self-determination of Pontus and the creation of an
independent state’?.

A month later, it is the time when the Ottomans advanced in Caucasus started in 1918,
with the Brest — Litovsk treaty is sighed with which the Bolsheviks concede Ukraine to
Germany and the Kars, Aradhana and Batum region to Turkey’®. So, Russia due to the

advance of the German and Austro-Hungarian troops in the area of Pontus had to walk

2 pgtzidis, To kivnua Avefaptnoioc, 170.
3 Topalidis, O Mévroc, 370.

4 Agtzidis, idem., 171-73.
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out from it’®. A few months later, in July 1918, there is another conference in Baku in
which representatives of the Greek people of Southern Russia, Transcaucasus and
Pontus participated. This conference proclaimed the independence of Pontus, and a 7-
membered council is being elected. This council has under its protection all the other

Pontic associations.

The last cry for help

The defeat of the Central Powers in the War gave hopes in the Greek people living in
Pontus, concerning the resolution of the Greek issue in the Black Sea. During
November 1918, in the Inter-Allied Conference in London, Greeks of Pontus finally
were getting organized, and a petition was sent to the allied governments, asking for
the independence of Greek citizens, both Christian and Muslim, living in Pontus’’.
People of Pontus were basing their hope for a self-determined Pontic state on
Eleftherios Venizelos. Venizelos in the Paris Peace Conference held in 1919, decided
that it would be better not to bring up the issue of Pontus. He thought that if he
brought up Pontus, all the other claims would seem excessive. Venizelos’s critical
thinking concerning the migration issue of the Greeks living in Pontus to Greece was
affected by the fear that they might spread communistic ideas and that their presence
in Greece would seem like the evidence of the failure of his plan and of course it would
affect his political position’.

After the landing of Kemal in Samsun in 1919 things started getting worse. The Allies
are holding a negative attitude towards the Pontic movement’®. Moving to Greece, the
government there rejected completely the suggestion of the Pontic people for
intervention. During the London Conference Chrysanthos was also trying his best to be
heard about the self-determined Pontic state, but without any luck. In order for
Venizelos to have some arguments in his possession, the Ethinko Symvoulio Pontou
tried to register the people living in Pontus®’. The Allies were rejecting Chrysanthos’s

proposals because the Greek population group was the smallest one. Even is San Remo

6 Georganopoulos, Ot mpoontadeiec Twv ENvwy, 94.
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in Italy in 1920, where the leaders of Entente met, the pleadings about Pontus did not
find their targets®'. The conference in San Remo held in order for those leaders to
negotiate about issues concerning the Middle East and the Ottoman Empire (which
was in great connection with Greece during this period). During this conference,
Greece was not even allowed to participate. After the conference at San Remo, it was
time for the Treaty of Sevres (1920). This treaty was signed among the Allied Powers
and the Ottoman Empire. In addition, it did not make much difference in the claims of
the area of Pontus. The only attributes concerning this area were in the field of the
rights of the Christian communities, which eventually did not apply.

The only thing that made an impression was that Kurds became autonomous.
Moreover, the people that left the general area of Pontus and found shelter in Russia,
were not allowed to return to it. But those people were not giving up that easily.
Despite the difficulties and all the obstacles in their way, they did not lose their spirit
and in accordance with the Batum’s National Conference, they tried to continue
fighting for an independent Pontic state®2. This time, things were looking more
promising, since Pontus had with its side, Eleftherios Venizelos (he was in favor of the
operation in Pontus)®. He was supporting the idea of an independent Pontic state
because, as he saw it, it was the only solution to fight Kemal. Together with this state,
Venizelos would have organized a campaign and a coordinated attack against Ankara.
This new state would have on its base not only the Greeks that were left in the general
area of Pontus but also the Greeks that left Pontus and tried to find shelter in the
northern parts of Russia during the last 50 years. But this plan could not stand on its
own, from an economic point of view. It would require the economic aid from
England®. Venizelos was believing that Pontus would be liberated, and he stated in the
Treaty of Sevres that if the Ottomans would not accept and apply the treaty’s rules,
they would lose both Pontus and Constantinople.

In 1920 Eleftherios Venizelos lost the elections and the front that supported the king

won, leading to disaster, having no plans neither for Pontus nor for Asia Minor. He was

81 Georganopoulos, idem., 316.
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somehow self-exiled in Paris. His loss in the elections disappointed some people living
in Greece, the people living in Pontus (because they were thinking that all of their
efforts went to waste and that only with Venizelos, they could do something about
their state) and the Allies (Venizelos was the one that was supporting Greece to take
part in the World War One with the side of Entente)®. The new government of the
king did not have any plan about Pontus and did not care at all about it. It was in 1921
when the things started taking the worst turn, they could. The supporters of Kemal
were excited with the events taking place in Greece and gave them the opportunity
not only to continue but also to maximize their anti-Greek atrocities®. The most
commonly used excuse was that because the people of Pontus were in favor of the
creation of an independent Pontic state and because of their actions, they were
accused with high treason®’. The last emergency call for help towards Pontus occurred
in the summer of 1921, when the Pontic organizations asked for help, unfortunately
without any response to their demand. From then and till the Asia Minor disaster,
Greeks tried to intervene in Pontus, either themselves or with the Allies help, wanting
to protect the people there from the prosecutions of Kemal’s supporters®®. Greece’s
position to the Asia Minor front was not good, and that verified with the stance of the
Allies against Greece, with which it was terminating the warfare with terms that
overthrowed the Treaty of Sevres. The one term that jumps out of all is the withdrawal
of the Greek army from the Asia Minor front. The Kemal’s supporters had a challenging
time facing the guerilla Greek Pontic forces, which led to an armistice between them,
till the Asia Minor disaster®®. Greece was in a short position after knowing that the
Allies were not on its side and the amplification of Kemal’s politics led the Greek
politics to a stalemate. The Asia Minor disaster, the departure of the Greek army from
there, and cancelation of the liberation of Constantinople (under the Allies
commands), showed the troublesome position the Greek government was in and that

it would be extremely hard to get out of this situation®®. The loss of the Greek army in
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Asia Minor sealed the domination of the Turks in that area®l. In this very vital and
critical geopolitical context for the Greeks in Pontus, Panaretos took political action
through his constant participation in the committees and the conferences. But despite
progress, neither Panaretos, nor the rest Pontic leaders were in a position to affect the

Greek government and the Great Powers, regarding a positive outcome in Pontus.

Panaretos as a figure of the church

Panaretos Topalidis besides his intense occupation with the political and national
concerns, has been above all a church leader and played a very important role in the

ecclesiastical life not only in Pontus, but also in Russia and in Greece.

The black sheep of the Monasteries

Panretos’s representative church (Monastery of Vazelon) was one of the three
Basilical, Patriarchal, Stauropegical and Exarhical Monasteries. The others being the
Peristereota Cathedral, and the Soumela Cathedral. The Metropolis of Rhodopolis was
the "black sheep" of the rest of the Monasteries. The province of Matsuka (which is
located south of Trebizond), together with the area of Santa, constitute the province of
Rhodopoli, with the head office located in Livera. This province is divided in five
smaller areas: 1. Upper Matsoukas, 2. Down Matsoukas, 3. Holy Soumela, 4. Galiaina,
and 5. Moulakas®?. In addition, there had been more or less 70 villages (there is not an
exact number). From those most of them were occupied by the Greek element, 14 of
those belonged to Turkish populations and almost 9 of them were a mix of both,
Greeks and Turks. Even though, it is strenuous to be precise concerning the exact
chronology of the constitution of those Basilical, Stauropegial and Exarhical
Monasteries, their existence was of immense importance. The reason behind it, is
because they provided Christian with a safety veil regarding the preservation of the

spiritual cohesion of the Greeks, during many tough times in the passage of history®3,
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Exarchies and the General/National Rules

The term Patriarchal Exarhia used to be usually the casual delegation of one person
with the instruction to prosecute, as the patriarch’s representative, one particular
case. This case could concern the solution of an on-the-spot issue, or a dispute or even
(which was the most common) to collect the economic demands of the Patriarchate.
Orthodox, Christian people that were living together in a small residential unit,
scattered throughout the empire (Byzantine at first and Ottoman later), were not
coming under in any ecclesiastical periphery nor they were administrated by a local
bishop. They belonged totally to the jurisdiction of the patriarch of Constantinople.
Those people living together in the small residential areas, were called patriarhika
kasterllia in the beginning, patriarhika horia, and patriarhika nisia. They were named
Patriarchal Exarchies only after the end of the 14%" century. The patriarch was giving
these areas to secular to take care of for the rest of their lives. They had the right to
take advantage of the ecclesiastical income with the obligation to look after the
spiritual administration of the Christian people. After the Fall of Constantinople in 1453
the institution of patriarchal Exarchies survived and took a better form. They were
annulled definitively with the application of the General / National Rules in 1860-
1862°%4.

