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The Sculptures the Eastern Facade
of ihe Holy CTross of Mizkhet‘a

Dy
Wachtang Djobadze*

Picturesquely sıtuated high mountaıinsıde NOT far from Mitzkhet’a,
the ancıent capıtal of er1a3, 15 of partıcular Lype of Georglan
archıtecture, the so-called MtzRkhetfa Cross (referred anclent hıistorical
SOUTCCS 4S Fvarı MtzRheft ısaı, Foarı Datıosanı, SImply arı), hıch for
C long time has een object of interest travellers an! scholars.

In lıterature dealıng especlally wıth the genesI1s of the crucıform domed
church an the problems connected wıth I Jvarı became the subject of

anımated discuss1ion, which, however, NOtT extend beyond CI-
ficıal consideration of the sımple gathering together of facts
that has frequently led scholars EITONCOUS conclusions *. Only recently
has PITOPCI study and evaluatiıon of ]varı een attempted?.

'The bulldıng technique, the methods evolved working OUTt 1ts STTUC-
tural etaıls, the masterly applıcatıon of appropriate artıist1ic schemes, avVve

contributed toward makıng Jvarı ““superb expression of artıstic creat1-
veness of 1ts CTa the sphere of architecture an proof of the een creative
aCT, hıch shows the height and completeness of attaınment?” But the
importance of Jvarı O€es NOT end here, for it represeNn(ts, LOO, the ultimate r_

finement of architectural princıple, which, the per10d ofıts constructlion,
had een developıng for SOINC tiıme Georglan architecture. Jvarı deserves,
therefore, specılal attention 1n an y study of of the Lype of the
Crucıform domed church

It 15 pleasant duty acknowledge the help received thıs work from
Prof. Kıtzınger, Prof. Underwood, and Dr Mango at IDumbarton QOaks who
ave read the manuscr1pt an contributed number f valuable suggest10ns.

wısh CXDICSS SiNCere gratitude Miıss Warner anı Mr Kay for the
revisiıon of the Englısh 1n thıs artıcle also rof. Der Nersessian
for checking the Armenı1an quotations.

In thıs connection it MUST be pointed OUT Strzygowskı s evaluatıon of the
Jvarı church anı his interpretation of 1ts sculptures, ATC SaYy the least, superficlal
an 1n SOINC incorrect. 'T’he so-called emall church of Jvarı, constructed DYy
Kuropalat Guaram, Wads NOT built parallel the bıg church of ]varı J trzygowskı,
Ie Baukunst der Armener UN Europa Wien 856, ng 12) 9 Strzygowskı's
plan shows, the OcLogon construction 15 NOT geometrically centered (1bıd., fig. (2);
and furthermore, hıs identificatıon of the DETISUONMNS represented 1s confusing 431)
' LThese AÄALC only few of Strzygowskı's inaccuracıles.

We refer the study of the churches of Jvarı LYPC, pu Dy ub1i-
nashvılı, Monuments archıtectonıques du LYDE de Fuvarı ıflıs Z

TIbıd. 25
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general study of historical data, epigraphic e  S, the Jvarı Carvings,
and thorough investigation of the bulldıng iıtself ate the ONUumMeNnNT
the end of the sixth CENTUTFY (before 604/5)*

speclal interest d cons1ıderation of the Mitzkhet’a Cross ATIC the
Carvings 1ts walls, ON of the 1n hıch it dıffers funda-
mentally from Byzantıne archıtectural ese Carvings ATC

placed accordance wıth certaiın principles, particular PUurpOSC,
and aATIc integral part of the ole architectural CONCEPL. 'IThe PUrpDOSC
of thıs study 15 examıne the Carvings the eastern facade, and above

determine the identity of the PETSONASCS represented in them
The eastern facade proJects from the SQUAIC of the bulldıng in the form

of three-sided aDSC (fig Centered above the window each of the
three sides 15 plaque, which, though rectangular, 15 the LOp
than the bottom, and hıch ATIc represented historical pETSONASCS who
played part the bulldıng of Jvarı. 'Ihe plaque the central facade of
the aPSC (fig 2) Christ, standıng, wıth Gospel hıs left hanı  O
Hıs riıght hand 15 placed the head of PEISON richly dressed OT

mented robe, who 15 kneeling before Hım and who 15 represented smaller
scale than the figure ofhrıs OVe the plaque 15 elongated, protruding

