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1. %he French Consul Generel in Istanbul, Lsgavde, has unofficlally
nobified the Patriarchate that his goversmsnt is opposed %o the Russian _
Orthodoz Church in Paris continuing under the sdministration of Hyr.
Germanos of Thyatire in London, Metropolitan of the Orthodox Churches
in Westorn Eurppe.  Hgb. Germancs has slways baen persona non grata
at the Qual d'Orsay, becanse of his pro~Bribish sympathles. In calling
this matter to the attention of the Petriarchate, Lagarde erplained that,
in view of the excellent relations-existing between Moscow and Paris,
following the agreement signed by Oeneral de Gawlle, the Freneh Governmsnt
had no objection either to the Russisn Church in Parig continuing wnder
the orders of Moscow (as has been the cass esince its fourdation by Peter
the Great) or being placed under the jurisdiction of the Ecunenical
Patriarchate of the Phanar, but that it did object very seriously to
its administration by écclesiastical authoritieslocated in London.

25X1A29 ses I, cistivutea on 26 Novemser 19ké.

2. A%t the sdme time, the Phanar has beem advised by Mgr. Germanos of Thyatire
‘that Orlof, Professor at the Russian Institube in Paris and the leading
menber of the Russian Church in Paris, has protested that the Holy Sxod
in Istanbul has failed to iive up 4o the agreenent which was concluded
betwson Bulogius and Patrisrch Photdus IT. Yhe said agreeanent stipulated
that the Russian Church in Paris had been given the privileges of an
Exarchate dlvectly atbtachesd to Istanbul and that there was no question
of a re-attachment through ¥gr. Germanos of Londom. Orlof requested that
the Patriarchate of the Phanar carry out the terms of the original Rulogius-
Fhotivs agreement. . C o oL T

3.  Alexandre Bogomolov, Soviet Ambasgador to Franes, continues to prevail upon
the members of the Russian Church in Paris to support Mgr. Serafim Rodianow,
nominated by Patriarch Alexol to succesd Evloging. As a result, the Russian
Church commmunily is divided into two groups. Tha Vladimir group, which ab
present is the stronger, favors the direct attachment %o the Phanar, whereas
Serafim's followers advocate Moscow's juriediction.

k. The Secrotary General of the Phana¥ has epproached ths French Congul Ceneral
op behalf of the Holy Synod, with the recommendation that Lagarde subnit a
written meworandus on the swbject, but Lagarde categorically replied that
it was neither thd intention of his Awbassador nor of himself %o comply with

25X1A9a this request. He made it very clear to WW Ueaeral. of the Fhanar
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that the French Covernnent was not prepared to tolerate sven

a noninal control of the Russian Chureh of Paris by Hgr., Germanos
of London, varticularly since the majority of the meawbers of the
Russlan Chureh of Paris were Froench citizens. Lagarde further
warned that, in the event of the Patrisrchate's failure to conform
to the desire of the French Governuent, the latter amight decide to
baek Mgr. Seraphinm Rodianov, thus compelling Vledimir of Paris to
withdraw comrletely. Such a withdrawal would result in placing the
Russian Church of Paris directly under the infinence of Moscow.

The Secretary General of the Patriarchate explained that plucing
the Russien Church of Paris under London's jurisdicetion had no
political significance, the Holy Synod having nerely acted in
aacordance with the provisions of the Canonicel Law #28 of the
Chalcadonien Council, Lagarde's reply to this explanation was that
the Patrlarchate could very rell disregard such a provision, since
the French authorities were determined to pub on end to the jurise
diction of Archbishop Germanos,

The Preneh Consul General cohceded, however, bthat his povernment

had no objections to having the Russian Church in Paris come under

the control of the Ecumenical Patriarchate in Istanbul. The Secretary -
Gteneral of the Phanar thereupon inqulred why the French Government had
never objected to the eontrol which Mpr. Germenos had always exercised
over the Greek Orthodox Church in Paris. Lagarde replied that the
Phanar was just as much in error in pernittiong Mgr. Germonos to
exercise control over the Greek Orthodox Church in Paris as it was

in allowing the Russian Church of Paris to come under his jurisdiction,

The Holy Syncd unanimously agreed to approach the Greek Anbassador,
Paricles Skeferis, and has requecsted him to take up this question

with the French Arbassador, Gaston Maugras, with a view to ascertaining
more precisely the views of the French Goverment and, incidently,
whether the French Ambassador was, in fact, avare of the aection taken
by the French Consul General, .

lr. Mavgras later notified the freck Ambassador that he had no
previous knowledge of this matter. This rather starling infomaation
caused not only considerable confusion, bubt a divisien of opinion
within the Holy Synod. Some of the setropolitans fear thab Lagarde
is in a position to carry out his threats and force Vladimir to
withdraw from office, while others believe that the incident was
created by Lagarde personally and withoubt the backing and knowledge
of the French Goversment. This latber groun recowmsends that Vgr.
Oermanos in London be nobtified and his advice regquested in regard
to the further maintenance of the Russien Church in Paris under his
Jurisdiction,
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