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Abstract

The study brings into question a less researchpelcasn the Romanian
and foreign history in the past 20 years, namedils@nd Romanian huts set up on
Mount Athos in the 19 century with hermitages founded there also by Roama
monks. This material presents aspects of religimsadministrative life, and their
daily lives on Mount Athos in Greece, and relatidretween communities of
Romanian monks from there and Greek monks from Médimos during the time,
from its establishment — fcentury to the present. The information is based o
research and documents in the deposits of the Ndtirchives of Romania and
those of the Diplomatic Archives of the MinistryBbreign Affairs.
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Romanian principalities supported Mount Athos frtme fall of the
Byzantine Empire in 1453 until the middle of thd"t@ntury. The settlements

" This material is part of thatroduction of thevolumeSchiturisi chilii romaneti de la Muntele
Athos. Documente (1852-1943). Partea Bkurati: Editura Universiitii din Bucursti, 2008,
908 p. (in colaborare cu Maria Petre) and a fat @f this study was published in no. 12/2008 of
the journal. Because the volume was publishedsimall number of copies we have considered
necessary to retake a part of our study so thatatdems can be in this way better known.
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in the Sacred Mountain couldn’t have resisted withof the Romanian
massive material and moral support in spite ofrtheitonomy granted by
Turks. They had to pay a big annual tribute to@t®mans and they didn’t
have resources to maintain their buildings andigeofor the monks.

Romanian monks had been living in Mount Athos sitiee XIV"
century in the existing ecclesiastic settlementd #mey didn't set up
exclusively Romanian churches.

National conflicts started in Athos beginning wikte third decade of
the 19" century” In turns, Russians then Serbs and Bulgarians redstai

” According to tradition, the origin of the monasife at Athos dates back to the times of
emperors Constantin the Great (313—-337 AD) and dtsie (408—434 AD) when the first
monks are thought to have settled in the sacrechtams. A few monks in Palestine and
Egypt also sought refuge at Athos after Arabs omxlifheir countries (Palestine in 638 AD
and Egypt in 640 AD) and Athos was the place whamnks in the Byzantine empire
found shelter during the iconoclast disputes indhand ¢' centuries.

The oldest monastery is the Great Lavra that Atbi@naf Athos founded in 963
AD. lviru Monastery followed in 972 AD and then \éped and Filoteu, also before 1000
AD. Then Esfigmenu, Dohiar, Xenofon, Xiropotam, &zalu, Costamonitu and Zografu
were built in the 1% century, Rusicon and Hilandar in the™@entury and monasteries
Cutlumu;, Pantocrator, Saint Paul, Grigoriu, Simonpetrmmlc’f‘ century.

Along time, the number of monasteries varied wile evolution of historical
events. Some of them disappeared, others were ikgsithand changed their hierarchies.
Twenty big monasteries rule the territory of Atlagpresent. Besides them, there are also 8
small convents, approximately 200 hermitages, aidiuts and a few small reclusories.
Convents, hermitages, huts and other monasticeshditilt on the territory of a monastery
are under control and administration of that. THeynot dispose freely of their goods and
do not take part in the ruling of the Sacred Moimta

While a Protos ruled the community at Athos urité tL8" century, a board made
of the 20 Fathers Superior of the great monastéresgraduately taken the lead. These
Fathers Superior who were first nan@oisthosand therepistatesare organized in 4 men
groups (theEpisthasi3 that rule in turns, each group one year, begmmiith the first of
June and ending with the end of May the followirgly The fouepistatesn each group
elect on of them as a president who holds the eroai the Primate and is appointed
Protepistator Protos of the Sacred Mountain

The permanent administrative body superior toEpestasisis the Extraordinary
Assembly or the SainSinaxis including representatives of the 20 monasteridse T
legislative and judicial body is the Biannual DaiBlssembly or the Extraordinary Double
Sinaxiswhose members meet twice a year in the small toanei€, the capital of Athos.

The community at Athos was granted territorial aadhinistrative autonomy
within the Byzantine Empire, since thd' @entury until 1453, when the Empire was
conqguered by the Ottomans. The Ottoman sultandrowed and reinforced the privileges
of the monks and the 8 contractgpfcong | (972), 1l (1046), 1l (1394), IV (1406), V
(1574), VI (1783), VII (1810), VIII (1911) ensuredhe religious, political and
administrative autonomy of the Sacred Mountain.
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representatives in the Careia Assembly (Russiafusicon monastery,
Serbs — Hilandar monastery, Bulgarians — Zografumastery). The Greek
majority did not acknowledge the right of Romaniaronks to distinct
organization. They were totally subordinated, bogcclesiastically,
canonically and economically to Greek monasteri€seeks’ attitude

After Byzantium surrendered in 1453 Mount Athos wagpported by the
Romanian principalities until the middle of the™&entury. With all the autonomy Turks
granted, the religious settlements in the Sacredri#on couldn’t have lasted without the
substantial Romanian material and moral aid.

Political events in the second half of thé"¥@®ntury and the first half of the 20
century raised the Sacred Mountain problem assareiat European peace conferences. For
example, by Berlin 1878 Peace Treaty the privilegésthe Sacred Mountain were
reinforced. The situation stayed the same untilBaéan wars (1912-1913). The Greek
army occupied Athos in November 1912 and Europeaveps claim the right to decide the
fate of the Mountain in the London Peace Conference

Mount Athos was declared autonomous, independeditreutral in November
1913. The First World War blocked the enforcemdnthe decisions taken at the London
Conference. The Greek government appointed polfiieets to keep the order at Careia.
The Careia Church Assembly in collaboration witBraek public servant drew up a statute
in 1918 that specified the autonomy, neutrality amtkependence of the community under
1913 London Treaty conditions. Greece recognizedatitonomy of Mount Athos by the
1920 Sévres Treaty and after the Russian-Turk tharlLausanne Conference (July 1923)
decided that Mount Athos would have the status @inaated territory under Greek
administration. A commission of five Greek clergymadrew up Mount Athos Statute at the
beginning of 1924 and the Statute was signed bydpeesentatives of 19 monasteries in
Athos on May the 10th, 1924. St. Pantelimon Rusklanastery refused to sign it. In 1925
the Constantinople Patriarchate accepted the Stahd the Greek government issued a law
entitled ,On the ratification of the regulations Afhos Sacred Mountain” on the 2&f
September, 1926. The law declares that the conveats and hermitages are annexes of
the 20 great monasteries, settles to 20 the numberonasteries and denies ownership
rights to any settlements but the 20 monasterieshé same time, all monks in Athos
should have Greek citizenship irrespective of metiity, convents, huts and hermitages are
declared inalienable property of the tutor monésserThe law forbids transformation of
convents into monasteries, of hermitages into cotsvand of huts into hermitages and also
forbids the sale of hermitages and huts withoutrpaipproval of tutor monasteries that are
declared first buyers. The number of monks thatehtoe right to inherit a reclusory is
reduced to three.

Although Greek Constitution has been amended sktiaras after 1926, Mount
Athos status has remained unchanged. According rawvigions in the 1975 Greek
Constitution, Mount Athos represents a self-govagmiegion but it is a part of the Greek
state. As religious institution, Mount Athos is @ndthe direct jurisdiction of the
Ecumenical Patriarchate. Monks in service at Atblatsin Greek citizenship. Greeks assure
maintainance of public order and security in ther8a& Mountain. Therefore, the Greek
state acts in fact as a leading organ of the Maamtif has aquired all civil, political and
ecclesiastical powers in the region.

18¢



Adina Berciu-Drdghicescu - Romanian Small Convents in Mount Athos

towards Romanians was sharpened by the 1863 seatilan of the
monastic estates in Romania under the rule of Adwxaloan Cuza. Thus
Greeks lost their most important resources in Roamaprincipalities.

Under such circumstances, Romanian monks comimg Romania,
Transylvania or Bessarabia started to set up stoallents and huts buying
land or even buildings from Greek monasteries. Bymparing three
documents — one signed by plenipotentiary Ministér Romania in
Constantinople Ghika Brigadier in march 1901, omgned by Prodromu
hermitage superior Antipa Dinescu in September 1808 the historical-
statistical memorial on the situation of Athos memik 1908 — we find out
that there were 32 Romanian centers in Athos abéggnning of the 19
century, 628 monks living in the two Romanian héages (Lacu and
Prodromu) and in the 24 small convents and 26 [iLixs.

Two Romanian clergymen named Orest and Ipatie andrg from
Cheia monastery in Prahova district set up Stépatnall convent on
Vatoped monastery estate in 1850. The convent wasunded by 25 acres
of land growing vine, fruit trees, olive tress amaly and they had 2 water
springs for house and garden. They also had ahugch and large rooms,
church artefacts and a library. The four superiioas ruled the convent until
1905 had paid the third part of the building prezch so that the convent
had been paid for twice. They paid an annual tax n&poleons to Vatoped
monastery and clergyman Teodosie the Confessossigaed “an act with
the superior monastery providing that the futureshef the convent could
not sell it to other nations but only to Romaniaanks”. Six monks from
Transylvania were living in this convent in 1908) (

Bessarabian monks Cosma, Daan and Corg bought the ruins of
former convent dedicated to the Assumption of thegiX in 1846. They
restored completely the convent set up on the eestdt Xiropotam
monastery. They paid an annual tax of 2 liras andenl 6 acres of land.
Gherasim Stratan was elected superior after thin dédather Cosma. (3)

Romanian clergyman Sava who had rtired from Prodra®t up
Turlutiu convent in 1867. The convent was on Lanranastery estate, it
had a church dedicated to the Virgin Nativity ahdwned 5 acres of land
growing vine, olive trees, hay and a forest. Saws wuperior of Turlutiu
until 1902 when he was replaced by monk ClementeBop who paid to
Lavra “the 30% fee and obtained the acknowledgerasrsuperior entitled
to two heirs and obliged to pay an annual tax npoleons”. That convent
also had a library with ecclesiastical books ameMaartefacts. Three monks

184



Studii de Biblioteconomie i Stiinta Informarii / Library and Information Science Research, Nr. 16/2012

from Romania were living there in 1905 in old huiseding repairment,
keeping themselves by “hand craft and working &mell. (4)

As the number of monks living at the Virgin AssuioptConvent —
Xiropotam increased, they bought the ruins of far@acuvinu — Provata
convent on Lavra monastery estate in 1869. Cucuwas dedicated to
St. John Theologian and they set up a church diedida the same saint in
1870. The new convent was first ruled by clergyrbamitian and then by
his nephew, Teodosie Soroceanu. They had 60 attaadand 20 monks.
That was the nucleus of the future Provata — RoamanBrothers
Community. (5)