The General / National Rules were the result of a pack of reforms, which were
established by the sultan Abdul Mejid in the mid-19t" century. Those reforms would
lead to the resolution and the modernization of the Ottoman Empire. So, in 1862 in
the 13" article of the 5" Rules is stated that the Exarchies seize to exist and that they
granted to the local bishops. The idea behind the abolition of Exarchies was that the
patriarch did not have the need for a personal income as he would be paid annually.
Concerning the Exarchies that the clerics and priests had in their jurisdiction, they were
also abolished and there were no compensations®®.

The Exarchies of Pontus cannot be compared with other that have been constructed in
other areas, or via donations or by trading and they have served as fiefs with the

tolerance of the church. The Patriarchal Exarchies were becoming more or less in
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number throughout the years. Most of them abolished with the establishment and the
service of the National Rules in 1859-1860, which established permanent salaries for
the patriarchs. The constitution of the National Assembly of 1863 activated the
"National Rules" who stopped in 1859-1860°¢. Moreover, they were validated by the
church, and they become one of the fundamental basis and rule of whole the
Ecumenical Patriarchate’s church administration. The Exarchies were given by the
church to those who ruled them also as a homage. The oldest one of the Exarchies is
going back in 1317 in a letter, written by the Patriarch of Constantinople loannis Glykis.
In addition, the patriarchal Exarchies were given by the Patriarchate in the bravest
men of Pontus and to the men that played a vital role in the ecclesiastical services®’.
The aim behind the Exarchies though, was to maintain the Exarhia as it was and to
collect ecclesiastical taxes from those who stayed in it. Apart from the ecclesiastical
Exarchies there were also some kind of donations, which is met due to the enormous
number of poor and abandoned monasteries (stopped operating due to various
economic issues. This institution did not mean in any case that the people that were
being donated that the monastery instantly ceased to be in Empire’s jurisdiction. It just
helped in the preservation and the utilization of the property of the monasteries and

by extension in the preservation of the monastery life®.

Monasteries and Christians

In the general area of Pontus, the existence of the monasteries in Exarchies was
different both in form and in purpose. People due to the persecutions throughout the
years (especially the first years of Christianity), were finding shelter in one of the oldest
monasteries of Pontus, Vazelonos Monastery. With the years passing by, more and
more people started gathering around monasteries like Vazelon creating a spiritual
bond among people and monasteries. The priests played an especially vital role in this
bonding process. People living around the monasteries were being called "paroikoi ton

monon". Those people were incorporated in the monasteries, and they were obliged

% Apostolidis, H MntpdmoAic PoSondAswc, 77.
97 Apostolidis, idem., 79.
%8 Apostolidis, H MntpdmoAic PoSomtdAswc, 84—85.
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to enhance their spiritual levels and the administration of the paroikies®®. This very
particular system of Exarchies was one of most vital in the area of Pontus. That is why,
over the years despite the fact that many bishoprics of Pontus have disappeared, and
many Greek souls have perished, this very system was the reason that many citizens
became more in numbers and helped others in minor cities, and the monasteries
became spiritual oasis, national hearths, in which all these years the light of faith and
national resistance has never go out. A statement that concerned the system of
Exarchies and was opposed to them was that this system was going against the
apostolic and synodic rules. In details, those rules did not allow to any face of the
church to do anything without the compliance of a bishop. Moreover, Christians were

not allowed to be deprived from a visit from a high-ranking priest®.

The duties of the abbots

According to nine articles of the regulation of the Soumela Monastery in 1886, there
are some duties (ecclesiastical) in Exarchies (these duties were inspected by the
Ecumenical Patriarchate). The abbot, in accordance with the rules and the privileges,
which have been validated through patriarchate sigils, was the spiritual father of the
monastery’s municipality. He was responsible for the spiritual needs of the Christians
and if needed he had the ability to communicate immediately with the Patriarch. In
addition, he was obliged to visit at least three time per year the villages to fulfil
people’s spiritual needs, to solve any issue of emergency and to gather the taxes
concerning the church. Furthermore, the abbot, as the spiritual leader of each Exarhia,
had the right to judge the cases among Christians and to communicate with the
political authorities in order to defend in the best possible way the interests of the
Christians in the Exarhia. Last but not least, abbots had the responsibility for the
supervision of the schools in each Exarhia. It was thought that the education was
particularly important and so they supported it via helping to cover the school

expenditures and by travelling from village to village and preaching the Word. So, the

% Apostolidis, idem., 85.
100 Apostolidis, idem., 86—90.
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bond that there was formed among the monasteries and the areas around them was

strong and lasted many years®%,

101 Apostolidis, H MntpdmoAic PoSombAswc, 91-92.
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The provisional end of Exarchies

The 13 article of the Rules states that the Patriarchal Exarchies seize to exist. Till that
period of time and due to the previous system in Pontus, the education was
underdeveloped in the countryside. It was due to the unstable environment cause by
thieves and raids against the local population that there was no room for spiritual
growth!%?, The foundation of the Archbishop of Rhodopolis was aided by the disorder
in administration issues among the churches and the monks. It was the creation of the
Archbishopric of Rhodopolis and the presence of an archbishop that resulted in a great
deal of animosity among the monasteries and the newly established Archbishopric,
who refused to accept the dissolution of their old privileges'®3. Even the people of the
other Monasteries reacted to this either alone themselves or incited by other people
or priests. Some of the arguments include the infertile ground of the Monastery, the
mountainous spot of the Monastery or even the inadequacy of preserving a priest
there. Panaretos was supporting that during his election, Gennadios formed a secret
agreement with Konstantinos Gatoglou coming from Livera, in order to aid Gennadios
becoming a bishop.

Panaretos publishes the following agreement:

A. «Ev ovopartt tii¢ Mavayiag Tpltddog OpoAoy® év cuveldnoeL OTL €AV O KUpP
Kwvotavtivog MatdyAng AouBepitng Katd TV UOOXECLV TOU €VeEpPynon Kal
katopOwaorn va yeivw ApxlepeUg €ig tv matpida pou ) MatoolUkav’ tote
Umoxpeolpat va MAnpwow €i¢ alTov S1d Tou KOToUC Tou ypoaota, aplBuol
10000 kat va Tov Exw mp®Tov Aoylwtatov Kal AoyoBEtnv €ig OAnv TV énapyiav
£w¢ TEAOUC TG Lwig Hou &V T matpidl pHag Kal AKOUN va MANPWowWw Katd pijva
apLB. 500 ypooia 51 Toug KOmoug Omol Ba KAUEL SLA TO YEVIKOV KAAOV TiG
natpidog pag AAAWG 8& pével AKUPOC ) cupdwWVia pag Kal OmoLog Ao Toug
U0 pag davij anatewv kal Adlkog Kal d&v oTEKEL €ig TAV oupdwviav Tou va
€xn avtidikov TV Oeov Kal tnv Kupiav Ogotokov pé 6Aoug Toug Ayiouc.

