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UNSUCCESSFUL ATTEMPTS Of CALENDAR REFORM 
 (14th Century): ISAAC ARGHYROS, NICEPHOROS GREGORAS, GHEMISTOS PLETHON 

 
As was shown also by Matthew Blastaris, after finding the gap resulting from the precession of the 
equinoxes and the moon proemptozis, there have been several attempts to reform the calendar, of 
which the best known were those made by the monk Isaac Arghyros and Byzantine humanist 
philosophers Ghemistos Plethon and Nicephoros Gregoras. We give the words of Isaac Arghyros to 
clarify a big misinformation that has spread much ill-will first and then ignorantly in the last century, 
when controversy over the calendar reform. This is the final conclusion that Isaac Arghyros drew at 
the ultimate chapter of his study, which he gives the title: "About correction of Pascha (or) otherwise 
about the defect of the (paschal) table", regarding the accuracy of the paschal table, of the  
competency of those who made this, and the need of it’s correction: 
"But neither do we got here to this statement, because we should ask to move the feast of Pascha, but 
we have not called for this discussion either, to blame it on the authors table, as they would be made it 
from the beginning without any skill knowledge and with errors. Away from us such words! And revilers 
shall not trigger their sycophant language against us. For this alone we aspired to show that one can 
not avoid that table, however it is computerized, not proceed with the wrong time, because during that 
time it does that what we have in a few years as a very small deviation from exactness to increase in 
many years to a significant difference..." 
 
His conclusion is identical, as can be seen, with that of Matthew Blastaris, and was fully endorsed by 
the Church for 600 years! 
As for the paschaleon of Isaac Arghyras, we want to mention a factor that seemed particularly 
important, especially during that followed, especially the calendar disputes. Namely, the shift rate of 
the equinox. As we have seen, the line Hipparchus - Ptolemy - Blastaris supports a range of 1 day/300 
years, leading to the above data: 14th century on March 18, 17th century on March 17, 20th century on 
March 16, a.s.o. Now, for the first time in the Orthodox Eastern, there is another rate to Isaac Arghyros 
of about 1 day/170 years, which made the equinox to be considered in the 14th century on March 15. 
The difference is clear and brings serious consequences in calculations. Isaac Arghyros’ reform will 
not be accepted, and as will be seen, nor his rate of 170 years. 
 
About Nicephoros Gregoras we remember that he was one of the opponents of the Saint Gregory 
Palamas in the hesychastic controversy, and was finally condemned as a heretic. On his calendar 
reform, it was rejected by the traditionalist fathers as Matthew Blastaris, and then by the whole 
Church, having among other decreases and a miscalculation, he calculating equinox on March 19: 
"Besides that acquaintances was now acknowledged in the 14th century that the vernal equinox 
computation of Nicephoros Gregoras was wrong, and therefore the paschal dates of his table are not 
accurate in all cases. Therefore were a lot of inner reasons for rejecting the reform, and together with 
the outer causes led to the effect that Gregora's table, with all the praises reap by its author, was 
never not never introduced in praxis." (Adapted after prof. C. Popovici) 
The third known reformer, Ghemistos Plethon, was a Byzantine humanist thinker, who worked for the 
revival of Greek paganism, and when this was rejected in Byzantium, he and his ideas went in Italy, 
putting, together with other heretical Byzantine humanists thinkers the foundations of Italian 
Renaissance: "To form a right judgment on the issue of Plethon’s calendar attributable such an effect 
it is necessary to know the character and, somehow, the construction of this calendar. It is an extract 
from the writings of the named philosopher's writing: "'H ηων νόμων ζσγγραθή", which however is 
known only from several pieces and his other writings, because after his death, his worst enemy 
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Georgios Scholarios (born about AD 1400, † in the year 1460), which after the fall of Constantinople 
became under the name of Gennady (Γενάδιος) Ecumenical Patriarch, partially burned this for its anti-
Christian content. 
 
The whole system pagan character is also reflected in the timing issue. It rests on the Athenian 
calendar, is therefore lunisolar like this one, only with that difference that the Athenian year began with 
the summer solstice, when Plethon put the beginning of his year on midnight after the new moon that 
follows the winter solstice... 
 
The day of the old moon was dedicated to Pluto, that of the old and new moon to the self-knowledge,  
the new moon to Zeus... From the above, this calendar looks wholly Pagan in its being..." (Adapted 
after prof. C. Popovici) Needless to point out what fate had this calendar. 
But it was not at all superfluous to recall these failed attempts because they were presented as some 
laudable and valuable attempts, who waited 600 years to have the favorable (political and cultural?) 
circumstances to be applied successful. But no one of the orthodox did not notice what kind wore the 
authors of these aborted attempts to reform? Heretics, humanists, neo-pagans, excommunicated... 
Amazing thing... 
 

THE GREGORIAN CALENDAR. ITS REJECTION AND 
ANATHEMATIZE BY THE ORTHODOX CHURCH 

 
Bull Inter gravissimas 

 

 
 
 

In the Orthodox Eastern, the paschaleon issue was clarified and stabilized, as shown. In a broader 
sense, not only the paschaleon but also the rest of the calendar: the structure of the church year, 
fasts, menaions, synaxis, fast-free days, etc. i.e., in a word, the worship and liturgical typikon were 
perfectly knitted and stable. 
 