Romanian clergymars¢himonal Visarion from Tecuci district set
up St. Artemie small convent on Lavra monastenatesin 1869. The
convent estate included 2 acres of vineyard, dliges and a garden. The
old superior was still living there with some apgrees in 1908. (6)

Convent Catafighi from Provata dedicated to St.nJtte Baptist
belonged to Lavra monastery. Romanian monks botght 1870 and
restored it, installing Teodorit Hodorogea, a Besigi@an clergyman
(ieroschimonah)etired from Prodromu as superior. After the siquetied
in 1886, monk Antonie Saghin served as superiof 4806 and then was
replaced by llarion Marza. Catafighi convent hada28l maintained rooms
in 1906 and an estate of 40 acres of land growing and olive trees on
half of it and hayfield and forest on the otherfh&uperior llarion Marza
had other two houses and a storehouse built aedd®ved the church with
books, priest garments, holy vases and 2 silventhdbospels, relics and a
250 volume library. 16 Bessarabian monks were djviim this convent in
1906, paying an annual tribute of 5 napoleons word.aonastery. (7)

Bessarabian clergymaiefomonal) Carion Miut bought St. Prophet
Elija convent in Provata from Lavra monastery ailsdl870, paying 180
Turk liras for it. The convent had a church andrdémed houses,
storehouses and a stable and an estate of 25aidegsl growing vineyard,
olive trees, hayfield and forest. The founder adirruled the convent until
1890 and after his death monk losif served as supfar one year, being
replaced in 1891 by monk Spiridon fahievici. Dgchievici was still ruling
St. Prophet Elija convent in 1908 together witheotthree Bessarabian
monks. The convent church had two Gospels andl@56R library and they
paid an annual tax of 5 napoleons to the supermrastery. (8)

Clergyman ieromonal) Antim from Craiova bought from Lavra the
convent dedicated to the Veil of the Mother of Loftie convent came with
1 acre of land and an annual tax of 2 Turk lirad i@n1908 was being ruled
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by Bessarabian clergymarschimonah Toma helped by his brother
schimonahVichentie. (9)

Monk Ghedeon from Bucovina bought St. Basil convesrn Lavra
in 1870 and he restored it completely. He was #tilhg there in 1908
paying an annual tribute to Lavra monastery. (10)

Romanian clergyman igroschimonah Serapion bought Adinu
convent from Dionisiu monastery in 1875. The corvead a church
dedicated to the Virgin Assumption, 7.5 acres ofdlgrowing vine, olive
trees, hay and vegetable garden and a lead watetpiprovide water. Its
annual tribute had been set to 5 napoleons. Attpersor Serapion died in
1904, Mihail Nicoliescu replaced him and he was living there in 19056 w
6 Bessarabian monks “who are living on working ldyed and other small
products”. (11)

Macedonian monks from Moloyte (Macedonia) Sava and Neofit
Dimitrescu received St. Nicholas of Careia convieoin their grandfather
as “reward for their obedience for 19 years ané assult of the death of
[their] predecessor clergymaiefomonal) Onufrie”. The convent stood on
Simon Peter monastery estate and it had 0,75 lesctdrarable land. The
two monks living at the convent joined the Romariaathers Community
in Provata, Mount Athos in 1899 and appealed femall aid to “welcome
Romanian travellers to our convent”. Five monksenesing in St. Nicholas
of Careia convent in 1900. (12)

Clergyman g¢chimonal llie Hulpe bought Colciu convent dedicated
to the Birth of St. John the Baptist in 1894 pay2& liras for it to Vatoped
monastery. The convent had a church and a fewmaiiitained houses, 20
acres of land growing vine, olive trees, hay armésg a garden and a water
spring. It was also provided with a boat sheltes&ng, another house and
a small fishing port to the sea. It was endowechitbrary and church
artefacts and their annual tribute was of 5 napwedcight Bessarabian
monks were living there in 1905. (13)

Bessarabian clergymarschimonah loachim Bircinescu bought a
convent dedicated to St Great Martyrs Teodor Tand Teodor Stratilat in
1895 paying for it 330 liras to Cutlummonastery. The convent included a
church and houses and 15 acres of land growing, winee trees, forest,
garden and two water springs. It also was provigigl a library and church
artefacts and also with two gospels: one with nvassilver binding and
another with gilt cover. Their annual tribute wals5onapoleons and 10
Bessarabian monks were living there in 1905. (14)
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Romanian clergymans¢himonah Mihail from Oltenia bought
St. George Colciu convent from Vatoped monasteourad 1895. Mihail
had settled first at Prodromu but when the confbiarst out opposing
monks from Wallachia to Moldavian ones, he wrotdéve the conviction
that these people cannot do anything to serve atiomand all they are
doing is a waste of time”. In association to otR@manian monks, Mihail
bought the convent and its estate of 6 acres dfl@tand and 30 acres of
wildland and forest. As the church was ruined aedlicin’t have the means
to have it rebuilt, they “repaired here and thex¢heey could”. Monk Gauvriil
Mateescu was elected superior after Mihail. (15)

A convent dedicated to the Birth of St. John theptih was in
function in 1901 and also in 1908. It was endowatth W acres of land and
the Bessarabian monk Zosima toghether with 3 appe=nwere living
there according to documents. (16)

Monk Antonie Constantinescu and three monks wevendi at
St. Cosma and Damian convent on Grigoriu monaststgte and father
Irodion together with 8 monks were living in a cenv on Pantocrator
monastery estate also in 1901. (17)

Monk Calist bought St. Nicholas of lufta conventli®02 paying for
it 280 liras to Vatoped monastery. The convent twaal churches dedicated
to St. Nicholas and to St. Great Martyr George @esipely. It also included
well maintained houses, 20 acres of land growimg volive trees and forest
and a lead waterpipe providing water for the cohvan great expense”.
Superior Calist retired in 1905 being replaced ly &pprentice monk
Veniamin who paid the debts and the tax of onealtbfrthe convent price as
the sale act required. Veniamin had a new conthaatn, providing himself
as owner and two apprentices as heirs and the abiolig of paying an
annual tribute of 5 napoleons. Six monks from Romavere living in the
convent among books and church artefacts. Prodfmenmitage took hold
of that convent in 1908, and several monks fromhivenitage were sent to
take care of the place. (18)

1901 and 1908 documents mention a convent deditatsd Martyr
George of Capsala on Pantocrator monastery eStatdessor Gherasim, a
Romanian coming froma8ste village in Transylvania was the superior of
the small community of 7 Romanian and Transylvanmanks. They
worked 4 acres of land, paid 5 liras per year am rooms to monks who
travelled to Careia. (19)

Another convent mentioned both in 1901 and 190&inh@nts was
dedicated to the Healing Spring of Capsala — Thée \td Tears. The
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convent stood on the estate of Vatoped monastatysaperior clergyman
(schimonah Ghemnasie from Plojg town was ruling over the 7 monks
living there in 1901. He had only 2 apprentices ief1908. The convent
had an estate of 1.5 acres of land growing vineddind trees. (20)

Monk loachim losifescu bought the convent dedicdtethe Three
Hierarchs in 1904 paying 186 liras to Stavroniciitanastery. The convent
was surrounded by 5 acres of “rocky and infertiled, growing a few olive
trees, orange and lemon trees” and it included @wcthand solid new
houses. Its annual tax for the monastery rosenapbleons. (21)

Romanian clergymans€¢himonal Varvara coming from Tutova
district was living in the Assumption convent onnRerator monastery
estate in 1908 with only one apprentice. The conkead 3 acres of land and
the monks were also shoemakers. (22)

A convent named All Saints Chapel belonged to Laastate and
stood close to the Greek hermitage Capsocaliviggear Nicodim of
Galatzi and his Greek apprentices were living ther2908. Nicodem was
one of the well-known wood carvers in Mount Athaslehe had crafted
icons that clergymanigromonal) Teodosie Soroceanu of Cucuvinu
Provata monastery offerred to the Romanian sovese(@3)

The convent dedicated to the Birth of the MotherLofd stood in
Catunache settlement on Lavra monastery estatdviancu of Bessarabia
was its superior. The convent had 4 acres of laddpaid an annual tax of 2
Turk liras to Lavra. (24)

St. John Theologian convent ruled in 1908 by Bedsan monk
Isaiah stood on Pantocrator monastery estate hlsaid his two apprentices
owned one acre of land and they also were garmeakers. (25)

Romanian monks living in Athos started to fight their rights in
the last decade of the i&entury as their superior Greek monasteries
abused them and they were forbidden to build newsés, to work the land,
to use the wood from their forests, to access watarces and Romanian
monks had difficulties in settling there, being arked and promoted.
Therefore, Romanian clergymen asked the Roman&ie 8 protect them
and sponsor them to maintain their status in tleeesaMountain.

A remarkable Romanian convent for its good maimegeaand the
asiduous promotion of Romanian monks well being wsts John
Theologian — Cucuvinu — Provata convent lead byesap Teodosie
Soroceanu. A document dated in November 1906 mmesitihat the
Romanian Brothers Community was set up around Gnaugonvent in
1895. Associating Cucuvinu to the convents VirgissAmption — Provata
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(superior: Gherasim Stratan), St. John the Baptistatafighi (superior:
llarion Marza) and St. Prophet Elijah — Provatapésior: Spiridon
Daschievici). The community was set up with the &niwork together in
peace and brotherly understanding for he commoefiteand to help each
other in need”. (26)

Romanian government started to grant a 5,000 lei@nsubvention
to the Community. Monks in St. George — Colciu camvlead by Gavril
Mateescu joined the Community in 1899. (27)

Romanian monks coming from Oltenia region who hatlled at
St. George — Colciu convent wrote an address ireNder 1899 explaining
that the monks in Athos were part of different greuThe members of the
Provata Romanian Brothers Community considered d&absn clergyman
(leromonah Teodosie Soroceanu “a very capable man and ehwteader
... a sort of Columbus who had discovered the Rammaglement in Athos”
while most of the monks at Prodromu “are emphagiamerywhere their
rights of Romanians although they should have duced a national
element in this foreign place. But they proved urthw of that as they
didn’t care at all about patriotism”. (28)

The Provata Romanian Brothers Community tried tateurthe
“Romanians who are spread apart in the Sacred Mouand who should
join in a national group. In spite of all our etfgrthey steped back and we
couldn’t organize a union as they came with albkii pretexts such as: 'We
belong to the Romanian principalities and we shwtldccept as leader a
Bessarabian monk. Our government could send a rmanRomania to speak
about unity’. They don’t want father Teodosie tadeour Community or they
don’t want it to be called Provata Romanian Brah@ommunity but Athos
Romanian Brothers Community. Other monks doubtpractice of praying
in church for the royal family and they don’t waotdo that. With all these
conflicts we couldn’t make them understand our goad we are forced to
appeal to your Holiness to give us advice in tegpect”. (29)