) 201 louviou 1862

102 Apostolidis, H MntpdmoAwc PoSomdAswe, 94-95.
103 Apostolidis, idem., 96. The first priest-deacon who is elected in Rhodopolis is
Gennadios Peristereotis (Misailidis).
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Frevwvadlog iepodlakovo¢ MioanAibng, TaAwavite¢ Umooyopal Kol
umodaivopaLy.
He made a similar agreement with the community of Douvera, the content

of which is published below:

«Ev ovopatt tod Navayadou Oeol, cupudwvd 0 UTTOPALVOUEVOC LETA KaBapag
OUVELSAOEWC PE TOUC MATPLWTAC Lou AouBepitag, STl v oUTOL Ol TaTpLRITAL
pou AouBepltal EvepynoouV Kal HE KAHoUV ApxLlepéa €iG TAV maTpida pou ThHvV
Matooukayv, TpTtov: UTtOoYoaL €i¢ alToug OTL BA KTiow THV MNTpOTOoALV Hou
HEoa €i¢ TAV AouBepav pE i81ka pou £€oda Seutepov’ OTL BA MANpwWow €ig THV
£€kkAnolav tol ayiou Mewpyiouv AouBepdc aptB. 10000 fitol Séka XIA. ypooLa:
Tpitov OTL Ba MANpwow i TO oxoAelov AouBepdc aptd. 5000 ftoL mévte
XIALASEG ypooLa® TETaptov OAag TG UTTOBEoELS TG Emap)iag Ba TEAELWow PE
TV BEANOW THiC Snpoyepovtiog MépmTov: ATt EMeldn eive Sikalov 1d To0To TOV
FaiyAldv «Zouppavon» Ba anodwow €i¢ AouBepav kail EKTov, OTL HETA Bavatov
HOU TNV NULOELOV KOTAOTAOLV KLVNTAV Kal AKivnTov 6a mAnpwow €ig 10 Kowvov
tfic AouBepac.

T} 23louviou 1862

Fevwadlog lepobidkovog MuioanAidng, TloaAlavite¢ Umooxoupal Kol

urtodpaivopa» 04,

There were some monastery loyal followers that were sending reports to protest to

the Patriarchate and Gennadios was sending his reports denouncing that the monks of

the monasteries were the one to blame, because they stirred up the people in protest.

In 1863 there is a patriarchate epistle sent to the Vazelon monastery in order to cease

those disputes, but without any result'®. This problematic argument ended with the

repeal of the Archbishopric of Rhodopolis (7/9/1867) and the priest Gennadios was

placed in indefinite leavel®, Because of that the old system with the Exarchies was re-

104 Topalidis, lotopia ¢ lepdic BaotAwkric, 284—85.
105 Apostolidis, H MntpomoAwc PoSondAswc, 104.
106 Apostolidis idem., 98—100.
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established. In 1876, there was yet another attempt to recreate the archbishopric, but

without any success.

The reconstitution of Exarchies

It was not until later in 1902 when the second revocation of the Exarchies happens and
the reconstitution of the Rhodopolis not as Archbishopric this time but as Metropolis
(which was abolished in 1867). During the same year, it is decided that all the
Monasteries and the Exarchies should be controlled by the Holy Metropolis of
Trebizond%’. People were in favor of having an archbishop, but they preferred the old
regime due to 1. They would disappoint their relatives’ monks 2. They were poor and
they were skeptical about how they will conserve the archbishop expenses 3. They
were afraid that there might be a case, in which the archbishop would be inequitable
against them 4. They did not want to lack the support they were getting from the
monasteries, because of the poor situation they were in, monasteries were the only
rest they could rely on and 5. The re-establishment of the archdiocese would deprive
the other monasteries from their reinforcements?8,

Another event that occurred during 1876-1877 was the supervision of the Monasteries
and the Exarchies from the Holy Metropolis of Trebizond. The Holy Synod of 1879
decided that the supervisor of the holy monasteries would be the metropolitan of
Trebizond, Grigorios Kallidis. That decision recanted all the previous patriarchal
decisions, with which all the privileges of the monasteries have been established and
the ones that profited from that were the Trebizond people. That was because for a
long time they wanted, the Exarchies and their Metropolis to become one with ulterior
motive to provide the schools located in province, with the surplus of their
monasteries'®. The only logical thing that could happen after this decision was that
the other monasteries put up a fight against it considering that by accepting that they
will lose their free will and their infallible!?, It is the failure of that measurement that

seals that period. The results of this contradiction were basically not in favor of the

107 Xanthopoulou et. al., Ot EAAnvec tou Mdévrou, 82.
108 Apostolidis, H MntpdmoAic Podomolewc, 114-19.
109 Apostolidis, idem., 120-21.

10 Apostolidis, idem., 121.
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education, and it had a really negative effect on it*!!. During the period 1882-1894 the
schools not only were not functioning correctly, but also there were not any new ones.
The very first hierarch of Rhodopolis after its reconstitution was Gervasios Sarasitis'!?.
During this whole time, the three Monasteries were the only that could not be
satisfied with the reconstitute of Rhodopolis. People were divided in two big groups,
the one supporting the reconstitution of Rhodopolis and stating that the monks are
the only responsible for all this agitation, and the other that was asking the abolition of
it.

Panaretos was not having a good relationship with Gervasios. According to Panaretos,
he did not take advantage of the morality of the church fathers, but rather sought
fame in people, and was what angered him. He did That was because with this attitude
he was humiliating publicly the Monastery. The Metropolitan started "attacking"
Panaretos (Vazelon Monastery) and Grigorios (Peristereota Monastery) and asking for
their removal from their places. Panaretos, repelling the accusations, answered with
many epistles. This conflict between the Monasteries made the Patriarchate to send
an epistle to Gervasios (Rhodopolis) in order to announce to him that the withdrawal
of punishments to Panaretos, Elissaios, Grigorios and Theodosios has occurred, and
they have been warned to confine in their monastery duties. Moreover, after
patriarchal commandment the three representatives of the Monasteries were called in
Trebizond, and they were accused as instigators of the events against Gervasios. The
abbots thought that they were being falsely accused and unfair and that is why they
stated that they will not accept the transmission of the decisions of the H. Church
coming from the metropolitans above them. They asked for those decisions to be
transferred immediately to the monasteries and they threatened that if they were
called again, they would disobey!3.

With the whole inner church fighting thing continuing the Metropolitan asked
Panaretos (Vazelon) and Grigorios (Peristereota) and Parthenios (Soumela) this time

for their resignation. In case they would not do it, they threaten them with his

11 Apostolidis, idem., 125.
12 Apostolidis, H MntpémoAic Podomolewc, 129-31.
113 Apostolidis, idem., 141-42.
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resignation'!4. The Church decided that they must once again gather in Constantinople
in 1904 to be brought in justice. According to Panaretos the metropolitan of
Rhodopolis Gervasios, in order to make things worse he was sending peoples reports
in the Patriarchate and he was trying to motivate the countrymen in Constantinople to
take action as soon as possible. That is what happened, those countrymen who
supported him a lot, submitted a lot of report in the Patriarchate and they hired two
judges one for the Patriarchate and one for the Sublime Porte'®.

