
Origin of “Cyprianism”:
Metropolitan Cyprian's statement, as found in the "Ecclesiological Thesis," refers to 
"Sinners and those who err in correctly understanding the Faith," who have not been 
formally sentenced by ecclesiastical action, as "simply considered ailing members of the 
Church". This statement is a cornerstone of "Cyprianite" theology, suggesting that New 
Calendarist and Ecumenists (heretics) are not entirely separated from the Church. This 
resulted in:

• April 1985: Metropolitan Cyprian of Oropos and Fili, along with Metropolitan 
Giovanni of Sardinia (both previously part of a different GOC faction), organized 
the Holy Synod in Resistance as a distinct body.

• 1986: The GOC (Kiousis Synod) responded to this establishment of a parallel 
synod and the "Cyprianite" theological positions by issuing decisions that ended 
communion and declared Cyprian deposed. 

This document serves as a summary (clearly not meant to encompass every resource 
available) of more recent events, over a gradual timeline, which demonstrates extreme 
concern regarding the continuance of the erroneous ecclesiology (heresy) of the former 
Synod in Resistance (SiR), and its continuance within the Synod of the Genuine 
Orthodox Christians of Greece (GOC-K) since their union in 2014. 

The Orthodox Resistance Against the 
Ecclesiastical Heresy of Ecumenism (2006)
https://www.imoph.org/Theology_en/E3a3a009cOrthodoxosEnstasis.pdf

“In the sacred resistance against syncretistic Ecumenism, by the allowance of God, the 
Old Calendarist Orthodox Anti-Ecumenists are divided into a variety of Ecclesiastical 
Communities which are not in communion with one another, for the essential reason 
that they do not have a common ecclesiological self-awareness. One segment of the 
pious Old Calendarist has strayed into unproductive anti-New Calendarism, while 
others have retreated into themselves, adopting a non-theological introversion 
that has led them to declare their ecclesiological and soteriological exclusivity. 
The Holy Synod in Resistance reckons desirable its cooperation and the eventuality of 
union with these various communities of Old Calendarist in principio [in principle], 
though only, of course, if they fulfill the criteria of valid ecclesiastical bodies. Therefore, 
we acknowledge that this cooperation, with the aim of uniting the various Communities 
of Old Calendarist that have surfaced, is not at the present attainable, in the first place 
since there prevails an unheard-of confusion of theological criteria, but primarily 



because of the bridgehead chaos of ecclesiastical heterogeneity. This cooperation is 
based on the essential and indispensable presuppositions of unity in the case of 
the innovating Ecumenists within the Body of the Church, until clarification of the 
following two portentous issues: (1) the status of yet-uncondemned heretics and 
those in communion with them, as in the case of the innovating Ecumenists 
within the Body of the Church.”

The Ecclesiological Position of the Old Calendar 
Orthodox Church of Bulgaria (9-12-2013)
(The following document, translated from the Bulgarian, was drawn up and written by 
His Eminence, Bishop Photii of Triaditza, the First Hierarch of our Sister Church (Sister 
Church to the SiR), the Old Calendar Orthodox Church of Bulgaria. It is an articulate, 
thoughtful, and challenging essay on the nature of Orthodoxy, heresy, resistance, and 
the conciliar and pastoral testimony of the Church. A theologian and classicist who 
taught at the University of Sofia before entering the religious life, His Eminence is not 
only a gifted and erudite scholar, but is a perceptive, circumspect, and enlightened 
Archpastor. As our own Spirit-bearing Elder, Metropolitan Cyprian, has so often said, 
Bishop Photii works in the light and serves in the spirit of one of Orthodoxy’s great 
luminaries, St. Photios the Great. In his moderate and Patristic thoughts below, Bishop 
Photii justifies these words of Metropolitan Cyprian—†B.A., Editor.)

https://www.imoph.org/pdfs/2013/05/29/E20130519aEkklesTheseisBulgaria.pdf

“Currently, the Old Calendar Orthodox Church of Bulgaria refrains from a 
definitive answer on the question of whether the Mysteries performed in the 
official local Churches are valid or not.”