Romanian monks in Athos seemed to have differeases result of
the conflict between Wallachian and Moldavian morkis Prodromu.
Documents show that the 1870-1890 conflict mentoabove had bad
consequences upon the whole Romanian communibeisacred Mountain.
The address that we quoted in the previous paragrvap probably written by
clergyman ieromonaf) Gavriil Mateescu of St. George — Colciu convehbw
was appealing to the Romanian Metropolitan to stpgh@ building of a
powerful Romanian community in Athos, comparable the Russian,
Bulgarian, Serbian and especially Greek communities
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Clergyman ¢chimonah Mihail who was superior of St. George —
Colciu convent also insisted on the disagreementise Athos communities
of Romanian monks. Mihail had lived for a while Ritodromu hermitage
but “because a division past healing had emergezhgrthe leaders of the
hermitage, opposing Wallachians to Moldavians amaging great trouble
to all brothers” he decided to leave the hermitage settled at Capsocalivia
Greek hermitage. There he was impressed with thienaad feelings of
Greek monks who “were willing to sacrifice theivds to bring to their
country the smallest progress”. Living 35 years aghdsreek monks,
clergyman gchimonal Mihail confessed: “I had to prove a martyr's
patience among them as they didn’t suffer to hegrRomanian word and |
was tormented to bear their defamation of our glesi nation and the
persecutions of these new Phanariots”. In the Bhidail and other monks
coming from Oltenia region bought St. George cohnvieaom Vatoped
monastery and they joined Provata Community of Ruara Brothers.
Nevertheless, clergyman Mihail said: “Many are thegho are criticizing
this community as they like things to be disturbg80)

The members of Provata Romanian Brothers Commumitge an
address to the Ministry of Religious Affairs andbRa Instruction on the
27" of January 1900, informing the Minister that then@nunity members
had had a meeting on the222" of January “aiming at organizing an
ecclesiastical assembly to discuss our pitiful estahd sad position of
Romanians who live in deep valleys and rocky slogfethis sacred Athos
mountain”. The authors of the address expressed dipaion: “A blind
misunderstanding has been reigning for over 30syaarong our Romanian
brothers living here: they are not united and anglyi confused and they
speak against each other on reasons of one beisgaBdian and other
from another region etc. etc.” The Brothers sait the lack of unity among
Romanians was notorious in Athos and it had beeisezh by “Prodromu
brothers”. Even the foreigners visiting Mount AtHémoking at our brothers
quarelling and arguing are amazed and they camndtwords to ridicule
and defame us”. (31) The fact that the membershefGommunity were
praying in church for the Synod and the Romaniamlrtamily provoked “a
terrible enmity and hatred of the other monks”. édevho opposed to the
Romanian Brothers Community were representing titeek tramps who
call themselves Romanians; most of them are immigr&bom the king's
army and the boyars’ courts or from commercial efovhere they didn’t
prove able to serve”. They had retired to Mountosthto carry the sacred
name of Romanians among foreigners and in the ceftéhe Orthodox
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world. Assessing this “decayed state of our brath#rat causes only
misfortune”, the Community general assembly “poedethat [they] should
eradicate the evil and considered that [they] shdight more energetically
against brotherly conflicts in order to ensure fileire status of the monks
in Athos”. They therefore required that the Prov@tananian Brotherhood
Community should be put under the protection of Rmnanian state and
supervised by HM Charles I, King of Romania and nsitted and
application to the government to support their @bp& commission of the
Community including the clergymeniefomonah) Gavriil Mateescu,
Gherman Popovici and Marchian Marza went to Laamitage on the 23
of January 1900 to inform clergymanichiu) lustin, superior of the
hermitage and sponsors Isaac and Visarion aboutdbgective to unite all
the Romanian monks in a more powerful communityeiil proposals were
rejected “as they said decidedly that Satan wagtiag them through his
servants and that our words were heretical”. Asumég the proposal to ask
the Romanian state for help, the monks at Lacu arexvthat “they don’t
need that, they could use a financial help fromcitnentry but they wouldn’t
even hear of the royal family, priest Teodosie wias started all these
troubles and the formalities of the Romanian Ortho@hcurch”. (32)

The Community representatives suggested that thestdr should
“forbid these tramps sheletered by Romanian waits fad by the bread of
poor Romanians” to go to the country for charityimsuch a way “they
would run out of resources and they would starvd amybe then they
would remember there is a proper Romanian way, theyld open their
eyes to the progress of the other nations and kamething from that”.

They asked the Minister to proceed “in any way ymnsider
appropriate to cast away this poisonous hatred gmiye Romanian
brothers living in the Sacred Mountain as such #fahintrigues are very
difficult to bear for a Romanian who can do nothibgt blush in the
presence of foreigners”. (33)

Indeed the documents certify that some of the Ramamonks in
Mount Athos were deserters from the army and evean who had
abandoned their families. Such an example is they aleserter Constantin
Neagoe Dogariu who wrote an address to the Minsitd®eligious Affairs
and Public Instruction on the ¥2of December 1899 to inform him that
Teodosie Soroceanu of Cucuvinu — Provata convesatspanding the 5,000
lei subvention for personal use and he was givinthé others “only 2 or 3
grain sacks, 10-15 kilograms of fish and 5-6 napweto pay their
contributions to the monastery”. (34)
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A 1897 report of clergymanigfomonal) Teodosie Soroceanu
provides detail on the use of the 5,000 lei subwantA sum of 3,960 lei
was spent in 1897 to buy 12,000 kilograms of gradd. lei were spent to
bind 157 books and 569 lei to pay the local andeinap taxes. (35)

Romanian monks living in the convents Cucuvinu,afighi and
Assumption of the Virgin met at Cucuvinu — Provatmivent dedicated to
St. John Theologian on the™ bf April 1900 to set up the Romanian
Brothers Community in Mount Athos. Although docurtsegertify that the
Community also included the convents St. Elijah &dGeorge — Colciu,
the representatives of these two convents didakeat part in the meeting.

Clergyman ieromonal) Teodosie Soroceanu superior of Cucuvinu —
Provata convent dedicated to St. John Theologiahisahis introductory
speech that they had gathered “to vote for thetfetymany of us have been
looking forward to for a long time”. Soroceanu Hagkn the main actor of
setting up the community and that was why he iedistit may be very well
that some of your holy faces have not been condinée¢he need for such a
union and others do not understand our purpose’erflighten everybody,
Teodosie Soroceanu spoke about the evolution afthreastic life in Athos,
beginning with Peter of Athos and St. Atanasie anding with the 19
century. He underlined the role of Romanian coestiin supporting the
Sacred Mountain especially after the fall of thez&@ytine Empire and the
establishing of the Ottoman domination. Romanidersuwere considered
“new founders of the Mountain, new establishers'ttaey “knew what the
Sacred Mountain meant, they knew it was going tthbecentre of true faith
and realized how important was to protect and lile¢p Sacred Mountain
and that was why they set up monasteries. We rdbard as great founders
of the Holy Agora and dictators. Even to our dags we see the Romanian
emblems on the frontispieces of all monasterieciprove as well as the
names of the founders Romania’s participation a®©ehodox country in
supporting and helping the Sacred Mountain for smyrcenturies”. (36)

Teodosie Soroceanu appreciated the fact that Attmxks “realized
how important was for Romanians to be represemtéda Sacred Mountain
and even in our days we see some of them buildmdenutiful holy
places”. He gave clergymaiefomonal Nifon the founder of Prodromu
hermitage in 1856 as an example and he also meudtiariergyman
(schimonah Cosma “our old man whom we have followed”. He sidared
that Romanian monks had settled in Athos since tertimes and “we exist
and we should exist here as an orthodox natiofT). (3
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Teodosie Soroceanu continued his speech by going ba the
history of the convents that were going to be paNlount Athos Romanian
Brothers Community. Bessarabian monks Cosmata®p Domiian and
Corg had bought the ruins of the former conventickdd to the
Assumption of the Virgin from Xiropotamu monastémy1864 and they had
rebuilt it. Then the number of monks increased.yTheught the ruins of
former Cucuvinu convent dedicated to St. John Tdggah in 1869. They
set up the foundation stone of the Cucuvinu chuwteticated to St. John
Theologian and to their houses in 1870 when cleegynferomonal)
Domitian was their superior. They further bought thensuiof former
Catafighi convent dedicated to St. John the Baptist they rebuilt it when
clergyman igroschimonalh Teodorit Hodorogea was superior. Cucuvinu
and Catafighi convents stood on Lavra monastenatesand the old
relatives of Teodosie Soroceanu had bought andlrébem. Their names
were Stefan, lordache and Costache Soltani and their sar@mes were
Sava, Gherasie and Calinic. These three clergyrsehinjonahji set as
objective for their heirs: “These houses shouldubéged as long as the
Sacred Mountain exists and you should lead the ddméor everybody
will benefit from that and others will come to joyour brotherhood and
thus you will guard the honour of our true faithRemanians”. Teodosie
Soroceanu said that the monks living in the threevents obeyed their
ancestors’ advice, they were glad when Romaniatierindependence war
and they suffered when the south of Bessarabianbegart of Russia again.
They were happy when the Kingdom of Romania waslaimed in 1881
and they happily prayed for the sovereigns in tlbinrches, according to
the Romanian Orthodox Church directions. As thdlpWeed the politics of
the Romanian state, these convents were grantedbeerstion by the
Romanian government.

Superior Teodorit Hodorogea and his successor AatSaghin died
and llarion Marza was superior in 1900. Superiosr@a Stratan from the
convent dedicated to Mother of Lord Assumption liéetd and Gherasim
Stratan replaced him. Former Cucuvinu superior Diamiwas still alive
and the hew superior was Teodosie Soroceanu. (38)

Teodosie Soroceanu also pointed out that monksbkad growing
old with the passing of time and they had to comswhat inheritance they
were to transmit to their followers. As a conseaqgrhe proposed to the
assembly that the Law of the Romanian Brothers Conity in Athos
should be made known.
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Gherasim Stratan, superior of Assumption of thegiirconvent,
stated that even before the written law there rehltan unwritten one that
had served to guide them. Nevertheless, in orderavoid future
infringement of that law out of “envy or other reas” and to maintain what
they had convened “after thorough considerationiarfdll agreement” the
written law had been drawn out and they should udiscand enforce it
leaving an open door to future improvement. (39)

The 51 Romanian monks from Catafighi, Cucuvinu Asdumption
of the Virgin convents had to debate a 32 artiaVe. [The first articles settled
the name of “Romanian Brothers Community in Mouthds” and specified
that the objectives of the community are to deféhe rights of conational
brothers, to provide moral support for the “natiopade” in order that
Romania should be correctly represented at intexmaltlevel and be granted
the “rights that Romanians deserve”. Article 4 jmled the setting up of a
library for purpose of “enlightening the brothefdlte same kin”.