The Holy Synod decided after the session in 1905, that the abbots are acquitted from
the charges, but it will not let them return to their monasteries. This was happening
due to the continuing fuss for the reconstitution of Rhodopolis. After five whole
months in Constantinople, abbots were free at last to return to their monasteries. The
aftermath of this constant strife among the ecclesiastical members showed how big of
an influence had during this period. This can also be seen throughout the patriarchal
mail. The approach of the problem of reconstitution of Rhodopolis by the three
metropolitans during this second period, showed the tough side of the problem. Only
the First World War and the events that came alongside with it would reveal the true
side of importance on this matter!!®,

Panaretos as we already said was the abbot of the Monastery of Vazelon during the
period 1903-1907. During this period, he had to deal with a lot of things concerning
the ecclesiastical duties. As it can be seen from the Patriarchal correspondence among
the monasteries of Pontus, there were many economic issues and disputes between
both the monasteries themselves and between the Patriarchate and the monasteries.
There were many times that the Patriarchate was sending epistles to the monasteries
and the abbots reminding them the financial debts they had. A characteristic example

of this, is the epistle on 10 June 1904 with the following content:

T® Hyoupévw T Moviic BaleAdvog (yp. 1500)
Emavalappavopev kat Std th¢ mapovong UTopviioal TV 0oLl0TNTA coU WV TPOog TO

g0vikov Tapelov odelv ToU €tnoiou Ttol mapeABovioc £touc 1903 yp.. AV

114 Apostolidis, idem., 144.
115 Apostolidis, H MntpdmoAic PoSomtbAswc, 144—-45.
116 Apostolidis, idem., 146—47.
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dmopolpev €tn péxpl tolde adtn éEwdAncog &tn mapd Ta kal mPotepov ypadEévta
00U €KKANOLAOTIK®G AvAayKknVv ToUTwV va €omevong €i¢ TV €€6pAnoLv tol eipnuévou
¢tnoiou, Ka®’doov HeT ol TOAU AfjVeL Kal TO ToU €veot®Tog ETouc mept ol Odeilelg
woautog dpovtioat Eykaipwctt’.

10 louviou 1904.
The Patriarchate returned a few days later from the first letter, returning to the

financial issues and debts of the Monastery with the following letter:

T® Hyoupévw Thic Moviic BaZeAdvoc Mavapétw.

MeT aroplac AvoyvovTes W ¢ Ao B’. EVECTRITOC HNVAC AMOVTNTIKG YPAMHOTL cou Tt
TO MPOC TO €0VIKOV Tapelov Kavovikov £trotov tfi¢c Moviig tol £toug 1903 mpo Kavv
AdN UNV@OV ArmeoTtaAn mPocg AUAG Std ypappatog amo 18.” OePpouapiov éveot. €toug,
npoayopeda SnAdoat tff 00LOTNTL oou ei¢ Amavinowv £tL oUte 1O Pnbév ypaupa
Aadiketo MPOC NUAC, Katd €EnkplBwOn ék tol ypadeiov To0 MPWTOKOAAOU, oUTE
OTOAéV OGOV eloTpdxOn, We eikoc, eic 1O Tapelov VP00 BAwC te B £€e8ideTo N
118_

TOKTLKH SUTAGTUTIOC AmOdel€Lg. Talta Tolvuv MPOC yv@OLV 6oU SLA TA TIEPALTEPW

21 louAlou 1904.

Despite the constant annoyance by the Patriarchate so that the economic issues would
be taken care of, it seems that the monastery did not have the proper economic
capacity to face those affairs. Hence the Patriarchate continues to send epistles,
declaring that in the correspondence it received there was not any bill of exchange
settlement. It seems that the economic problems did not knock off and they continued
until the next year, as the Patriarchate kept sending epistles for financial debts. By
reason of the harsh sate of the monastery, it was one of the reasons that Panaretos
decided to travel to Russia, to gather financial aid for the monastery.

In this point it is vital to mention that it was common for priests and abbots to travel
in order to gather economic aid for their monasteries. This phenomenon was

particularly spread across Pontus. When the things began to look gloomy for the

17 Apxelopuddkio  Owkoupevikol  Moatplapxeiov, Kwdikeg  Matplapyikng
AMnloypadiag, KwdiE, A’/77 o. 197.
118 A,0.N., K.M.A., Kw8LE, A’/77 o. 241.

-42-



current monastery each time (economically), the abbot council decided to send the
abbots to Russia usually to boost their monastery’s economy. The abbots were sent to
Russia due to two reasons. The first was that Russia was Christian orthodox and the
second one that Russia had gathered and imbued the Greek element so vividly that
there were many Greeks living there. So, when a monastery each time underwent an
economic crisis or difficulty, had the abbots asking for a permission to go to Russia
through the Patriarchal correspondence'®. Though those travels, the abbots more
often than not were successful, and they were gathering a significant amount of
money. With that aid in their disposition the monasteries were able to survive the
difficulties, to augment their properties, to conserve the schools around the Exarhia
and to provide help for their people in a time of need. In order for an abbot to fulfil his
journey for the economic aid of the monastery there was a very specific procedure
that it must be followed. First, the abbot council was the one that had to elect the
abbot that would perform the journey. After that, an epistle must had been sent to the
Ecumenical Patriarchate in order to receive the competent permission. In this
permission it was stated the reason of the travel and the names of those who were
about to make it. It was very much dependent on the condition of the monastery
(economical and administrative). When the destination of the journey was Russia, then
the abbot had also to acquire permission from the Holy Synod of Russia and the
Imperial Court. During those missions, the abbots used to bear with them holy relics or
relics of the saints. They also did that to stimulate the religious sentiment of the
Greeks and by doing that to improve the results of their travel?°. Panaretos during the
period of time that he spent in Russia, he managed to collect 28275,91 out of the
30544,91 rubles in total'?!. As Panaretos mentions during his aid-financially trip to
Russia, he was left speechless by the homogenous people that were living there. That
was because they Greeks in Russia showed huge empathy not only towards the

Vazelon monastery and the restructuring of it (after the plunders of the Turks) but also

119 Kiriakidis, Theodosios, “Mia mepintwon ATHOEWE TNG MOVAG JOUMEAG TIPOC TO
MNatplapxeio yla {nteia mpog tn Pwoia,” Mpnyoptog o MaAaudg, (AskéuBplog 2008),
781.

120 Kiriakidis, idem., 782—-83.

121 ArtoAoyioudc e ev Pwooia, 4.
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towards the poor people. This empathy came in great contrast with the people living in

Trebizond for which he notes the following:!2?2

«H évtunmwaoic pou &k Tf¢ Tolautng Kat'éue adiapoplioc twv év Tpameloivtl, unijpée
Kol SLaueVeL TOAU (oxUPOTEPX KAl EKTTANKTIKWTEPX ATTO TV EVIUNWAOLY TNV omolav
nodavinv ék tol ueyeBouc Tii¢ Unmo Twv TOUPKWYV YEVOLEVNC KATAOTPOPIC T¢ Movii¢

Kol T mepLpepeloG aUTiC. »

It is evident from the patriarchal correspondence that the Monastery remained under

financial strain, a fact which forced Panaretos to face the financial problems:

Tw lep. Movij ZoupeAd. Tw lep. Movij BaleAidvoc.
MeplokAeiovteg év tfj mapolon onueiwpo TWV UTO THE Moviic ddellopévwy €ig TO
Tapelov TG lepdg 6. 2XoARG, EvieAAOpeBa Tfi OoLoTNTL cou (va £V MPWTN TOXUSPOULK
g0katpia anooteilelg AvumepBétwe adtdl?s.

9 ®ePBpouapiouv 1905.

With the information gathered from all the patriarchal correspondence, some
conclusions could be made. Most of them refer to economic issues. The Patriarchate
was very persistent to that kind of issues to the monasteries. Those economic issues
included the contributions to the so-called National Fund, the subscription to
Patriarchal journal Ecclesiastical Truth, the amplification of the Patriarchal School. The
Stauropegial-Patriarchal Monasteries were giving a portion of their income to all those
patriarchal foundations and due to the fact that the most times they were late to the
delivery date of their donation, the Patriarchate used to send them those mails.
Moreover, the Vazelon Monastery had to face the issue of the reconstitution of the
Metropolis of Rhodopolis from the exarhical villages. The fact that the Vazelon

Monastery loses those exarhical villages is the primitive reason for the economic woes.