OC hıch hovering angel 15 represented. 'Ihıs OC W3as

evıdently for the Carving e1I0W it; and 15 considerably damaged.
10 the left of the Center plaque, that 1S, 1in the plaque the ng wall

of the aDSC, 15 iigure prayıng pOSLTUFE, and above it the Archangel
Michael extends hıs han! 1f pointing forward (fig 3

Finally, the plaque of the thır (left) wall, LWO PCISONS represented,
ON apparently DOoy figure simiılar the Archangel Michael 15 carved
behind and above them, wıth WIngs spread wıde and ONCE INOTIC wıth
extended hand pointing forward (fig 4)

these historical PCITSONS ATIC dressed elaborate robes and cloaks
test1fyıng their importance. ach plaque consıists of single block
The figures Aic carved depth of about five centimeters, that natural
frame 1s formed angle of about forty-Iive degrees.

ach pane contalins Georglian inscr1ption, executed scr1pt named
asomt avrulı (majuscule) simply mrgulovanı rounde, In

Ihıd. Amiranashrvılı, Istor1ıa GruzinsRogo0 ıssRusstud MOSCOW
114; hkhıkvadze, Arkhutektura Fvarı, 20; Saueri Dıie Kreuzkırche

beı Mxzxzcheth (Georgien) ın ıhrer geschichtlıchen Bedeutung, Römische al-
schrı 20 (1931) 71

ese inscr1iptions ave been published mMan y tımes; the rst DYy
Brosset, AapDpDorts $ur VvoVaSE archeologıque dans la Georgıe et Aans ’ Armene,
premer rapport (St Petersburg 48-9; Bartholomael, Lettres numısmatıques
el archeologıiques relatıfs la Transcaucasıe (St Petersburg /9; hubinash-
yılı: Monuments 74-84,;, a1so 1{5 OTtfe : Natroev, chet EDO or
Svetz tskhovelı ıflıs 19; avachıs hvılı, art‘’ulı damtserlobat' a mtsodneoba
U  S paleogra  1a (Tilisı 158; Akhlat agmotshenılı zeglebı Bulletin de
L’Universite de 1ıflıs (  ’ 9 arkhnishvılı, Les decouvertes
epigraphiques er hitteraires Georgıe Mus 53 (1950) 9-60
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the earliest Georglan inscr1pt10ons, such those of Bolnisı 8—4  5 the
Jvarı letters ATIc NOLT relief (convex), but AT incised (concave), an

O  S1, they follow each other continuously wiıithout breaks between words.
In very broad and general WaYy the inscr1pt1ons ident1ify the gures and

read follows 'The S1X lınes the left COTDNECET of the mıddle panel,
Cross of the SaAvıour, ave Dity UDON Stephanos, Patrıkıos of K * artlı® (fig 5b)

the pane. the left wall, Nr Archangel Mıiıchael, aıd Demetre Hypatos”
(ıg 5a); between the figures 1ın the panel the rıght wall,; SE Archangel
Gabrıel, aıd Adrnerse Hypatos®, (fig DC) and oOWN the eft border of thıs
SaIiIlle panel, (Adrn)erses son?.