The community aimed to support the interests o$ehwho provided
financial help for them and to strengthen the sgiftRomanian monks who
had become a persecuted orthodox nation in Mouhbg\t Community
members were to help each other “in every way” taneat politely Greek,
Russian, Bulgarian and Serb monks if those monkk it “cross or
prejudice the community’s national interest”. Atlodesiastic settlements in
the Community were to adopt the same internal egiuis and to conform
to commands of the “Mother Church”. Religious seevihad to be
conducted only in Romanian. Only Romanian monkslcgoin the
Community and those who were detected to work agdaive Community
could not be sheltered in the Community convento@éncil was set up
including the superiors and one apprentice fronihe@mmunity settlement.
The council board included a president who wasatsame time superior
of the whole community and elected for life. Théneast members were a
vicepresident, a secretary and a report-makeelatited for one year. The
president had to be one of the superiors of theetlmommunity convents,
properly prepared and not “selfish or impulsive’s Was to be elected by
vote. After election, he had to take an oath andccdaomit himself to
contribute to the community development and to altig the law. In their
turn, community members would take an oath of udit@mal submission
to the elected president “as long as he obeysaWw& [The president had
absolute administrative and political power to lead community and he
could ask for the removal of any monk in any corvéfithere was proof
that that particular monk had brought prejudiceh®dcommunity”. As far as
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external problems were concerned, the presidenidcbe authorized to

represent the community by a certificate signe@lbgommunity members.

The president could summon the council “whenevezdnbe” and the

council meetings were to take place in the conwdrdre the president was
living at the time. Any settlement who wished tmjthe Community had to

abide by that law and the law was to be completdéd wther “necessary
provisions”. (40)

The 51 monks of the three convents voted for theitathe above-
presented form. Those who would dare to breakawedced anathema.

Teodosie Soroceanu who had assumed the provisioaahgement
of the common affairs of the three convents resigmed thanked the monks
for their “patriotic and brotherly support that bdiruit like the granting of
the subvention, the moral support for communitytteos and finally that
much expected law”. (41) Gherasim Stratan, sup@figkssumption of the
Virgin convent thanked clergyman (ieromonah) Teael@oroceanu for the
manner he “lead, administered and solved all conityumatters” and
llarion Marza, superior of Catafighi convent sudggdsthat a commission
should be set up to administer the community affamtil the election of a
new president. The commission was set up and iedlUgherasim Stratan
and fathers Marchian and Epifanie. Nominations gogsident had to be
submitted until April 8' and the president was to be elected by vote of all
monks at Catafighi convent on the™df April.

As nobody ran in for president Gherasim Stratanppsed that
Teodosie Soroceanu remain president in the meetinthe 11 of April
1900. Teodosie Soroceanu was a proper candiddtenaswho set up the
community and had all the qualities required bycket18”. There were
50 votes in favour of Soroceanu and one vote ag&ins and he became
president of the Romanian Brothers Community in Noéthos. The
community members took the obedience oath anddheadl proceeded to
the election of the new members. Teodosie Sorocgaoposed llarion
Méarza (superior of Catafighi convent) as vicepresid Gherasim Stratan
(superior of Assumption of the Virgin convent) ascretary and father
Epifanie as report-maker. All these clergymen weoted as the new
members of the community council.

A commission was set up under the lead of the dbeacretary and
including Serafim Duhovnicud(hovnicis Romanian for confessor), Prohor
Economu and father Nicandru. They were assigneddreov up the
community regulations until the 94f April 1900 when the document was
to be adopted at Cucuvinu convent. (42)
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Father Epifanie presented the Regulations of thdan Brothers
Community in Mount Athos on the P4of April 1900. There were six
chapters in the Regulations and a sanction regidike first chapter
included regulations for the spiritual and econongiguncils and its
12 articles provided that the spiritual council wasmposed of four
members nominated by the superior and the admatiigr (economic)
council was composed of 12 members also nominatatidosuperior. The
decisive vote in both councils belonged to the idmd and in his absence
to the substitute assigned by the president.

The spiritual council dealt with admission or rerabwf monks,
setting up canons for monks for periods longer tB@rays, setting up the
appropriate behaviour for church guests, settingalp orders and all other
spiritual affairs.

The administrative (economic) council was chargeath vinternal
and external revenues management, improvemenedatid quality on the
convents estate, drawing up the weekly food liats i@ceiving the monthly
accounts of the community members.

The two councils had to elect the president depdrgyw up reports
three times a year (in January, May and Septembent monks outside
Athos on holy duty, elected the holy order candidg@lthough in this last
case the spiritual council had the decisive vote).

The spiritual council assembled on the date dt dé6every month
when reports were also drawn up, at the end of gawith in the absence of
the superior and whenever their activity was needdw administrative
council assembled at the end of each month to rdpothe superior on
income and expenditures, they met to draw up re@ortl whenever needed.
The superior could summon the two councils or theudy could do that in
his absence. The superior also checked the actifibpth councils and the
spiritual council had the right to check the supeciouncil. (43)

The second chapter of the Regulations referredhtoch services
setting up the religious services schedule hourhbyr and also the
appropriate conduct during religious service. Ond o enter the church
piously and fearfully, to cross himself three timeskiss the icons, to bow
to the strangers and then to settle in his placeh@idays, on Saturdays
and Sundays all monks had to enter the church mge#neir kamelavkions.
They had to listen humbly to the sermon and pagnétn to the holy texts.
They were not allowed to turn their heads to therdzhen someone entered
the church and they had to look down. If the nemepwas a guest then
the youngest monk had to offer him his seat. Ifytheuld, young monks
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would rather stand during the service. Those amehe Holy Altar had to
uncover their heads, to genuflect thrice beforeHbly Table and go about
their work very humbly. When they took part in tHely Liturgy, they had

to set aside any earthly concern (material con¢ceyaarrels and envy) and
forgive everything to their wrong-doers in orderke forgiven by God in

their turn. (44)

The third chapter of the Regulations concerned ielmee and tasks
for the obedient ones. The superior and the spiribouncil set up the
obedience acts. A confessor was selected out oblttest and enhanced
monks as he should advise carefully and cast adlidanger, envy, revenge
thoughts, futile words or greed. A confessor hadcdeise and guide the
sinners. A cashier was selected out of the mo#itfédiand virtuous monks.
He kept the community money and assigned the apptepsums to the
administrator. He also kept the income and expeagister up to date. An
ecclesiarch was selected out of the clergymen “gpbcial fear of God”, an
administrator out of the best managers a guesonsfige Arhondai) out of
the monks who liked receiving guests and all tretHars in a community
had to serve as cooks in turns. There were alsydeger and a shoemaker
selected out of those with proven abilities in tiespective fields and a
librarian who had to be more learned than othedshed to keep the books
in perfect order.

The sixth chapter of the regulations also includditbrary regulation
book, stating that the library was set up “to depehe reading taste among
the brothers living in these places and to beradffivisitors”. The books in
the library were ordered alphabetically and theyeweatalogued in two
registers, by alphabet and by number. The alphedietegister contained
columns for number of the book, title, author, slator, sponsor, edition
year, editing place and observations. In orderdiwdw a book one had to
obtain a written approval from the superior andt tthacument was kept
within the library until the returning of the book.book had to be returned
within 30 days in a proper condition. When he gausack, the reader had
to provide a short abstract of the book which waseaed to the register by
number. Th monks community had to publicly than& tibrary sponsors
once or twice a year. Books available in only orgpyc couldn’'t be
borrowed. As it depended on the church, the librasgs “holy place
accordingly”. (45)

Each member of the community had to submit to cdresh
regulations. A member of the spiritual council iesged obediences and the
obedient ones twice a month and he drew up a repotheir evolution. In
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case of breaking the obedience regulations, thmester would report to the
superior who could take proper measures.

Once his obedience was assigned to him, a monkohsabmit to the
order “without a murmur” and if he couldn’t get ds@ his task in 30 days,
he could inform the superior so as to be assignethar obedience. (46)

The fourth chapter concerned regulations for clegrand tidying
the monks refectory and kitchen. Meals hours weteup and excessive
fasting or greedy eating were forbidden. The monkse not allowed to
bring food from outside the convent.

The fifth chapter included regulations for propehaviour indoors
and outdoors. It was recommended that monks shuaNd an appropriate
behaviour, to respect their superiors, to act tikethers in relations to those
equal to them and to look kindly after the infermmes. All monks were
obliged to pay “absolute obedience” to the supearat the spiritual council.
Nobody was allowed to force an obedient to fulii6 wish or to address
him trivial or biting words or to argue with himh&y were recommended to
speak only when needed. After the last religiousvice of the day
(pavecernig eating, drinking, speaking and talk inside celexe forbidden.
Brothers had to help each other. Beating was fddnd When they went
outside community, monks had to wear appropriatengats, to behave
politely to strangers and “to keep national prestignsmeared”. The
community did not take responsibility for misbelawi of its members
outside their convents as all its members wereorestgle “to keep up the
national pretige and not to allow criticism of thebuntry and kinfolk in
their presence”. (47)

It was decided in the 34of April 1900 meeting that the Regulations
should be enforced beginning with the16f May. A new meeting took
place at Cucuvinu convent on the™@f April 1900 to approve the
community’s sanction register proposed by fatheifage. The following
sanctions were provided for infringements of thgutations: canon in the
church or in the refectory, skipping a course omewiduring meal,
degradation to a servant’s status, casting theygoile away for a while to
another community settlement, expulsion and anathémn treason. Any
sanction came with an official report that spedifibe causes that lead to
sanctioning. Unconfessed sins, passionate drirdarijtheft were followed
by immediate expulsion out of community. Those wboned “parties”,
betrayed and committed similar facts that endamyére community were
also cast away immediately and if their treason kheatl to negative
consequences they were cursed in church; thosealidwed their country
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or people to be criticized in front of them wersalexpelled; those who
estranged holy artefact were also cast away outoofimunity and the
Mountain; if the confessor, administrator or eceeh had proved
negligence regarding to their obedience they cauwdmit to a 40 day
canon; thos who were interested to find out abouiomk’s past or gave
advice without being confessors were expelled. t@me were enforced
according to the gravity of mistakes for 40 daysyear or for good.
Mistakes outside community determined also expuolsand religious
mistakes drew out the most drastic sanctioning.

At the end of the meeting, president Teodosie S@oae announced
that the Romanian government had decreased thestidov from 5,000 to
2,500 lei per year out of difficulties in the comntVicepresident llarion
Marza commented that it waAsatural to suffer when our country suffers as
that is why we have come here in the first placet te asked what they
should do as they had no grains for that year.dfaBherasim also asked
Teodosie Soroceanu what measures they should takewihg the
diminishing of subvention as they were “not 10—&pmle but 50”.