122 ArtoAoyioudc e ev Pwooia, 26-27, 31.
123 A,0.0., K.N.A., KwSLE A’/78 o. 33.
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Panaretos resigned from his position in the Vazelon Monastery in 1907 and the one
that took his place was Anthimos. His resigning occurred due to health reasons as it is
also seen in the patriarchal correspondence and afterwards, he went to Russia.
At this point, it is a little bit odd what Panaretos claims. From one point of view, he is
alleging health issues, but on the other hand he is capable of travelling to Russia.
Assumptively there could be only two explanations. The one is that Panaretos just
claims health issues just to leave the monastery, and thus he is resigning. The other
explanation is that he is truly facing some important health issues and besides being in
this exhausting position, the love for his monastery and for the people of the Exarhia,
gave him strength to accomplish this financial trip to Russia. Currently, the conditions
are clouded due to the lack of more data, and there is little light on the horizon
regarding this particular issue.
The patriarchal document that supports Panaretos’s resignation and the election of
Anthimos as Topotiritis is the following:
TQ O0WTATW iepop: AvBipw, TormotneNTH THi¢ youpeveiac, kai todc Aoutolic matpdot
tfic lepdg Moviic BalehGvog. AndBév dveyvwoBn cuvodiké amd B'. todit?

1 Maptiou 1907.
MNapeABovToC THG UUWV OoLoTNTOC Ypappa, dU o0 mAnpodopeite mepl TH¢ Std Adyoug
Uyelog oikeloBeholG mopaLTHOEWG AMO TWV KaBnkoviwv THAG fyoupeviag tol
Ayoupévou Mavapétou Kai mepl Thg &v Kavii cuvedpia ékAoyfic We tomotnpntod Tod
iepopovdxou AvBipou. Eic amdvinow oOv Snhobpev T Uu®dV 6odTNTA OTL TA OVTWC
yevoueva évekpibnoav UTO T EkkAnciag aviot@pev 6€ (va éykaipwg mpofiite €ig TRV
£kAoynv taktikod Ayoupévoul?>,

1 Maptiou 1907.

After Panaretos’s resignment and Anthimos’s succession by the Philadelphia
Metropolitan, Leontios Papadopoulos-Houtouriotis (1909) the Holy Synod and the
Ecumenical Patriarchate decided to take some measures in order to make the Soumela

Monastery great again. Those measures needed to be taken because of the degraded

124 A.0.0., K.M.A., KwbLE, A’/80 . 68.
125 A.0.0., K.M.A., KwsLE, A’/80 o. 69.
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situation of economic scandals and the disputes between the fathers!?®. Those
measures included the implementation of the communal system (coenobitic) and that
for five years the ecclesiastical fathers would be excluded from the participation and
the interference concerning the administration things.

For those reasons, a six membered committee was established and had the obligation
to lead and administrate the economic situation of the Soumela Monastery. Out of the
six members, three would come from the eparhia of Trebizond and three from the
eparhia of Rhodopolis. Those six members would be suggested by the metropolitans.
As for president and supervisor of this committee it was decided to be the
Metropolitan of Rhodopolis. The Holy Synod decided that deputy of the abbacy should
be the hieromonachos Theodosios Peristereotis!?’. With another Synodic decision the
jurisdiction as well as the economic administration expanded also in the two other

monasteries, Vazelon and Peristereota Monasteries!?5.

126 Apostolidis, H MntpomoAwc PoSomdAswc, 166.
127 A.0.01., K.MN.A. KwdL€, A’/79 0. 334-335.
128 A,0.N., K.M.A., KwbLE, A’/80 0. 132-133, A’/83 ©. 246.
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Panaretos’s political action

Archimandrite Panaretos Topalidis played an important political role in Pontus, Greece,
and Russia. Out the many things this can be verified by the epistle of the metropolitan
of the monastery of Rhodopolis, Kyrillos to Panaretos. This ecclesiastical epistle that
was sent to him in 3/5/1919, mentions that after the meeting of the church people in
Rhodopolis, Panaretos was elected as a member of the 4-people delegation. This
delegation would represent the Eparhia of Rhodopolis in Batum in the Pampontian
conference. By this conference, another 3-membered delegation was elected and was
sent to Athens in order to meet with Eleftherios Venizelos and inform him about the
situation that was going on in Pontus (the events in Giresun and the treatment of
refugees in Russia.

The central political role of Panaretos in the Council of Pontus but also the efficiency in
all the obligation he undertook, made him the most suitable person to classify and
organize the saved archive of the Greeks of Pontus that is preserved in the Black Club
of Thessaloniki. This archive is not completely ready vyet (it is said to be ready by this
time next year), due to the plethora of surviving archival material, volumes and

handwritten epistles.

Political action in Greece

A very interesting proof of Panaretos’s political action was also a letter he sent to the

Ministry of Foreign Affairs:

Mpog 10 2eBaotov Yroupyeiov EEWTEPLKWV
Evtaivda
KUpte Yrioupye,
En’eUkaupiq tijc peAdovoncg va cuveéAln év Aovdivw, tij 8/21 WeBpouapiou,
ouvblaokePewg, mpoc Auatv tol avatoAikol {ntripatoc, AauBavw tnv TLunv va
unoBaAw ta emoueva:
H ZuvOnkn t@v ZeBpv apijkev gic tnv Toupkiav tov Movrov ol omolou 0 EAANVIKOG

nAnduoudc UnepéBaive, katd T0 £toc 1914, 16 v ékatoulplov Yuxdyv, £€'wv, 500.000
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TePimou, PeUYOVTEC TNV uaxalpav tol analolov TUPAVVOU, KATEQUYOV KATA
Slopopouc émoxac €i¢ Ta¢ xwpac ai ornolat mpo tod €touc 1918 ametéAouvv TV
Pwatknv Autokpatopiav, kapabdokoivteg evkatpiav va EnavéAdBwat, 85.000
E€eblwydnoav TV E0TIWV TwV KaTd ToUC Ufivac lavoudptov kai @eBpoudpiov tol
&touc 1918 Swwyuoug, 170,576 édavatwidnoav dia pupiwv Baoavwy év MNovtw kai ol
Aouroi uévouatv év Movtw, mpookapTePOTVTEC TNV anokataotaotv ti¢ Matpido¢ Twv
Kol ToTilovtes ué Sdkpua Kol alpa TV yiv T@V TaTéPwy TwVv.

In this introductory part Panaretos states that the Sevres treaty made half a million
Greeks to runaway from the Turks, mostly in Russia and they are waiting to return to
their land. In addition, during the persecutions in the 1918, many Pontic people lost
their lives.

EE&AAou n autn ouvinkn bia tol 144 apPpou tng, EmiBallet ei¢ thv oBwuaviknv
KUBEpvnaoLv TNV UIToXpEwWatV va SLEUKOAUVN TV Emavodov Twv Ueta to 1914
EKSLWYTEVTWY €K TWV ECTIWV TWV KAl TNV AoS00LV TWV KIVNTWV KAl dKLVATWV
TIEPLOUTLWV TWV, ALTIVEC TUYOV Bd Emavaupediol.