“Unfortunately, from a theological perspective, it is precisely the question of the 
presence or absence of Grace in the Mysteries of the official local Churches that 
came to be the main rock on which the unity of the True Orthodox Christians 
crashed. In the tense atmosphere of decades of disputes, undue theological 
absolutism was reached on a question, the answer to which was not formulated 
dogmatically by the conciliar consciousness of the Church.”

“The realities of the modern Orthodox world do not provide sufficient grounds to 
assume that the example of the Seventh Ecumenical Council is applicable to our 
epoch. In keeping with this example, we should be seeking the testimony of the 
Orthodox Church in the hope that the way out of the crisis of apostasy would be a 
“Council of Unity,” which will condemn ecumenism (and probably other 
contemporary manifestations of apostasy as well), will unite all Orthodox Christians in 

https://www.imoph.org/pdfs/2013/05/29/E20130519aEkklesTheseisBulgaria.pdf


the “correct and salvific confession of Faith,” and will declare the excommunication from 
the body of the One, Holy, Catholic, and Apostolic Church of all those who continue to 
confess the heresies and misbeliefs condemned by the Council.”

“Taking into account the current trends in the development of Church life (in its broadest 
sense), it can be assumed that in the future, favorable conditions for holding a Unifying 
Orthodox Council will be even less likely to arise. Moreover, it is not impossible that the 
present crisis in the Orthodox world will sink even further into apostasy. This, in turn, 
could lead to emendations of our ecclesiological assessment of the developments within 
the official local Churches, such an assessment being determined by an analysis of 
variables, not constants. Ultimately, the road of apostasy that official Orthodoxy 
continues to follow leads outside the Church of Christ. No less disturbing is another fact: 
the lack of agreement and cooperation among the True Orthodox Churches. What is 
needed are goodwill and patient, long-lasting labor, in order to overcome the tragic 
divisions among us and to create conditions for convening a Pan-Orthodox 
Council, which would condemn ecumenism and provide an assessment of the 
entire spectrum of the apostate processes of our times.”

The Ecclesiastical Union of the [Church of the] 
True Orthodox Christians and the Orthodox 
Community in Resistance (MAR 2014)
https://www.imoph.org/pdfs/2014/03/20/20140320aAnnouncement.pdf

“The fruitful fourteen-month Official Dialogue between the two sides, in a spirit of mutual 
respect and mutual understanding, with the help of your prayers in the love of Christ, led 
us to a profound awareness of our unity in the Holy Spirit, in one Faith and one Hope, 
and to the conviction that the reasons that have kept us out of communion since 
1984 no longer exist.”

Important Note: The SiR severed Communion with the GOC due to their belief that the 
GOC’s rigid stance, concerning that the New Calendar State Church was entirely 
graceless and outside the Church (based on the 1935, 1950, and 1974 GOC 
Confessions of Faith) was seen by Metropolitan Cyprian and those with him as overly 
“extremist” and unpatristic. Metropolitan Cyprian argued for a more “traditional” 
resistance: walling off from ecumenist practices while recognizing the State Church as 
containing “ailing members”, heretics who remain part of the Body of Christ until a pan-
Orthodox council condemns them. This allowed for potential grace in their sacraments, 
avoiding total separation from them.



“The Official Dialogue (between the GOC-k and the SiR, December 2012-February 
2014) led us to the realization that our Act of walling ourselves off in 1984 from 
our True Orthodox brethren should be abrogated, since the reasons of faith and 
righteousness that then provoked it no longer exist.”