Here perhaps 1t ould be well pomint OUuUt agaın that these Carvings
played essent1al role the CONCECPT of the bulldıng whole, an that
the placıng of them ere the outsıde walls of the aDSC Was NOT wıithout
s1ign1ıfcance. Evıdently the archıtect included them definite, well-
conceived des1ıgn, in which they function 4S integral part of the over-all
architectural complex*?.

hubinashryvıli, Monuments 143; arkhnishrvıiliı, Decouvertes 2572
nstead of Cross of the '"AVDLOUT Brosset reads ST T1la Voyage 1, 48) 'L hıs
Was later repeated Dy Strzygowskı, Baukunst der Armener und Europa 1 431

Tarkhnishrvıilı, bid. 252hubinashrvılı, bıid. 143 ,
Bro S, Voyage archeologıique Aans la Georgıe el dans P Armenıe (St Petersburg
48/9 Apparently Brosset Was able read only OLLC pDart of thıs inscr1ption because
the other Dart W3as covered wıth 111055$S5 (Brosset 49)

hubinashrvılı, Ebid. 143-144; Tarkhnishrvıilıi, bid. Z
Brosset; bid. 48

'I'hıs border Inscr1ption, which 15 damaged, 1in fact nearly obliterated,
15 important for the determination of chronology of the ukes of Iberı1a. Brosset
o€s NOT mention thıs inscr1ption AT all, but 1T Was noticed DYy the experienced CVC
of Bartholomaeı, who Was able ead the last LW words “ Mifrtavrıis dze  27
(Lettres numısmatıques /9) Recently thıs damaged inscr1ption Was restored DYy Prof.
hubinashrvılı, 1n whose opınıon 1t be read Aas ollows *K ‘ob

dze.  29 'IT’he only definıite Dart of the inscr1ption 15 “*erses dze  I hıch MUSLT
INCAaAN, that the youth represented ere 15 the SOI of Adrnerse (Adarnerse); for

nothıng Ca  $ be sa1d efinıtely because, as Prof. Chubinashrvıilı himself
notes, SOILNC etters AaTrc SCCI1l only in Dart, whıiıle others AaTrec nearly oblıterated that
theıir definıte restoration 15 ımpossı1ible.

10 Besides Jvarı, the Bolnisı Sıon1, Zroml, an INanıYy other Georglan archıtectural
mMONUMEeN! between the Hıfth an seventh CENTLUCY contradıct VEIY clearly and
convıncıngly altrusaıtıs’ opinıon: * L’out decor en Georgle, JUC so1t
decor architectural, decor ornamental sculpture figuree, presente
OINMNEC hors-d’oeuvre. n’epouse DasS la STITUCLUFCG, la souligne DaAS, 11 la
cache. (Yest vetement, destine COUVTIr O:  . “(Etude $ur
medieval dans Georgıe et Armene [Parıs 96) Or ° Maıs tandıs qu«c la sculpture
LOINAULC est incorporee PT auxX dıverses partıes de la bätisse, la sculpture du
Caucase na pas CII trouve place Nıe les 'astes surfaces des mMoOonNuUumMenNts.
Eille s’accroche hasard SAa1lls qu’intervienne ans repartition raiısonnement
du constructeur’”’. (Art Sumer1ıen Art Roman |Parıs 88) Most certainly Baltru-
saı1tıs’ drawıings also AdiC NOT helping understand the substance of Georglan
sculpture but create inextricable confusıion.
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It cshould be noted that the Carvings rhythm, balance, and harmony
ATC preserved NOLT only withın each plaque, but also they relate

each other the plaques ATC placed evenly and symmetrıically the
Sanmllc height from the ground; and emetre an Adrnerse, as ell the
angels of theıir respective plaques, AICc oriented toward the central Carving
of Christ an Stephanos (fig 5: thereby creating, addıtion of
order an mmetrYy, impress1ion of unıty and completeness, and
intıimate nNnıon of composıt1ion.

Whe shall Lr Yy NOW establiısh IMNOTIC accurately the identities of the gures
inscribed Demetre, Adrnerse, and Stephanos, and represented ere
the eastern facade of the Church of the Cross. OU: ON hundred
agO Brosset offered the followıng identifications: the central plaque
Stephanos, the Fiırst, Duke of Kart' lı; 1n the Carving hıs rıght emetre
Hypatos, (brother of Stephanos); anı 1n that hıs left Adrnerse Hypatos
the Fırst, uke of K‘art' lı1* Later the quest1on of ıdentity Was studied
by Chubinashvili!?and byJavakhishvılı" who approached the problem
principally from epigraphical point of 1eW. Both of them Canle the
Sammne conclusion had Brosset.