Al Stataéeic Tol dpdpou toUTOU, UEPLUV@DOAL, KAT EMIQaveLay, Sta TNV Emavopdwaotv
TV £(¢ BApOg....TWV XPLOTIAVDV ASIKNUATWY, KAAUTTTOUOL Kat'oUoiav auta Kol
npoAauBavouat tnv énavopdwaiv Twv,

Knowing the treaty really well, Panaretos that the Ottoman government had the
obligation to allow and facilitate the return of the populations that had been
persecuted and that they should have been given homes. The provisions of the article
had to take care of those things.

a) 6ot €k T@wv 600.000 repinov EAAnvwv tol Movtou, ol omoiot katd SLapopous
Emoyac nvaykaodnoav Umo Tii¢ TOUPKLKAC Tupavviag va EykataAeiPwaot TO matpLov
ESapoc kai ol onolot tadaunwpolvtal oruepov €ic tac xwpac tod Kavukaoou kal Ti¢
Pwaolac, dtapAéyovral b€ uno tol iepol méBou Tii¢ Emavodou £(¢ TG E0TioG Twv,
émBaAetal ic tnv Toupkiav n vnoxpewaon va Sexdij kal va dteukoAovn tnv éndvodov
UOVOV TV EKSLWYIEVTWY UETA TO 1914, fitol To0 €vog Ektou To0 OAtkold mAnduouod,
ootic éénvaykaodn va evpedfj uakpav tic matpidoc tou,

He continues, that by the 600.000 Greek people that were forced to leave their land
and today they are living in Russia, Turkey is obliged to help them return (only those

that had left in 1914, which was around the 1/6 of the total population).
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B) 61011, Ev dip’€voc TO €v Adyw Adpdpov akupol TOV Mepl EYKATAAEAELUUEVWY yaLBV
TOUPKLKOV vOpov Tod 1919 kai Ta¢ CUUTANPWHATIKAS auTod Statdéelc, 5U'wv
EMISLWKETO UTO TFi¢ TOUPKIXG 1) VOULUOTTOINOLC TAC KATHOXETEWC TWV KLVNTWV Kol
QAKLVNTWV TTEPLOUTLOV TWV EKSLWYIEVTWV, EKTOMIOTEVTWV Kol SavatwIEvtwv
XPLOTLAV@WV, dp ETEPOU EMIBAAAEL TNV ATOS00LY UOVOV EKEIVWVY TWV MEPLOUTLAV, al
omnotat nBeAov tuxov evpedij.

Mpoavdac ol ouvtaktal tol dpdpou Nyvoouv ta yevoueva v Toupkia.

Aapkolivrog tol eUpwrtaikod moAéuou n Toupkia €k uovou tol MovTou EEETOMIOEV €iC
TO £0WTEPLKOV TH¢ Mikpdic Aoiog 259.674 EAAnvac kai ééediwéev gic Pwoliav 85.800
XwpIc va EMTPEYN auTolc va AdBwaol TL €k TOUTOU, KIVNTOC KOl AKIVATOUG, EV UEPEL UEV
KaTEYeL N (6la kUBEpvVNOLg, v UEpEL 6€ OUVETEAEDE Kal EMETpeYe va diapraén o
ToupkikO¢ 6YA0G, O OTPATOC KAl TA AVTAPTIKA ToU oTpatol cwuata. Al oikial kai Ta
Aouta oikobdounuarto v EKTomoIEVTwY, v UéV Tol¢ ywpliolc EmuprnoAndnoavy, év 6
Tl moAeot EnwAndnoav ovouaoTik@WE UMo Ti¢ kUBEpvNoew e €i¢ iStwTtag ToUpKoUC UE
TNV UMOXPEWOLV VA Katedapiowatv auta ol ayopaotai. Kai katebapiodnoav. AAAa kai
t00 un éktonio¥evroc EAAnvikod mAnSuouol ai neplovaoial kai mpPo mavTog Ta
EUMTOPEUUATA KATECYXETNOAV KATA UEYX UEPOC UTTO TG KUBEPVNOEWCG ETTL SLAPOPOLG
IPOPACTEDL.

In this part, Panaretos becomes argumentative by stating that those who compiled this
article had no idea what was going on in Turkey. During the First World War, more that
250.000 Greeks were banished towards the inner Asia Minor and almost 90.000 were
displaced in Russia. Those people were not allowed to have any kind of asset with
them (their commodities were confiscated by the Ottoman government claiming many
things that were not true) and their homes and villages were burnt down, or they were
sold to private citizens by the Ottoman government.

Euvontov o6t n Toupkia, ékuetaidevouévn tag Stataéelc tol dpdpou toutou, éav Sev
uetaBAnd@ot altat, 9a NPVeiTo dg’Evoc TRV EMOTPOPNAV €i¢ TA TEVTE EKTA TOD
éktomniodévroc nAnGuouod, kai bev Ja anéSidev ap’eTépou €ic¢ Toug (SLokTnTAC 0USEV
&k thi¢c Stapriayeion meplovoiog Twv, S1OTL OUTE TO EV EKATOOTOV TWV SLOPTTAYEVTWV
Suvarat va eUpedii, mepi o0 AauBavel uépuvay ) SuvSrkn!!!

H Zuvbiaokeic told Aovdivou, avadlaBoiloa tv Avoty tol AvatoAikol {ntrnuatog,

OpeideL va AaBn ur’6Yv ta Sewvonadnuarta tod eAAnviouod tod lovrou kai va Béon
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Tépua €i¢ tv SouAeiav autod, 610t uovov tote Va kateSLkAeTo va ouvexion To
poptUptov Tou, ai Statdéetc ol 144°° dpdpou tic Suvlnkne elvat avaykn kai Sikotov
v HeTaBANOGOLY, 0UTWE WOTE, 1 UéV MAAVWOOTNOLC VA glvait SIKaWUA TTAVTWY TOV
EUPLOKOUEVWYV UAKPAV Ti¢ matpidoc Twv, aveéaptntwc tod Ypovou Tijc
QAITOUAKPUVOEWC TwV €€ aUTHG, N &€ TOUPKIKN KUBEPVNOLC Vi UTToXPEWBH] va
arolnuiwon Sikaiwg, mavrac toug yptotiavouc Sia ndoav {nuiov mpooyevouEvny
aUTol¢, Adyw Ektormiouol, émtaéewc, Asndaoiac, Eunpnouol, katedapioswc,
QITOOTEPNOEWC Epyaoiac elcoSNUATWY, Kai Aotm@v.

In this last part of the epistle, Panaretos blames not only the composers of the article,
but also Turkey, who is taking great advantage of the current situation of the treaty.
Lastly, he writes that Conference in London should take care of the Eastern Question
and to give an end to the trials that the Greeks of Pontus had to go through. Those
people have the right to come back to their homes and land and they have to be
compensated by the Turkish government for their acts of atrocities.

Adfjvai, 15 lavouapiouv 1921

Me’vmoAnpewc moAAf¢
O nyouuevoc tii¢ €v Movtw Lovij¢c BaleA@vog
kai avtumpoownoc tol év N. Pwoiq EAAnviouol

Apxu. Mavapetoc??®

What Archimandrite Panaretos was trying to exhibit was the Eastern Question3® . His

suggestions regarding the Eastern Question did not find resonance, because as it was

129 Topalidis, O Mévroc, 461-63.

130 Mackfie, Alexander, The Eastern Question, 1774-1923, London: Longman, 58. The
Eastern Question is a diplomatic and historical term for the Ottoman Empire’s political
status and viability. This question was of high importance in view of the Empire’s
strategic position astride the Balkans, Near East and Eastern Mediterranean. Dated
begins from the tsarist expansion towards the Black Sea during the reign of Catherine
the Great (1762-1796) to the demise of the Ottoman Empire in 1923. The Eastern
Question revolved around four issues. First was the decline of the Ottoman Empire,
precipitated by military defeat and breakdown of administrative and financial
institutions. Second failure of the Ottoman modernizing reform to stop being the "sick
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seen later this question was not solved in the Paris Peace Conference as it should be.
Greeks of Pontus, some of them went to Russia and couldn’t come back, even though
that the Ottoman Empire was obligated to facilitate their return, after 1914. He is also
mentioning that many Greek people around Pontus were displaced deeper in Asia
Minor, and many were deported to Russia without having the ability to take anything
with them. That is why Panaretos is trying his best even through epistles to make
things better for the Greek people of Pontus and to claim their rights, that the
Ottoman Empire would not recognize. He also believes that the Allies played an
important role, considering that they did not pay the attention the situation needed.
Because of those, things kept going worse and worse, even after the Asia Minor
Disaster and Treaty of Lausanne in 1923 with the population exchange. Panaretos is
also mentioned many times in the meetings logs of the Geniko Synedrio Ellinon tou
Pontou. That is because he was a very respected person, and he had a great position in
the Conferences around Pontus, Russia, and Greece. During this Conference of the
Greeks of Pontus, Panaretos suggested (precisely in 23/7/1919) to send to the English
military commander and to the agency of the Russian Company a report about the
piracy event to the Konstantinos steamship and the representative of the Central
Union of Krasnodar, Tourlidis, had to pay 78.000 rubles, that were destined for the

province of Amasya®3!.