It was not so in the heretical West. Not the object of our study to analyze the theme of canonical and 
liturgical heresy and weaknesses of the westerners, Roman Catholics or Protestants of all shades. But 
the calendar reform we are dealing with now had a particularly strong impact within our Church, and 
then we do about it the following observations: 
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1. the deviation of the Gregorian calendar regarding the Jewish Passover is totally inexcusable and 
unacceptable; 
2. The Christians are still bound to respect the decision of the Fathers: in no case together with, much 
less before the law Passover. 
 
As was so inspired shown by Matthew Blastaris, the calendaristical delay caused by the equinox and 
moon proemptozis makes that between the two there is a continuous distance in time, expounded and 
symbolically, which makes impossible this serious and unforgivable trespass. 
So remember: 
  
1. The Church did not set the fixed date of the equinox on March 21 (to be explained further in what 
meaning); 
2. But the interval of the Paschal celebration was established during: March 22-April 25, though not by 
the Fathers of Nicaea themselves, and not as one of the four decisions, but rather as a consequence 
of them, as shown by St. Cyril the Great of Alexandria. 
 
We can try without fear the following analogy too: the liturgical church calendar is also, with icons, 
psaltic music, church architecture, an unrivaled masterpiece of liturgical art. It reached as these, a 
fulfillment that we do don’t think it could be matched or, much less, surpassed. The idea of a better  
liturgical calendar (i.e. more beautiful) is just as impossible to us, as we could think of an improvement 
(beautification) of the icons or psaltic music, or and even mysteries, praise and religious services. And 
if it is so, it means that any reform or amendment of them, including the calendar, can only be an 
alteration, a mutation in the wrong way as are the mutants in genetic biology. It is known the case of 
the modern icons of pietist and Catholic influence, and church choral and popular music. 
 

Synods of Constantinople: Sighilion 1583. 
 
The Gregorian church calendar is clearly a perversion of the old, and was rightly rejected and given 
anathema by the Church. And yet this heretical calendar (for thus is considered) was gradually 
adopted by the Western churches and states, and then, clearly demonstrating the worldly political, 
economic and military power of the West, by the entire world. This is the truth and not some imagined 
astronomic-mathematical precision! Not only that, but the pope attempted tour de force to push for this 
calendar also in Eastern Orthodox, through some Uniate Byzantine messengers, the Doge of Venice, 
and if it would be possible, by Poland and Ukraine. In front of this attack, the Ecumenical Patriarch 
Jeremiah II sent a letter in 1582 to the Polish Orthodox Church, in which he forbade under the threat 
of punishment the use of the new calendar. In the synod’s acts was given among others a Sighillion, 
whose 7th anathematism condemns the Gregorian calendar. There was a new synod in 1593 in the 
same place with the participation of Alexandria Patriarch Meletius who was representing the Patriarch 
Joachim of Antioch and Patriarch Sophronius of Jerusalem and many other bishops in every diocese 
of the Orthodox Eastern Church, who gave eight canons, of which in the 8th strengthened above 
decision. The Pope attempts to impose its calendar were struck also by a reluctance of Romanian 
bishops, such as George Movila, Metropolitan of Moldova. 
 
In 1670, Dositheus, Patriarch of Jerusalem, said: "By the grace of Christ, from the time of the first 
(ecumenical) Synod up to this day (1670), The Holy Pascha is always celebrated the Sunday after 
Law Passover, and we never experienced any disorder which to push us to make any correction. This 
(celebration) was ordained by the Holy Fathers perfect and stays forever. The ancient Rome 
astronomers of today have removed completely wrong ten days of in October. As a result, their new 
calendar produced much confusion and many cause of disorder." We note here the following: 
  
1. The Orthodox Church condemned in a catholically canonical framework (today we would say pan-
Orthodox, but then there was called like this), even if not ecumenical, but still with the same strength, 
this Roman Catholic calendar reform; 
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2. The Church stops thus any attempt to reform the calendar, accrediting opinion of the 14th century 
paschaleongraphers (Matthew Blastaris, Isaac Arghyros) about the futility of any attempt to reform the 
calendar paschaleon table. The delays (precession and proemptozis) are known, and not only is any 
danger of dogmatic and canonical typikonal breach, but, on the contrary, by the Jewish Passover 
gradual distance, there is a strengthening of spiritual piety and underscore of the remoteness of the 
two perceptions. 
3. The delay rate received by the Church in 16th-17th centuries is the 1/300, and are rejected any 
alternative options of Western science as invalid. 
 
The Gregorian reform critics have continued to be expressed in 20th century by other holy Fathers, 
such as Archbishop Seraphim (Sobolev), who in this stance read in the pan-Orthodox Meeting in 
Moscow in 1948 stated that: "the appearance of calendar reform of Pope Gregory XIII was determined 
not only by the lack of understanding and assimilation by Western scholars of the Alexandrian canon, 
with his method of determining the date of Pascha and the fall of science in the East, but above all, 
their unbelief in the Holy Church, namely, that in she, in the Church, The Holy Spirit is alive and 
working as the source of all truth. If the Roman Catholic Church had this belief, she, in the person of 
the pope and his scholars, would not change the canonical rules of our paschaleon after the old style, 
through which The Holy Spirit expressed a truth not subject to change..." 
 