Recently however, opınıon expressed by Toumano{if disagrees wıth
the prev1ously accepted identificatiıon of the Jvarı figures** According
Toumanoff there Was “ onomastıc confusıon between Stephanos IL, {0)  -

of Adarnase K an Stephen, SON of Adrnerse and father of Mıhr and
Arch’ıl,” and thıs, ‘““together wıth the confusıon between Saracen
INnVvas1ıons of Georgla, MUST ave caused redactor of Juansher’s work
overlook D CENTUCY of ber1an Hıstory: *2 'Thıs, LU led Prof.
oumanotff conclude that the gures MUST be 1n the central Carving,
Stephanos 11 the rıght, Demetre, brother of Stephanos and the left,
Adrnerse 1L, SO  - of Stephanos 11; whiıle the DOYy 15 Stephanos, SOM of
Adrnerse 1116,

In substantiation of the claım that Stephanos 1, SO  - of Guaram the Great
(Guaram Kuropalat) could NOT ave een ONC of the builders, much less
the chiefbuilder (Ktitor), of the church, four arguments ave een advanced
Dy Prof. Toumanof{f.

'T he TST 15 based the negatıve characterizat10n given Stephanos
by Juansher, the Georgian historian whose work 1s incorporated K“art’'lıs

Brosset, Histoire de Ia Georgıe (STE Petersburg 242 ıdem,
Voyage 1 49-50; ıdem, Resume Iso Sauer 608

a hubinashrvılı, Dıie hleine Kırche des HL Kreuzes Don zcheta, I T
Untersuchungen Geschichte der georgischen Baukunst 2248

Djavakhıishvilı, Akhlat‘ agmotshenılı seglebı de 1’Universite
de 'Tıdıs f

oumanoff, erıa the Ewve of Bagratıd ule Mus 65 (1952) 205

Ihid. A0
Ibıid 206 For the chronology of these pECTSONS SCC also the Genealogıical

of the Kıngs an rıinces of erıa in the endum thiıs work.
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ovrebal” °°”T'hıs Stephanos T1LES Juansher, Was wıthout fear of G0d
he NOTt G0od NOT he a1d the aıth and the churches18”? On
the subject of hıs ea Juansher adds *God thıs Stephanos
because he lıved NOT accordıing 0od’s gra  > he Was foe the
and frıend the imp10us *®” Stephanos 11 the other hand the
istori1an SayS °"Thıs tephanos Was P  5 purifier of the faıth builder
of churches, INOTEC than all the kıngs an PIINCECS of Iberia? 9 The Ssecond
argument, LOO, ase‘ Juansher aCCOUNLT, whereın he SayS that Was

precisely Stephanos 11 who surrounded wıth walls (boundarıes the church
of the Holy Cross Jvanı)®}

According the third argument, tephanos abandoned the Roman
alliıance for that of the Iranıans, ardly concelvable that he hıs
relatıves would ave borne anı y Roman titles22

The fourth and argument OUtTt the INCONSISLENCY the PIC-
SUmMpt1i0N that Adrnerse, head of the dethroned older Chosro1ds could ave
een epıcte wıth the Guaramıids, Wwho, despite hı1s obeisance them,
MUST ave een considered ursurpcers by the legiıtimısts of the day®3

T’hus, Prof. LToumanof{ff’s5 eeming]ly borne OUtTt by the above
argumen(ts, created 181  < problem, for placed the ng of the Church
of Jvarı, an of the Car vVIngs whiıich AT part of 1L, the Fiıftieth
of the seventh

Let us consıder these four arguments greater detaıl Fırst, the
that Stephanos Was IMDI0OUS an wıthout fear of God ave