Political action in the area of Pontus and Russia

Moreover, a day later (24/7/1919) it is decided to sent Panaretos in a mission of
Central Union of Krasnodar. He would be accompanied by loannis Papadopoulos.
During the same session and in accordance with the Patriarchates and the Greek
commission, it was decided that a revolution in Pontus would be proven dangerous

and impossible. In order for the issue of Pontus to be solved, it was suggested for the

man of Europe". Third issue would be the rise of nationalism among Ottoman subjects,
especially Balkan Orthodox Christians, Arab Christians and Muslims, Armenians, and
Turks. Last but not least, was the issue of the rivalries of the Great Powers concerning
commercial, diplomatic, political, and strategic leverage in the Ottoman Near East.

131 Theofylaktou, MNipw otnv acBeotn @Adya, 137-38.
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Pamopontiako Conference in Batum to be organized. This conference would elect a
Supreme Executive Committee, which would be trusted by the Greek government32,
In addition, in 31/7/1919 he suggested that all the people that were forced to leave
Pontus in 1914, should return back having communicated with the Greek government,
because they are Pontic people.

A few days later, in 2/8/1919, archimandrite Panaretos suggests that there should be a
conversation regarding the relations between the Conference and the Unions or the
local liaisons. He believed that the Unions that they are spread here and there, should
be depended on the Central Unions only after the elections of the Supreme Executive
Committee. Also, that this Committee should gather under its wings all the Unions and
the Central Unions and should be responsible for the initiatives about the national
issues. The Unions should only deal with local issues. They should be free to be in close
contact with the Conference and that the connections among the Conference and the
Foreign Unions should be discussed?®33.

In 7/8/1919, a statement of Panaretos for the Archive of the Conference of the
members of the Council, to be transferred in a safe place, in case that Batum ceases to
be a safe place. His statement became accepted. On top of that, another statement of
his that became accepted as well was about granting certificates of identity in all the
Conference members that return to their provinces. Additionally, the Municipalities
and the Unions should be also provided with a revision of the Conference proceedings.
Furthermore, Panaretos suggested that the Municipalities should be given a financial
aid (depending on the population and its needs)*3*.

Itis also in 14/12/1919 when the Conference of Greeks of Pontus changes its name
and becomes the National Assembly of Pontus, and the Council of Pontus becomes the
National Council of Pontus!*.

In 23/6/1920 archimandrite Panaretos provides very useful information to the
meetings of the National Council, concerning Russia. Afterwards it is mentioned that

he is sent there (to Russia), from the Health Committee to distribute financial aid to

132 Theofylaktou, Npw otnv aoBeotn @Adya, 139.
133 Theofylaktou, idem., 149-50.

134 Theofylaktou, idem., 151.

135 Theofylaktou, idem., 152.
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those who were in need. That money was sent from the Greek government, and they
were reaching Moscow?3®,

We can also see Panaretos’s political action through an epistle to Leonidas lasonidis*®’
in 11/11/1920 in which he displayed his disappointment about the loss of Eleftherios
Venizelos in the elections that took place in 1920. He continues mentioning that the
struggle for Pontus is something national and not regional. In addition, Panaretos
believes that it is urgent for lasonidis to be present in Batum and assemble the
National Assembly, which would entrust the issue of Pontus to the National Council
(which would follow the Greek governments leadership). Moreover, he is asking for
two representatives of the Greek government, one in Constantinople and one in
Athens in order to postpone the National Assembly indefinitely. Inside the same
epistle from the political archive of the National Council, Panaretos compliments
loannidis for his devotion to the issue of Pontus, he underlines the breakdown of V.
loannidis’s son from the attacks of his political enemies. Lastly, he suggests that V.

138

loannidis**® should be elected from the National Assembly as special envoy and

authorized representative!®.

136 Theofylaktou, 197.

187 Eykukdornaibeia tou Movriakoy EAAnviopov, T. 4, (2007, @scoahovikn), o. 42-43,
45-46. Leon/Leonidas lasonidis was also a very important and historical figure of
Pontus. He was born in 1884 in Poulantzaki in Pontus. After his education in the
Phrontistirion of Trebizond (1902), he went to the university of Constantinople to
pursue his studies in law. He graduated in 1912 and he left for Paris. In Paris he studied
political sciences and he graduated in 1915. During the WW1 he left Paris and through
Romania he went to Rostov to take care and support the Greeks of Caucasus, who fled
there to escape the Turks. He was one of the founders of the Central Union of Pontus
in Krasnodar (1918) and in 1919 he participated in the National Assembly of Pontus in
Batum (in which he was also elected as the president of it). As president his aim was
the independence of Pontus. In 1920, alongside Venizelos he visits Paris and London as
leader of the Commission of National Defense and fights for the independence of
Pontus, but without any fortune. For his heroic actions he was sentenced to death, but
because the Turkish authorities could not find him, they found his brother and burnt
him alive. After 1923, when he came to Greece and till 1952, he actively participated in
the political life. He died in 1959.

138 Fykukdomaibeta tou Movtiakoy ENnviopoU, T. 4, (2007, @sccolovikn), 0. 120-121.
Vasileios loannidis was the son of Savvas loannidis. He was born in Trebizond in 1865
and he studied in the Phrontisitrion of Trebizond. After his graduation there he
continued in the Theological School of Halki. He came back in Trebizond in 1895 and
got married. Following the retreat of the Russian Army, he travelled to Batum, and he
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Archimandrite Panaretos Topalidis is also, as mentioned by Theofylaktos Theofylaktou,
the one that was given the political archive, the epistles, of the Union of the Greeks of
Pontus in Batum, the National Assembly and the National Council of Pontus. All of the
above, were entrusted to him to numerate and classify in the Archive of the Euxeinos
Leshi Thessalonikis4°.
Theofylaktos Theofylaktou seemed to have Panaretos in very high standards and
appreciated him as a figure and a personality. This could be extracted from the words
about Panaretos in his own book:
«Ta Tov EpeuvnTA TNG LoTopLaG TOoV aupLavo, ou Ba nBeAe va aoxoAnon
aptiwtepa, Sivw TNV mAnpodopia 6tL avtovola ta BLPALA TWV MPAKTLKWY TOU
Yuvdéopou EAAAVwV Movtiwv tng moAewc Batouy, EBvoouveleloswg Kal

EBvikoU ZupBouliou tou MNovrou, to MoAttikov Apxeiov, SnAadn n

fought for the independence of Pontus. He got elected from the National Assembly of
Pontus, as the president of the National Council in 1919. Later he moved to
Constantinople and from there he travelled to Marseilles. From France he came back
to Greece, where he lived the rest of his life.

139 Theofylaktou, MNipw 3tn AcBsotn ®Adya, 311-12. /118

A.laooviénv

Kwv)moAtLyv

NepiAnyig:

1. Aév Swkatoloyeltal n ék tol AMOTeEAEéoHATOC TWV €KAOY®V AMOYONTEUOLG.
'OMNovTlakog Aywv £0vikog eilval. “Exel TV B€otv Tou péoa eig kaBe EAANVLKOV
KaBeotwe. «O dywvilopevog eig téhog otedavoitaly.