Gherasim proposed to initiate an action to secu@mddian
protection of their community “as the latest blowsre only the beginning
of Greek actions against us”. (48)

Teodosie Soroceanu agreed with monk Gherasim’sogedpand
suggested that they should adopt a patient anftiytatiitude. They came to
the solution that Teodosie Soroceanu should be emwgal by the
Community to go to Romania to obtain protection atiod cash the
subvention. In the president’s absence, viceprasitlarion Marza was to
replace him. (49)

| have chosen to present this Regulations in detsilit is quite
comprising and sets up clear rules for the orgaioizeof the Community,
its leaders and its spiritual and economical akitisi

There were 52 monks living in the three Romanianveats that
formed the Romanian Brothers Community in Mount@sthThe settlement
act does not mention the monks in St. Elijah — Rrawconvent (superior
Spiridon Daschievici) and St. George — Colciu caori{guperior clergyman/
schimonahMihail and then superior Gavriil Mateescu).

The monks of St. Nicholas convent in Careia joittegl Community
in October 1900. (50)

Demonstrating further his managerial abilities, desie Soroceanu
started to put into practice the objectives prodida the community
regulations.
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An address on the situation of Romanian monks irumdcAthos
dated 12 June 1900 mentions the Greek monks poditining at “blocking
out our aspiration to keep our language and ndttghand using “all kind
of cavils, overruling conditions provided in ournemon documents and
threatening to cast us out of the property we hhwaght”. Teodosie
Soroceanu considered that such a situation had pearoked by the
generosity of Romanian rulers who had been “founddr some of the
imperial monasteries who thought that such moniastewould shelter
monks of all nationalities whose rights wouldn’t denied. Nevertheless,
such noble provisions didn’t survive for long ande€ks imposed their
language and nationality while the Romanian elenveat supressed and
not represented anymore in the big monasteries&sidn, Bulgarian and
Serb monks “acted wisely and managed to obtain legghts to the
Greeks” but the attitude of rejecting Romanianstgistronger and | don’t
understand the cause of this rejection; all | knewhat Romanians are
prevented sistematically to use their most holiatsgthere were cases when
the Superior AssemblyChinon) threatened Romanian monks for their
Romanian feelings going so far as to attack int&wnal rights by blocking
Romanian passports with no reason and even voibirgats”. Soroceanu
thought that the cause of that bad situation wasgieement among
Romanian monks and the lack of interest proven coap&ian authorities as
different from the “representatives of other ChaistOrthodox states who
sought to defend the rights of their conationalselgners know too well
that Romanians are not supported and helped bydiei people”. (51)

Archimandrit Antipa Dinescu, superior of Prodromeriitage
wrote an address to the Minister of Religious Afaand Public Instruction
on the 1¥ of May 1905, drawing out the same problems. Tleegginan
wrote that Romanian monks were living in the 20 dsthmonasteries, over
100 of them in St. Pantelimon Russian monastery 2@din Zografu
Bulgarian monastery. 68 monks were currently livingLacu hermitage,
paying an annual tribute of one ducat per persdbtid®aul monastery and
they had the right to take fire wood from the maessforest “and also
wood for their crafts. Monks were obliged to workeonveek per year on the
monastery land”. (52) Another Romanian hermitagentinaed in the
address was Calwm, a hermitage with “10 houses and without anyrciu
where 16 Romanians could barely live fasting arayipg, eating only dry
bread and very little food, acting like real emtsatiangels and deserving a
lot of help”. (53) Antipa Dinescu wrote that theneere 213 convents in
Mount Athos “26 of which Romanian and inhabited by7 Romanian
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monks”. The biggest Romanian convent was CucuvirRrevata with 15

monks lead by Teodosie Soroceanu, then there weafigta — Provata

convent with 12 monks lead by llarion Marza. Thevants St. George (8
monks, superior Gavriil Mateescu), St. John thetBafil0 monks, superior
llie Hulpe), St. Ipatie (superior Filare&terban) and St. Nicholas lufta/
Ghiuftadica (6 monks, superior Veniamin) stood guiage called Colciu on
Vatoped monastery estate. (54)

Besides monasteries, hermitages and convents, Weree also “533
small houses without churches inhabited by onemor monks. 21 of those
houses are Romanian. They have one or two acresditibe houses and some
of them have no land at all, only a small yard #rase are called reclusions”.
Archimandrit Antipa Dinescu wrote that 3280 Greeknks, 4896 Russian
monks, 586 Romanian monks, 370 Bulgarian monksSe&f monks, 51
Georgian monks and 20 Albanian monks were livingtimos. (55)

The same clergyman considered that “all orthoddiona living in
the Sacred Mountain enjoy their privileges under fgrotection of their
national monasteries except for Romanians, Gesgiad Albanians who are
considered of a lower status, they have no riglprotection, they are abused
and ill treated by the monasteries officials andt tis why they are very
humble and obey all imposition ans most of thera Bearcely by handwork
or charity given by Prodromu Romanian hermitageyoRussians.

“Except monks living in Prodromu Romanian hermitaged in a
few more prestigious convents, Greek consider thercdRomanian monks
as the lowest kind of people. When they have tofasla right or to seek
approval from their superior monastery they areddrto go there five or
six times to present their request and ask for@aby often offering many
gifts. In the end, their request is rejected orytlbdtain only a partial
approval and they are offended and called “Palecivdfaand other insulting
words. If they want to appeal to a superior autiptthey find the same
Greeks and in the end they can loose their rigittgdod”. (56)

Antipa Dinescu further presented the situationrolFomu hermitage,
writing that they had appealed many times to theesar Lavra monastery to
receive one more water source from the place c#lledsaia as they were
running short of water during the summer. Althotigere were several water
sources in that place, Lavra monastery “couldmd funanimous approval of
our request with all our promises and presentsy TaRised our request on
pretext of the monastery needing that water althoihhg water is running
with no use. They also said that our hermitagecctaier appeal to them with
other pretense impossible to satisfy and that i tivey had to make us know
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our place”. Eventually, Lavra monastery officialaggested that Antipa
Dinescu should appeal to the Romanian governmegpaiyd00,000 francs to
the monastery out of the income of secularized atiiyrestates and they
should deposit it with a Greek bank in Athens ia thonastery account and
“only that way they could spare the little wateriisg’.

Archimandrit Antipa Dinescu concluded his addregsaying that:
“As presented above, Romanian monks have the niffistull position in
the Sacred Mountain. They have no protection, nbaxity, no right and
they are considered the lowest and the last inShered Mountain”. He
suggested that the Romanian government “should cadkdge the
hermitage by is right name of Prodromu Romanian @anity in Athos
Sacred Mountain, representative and protector ei&wvan monks in Athos
Sacred Mountain and in the Orient” and that thegusth negotiate the
hermitage status with the Ottoman government, detémng the public
acknowledgementof the hermitage status. “Havindh sights and title the
hermitage could protect Romanians under difficuttuomstances and its
prestige and honour would be much enhanced alth@rgkks will surely
protest but an approved decision stays valid ancefal in time and that
way we shall have support to fulfill our golden an&. (57)

Antipa Dinescu presented a solution that most Raemamonks in
Athos favoured: he suggested to avoid the autharitthe Constantinople
Patriarchate and the Careia AssembGhifotita) and to appeal to the
Ottoman empire to support the rights of the Ronai&uch a solution was
not realistic because of the special status of M@&ihos and the powerful
opposition of the Greek state which was involvedaimiplomatic conflict
with the Romanian state at the time. Unlike in cafsthe law namedradea
dated three days before Dinescu’s address (on thef May 1905) that
granted educational and religious rights to Aroraasiliving in the Ottoman
empire, direct Romanian — Ottoman negotiations ccaubt be repeated
regarding Athos Romanian monks and could not sohar problems.
Nevertheless the content of the address provesttbag impact ofradea
upon Romanian monks in Athos as they were influerime the diplomatic
victory of the Romanian state leading to the suppor the Aromanian
minority and they thought that was a favourable moito try to obtain their
right of being represented in the ecclesiastic @akssembly.

Later, the members of the Romanian Brothers ComipimiMount
Athos were not content anymore with the authoataripresidency of
Teodosie Soroceanu and the manner of administénmgubvention from
the Romanian state.
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The Society of Romanian Monks Colony in Athos Sddviountain
was set up in 1906 under the lead of Antipa Dingsaperior of Prodromu
hermitage. The monks in Catafighi and St. ElijaRrevata convents who
had been former members of the Community joined 8uiety in
November 1906. The superiors of the two conventwigh Marza and
Spiridon Daschievici) explained in their reportstbe 14" of October 1906
the reasons that prompted the monks of their cdevénm leave the
Romanian Brothers Community in Mount Athos. Afterep 11 years they
saw that their effort was useless because they {tetally exploited by
father Teodosie. He kept only for his community. (3ohn Theologian
convent) the 2,500 franc subvention granted byhiveourable Romanian
government and he deserted the other three conudathas received over
36,000 francs from the Ministry of Religious Affaim Romania presenting
false receipts in the name of the Community andnwve asked him to
share the subvention with us he answered that erétdiave a share in that
as the money was granted only for his communi§8) (

The complaints signed by the two monks are coraieor by an
address sent by Teodosie Soroceanu of Cucuvinueobne the Ministry of
Religious Affairs and Public Instruction in June089 The president of the
Provata Romanian Brothers Community was surprieatithe superiors of
Catafighi, St. Elijah — Provata and Assumptionh# Virgin — Xiropotamu
convents “pretended to have a share out of theesuion”. He clearsed
things out, explaining that the community’s aim Hesn to “receive in the
holy place ... Romanians who want to become manksd to fight so as all
Romanians living in Athos convents should form oplye society. The
above purpose has not been fulfilled yet as theg t® favour Russian
interests. We are suprised by the fact that fdthgon says he is part of our
community together with the other two convents whantruth they
administer their income separately. The fact igifoed by their seals and
by the subvention justificative documents that tlien’t have the right
to interfere with our community of the Romanian Bers dedicated to
St. John Theologian”. (59)

Without taking into account the conflicts betweehe ttwo
communities, the Romanian state continued to pagremual subvention to
Cucuvinu — Provata Romanian Brothers Community gradited a 3,000 lei
annual subvention to the Society of Romanian Mo@kdony in Athos
Sacred Mountain. Prodromu and Lacu hermitages dsd @ucuvinu
convent were severely damaged following the eaekguduring the night
of 26—27 October 1905. The Romanian state grantJ300 lei subvention
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to rebuild the church of Prodromu hermitage (60d an 20,000 lei
subvention to rebuild the church of Cucuvinu corvésil)