SCI10US charge agaınst hıs charaecter; but, considering the DO1NLT, ould

17 “art'lıs T’'skhovreba, the Georgian Annals, represent COTDUS of Varı0Ous
hıistorıical Wrı0NNgSs, which OVGT number of VCAaIS, has incl ıded several SOUTCCS, but

cons1ıder XI redactions, that the dıferent historıical OUTCCS
the U:  u AdTIC about ten number One of the earliıest codices of thıs COTrDUS
that of Queen Mary hereinafter M), copled 1638-46 and edited Dy Takaısh-
vılı Kart ıs sRhovreba Marıam /1s DAarıad 'IThe earhest
redaction, however, namely the Queen Anna codex, which Was copıed 479 95
Was pu 1947 Dy Kaukhtshishrvilı Anna dedop’” lıseulı nuskha (L1ılfıs;
hereinafter QA) Ihe Georglan Academy of Science has begun the publıcatıon of
LLCW edıtion, which based all essent1al codices 'I’he first volume of thıs L[WO-
volume work Was completed and edited DYy Kaukhtshishrvıiılı 1955 *“art'lıs
Rhovreba teR S32 dadgenılı vYela dsırıt adı Khelnacerebıiıs mıkhedvit, (T’bailısı herein-
after 'T’he french translatıon of K“"“art ıs ZRhovreba Was publıshed by
Brosset (Hıstorre Concerning these historical SOUICCS cf Javakhıshrvıilı,
Dzwuelı K ‘ art ulı $Aa1sSLOT10 Mcerloba 1916 21945); oumanof edievua
Georgian Hiıstorıical Laiterature 'Iradıtio (1943) arkhnishrvılı,
OUTVCES Armeno GeEorgiennes de ’ Histoire de Eglise de Georgıe Mus 60
(1947) 27 s DPP 7=54

18QA 145 M, p 193 KD E LToumanof: Iberıa, op C1L 205
19 QA 146 195 196 226

OA, 147 197 2928
21 QA 147 197 Z

1oumanoff 0 C1E 205
1oumanoff C1L 205
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be unjust rely solely the words of Juansher and aCCEDT hıs opinıon
unreservedly wıthout further investigation, especılally 4S Juansher Was

himself ‘“<Sc10nN of the Chosro1d dynasty**”, Juansher’s officıal position
could explaıin, LOO, Why Wakhtang (a Chosroi1d), agalnst whom the
head of the church of K’art'lı, Archbishop Michael, evelled equally er10us
charges**; an who, accordıng Juansher, MUST also ave een cursed Dy
the ArchbishopA 15 eg wıth VE leniently and represented peaceful
and righteous 1INall by Juansher*”.

HFor study of the character of Stephanos 1, ımportant informatıion 1s
contained the “* Story of the racles of the Holy and (GGod-lıke Salint
Shio?28”° hıch the enmity between uke Stephanos and Catholicos
Bartholomew 15 described detail In the eighth miracle of thıs work,
hıich ofters vVery valuable historical informatıon, it 15 stated that when
Stephanos an Bartholomew visıted the of Sh10 Mgvimeli
together, Stephanos Was received wıth less respect than Was Catholıcos
Bartholomew, who WaS greeted wıth deep obeisance and the lıghting of
candles. Observing the TEVETENGCE shown Bartholomew, Stephanos
..  Wwas filled wiıth CHVY, because these slaves of God NOT recelve wıth
respectT, an because he Was proud iInNnan and of evıl CHVV, an dealt
very badly wıth churches?92°

Later Stephanos repented of hıs S1NS, became belıever, aided the work
of restoring the Christian faith, contributed the ding of the Church
of the Cross, CC  and immediately issued order and confirmed 1T wıth hıs
hand and decreed the whole of K“art'lı that all churches WEeIC

be freed from charges and that ONC Was use force agalnst them
S from thıs time Stephanos pa1d respecCt churches, bıshops,

priest, and NUNS, and he also built much of the Church of the Cross

Toumanoff, 0D.C ıL 65, 1_2) p 20
O5 „ 090 ©I30OG IR0N 1600069 @D 39G65@mb> QL53. , *Y ou renounced hrıs

an worshıp re, T’he Life of ang Gorgaslan, K, 196
26 „ 4OM J 0999 @Ö ymzg9erbo 03560 dobbo.“ ‘“Curse: the Kıng and all hıs

knights’”’, bıd. 19
D7 Tbid. 196; Javakhishvilı, art‘ velı V1S Istor1a "Tıdlıs 242 Latest

research has made it clear, and 1OW it Cal be sa1d for certain, that the struggle
between Miıkhael an ang was rel1g10us grounds, an 1n the opınıon of

