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ARCHBISHOP TORKOM MANOOGIAN , PRIMATE 

Harch 24, 1982 

TO: The Reverend Clergy, Parish Council Chairmen & Delegates 

SUBJECT: Holy Cross Armenian Church of Toronto, Canada 

The statement "To Our Faithful in Toronto" explains the 
reasons why the Primate and Diocesan Council were f orced to 
make the unpleasant decision of dissolving the Pari sh Council 
and the Parish of the Holy Cross ArMenian Church, and also 
the necessity to reorganize a second parish in Toronto: 

11 To Our Faithful in Toronto: 

It is with a dee~ sense of concern that we a ddress 
you today in a matter that is of utmost importance to our 
faithful in Toronto and to the Diocese. 

Prior to accepting the newly formed Holy Cross Parish 
in Toronto , Canada , in mid-1979, we, together with the 
Diocesan Council made it perfectly clear to the members of 
the Parish Council of the Holv Cross Parish that t he Bvlaws 
of the Diocese of t h e Armenian Church of North America·· must 
be adhered to by the officers of the Parish. By their 
signatures, the Par i sh Council aqreed to abide by the Bylaws, 
and we, together wi t h the Diocesan Council, accepted the 
Holy Cross Parish wi thin our Diocese and ratified the Parish 
Council. 

In accordance with the practice of our Diocese, in 
1980 the Diocese as s igned the Holy Cross Parish an assessment 
according to the fo r mula acce9ted by the Diocesan Assembly on 
the basis of the da t a provided to the Diocese by the Holy 
Cross Parish of Toronto. 

In 1980, the Holy Cross Parish Council of Toro nto, 
without the knowledge of the Primate and the Diocesa n Council, 
sent a written inqui ry to the Taxation Department o f Canada 
regarding the paymen t of assessments to the Diocese , inf.errinq 
further that such a transfer of funds from one count ry to 
another could be in violation of the Canadian IncoMe Tax Act 
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regarding Canadian charities. Ne question the intention 
of the. authors of that docu~ent. They· jeopardized the tax 
exempt status of all Armenian Churches in Canada by 
specifically making reference about them in their letter 
to the Canadian Taxation Department, saying, "in fact, we 
do not think that any·Canadian charitable organization 
receives any benefits from these tax dollars that go to 
.New York." This statement by no means corresponds to 
reality. 

He attempted to explain to the officers of the ttoly 
Cross Parish, ~n person together with the Diocesan Council, 
that this action was not a wise choice and appealed to them 
to.refra~n from pursuing it further. 

The Diocesan legal counsel wrote to the Canadian 
Taxation Department explaining the structure of our Diocese 
in relation to its parishes and providing further information 

. regarding the function and the services performed by the 
Diocese for these parishes. The Canadian Taxation Depart­
ment, in its response, stated .that "if the. Diocesan dues are 
payment for services rendered, such would be an acceptable 
practice under the Tax Law, and that the Holy Cross Church 
should verify thi3 contention." 

t~hen the officers of the Holy Cross Parish remained 
adamant in their viewpoint, together with the Diocesan Council 
we presented the complete details ,of the situation to the 
D_iocesan Assembly in Hay 1981 asking for direction from the 
Assembly. The Dio~eian Assembly found the Holy Cross Parish 
to he in violation of the Diocesan Bylaws by virtue of the 
non-payment of their Dioces~n ~ssessment. The Diocesan 
Assembly further found t~1a Holy Cross Parish to be in viola-

. tio~6f the spirit of the Di6cesan Bylaws. The Diocesan 
Assembly charged us and the Diocesan Council to further 
investigate the matter and make whatever action we deemed 
riecessary. · · 

. We together with the Diocesan Council again made 
numerous attempts by letter and telephone calls to dissuade 
the Parish Council of the.H:>ly Cross Parish. On several 
occasions,.we and representatives of the Diocesan Council 
.went to .Toronto to meet with the officers of the Holy Cross 
.Parish in an effort to resolve the issue. However, all of 
these attempts failed. . . , -~ · .. ~ 

The officers of the Holy Cross Parish have not paid 
their assessment since the parish joined the Diocese in 1979, 
wi~h the exception of one occasion when on behalf of the 
Holy Cross Parish the Dioce~e was sent one thousand dollars 
by the legal counsel of Holy Cross parish "as a gesture of 
goodwill'' towards the Parish's obligation to the Diocese. 
We found the behavior o!: the Holy Cross Parish officers 
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completely·unacceptable and in violation of all traditions 
.of the·Armenian Church. This was an unprecedented behavior 

. in the history of .our Diocese. We returned the check for 
'one thousand dollars to the legal counsel, stating that 

the Diocese does .. not make a practice of communicating with 
· its :p~rishes through paid intermediaries. · · ·. · 