 “The True Orthodox Church in Opposition to the 
Heresy of Ecumenism: Dogmatic and Canonical 
Issues,” (July 2014)
https://www.imoph.org/pdfs/2014/03/22/E20140322aCommonEcclesiology15/
E20140322aCommonEcclesiology15.pdf

More specifically, with regard to the Mysteries celebrated in the so-called official 
Orthodox Churches, the True Orthodox Church does not provide assurance 
concerning their validity or concerning their soteriological efficacy, in particular 
for those who commune “knowingly” [wittingly] with syncretistic ecumenism and 
Sergianism, even though She does not in every instance repeat their external 
form for those entering into communion with Her in repentance, in anticipation of 
the convocation of a Major Synod of True Orthodoxy, in order to place a seal on 
what has already occurred at a local level.

In awareness of all the foregoing, and of the particular conditions in each local Church, 
the True Orthodox Church deals with especial care with any clergy or laity from the so-
called official Orthodox Churches who desire to enter into communion with Her, being 
concerned—in the exercise by Her of pastoral solicitude for them— about what is 
absolutely essential, namely, that they proceed in their choice freely, conscientiously, 
and responsibly.

As a general rule, monastics and laity from these Churches, who have definitely been 
baptized according to the Orthodox rite,43 are received into communion through 
anointing (Χρῖσμα) by means of a special order, in conjunction, to be sure, with the 
Mystery of sacred Confession, while clergy submit a written petition and, as long as this 
is approved, are received into communion in the same way, and also through a special 
Order of the Imposition of Hands (Χειροθεσία), specifically compiled for such cases.

It is understood that commensurate with idiosyncrasies in different places and in 
different cases, for the application of a more lenient or a stricter order, a decision is to 
be made by the local Bishop on the basis of synodally, determined criteria or by a 
competent Synod, according to St. Cyprian of Carthage:  

https://www.imoph.org/pdfs/2014/03/22/E20140322aCommonEcclesiology15/E20140322aCommonEcclesiology15.pdf
https://www.imoph.org/pdfs/2014/03/22/E20140322aCommonEcclesiology15/E20140322aCommonEcclesiology15.pdf


In this matter we do not coerce or impose a law on anyone, since every Prelate 
has freedom of will in the administration of the Church and will have to account 
for his actions before the Lord. A Major General Synod, of Pan-Orthodox 
authority, would be able to decree the general criteria and the preconditions for 
the exercise of the practice of receiving those who return to the True Orthodox 
Church from various newfangled schismatic and heretical communities.

GOC-K Family and Youth Conference 2024 (talk 
given by Dr Demetrios Alibertis with 
Metropolitans Demetrios of America and Moses 
of Toronto on stage with him, and engaging in 
agreement with his presentation, transcription of 
audio file)
“In 2013, after years of discussions that were taking place between the synod and 
resistance and the synod of Archbishop Kallinikos, there was a joyful union. This event 
which should have been a source of great joy for the entire old calendar world, came to 
be the subject of harsh criticism from all of the old calendar vaganti groups who made 
various preposterous claims concerning it. I will try to present some of the facts, in the 
hope that it will simultaneously address some of these accusations against us.

 First, when the dialogue ensued, the Holy Synod in resistance did not approach the 
discussions with the understanding that they were separate synod but rather 
expressed the sentiments that they were a part of the GOC, and that all which had 
transpired back in 1983 was simply to save the old calendar movement. With 
regard to the ecclesiological position of Metropolitan Cyprian, the truth of the matter is 
that since 1935 the issue of grace in the new calendar churches has been an issue for 
the church and it had to be discussed. While differing opinions were expressed from 
both sides, the talks allowed for an ecclesiological position to be stated that both sides 
could agree on. 