Javakhıshviılı, Wakhtang an his fellow-believers be considered fol-
lowers of teaching opposed Chalcedonianısm

'T hese “ Miracles’”’ WEOIC collected by asıl. (son of ache) later Catholicos
Basıl, (1090-1110), but only SmMa. number of them has reached us,. In spıte of
both the title anı the “miraculous’”” character of thıs work;, it conta1ıns Manı y inter-

esting historical fact an menti1ons SOIINC historical perSsOoNs NOL revealed 1n

anl y other SOUTCECS. it Was published Sabininl, Sak‘art‘velos amo
(St Peterburg 53-64

29 „adbnbginbgömet>d 0W 00M9, 05090“ 5o5b 56655 659 9L9 2309000 35030
055090“ 35G0 9b9 503566 5sz5b @Dmy39b dmbdSmöd 05© mmo Obo,

MO MAO0MND 0M OM0 5>mbag3b9 QD 93mMgbod md OO0 O d30 &L5 mY
Sabinini, oD. €it.
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and much g00d Stephanos do for churches, an everybody glorified
God anı hıs olave h1030” From thıs SOUTCEC it also becomes clear that the
ispute between Stephanos the ONlC hand and Bıshop Bartholomew
and other churchmen the ther Was IMNOTE struggle for PrImacy than a  ©

rel1g10us ispute. Actually, after the end of gsh1p Iberı1a the Church
attained infÄuence. Economuically it Was the StronNgest contender
for POWCTI, possessing estates an We:  .9 and, because 1t Was unıted
and centralized instiıtution, it Was INOTE powerful than the several
dukedoms hıch continued ex1ist31. In considering the character of
Stephanos L, should NOLT forget ONC MOST ımportant fact, he WaSs the rst.

the Eristavs who dared inscr1ibe the obverse of the ero-
Sasanıan drachmas minted Dy himself (fig La 7b) the inıt1ials of hıs NAaMC,
symmetrically placed the border Georglan Mrgvlovanı etters (Ste-
PhaNoS), (figa On the TEVEISC of hıs CO1NS, instead of the sacred flame
(Atashdan), natıonal emblem of Iran, he placed the Cross symbol of the
victory of Christianıty. 'T hıs WäaS, of COUISC, polıtica. aCT of the TSt
magnıtude and pomnts NOLT tephanos’ Iranophiulıa, but rather hıs
efforts re-establiısh the polıitical independence of Iber1a and strengthen the
Christian faıth It 1s5 poss1ible that thıs polıtical aCt occurred between 590 an
607, when Byzantıum wrested the Eastern part of Iberı1a from Persian hands

'IThe second argument agalinst identifyın: the figure 1n the central panel
Stephanos i as pominted OUT above, 1S 4SseE: Juansher’s words: “It

Was precisely Stephanos ı1 who surrounded. wıth walls the Church of the

„Q° 505bg39 450b5, oabhy9g6e> 30a MOdaO Q @DDÜÖÖOOD 69m 0 md OO -
b5 m5 © o VEISENTER ymzmaba '00b5 1 Gyababa 45 Oomaobabo, 5053 yazgomboa
93 gbodabo adbmagobmgm o9b, ddmda 36 gö0ba Q o 6 imxzoba 00(3900ba. 969
5009600 25b(35, 0Mym LO 9Ra cb 93mMgboa ma © 35 o30ba 3YyOMMÖDO
gqdobımdnmbomoa, 0MZ3OIMMd @b mbSbabos @D 50a b(3d HO0 OD mda dgba AAn
05 69© ma mobaba © o 0© d3a mba 39%“OWM NO 04293 @Q 9 93MgIbo md LO9-
mga bm®6 QÖ yazgoemba 5090096 mdgn mba QÖ dambsba Doamb.“