The Society asked for a subvention rise on th8 @6December
1907 as the sum was not sufficient for the 22 conitias that had gathered
around them and “others are still joining us ay th@ve booked their places
since the foundation of our colony and we still éaastates to buy and
encourage all monks to increase the number of R@namroperties in the
Sacred Mountain as such an enlargement will sutefd to better
acknowledgement of our rights”. (62)

Gavriil Mateescu was authorized to receive the sanben for the
Society of Romanian Monks Colony from the Churctus® Administration
on the 14 of February 1907 and to deposit it in the Socgetfe in order for
the sum “to be distributed to each associate cdraecording to its rights
and in exchange for a receipt”. (63)

Clergyman ieromonal) Gavriil Mateescu of St. George — Colciu
convent wrote an address to the Church House Adtratibn on the I of
June 1909 informing them that Greek monks from sbperior Vatoped
monastery had attacked St. John the Baptist Romacwavent lead by
superior llie Hulpe and they had pulled down twoitsfbuildings “roaring
like beasts and shouting fiercely: ‘Come to desti@/Wlachs for they have
become many and are damaging our monastery. Tio&ydior estates and
chased away our own from Romania and now it is foneis to defeat them
as we are powerful and no match for them™. The ksowf Vatoped
monastery also attacked St. George — Colciu corarshidestroyed one of its
buildings on the 28 of May. After “very humble begging to have merayda
leave our house undamaged”, they gave up destrélygn@rger building too.
The Romanian monks were summoned to Vatoped mapastethe 4th of
July and asked to pay a fine of 30 kilograms of waexchange for the
“favour” of not destroying their house. The Greelonks warned the
Romanians against further building and receivingv n@onks in their
community and advised them to submit to the “gresterial power of the
monastery as they could do whatever pleased thehowtiopposition and |
genuflected to appease their agitation”. (64) GlaMateescu also wrote in
his address that Greek monks went to Cadijthe place where Romanian
recluses were living in 8 isolated huts and thegatened them with ruin and
chasing and “hearing this, the poor monks took tpeods out of the huts and
sought refuge in the woods, waiting for the monggtersecution”. (65)

The superior of St. George — Colciu convent esgehéiis community
damages to over 2,000 francs “only as far as mamepncerned but who
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can assess the work and overwhelming effort netmezbuild that house in
such an unfavourable position? We cannot do otlsenkiut pray to our
mercyful God as we have no protection somehwegs.g86)

Antipa Dinescu, president of the Society of RomarNeoonks Colony
in Athos Sacred Mountain wrote an address to theidWir of Religious
Affairs and Public Instruction on the®lof September 1910 asking for
material support to rebuild the house of St. Geerg€olciu convent that
Greek monks of Vatoped monastery had destroyed tanduild an
embankment to avoid a landslide which was immirmtause of abundant
rains. (67)

Following the request of Archimandrit Teodosie Sm@nu of
Cucuvinu convent Metropolitan Pimen of Moldavia @aceava gave his
approval on the 23 of September 1911 to build a guest house provided
with chapel in commune Bucium, Jassy district egdlgcfor Bessarabian
guests. (68)

The first Balkan war modified substantially the ipohl situation of
the region, influencing the regime of Athos comntymielated to the
Constantinople Patriarchate or international bodig#se Greek army
occupied the Chalkidic peninsula in November 194&kting up a siege.
Ottoman authorities were removed and local autonevag granted as
Greek officials expressed their intention to occthpy entire peninsula. The
situation of Athos monks became thus an internatigmoblem. Several
solutions were formulated regarding the future ajuvit Athos: to remain
within the Ottoman empire keeping its former statashe included into the
Greek state as an autonomous region; to becometiaatli independent
organization protected by international guaranfEeese solutions were
discussed in the European capitals and also dtadhdon Conference after
the armistice. Given the circumstances, Romaniplotiats increased their
efforts to improve the situation of Romanian momksAthos. They had
meetings with Russian, Austrian and Greek diplomatshimandrit Antipa
Dinescu submitted an address to Prime Minister Maiorescu on the 12
of December 1912 askiriggo be allowed to live in peace... We ask to be
taken out of the present arbitration and receiveakgghts to all the other
monks in Athos. An elementary moral gesture shdnddnade, as today’'s
arbitrary rulers should be reminded of the luxusigiilanthropy acts of the
old times Romanians”. (69)

Romanian monks in Athos drew out a project on thigints in the
same year, asking for Prodromu hermitage to bestedeas monastery and
for Romanian convent§to be free of any control coming from the
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monasteries, to have the right to shelter as maogkshas the conditions
allow and to ordain only with the superior's ap@bvlrhey should be free
to work their land and to build as many churches laouses as they need”.
They also asked to have a representative in thei@CAssembly Chinotita)

to defend their rights, to be given “water and egiowood from the forests”

as water and wood should be common property oftlbs monks. They

asked for Cucuvinu — Provata convent to be ackndgdd as a hermitage
with a representative in the Assembly and alsd.fmu hermitage to be able
to send a representative in fBRinotita (70)

All the requests included in the Romanian monkgjgut were the
exeression of their difficult life experience inhits in the second half of the
19" century and the first decade of thd"2@ntury.

Under Greek military occupation in the followingaye Romanian
monks in Athos went through even more difficultcamstances. Their
numerous letters sent to Bucharest account fopdingecution they sufferred.
Following the intervention of Romanian Minister Athens Djuvara to the
Greek Minister of Foreign Affairs Cormilos Greek mks started to show a
more moderate attitude towards Romanian monkslaftes continued to send
concomitantly addresses to Athens and BucharesipaADinescu submitted a
new address written in Romanian and in French tméMinisters Titu
Maiorescu and E. Venizelos of Greece in June 1948.clergyman repeated
his previous requests regarding the promotion ofli®dmu hermitage to the
rank of monastery with a representative in the ainéssembly Chinotita) and
the monks’ “complete liberation of the wrongly ingeal authority of various
monasteries as well as the acknowledgement of #wpiality to the other
religious institutions in the country”. (71)

N. Misu, Romanian Minister to London informed Titu Maisce in
a report dated "8 August 1913 on the future status of Mount Athos,
suggesting: “I think that the most favourable solut for defending
Romanian interest in the Sacred Mountain can beaimdd by your
agreement with Greece, as Greece has all the nteanfuence both the
Constantinople Patriarchate and the superiors eeksmonasteries who
constitute an overwhelming majority in Athos. Ouaimconcern should be
to obtain a least a vote in the Careia Assemblyitbby buying the
autonomous rights of a deserted monastery or bynirgpi the
acknowledgement of our convents as independent stenes which is
more difficult”. (72)

After the end of Balkan wars and the Bucharest @dasaty that
acknowledged the educational and religious rigtitR@manians living in
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the Balkan Peninsula, the ynod of the Romanianddidk Church decided
to submit an address to the Ministry of Foreignadt on September th&'7
1913. The Synod asked for the Ministerial interi@mt“regarding the
acknowledgement and setting up of an equal ancparmdent status of our
ecclesiastic settlements (in Mount Athos) in relatio the other nations and
states and especially to the Greeks”. The addresgiomed the abusing of
Romanian monks in Athos by their superior monasteand asked that
Prodromu and Lacu hermitages and Cucuvinu convemtatiowed to have
their own representatives in the great common dbeatied Chinon”. The
Synod recommended the government “to take advantdgéne good
occasion to set up a new order of things in MouifioA&... Our government
should hurry to take serious measures in orderufip&rt Romanians to
claim or buy back all our historical part in theegt monasteries founded by
our rulers and endowed with precious estate ardflaais”. (73)

An extraordinary meeting took place at Careia andf of October
1913, reuniting the Sacred Community of Athos Sécidountain,
represented by the superiors of the 20 Athos meriast The participants
decided to keep the system of administering Mouhbé unchanged but to
transfer the legal rights of the Ottoman empirghi® Greek kingdom that
they considered their “liberator”. They rejectee@ idea of international or
neutral authority, considering that their connettim Greece was too
powerful and the Greek state was entitled to sepunéection for Athos.
The clergymen asked the diplomats responsibleHferLiondon conference
not to take “a hazardous decision with politicatl aeligious implications
and dangerous for peace in the Orient” as they weady to reject such a
decision. From London, their opinion spread to thimer interested
countries. (74)

The diplomatic contacts between Greece and Romemriginued
after the London conference, in order to reacheueable solution for
Romanian Athos monks. Several suggestions were ,m@adeng which
buying a monastery for Romanians. I. C. Filitti sutbed the proposition on
the 3£' of January 1914 to buy Prodromu hermitage oncefandll from
Lavra monastery or to buy Morfono monastery afteprice could be
advanced. (75)

Meanwhile, the new status of Mount Athos under &raethority
was meeting only Romanian and Russian oppositidre Situation of
Romanian monks in Athos had not been improved. Vdudeable political
situation had been wasted without obtaining for Boians a comparable
satute to that of Russian, Bulgarian or Serb monks.
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The burst out of the destructive First World Wad hea dramatic
effect upon the life of Romanian monks in Athosthsy didn’t have a
representative in the Careia assembly to defend tilghts and spare them
abuse and theft, which lead to a long term drawlatheir evolution.