Certain terminologies and expressions used by Metropolitan Cyprian were removed 
since they were a source of confusion for some. The truth of the matter is, that the 
patristic approach to danger surrounding the faith requires a very deep knowledge of 
matters a level that the majority of laity and some priests do not have. As these terms 
and expressions were not helpful to the people, the synod decided let's remove it 
as it serves no purpose. The sixth section of the joint reconciliation document entitled 



“The True Orthodox Church and the Heresy of Ecumenism” exposits on the sensitive 
topic of Grace in a manner identical to the position stated by St. Philaret of New 
York (erroneous claim based on retrograding the position to an Encyclical from 1974, 
nine years before the Anathema against Ecumenism of 1983) and Chrysostomus of 
Florida. “We know that our church bears grace and mysteries and so we do not 
concern ourselves with what the outsiders do or do not have”. The church of the 
GOC can only provide assurance concerning the validity or concerning the 
soteriological efficacy of the mystery celebrated within her midst, but it will not 
provide such assurances for those who commune knowingly with syncretistic 
ecumenism. Furthermore, the subsequent section states that while synodal 
condemnations of ecumenism have been issued by local churches, ROCOR in 1983 
and the GOC in 1998, the church awaits the convocation of a major synod of the 
True Orthodox Church which with expanded authority will arrive at important 
decisions concerning the calendar innovation and ecumenism. This was the 
position of the great saints before us, and this is our position today.”

“The Lamian Synod has adopted the Holy Orthodox Church in North America’s 
(HOCNA) version of the events which makes the man of God (Metropolitan Vitaly) an 
ecumenist. The reason people have adopted the story is because of Metropolitan 
Vitaly's nativity encyclical of 1984 which stated that ROCOR's anathema against 
ecumenism was local, and did not affect other local churches, meaning that the other 
local churches had to adopt such resolutions on their own. I hate to break it to 
everyone, and I know there's some in here that will not agree with me, but he 
(Metropolitan Vitaly) was right. Our regional council was precisely that, a local 
regional council, it was not an ecumenical council. We have to be able to 
differentiate this as it was the position of St. Philaret (another erroneous claim against 
St Philaret), this was the position of that entire generation of ROCOR hierarchs 
including the then Archbishop Vitaly.”

Summary: 
It should be clear from the above citations and brief overview, why serious concerns 
remain regarding the continuance of “Cyprianism” as a heresy, within the now unified 
GOC-K Synod, as defined by the ROAC Synod in 2008 and reaffirmed by Metropolitan 
Theodore in 2014 (after the accomplishment of the GOC-K and SiR union) stating; “The 
Suzdal Synod of ROAC reaffirms the condemnation of Cyprianism as a heresy in the 
2008 Determination. The union of Greek Old Calendarist with former Cyprianites (Synod 
in Resistance) changes nothing: until Cyprian’s heresies are renounced, there is no 
communion. This false teaching denies that heresy itself ejects from the Church.” 



The more one reads official documentation from the former Synod in Resistance along 
side the official position documents of the GOC-K Synod post-union, it becomes ever 
more clear that the GOC has taken upon itself, or simply officially recognized as it own 
from the beginning, the heretical ecclesiology espoused by the reposed Metropolitan 
Cyprian of Oropos and Phyle which was the cause of their previous division.

For further information regarding the divergence of the former SiR from the positions of 
both the GOC-K Synod and the Hierarchs of ROCOR who anathematized ecumenism, 
see: “An Informatory Epistle Concerning the Ecclesiological Identity of the Orthodox in 
Resistance to the Panheresy of Ecumenism,” by Metropolitan Cyprian of Oropos and 
Phyle, President of the Holy Synod in Resistance of the Orthodox Church of Greece.

(Note: the original audio file, from which the GOC Family and Youth Conference portion 
was derived, was shared by Dr Demetrios Alibertis himself as a point of discussion 
among Orthodox Christians and was transcribed to assist in those discussions. It was 
not intended by the original receiver of this original audio file that the entirety of the file 
would  be shared widely across the internet domain without the consent of Dr Demetrios 
Alibertis. Only relevant quotations are contained in this document to further he intended 
discussions among True Orthodox Christians)

(Note: All quotations were kept as found even to include grammatical errors in order to 
remain consistent with the original documents.)