In a final attempt to reason with and· to resolve the 
issue with the officers and parishioners-of the Holy Cross 
parish, together with the Diocesan Council we directed the 
Parish Council to invite a Special Parish Assembly of the 
Holy Cross Parish on sunday, February ·21, 1982. Unfor­
t:.unately, because of the non-cooperative. ·spirit of the 
officers of tne Holy Cross Parish in providing addresses, 
the-parish priest was unable to send invitations for this 
Special Parish Assembly to all of. our .·voting members of 
the Holy Cross parish of Toronto. Thus, only some of our 
faithful received our invitation~ the agenda of the meeting, 
and our explanation regarding the situation within the 
parish.·:·. The agenda for this Special Parish A'ssembly included 

··the· specific condition that "the Diocesan 'council expects and 
·proposes that: the Parish Assembly ord~r:. · · . ·. c:. 

' : .'1. 

'2.; . 

,, -- _--, /: ~ ,: 

-that the Parish Council faithfully abide by the 
Diocesan Bylaws. · ·.· 

.the ·Parish Council execute the directives of the 
. Primate and the Diocesan Council. 

:3 ~'·'.the .Parish. Council pay in full the Diocesan 
assessment as npproved by the Diocesan Assembly." 

· · Three Diocesan Council members.were appointed by us 
and the Diocesan Council as our ~leni~otentiary representa­
tives for the above-me~tioned ·special Parish Assembly, with 
the specific functions of President, Chairman and Secretary of 
·tne ·special Parish Assembly. 

The Special Parish P.ssembly ·of the Holy· Cross Parish 
was an experience-which the Diocesan representatives would 
prefer to forget. The officers of the Holy Cross Parish 
·first insisted.-on disenfranchising the Diocesan representatives 
from administering their functions on the unfounded assumption 

· · ·that 'the Primate and the Diocesan Council had no authority to 
convene or to conduct a Special Parish Assembly. 

Eventually during the meeting when the Diocesan 
representatives were given the opportunity to exercise their 
functions, the officers of the Holy Cross Parish and some 
members of the Parish Assembly with their abusive 'and 
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;o.el1igerent. behavior. forced the representatives of' the . 
Primate and the Diocese to leave. The special. proposal . 
on our··agenda was not even given a chance to be discussed 

·properly and to -be voted upon _by the Assembly •. Consequent­
ly, the Diocesan representatives painfully stated to the 
Parish Assembly that as of February 21, ·1982· the Holy Cross 

-Parish of Toronto was dissolved as authorized by the Primate 
,. · an~ the Diocesan Council. 

·' -. :· \~e have ,also mad~ the decislon to deprive: the- f~llowing 
individuals of the privilege of voting membership ~nd of 
holding· any·~lected or appointed office within our Diocese 

, ·until. February 1987 : · · .. · · ·: ... ,, 
... :·:'::.::,· /:.<: :: ... ' 

: Armen :Kurkjian· -~. ·, ·<~ .,. 
. . . .. - <· ·Dr •: A • Var tan Aynacian -~.. . ".: ·: . ·. , .. , -: 

' : · · ·. · ·Ghevont Shahmelikian · . ·, .. .._, .. ·:·: --

•' .. 
-.:· .. Jerayr_ Ha.nemyan __ :. .·.· _:··\ · ---.-~~ 

I ;_ ... -or .• 

· :._··: ·. we also diJ;"ect you, our faithful, to re-frain _·from 
participatinq in·any Church Service conducted in the.name 

,of or sponsored by the former Holy Cross Pa~ish of Toronto. 
o !M •• ' ' ~ 

We know of your loyalty to the Armenian Church and to 
the Diocese of the Armenian Church of North America. Out 
of our.concern.for you, our faithful, we have made the 
decision to reorganize our Parish in Toronto, and are 
assigning Reverend Father Houssig Nishanian to take care of 
the·-sacramental·and ritual needs of the Parish7 and, 

· ··oeacon· Krikor ·Zemerootian will serve as Spiritual Adminis­
trator along with a Parish Council.· 

' 1: . . ... ·· •1 :. . 

· · : · .... · We hope that you, the devoted members of the Armenian 
· Ch~rch,: will· gather al:'ound the assigned Parish Council and 
. . build·. a new peaceful spiritual home for you and· your. children. 

• ,.. ~-·,r· ~~· 

May the Lord God bless you and your·families and keep 
·. · you firm -in the faith of our forefathers. 11 

Prayerfully, 
. '. 

. ~ ' . ' . .. . 

T'- • '- f .- • ...a4-~ ~a .. ~;:;..~ '··· .-

.·_,,,-

ATM:lh 

Archbishop Torkom:Manoogian 
Primate 