Sabıinın1, O; Cit. 258 'Ihıs PIOVCS agaın the of the I K,
ZBB 31/4), contained 1n Georglan historical SUOUTCECS an recorded DYy Juansher an
Sumbat, SO:  ; of Davıd, that the rule of Stephanos corresponded the per10d when
Bartholomae, rather than Kyrion, Was Bıshop.

ekeliıdze, Hıstory of Georgian Laiıterature (1941) 26 Apparently
certaiın members of the Church became powerful that 1n SOIINIC instances they
took uDOoN themselves the functions of dukes 'Ihıs happened, for instance, after
the death of Grigol Chorchaneli, and Was reported the Life of Serapıon of Larzma:
„“ 6bgemo 039 659 adbagod Lad(z360baR @b Da > yla mo CZ EP O La 0® d5b9-
Ö9e 0 ” 30b0, 09 O(3D v9b O9C, © o ©dn3dyOO JE O 030 ©O MO 93mgbodsbo,
30639 d d5o© 0909n b0.“

ubaneıshrvılı, velı *  art  &,  ulı lıteraturıs Khrestomatıa (I’bilısı 96;
Peeters,; Hıstoirres monastıques gEOrZLIENNES AnBaoll 17-19

According Pakhomov, Monety G’rusıut, ast (Domongolsk1y4 per10d) Zapıskı
numısmatıscesRkago otdelen1ya Imperatorskago Russkago Arheologiceskago Ob$Cestva,
1, 4, 28-29, these CO1Ns should be attrıbuted Stephanos A and Toumanoff
apparently aCCeDTSs thıs 1eW., oumanoff, Iber1a, O; cC1ıt. 254
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Holy Cross Wane But surely thıs o0€es NOT Support the argument ;
the CONLTCArY, 1t 15 INOTC contradiction than confirmatıion of it Let

the historical data®4,
It 15 positively stated 1n the Conversion of Iberıa an Dy Sumbat, SO  - of

Davıd (Sumbat Davıtisdze) that the Church of the Cross Was built DYy
Stephanos, Demetre, and Adrnerse, and, 1n part, by the SOM of Adrnerse,
Stephanos IISS 'CThe chronicle reads: °After hım (Guaram) ruled hıs sS()  -

Stephanos (Stephanos I), the brother of Demetre, and he continued the
buildıng of the Church of the Cross36”, Sumbat Davıtisdze tells UuS, c after
thıs Guaram, hıs SO  ; Stephanos, brother of Demetre, Was Duke, and he
continued the buildıng of the Church of the (ross Mitzkhet‘a. 37°

However, 4S learn from the SAamillc SOUTICC, Stephanos and hıs brother
emetre NOT complete the buildıng of the church. We read, c after
hım, Stephanos Stephanos H; SON of Adrnerse, Was Duke; he completed
the buildıng of the UrCc. of the Cross, and decreed that during the feast
of the Cross, there should be month’s gathering there?®?. avlt1s-
dze bears thıs Outf c and he tephanos 11 completed the church of
Jvarı, an decreed gathering there??”.

33 C. Toumano{if,; bid. 205
Very interesting information thıs question 15 contained in the nınth CENTLUCY

historical work (based ven IMNOTC ancılent informatıon an SOUTFCES) Conversion
of berı14a, published by Zhordanıiıa (  ronıcles, 1, 1889, 11-71 1Iso 1n
“art‘lıs Zkhovreba, DYy Kaukhtshishrvilı "T’bilısı Toumanoff,
Med Georgian Hıst. Y of the seventh-fifteenth centurıes Traditio (1943) 62,166;
ıdem, Iber1a 1, D 18, ote 5 Tarkhnishvilit, OUYVCES 29-42; and recently

Kaukhtshishvilı, 0 C 7-34; Janashıa, U zwvelesı erounulı tsnoba
K“ art‘velta pirvelsazkhovreblıs Shesakheb Bulletin de I’Institut Marr de Langues,
d’Histoire et de Culture materielle 5-6 7-4 Informatıion of terest