A conflict opposing a part of the monks at Prodronaumitage to
their superior Antipa Dinescu emerged in 1914 astlonks accused Antipa
Dinescu of having broken the 1891 regulations. Jingerior was cast away
of the hermitage by force. Romania’s General CoaulC. lonescu was
sent to solve the conflict. He came to the conolusn February 1915 that
Lavra monastery had actually started the confliotl &he disorder and
dishonesty reigning in Greek monasteries is gaintake root at Prodromu
too”. (76) The conflict inside the largest Romank@rmitage in Athos was
to unfold between 1914-1917 and caught new flam&anch 1919 when
the rebellious monks who had been expelled weréiesbd again in the
hermitage by help of Greek officials. (77)

Material difficulties suffered by Athos Romanian nks grew harder
during the First World War as they had no food aoedpossibility to get
help from their country. The superior of St. Georg€olciu convent asked
the Church House Administration to send the 2, B0@nnual subvention
on the 18 of November 1914, as “all monks are living hereemstraitened
circumstances lacking the money to supply theiidoaseds and food is so
expensive and nobobdy sells goods on credit sontbdaice a mortal peril”.
Clergyman ieromonah Gavriil Mateescu wrote further that only Greek
currency and gold were accepted in Mount Athosgoid had purchased all
the gold with 10% interest. The answer to the g¢lergn’s address, coming
from the Ministry of Religious Affairs and Publimdtruction, mentioned
that the Ministerial budget provided a subventionthey didn't find a way
to send it to the monks. (78)

We couldn’t find enough documents to give eviderfoe the
situation of Romanian monks in Athos within 1915389The superior of
Cucuvinu convent Archimandrit Teodosie Soroceanotevan address from
a settlement in Bucium (Jassy district, Romaniagh&® Ministry of Foreign
Affairs on May the 16 1916 complaining that rehabilitation works began i
1911 at his convent went on with difficulty as th®ney was scarce. He
asked for Cucuvinu convent to be protected by #weslof Athens and
Thessaloniki Consulate as he could not do much flRomania. (79)
Clergymen ieromonah) llie Hulpe of St. John the Baptist — Colciu conye
Gherasim Sperchez of St. George — Capsala convedt Teodosie
Domnariu of St. Ipatie convent and clergymaschimonal loachim
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Barcanescu of Saints Teodor Tiron and Teodor Stratibeivent who were
sponsors of the Society of Romanian Monks ColonyAthos Sacred
Mountain wrote an address to the Church House Adhtnation as late as
the 23 of April 1919. They wrote that “although we as rkershould't
make the situation of our beloved country moreicliff we are forced to do
so by the most straitened circumstances and tlkeofagur daily bread. For
we have accumulated great debts with amazing stteages in the course of
six years because of high prices, even ten tingsehithat before for all our
necessary goods”. They asked for the 5,000 lei @nswbvention for the
Society within 1914-1919 as their great debts Wik interest rate “put us
in danger to lose all our Romanian properties antdlecome the laughing
stock of Greeks as they have lent us money andhbpg we won'’t be able
to pay back our debts so that they could sell oushs”. (80)

The above address was also signed by other 11 sbsuperiors:
llarion Mérza (St. John the Baptist — Catafighigiiamin Vasiliu (St. Nicholas
— lufta), loachim losifescu (Saints Three Hierajchgossima Mateescu
(St. John the Baptist Nativity), Mihail NicolescuM@ther of Lord
Assumption — Adinu), Macarie lonescu (Healing SgprinCapsala), Modest
Caciuc (St. Prophet Elijah — Provata), Clement BopgMother of Lord
Nativity — Turlutiu), Doroftei Cristescu (Mother oford Nativity —
Catunache) and also by monk Ignatie lonescu and\etean {eromonal)
Calinic Plaia. (81)

The report drawn up to the address specified thatSociety of
Romanian Monks Colony hadn’'t been granted the suiive since 1914 as
it “had been erased from the budget” beginning Whitt year.

Clergyman ¢chimonah llarion Méarza of St. John the Baptist —
Catafighi convent wrote a letter to Prodromu supgerclergyman
(ieromonah Pimen on the 230of April 1919 asking him to pay the value of
two 2,000 lei bonds deposited in the hermitage saiéhe was not able to
give them the money, tosend them the bonds badkegswere in danger
“to lose their homes to the Greeks that had crdditeem”. Prodromu
superior Pimen noted in his report on the lett&o fnform the honourable
National Bank”. (82)

Superior Pimen wrote an address to the administat®omania’s
National Bank on the®iof May 1919 informing the bank that the hermitage
had accumulated credits of 11, 579 Ottoman liras266, 317 francs in the
previous six years and he asked to withdraw theeyan the hermitage
account with the bank or to be given back theirdsor83)
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Clergyman frotosinghel Simeon Ciomandra, authorized
representative of Prodromu hermitage, sent sevadilresses to the
Metropolitan and to the Ministry of Religious Affaiand Arts from Icon
Darvari hermitage in Bucharest in October 1920.n@Gindra explained the
difficult situation of Prodromu caused by the acclated credits that had
put them in the position of losing their estate Dmassos island. The
clergyman asked the Romanian authorities to bevalioto export custom-
free 10 grain waggons, 5 maize waggons, 5 beangomag 2,000 kilograms
of fish, 100 kilograms of Romanian pressed chease2z000 liters of lamp
oil “for our brothers in Prodromu and Lacu herméaand to give to our
creditor monasteries instead of money”. (84) Higuest was approved and
the goods reached Mount Athos in August 1921. (85)

After the end of the First World War, Romanian m®nk Athos
were strictly under control of the Greek monasterand living under
straitened circumstances. They were preventeding Iomew apprentices to
inherit them, instigated against each other ankirigca representative in the
Careia assembly who could have defended their sighinder such
circumstances, they gradually lost their estatemtaiaed with such effort
until then and their number decreased dramatically.

Clergyman ieroschimonah Gherasim Sperchez, clergyman
(schimonah loachim Bircanescu, clergymars¢himonal llarion Marza and
clergyman ieromonal) SerafimSoima who were members in the Committee
of the Society of Romanian Monks Colony in Athoscr@d Mountain
wrote to the bishop of ArgeVisarion Puiu asking him to intervene to the
Ministry of Religious Affairs as they feared thheir plea was “again to be in
vain...” and they hoped that their “humble requestbuld be considered in
the future budget of the Ministry. (86) The tablsetihg the Romanian
convents and huts members of the Colony Societ§9P2 mentions the
following settlements: Catafighi convent (superadergyman —schimonah
llarion Marza — 12 monks) and St. Prophet Elijabn@nt (clergyman —
schimonahModest — 4 monks), Mother of Lord Nativity —a¥neasca
(clergyman -schimonahGerasim — 8 monks), Turlutis¢ghimonahClement
— 3 monks) and 5 huts with churches plus 12 chesshhuts inhabited by 39
Romanian monks — all on Lavra monastery estatejt$Sdieodor — Careia
convent gchimonahloachim losif — 6 monks) on St. Paul monasterytesta
Assumption convent (clergymanieromonahMihail Niculescu — 5 monks)
on Dioniisu monastery estate; St. Sava kahimonahlrotei — 3 monks) on
Simon Petru monastery estate; Saints Teodor cor(gehimonahloachim
Barcanescu — 9 monks) and Mother of Lord Iviritza hatgmonahloasaf — 2
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monks) on Cutlumgi monastery estate; Assumption of the Virgargmonah
Arsenie — 4 monks) on Xiropotam monastery estate, J&n the Baptist
convent ¢chimonahZosima — 4 monks) on lviru monastery estate; Saint
Three Hierarchs converdghimonahGrigore Tudor — 3 monks) and 4 huts (2
with churches and 2 without) inhabited by 11 mortks Stavronichita
monastery estate; St. Geroge conveéstomonahGherasim Sperchez — 9
monks) and 4 churchless huts inhabited by 12 mamksPantocrator
monastery estate; and Nativity of St. John the Bapbnventieromonabhllie
Hulpe — 9 monks), St. Ipatie convei@gréschimonallreodosie Domnariu — 8
monks), St. Nicholas convent (monk Veniamin Vas#i® monks), Healing
Spring conventgchimonahEvloghie — 3 monks) and 2 huts with churches
inhabited by 6 monks, all on Vatoped monasterytes{a7)

157 monks were living at the time in the 15 conseartd 28 huts in
Athos and the authors of the statistics estimateat there were 233
Romanian monks in all Athos settlements.

Comparing the above data to the statistics in itlsé decades of the
XX™ century one can notice the dramatic decrease ofaRi@mn monks in
Athos. Besides the members of the Society of RoamMonks Colony,
there were the monks living in Cucuvinu — Provatd &t. George — Colciu
convents. Documents mention that superior Teodddteoceanu of
Romanian Brothers Community around St. John Théafog Cucuvinu
convent died in the explosion of a munition storgd® near Cozmoaia —
Jassy church on the 1@f May 1918. The next superior of the Community
was Archimandrit Epifanie Dumitrescu who had thermbuchurch and
hermitage rebuilt,financing that operation with @0®00 lei subvention
granted by the Romanian state and with money oddagut of selling the
church production of wine. Metropolitan Pimen of Isfavia consecrated
the new church on November th&' 41928. (88) Monks still living at
Cucuvinu complained that superior Epifanie hadehtsthem any money
resulted of the Romanian church income in Novemt@34. After the
changes of regulations in Mount Athos monks statpteviding that a
leaving Athos more than a year without ecclesiaatithorities’ approval
determined a monk’s expellment out of the communiychimandrit
Epifanie was dismissed from his post as superidt982 and replaced by
clergyman protosinghe) Varlam Nenganu. (89)

The Athos monks situation grew even more diffi@after the Chart
on the 18 of May 1924 by which the 20 monasteries sanctiottes
dominance of the Greek element in Mount Athos amgosed Greek
citizenship to all the monks living there. The Sgnof the Romanian
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Orthodox Church wrote and address to the Minisfrfrareign Affairs in
March 1927 to explain that Greek citizenship fornk® in Athos would
represent a privilege only for Greek monks and Rieenanian hermitages
and convents “would lose their Romanian quality #redr estates in Greece
and Romania”. (90)

Superior Varlam Nemanu of Cucuvinu — Provata convent and
superior llarion Marza of Catafighi convent sigedllin a September 1930
document the decrease of the number of RomaniarksnianAthos caused
by the Greek and Sacred Mountain authorities potitypreventing new
monks to settle in the Romanian ecclesiastic conitiesn That was
considered “a disguised confiscation of Romanidtieseents, houses and
goods as without heirs they become property of dleeninant Greek
monasteries”. The two superiors asked Romaniarialéi to intervene in
favour of Athos Romanian monks to the diplomats tingein the Balkan
Conference that was due in Athens in October 1&80.

Romanian monks living in Athos submitted an addtegke League
of Nations in September 1931 to protest againstiti@sition of Greek
citizenship and the opposition of Greek authoriteeyoung monks coming
to Athos. That lead to the impossibility of replagiold monks by new ones
and “as a consequence, in 30 or 40 years from rwxetwill be no
Romanian monk in the Sacred Mountain and hermitagesconvents with
their substantial assets will become property oé tbuperior Greek
monasteries without anybody asking for damages$iasptactice is current
when a convent remains without heir”. (92) Ed. Qiyrrepresentative of
Romanian Embassy to the League of Nations, noticed report the
dramatic accent of the monks’ address which heiderexd “appealing but
less efficient as a diplomatic enterprise”. (93)

Romanian diplomatic authorities and the Synod & Romanian
Orthodox Church lead by Patriarch Miron Cristeat smveral addresses to
the Greek government and the Constantinople Peltiaée asking them to
allow more Romanian monks to settle in Athos asmastant number of
monks was needed there in order to replace theadede There were some
promises but actually officials in the Sacred Maumimade it very difficult
for Romanian monks to settle in Athos.