2. JuvLoTd OtL avaykn va petaffi €ig Batoly, va cuykaAéon trv EBvoouvéleuaty,
v'avaBéon aitn tv Slaxeipowv tol Movtiakod Zntipatog eic t0 EBviKOV
JupBoUALov, TO omolov Ba évepyf MAVTOTE MO CUUPWVOU TPOG TAG 68nylag
¢ EAAnv. KuPBepvnoewg, V' amooteidn €va | 600 AVIUTPOOWIOUG TNG
(MpeoBeutag) eic Kwv)moAwv kat ABnvag, v avaBdaAn tag épyaciag Thig
‘EBvoouveleloewg MU AOPLOTOV.

3. ’Emoauwvel akAovntov éupovnyv 1ol lwavvibou ei¢ EBvikOvV kabfikov mopd Tag
AVTLITPAEELG TV TPOCWTILKWV TOU €XOBpQV.

4. Yroypapuilel kKAoviopov B. lwavvidou amo trv andavBpwrmov évavtiov To0 viol
ToUu €miBeatv TV MOALTIKGOV AVTUTAAWVY TOU.

5. Zuviotd va €kAEEn 1 ’E@voouvéAeuolg ameotalpévov kat MAnpe€ouaoilov
Avtutpocwrov Tov B. Twawvidnv.

Mavapetog
ABfvat, 11.11.1920

140 Theofylaktou, MNipw otnv acBeotn pAdya, 320.
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aAAnAoypadia tou ZupBouAiou, petadepuéva amo to Batou, euplokovtal €1G
10 Apxeiov tng «Eu€eivou Aéoxng» OecoaAovikng, aplOpnuéva Ko
tafBetnpuéva entpeleio Apxpavdpitou Mavapétou TonaAidou, péAoug TG

EBvoouveleloewg Tou MNovtou, anod ta emidavr).»

As seen also in the epistle from Panaretos who was in Athens during this period
to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs (during this the minister of foreign affairs was
Dimitrios Rallis) on 23 October 1920. Inside this epistle, Panaretos after a short
greeting states the points that he agrees upon with the ministry. He starts by
mention that the Greek government should contact Russia concerning the
leaving permission of 100.000 Greek people that live in Soviet Union. He
continues by saying that the Greek government, is occupied with the national
matters and so it will not interfere with the transportation and the relocation
of the people. Besides those, Panaretos agrees that upon the attainment of the
leaving permission as mentioned above, in the town of Novorossiysk, a
commission must be created in order for an order to be maintained referring to
the aspirations of the Greek government. In addition, the Greek government,
should be able to negotiate the accomplishment of the leaving permission of
the Greeks living in Russia, having in mind that some conditions must be met,
and that people should have the right to get with them a part of their property
(this included money, furniture, livestock, tools, jewelry, and food). In the end
of this epistle, Panaretos remarks that the Greek government is up to date
about the big Greek properties that were confiscated in the Soviet Union and
that is a problem that the Greek government will decide how and when will be

solved.
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Conclusions

Archimandrite Panaretos Topalidis was a historical figure that during the passage of
time has left his traces in the ecclesiastical and political history not only in Greece but
also in the area of Pontus. Panaretos was interested in things that related to mainly to
church (that could easily explain his whole life, that it was devoted in ecclesiastical
struggles) but also to political things such as the refugees coming from Russia to
Pontus or from Pontus to Greece. His actions can be clearly seen through the
patriarchal epistles that were sent from one ecclesiastical person / monastery to
another.

The obnoxious relationship between the Ottoman Empire and the — ideal self-
determined and autonomous- area of Pontus has struggled through many difficulties.
Despite the fact that there were many periods of time that the two population groups
(Christians and Muslims) were getting along, there was a very specific chronicle that
brought them to strife. To be more precise, it was the movement of the Young Turks in
1908 when it all started. It negatively affected the Greek communities in Pontus. That
was seen by the erosion of Greek properties and more importantly by the recruitment
of many Christian people living in Pontus. But this recruitment would only be the
beginning of a general masterplan against the minorities in the Pontic area. The so
called, labour battalions were gathering people, which sometimes were not even
making it there. There was a bunch of people that was killed on the way or died there
due to the cruel and inhuman living conditions.

The Balkan Wars (1912, 1913) and eventually the First World War (1914) came to
make this tension and rivalry many times more intense. This was because Turkey was
opposed to Greece in the War (Central vs Allied powers). People of Pontus realized
they had to do something in order to tackle this inappropriate living conditions.
Ottomans Empire biggest fear was to lose any territories (especially in Pontus) because
of the Muslim population living in those areas but also because of the economy which
was starting to flourish.

The situation in Pontus became more difficult especially with the conflict among the
Ottoman Empire and Russian in 1916-1917 (after the Revolution). This was because

the Russian army started moving northern and conquered some areas (besides this

-57-



would not be the first time that Russian interfere with the Ottoman Empire, 1829, and
the Russo-Turkish Wars of 1877-1878), with a lot of Pontic people fleeing in Russia or
becoming guerillas. But Russians were welcomed in Pontus as liberators from the
Ottoman yoke. The very first ideas about the self-determined Pontic state started
forming under the function of the municipality of Trebizond during the Russian
occupation. Greeks in Pontus begun forming conferences, electing representatives,
and wanting to be heard about the issue of Pontus.

The voices of those issues were Chrysanthos archimandrite Panaretos Topalidis, and
many people from Pontus living in other countries. In Greece Eleftherios Venizelos and
his politic was bizarre because he was in favor of a self-determined Pontic state, but he
did not want to get involved in achieving this goal. He was afraid that it was too much
to ask for, (besides the Greek claims after the World War |) and that the Greeks of
Pontus might spread communistic ideas and so his politic would be undermined. Those
perspectives changed, because it was the only way to oppose Kemal, and Venizelos
thought It would be a terrific opportunity for people of Pontus living abroad to return
to their lands. As he stated in the Treaty of Sevres (1920), Pontus would be liberated
and if Kemal does not obey to the terms of the Treaty, he will lose both Pontus and
Constantinople. All these things stayed in the sphere of dreams as Venizelos lost the
election in 1920 and Greece and Pontus took two awfully hard blows. The first one was
that the Allies were not having a good relationship with the recently elected king and
somehow that dream bubble popped off and the second and most important blow was
the Asia Minor disaster, which sealed the domination of the Turks in this area. Despite
the adversities in Pontus, people did not lose their spirit and always fought for their
personal and cultural growth.

Panaretos Topalidis was not only an archimandrite that was keen on ecclesiastical
matters but also was close to people caring for them. The fact that he became that
famous in a truly brief period of time was a result drained from his actions. A
distinguishing feature of his personality was the fact that he was moral and humble
and that he was not a money-worshipper. This could be extracted from the fact that
there used to be the custom, that each traveler who completed the trip to another
country (sent by the monastery for ecclesiastical matters), could receive 10% of the

total financial aid he gathered. Panaretos did not want that percentage and he gave it
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to his monastery as a subscription to it'*!. This action from its own shows that he was
really compassionate for the monastery. In addition, there were not few cases that
similarly to Panaretos, many other abbots were sent to financial trips, and they were
not as much innocent and honest as they should have been#?. He was fighting for
Pontus, Greece, their churches, and their people and those things can never be

forgotten.

141 Artodoyioudc e ev Pwooia, 37.
192 ArtoAoyioudc e v Pwoaia, 39-40.
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Appendix

Apxtpavdpitng Mavdpetog TonaAidng (1877-1958).
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Apxipavdpitng Mavdapetog TomaAidng
1877-1958

O MNavapetog e Tov apxLtpavdpitn AuBpocio ToupeAwtou otnv Kaotavid Bepuiou.



O Navapetog TomaAidng oto Bulavtvo pouoeio.



O Navapetog TomaAidng pe tov Aswvida lacwvidn kat tov Qidwva Ktevidn.
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