Radu Crueescu, an official in the Ministry of Foreign Affairpointed
out the essence in his May 1931 report: “As a férR@manian — Greek
agreement hasn’t been reached in this matter,aghatwnalization policy of
the Greek government in the Sacred Mountain witelsuprompt them to
find all kind of pretexts to prevent the satisfantiof our rightful requests
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and keep us further into the terrible misery tlsagoing to make us lose a
status that we have earned in five centuries i tand sacrifice”. (94)

Unfortunately his pessimistic prediction came trddeanwhile,
Prodromu monks were engaged into a conflict fuélgd.avra monastery.
As we have explained above, Lavra officials hadight back the rebellious
Romanian monks to the hermitage in 1919 and thelyrbplaced Antipa
Dinescu who had made great efforts to raise theistaf the hermitage to
that of monastery in order for Romanian monks tdobtter represented in
the ecclesiastical assembly and to avoid abuse.

The few documents on the evolution of Athos Romagianvents in
the next period mention that a part of the spititeaders had passed away.
Superior llarion Marza of Catafighi convent wrote\isarion Puiu on the
22" of March 1931 about the difficulties of Romaniaronks living in
Athos, especially because monks were getting oldl dying and Greek
officials didn’t allow young ones to replace thefpart of the Romanian
communities had become property of monasteriesy flksperately needed
the protection of the Romanian state that they lustl because of the
rebellious monks at Prodromu. “Those villains daiedttack impertinently
the high hierarchs of the Holy Romanian Church amaffend the Holy
Synod and that is why our country MAY not hurrytéée measures to grant
us protection; but the Romanian officials shouldpdy attention to the
slandering of three or four rebels who have stdle administration of
Prodromu hermitage and then they were sent bacthéysuperior Greek
monastery in order to speed the hermitage destrudti we do not get help
there is no hope for us and the Greeks are goingk® over our heavily
indebted hermitage. The villains should be replatsd well-intended
fathers. It is a pity to lose the harvest becaddhe few weeds and it is a
pity to abandon a lot of Romanian monks communibesause there are 3
or 4 misbehaved monks among a hundred who know theay towards
their country and church and political leaders”safion Puiu was asked to
intervene to the Holy Synod and the governmentawehsome measures
taken in order to help the Romanian monks in Athiesgain the rights that
we had in the past: to receive and ordain brotfrera the country in our
communities. Young monks should get free acceseedSacred Mountain
as the ancient emperors have proclaimed it intéredox settlement and not
only Greek. Most monasteries here have been restoyeour Romanian
rulers therefore Romania is fully entitled to padtégs subjects living in the
Sacred Mountain” (llarion Marza). (95)
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The Society of Romanian Monks Colony in Athos Sddviountain
which had been created in 1906 was still functignm1934 still under the
presidency of Archimandrit Antipa Dinescu who hagkeb dismissed as
superior of Prodromu hermitage but had come bamk fRomania and he
was coordinating the actions of Athos Romanian msoink 1934. The
Society wrote an address to the Minister of Religi&ffairs and Arts on
the 30" of June 1934 explaining that after the Greek Ramint had voted
Mount Athos Statute in 1929 “absolutely no one ammirom Romania is
allowed to settle in the Sacred Mountain and tarbagmonk’s life. During
the latest five years we have come across numerasss of Romanian
brothers who have been rejected although they ltavee with all the
necessary documents to become monks that are pbwdthe so-called
Statute”. That was considered a disguised way tdismate the Romanian
properties “as there is nobody to inherit us andha&lse beautiful churches
and well-maintained households by donations ofRbenanian people are
going to be taken over by the superior Greek menast. The Society
considered that all the promises the Greek govemtrhad made to its
Romanian counterpart, ensuring Romanians that “#neygoing to approve
the wish to settle in the Sacred Mountain of anynBnian willing to start a
monastic life” were not going to be observed by @#eia assembly. They
thought the Greek church officials intended to coapewith all kind of
pretexts to reject Romanian applicants. They furttempared the
commercial, navigation, ecclesiastic and schoalights granted to Greece
by the Romanian government to the Greek attitudez just need them to
allow Romanian brother to come and settle here laatbme gradually
rightful heirs of our communities”. (96) Among otheames, the address
was signed by president Varlam Ngamu of Romanian Brothers
Community St. John Theologian — Provata, which shothat the
Community had become part of the Society of RonraManks Colony in
Athos Sacred Mountain.

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs sent to the Athosomanian
communities a document providing that they showddsto the Athens
Embassy tables with the names of all the monksl@inidhe Embassy know
about any modifications of the number of monks legehse or removal
from the communities. They had to address comaiattheir superior
monasteries and only in the last analysis to apjoetile Embassy and they
were warned to watch carefully for the communities shouldn'v@aunder
six members (monks and apprentices) unless Romamiaks want to lose
them to Greek hands”. The monks were not allowegbtaway from Athos
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without the approval of their superior monastery dhe Greek Foreign
Ministry and they should’'t be absent more thanary&hey had to get their
visa from the Greek Embassy in Bucharest ten mdoeffisre their return to
the Sacred Mountain. Otherwise they had to knowttihey would never be
allowed to come back to the Sacred Mountain. (P@ppears obvious that
Greek officials were very strict and Romanian dipéds couldn’t help the
monks unless their rights had been clearly violated

The Romanian Consul in Thessaloniki sent a repgether with two
addresses signed by Romanian monks in Athos ori3feof June 1940,
asking that priest parishioner Dimitrie Brindu bétRomanian community in
Thessaloniki should be maintained in his functias he is of great help with
local authorities”. (98) The monks signing the as$des were superior
clergyman igromonal) Gavril of Lacu hermitage, superior clergyman
(protosinghel Varlam Nenganu of Cucuvinu Provata convent, superior
Antonie Moisei of Catafighi Provata convent, presidArchimandrit Antipa
Dinescu of the Society of Romanian Monks Colony arldrgymen
(ieromonah) Dinoid Valas (St. Ipatie), Macarie lonescu (Healing Spring —
Capsala), Serafirfioimu (Adinu convent) and Ghimnasie Ignat. (99)

After 70 years since the foundation of the firsimiRmian convents,
most of them had survived to material and admiaiste obstacles created
by Greek authorities and superior monasteries. @irse, they had help
from the country but they had also administeredefcdly their lands,
becoming good householders. All Romanian conveiis been bought
from the superior Greek monasteries at high przed the monks had
strived hard to administer and maintain their prgpeunder difficult
historical circumstances.

The Second World War made the situation of Romanianks in
Athos even more difficult. Their connection to ttauntry was interrupted,
Mount Athos went through an economic crisis andrthember decreased
while their buildings were deteriorating and thegukin't repair and
maintain them. Most monks dying without heirs, theonvent and huts
were taken over by Greek superior monasteries o af@andoned.

On the celebration of a millennium since the sgttip of Romanian
monastic life in Athos in June 1963, a delegatibthe Romanian Orthodox
Church lead by Patrairch Justinian took part infdstivity and visited a few
Romanian settlements. Among other places, the Riamadelegation
visited St. Ipatie convent on Vatoped monastergtestFour monks were
living there at the time. Their superior was Dionihlass helped by
clergyman ieromonah) Dometie Trihenea. (100)
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Archimandrit loanichie Blan visited Mount Athos in 1986 and
mentioned a few data on Catafighi and Cucuvinu eats/ where two
apprentices from Romanian Sgtria monastery had come in 1975. Visarion
Moisei was the last superior in the older generatibCatafighi. He died in
1979 and was replaced by the new apprentice, ategy&chimonah
CalistratToca. Monk Nectarie Ldiz set up at Cucuvinu convent in 1975
and since 1997 he has been living alone there.eTalgerly monks were
living at St. George — Colciu convent in 1997: D&a Ignat, the most
reputed Romanian confessor in Mount Athos, clergynfaotosinghe)
Ghedeon Chelaru who had come to Athos in 1920 aodknhoan Sova.
Superior Dometie Trihenea from TFitia village (Sibiu district, Romania)
was administering St. Ipatie convent, helped bygsiman protosinghe)
llarion Lupacu from Cernica monastery (near Bucharest, Romaaial)
monk llarion Diné from Sihistria monastery (Moldavia). (101)

Dometie Trihenea was superior of St. Ipatie conveot times after
having been superior of Zografu monastery withir63:9974. llarion
Dinca folllowed him as superior within 1985-2004 andeafhis death,
objects, books and letters from the convent wemesferred to Vatoped
monastery. Only monk Ignatie Bozianu was stilldyithere in 2005. (102)
Four monks were living in St. John the Baptist camtvon Vatoped
monastery estate in 2005: Vitalie Hostiuc, llie,eXdndru and Nicolae.
(103) St. George — Colciu convent also on Vatopstdte was inhabited by
monks Dionisie the Young, loan, Ghedeon, Ghimnademant and Fodan
Daniel in 2005. (104)

Two monks were living in St. John the Baptist —alighi convent in
2005. Both were named Michail, one of them old #relother one, rather
young, coming from Bessarabia. Their buildings haldeen repaired for a
long time and needed restoring. In 2005, St. Joheolbgian — Cucuvinu
convent, the core of Romanian Brothers Communitiiount Athos, was
inhabited by superior Siluan and monks Lavrenti@ ¥asile (all three from
Bessarabia) together with a monk from Romania. Tiilykept the library
set up by Teodosie Soroceanu and the archive afaheent. (105)

Documents prove that most Romanian convents w&entaver by
their superior Greek monasteries after the deatheofast Romanian monks
or were simply abandoned in the second half oRtffecentury and the first
part of the 2 century. Prodromu and Lacu hermitages and the exdsv
St. George — Colciu, St. Ipatie, Catafighi, Cucuyit. John the Baptist —
Colciu and St. George — Capsala have survived tigetpresent.
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Romanian monastic settlements in Mount Athos stpresent
Romanian orthodoxy and Romanian society shouldrok lindifferently at
the decrease of the number of monks in Athos ameddécay of their
settlements. The fact that the Romanian governraepported constantly
Athos communities in the second half of thé” X@®ntury up to the First
World War sets an example for the governments indays who should
take measures for maintaining at least the two heges and the few
convents that are still surviving grace to the adbie effort of the monks
who continue the Romanian tradition in the SacrediMain.

The 250,000 euro subvention granted to Prodrommitege by the
Romanian government in 2007 is the first sign tRaimanians haven't
abandoned their conationals who have chosen to dsadsolated life in
Mount Athos and pray for their people. Nevertheléss same financial and
material support should also be granted to Lacmitege and to the 160 year
old convents who are maintaining Romanian monésitition. (106, 107)

Therefore the Government, the Patriarchate and Rbenanian
society should join hands to provide a decentfliethe Athos monks as
they should be able to represent the values of R@naorthodoxy in
Mount Athos. To put it in the words of superior f@eiu Tanase of
Prodromu hermitage” The documents we have kept are living proof of
what these monks have thought and did far away filo@ir country but
acting at the call of their Romanian national cogrsce”. (108)
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