1s contained the ollowıng historical OUTCCS nCcCIude: 1n the Gorpus Juan-
cher Zkhovreba, ang Gorgasalısa ; an Sumbat, SOIl of avl Z khovreba
da uckeba Bagratıont a. Unfortunately, the authors of these historical SOUTICCS do
NOT g1ve the dates of rule for these persONasgCS. ven the author of the Conversiıon

for the eighteenth-century istorl1anof Iberıa had apparently + date As
he sed the synchronization methodVakhushti, for ack of documentary SOUTCCS,

Vakhushti, Hıstory of Georgıia 1, ed Bak’radze, 4-5) However, r 18 possible
FEeCONSTILrUC from these SOUICCSy the chronological of the ukes

3 5 'Ihe information gyiven DYy Sumbat, SO  - of aVvl| . and he uaram a1d
the foundatıon for the Church of the Cross, hıch 15 ATl tzkhet 29 (OM, 339;
Chronaicles 67/; aukhtshishvilı 374); 1n Conversion of ber14, Mok’cevaı K’art lısaı
CC uaram Kuropalat ald the foundatıon of the Church of the Revered Cross’’
15 B 724; Chronacles, _ 57): DYy Juansher: c& He (Guaram Kuropalat) began
the Ure of the Revered Cross’”, (OM, 192; aukhtshishvilı, 22108 of which
refers has been pointed Out 1n speclal. lıterature the small church aTt

Jvarı. nashvilı, Monuments 19, 23 also Die hleine Kırche des Kreuzes
D“on Mitzchet’a "Ibilısı 5-7; Sauer, Dıiıe Kreuzkırche beı chet (Georgıen)
ın ıhrer geschichtlichen Bedeutung RQS 29 (1931) 608

36 Takaishrvili, Opıs Zn 724; Zhordanı1a, Chromnaicles L 58
37 340; Chronaicles i 68; 274
38 JX Z 720; Chronicles, N 69
39 192, Chronacles I; 68; 275
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Finally, let us consult Juansher hımself. He ment10ons the builders of this
church LWO OCCAaSsS10Ns, and from hıs words TeCONSITUCLT the whole
pıcture. He tells 8 . and the brother of tephanos, Demetre, built
the Church of the Holy Cross 40 Later he adds CC the Church of
the Holy Ciross an the 100 of Thbilıisı WEeIiIC completed by the ruler
of Kart 1ı; Adrnerse4?”?. hus ıt aPPCAIS that the dıng of the church
Was finıshed during Adrnerse’s rule, and, mentioned above, Stephanos I1
completed only the remalnıng complex of bulldıngs. Or, use agaın
Juansher’s words: c and he (Stephanos I1) erected the boundarıes of
the Church of the Holy Cross, and built halls, an decreed gathering

Pradayes
It 15 clear; therefore, that, 1n spıte of Toumanof{ff’s claıms, the principal

buijlders of the Jvarı Church WE Stephanos I SO  - of Guaram; Demetre,
brother of Stephanos an Adrnerse L, an that when Stephanos I1
surrounded the Church wıth wa (boundaries), the reliefs the eastern
facade MUST already ave existed.

Equally unacceptable 1s the theory that the DOYy represented the eastern

facade 15 Stephanos, SO  - of the putative Adrnerse I1 anı father of Miır and
Archıl, for Toumanotff has 1t; Adrnerse I1 (or Nerse) took wıfe 1n

645 'Ihe boy in the Carving aDDCAIS be about ten old, and
consequently accordıng Prof. Toumano{ff’s theory, the figure could
NOT ave een carved untiıl about By that time, however, Jvarı
had een completed.

It 1s LIrue that the historical SOUTCECS g1ve only arTre facts and that chrono-
logical indicat1ıons AdICc lacking, yeL Can reCoNstruct the chronological
order of thıs church’s development; it belongs the end of the sixth
an the beginning of the seventh CeENtUry?%

As for the thırd argumen(t, Stephanos I’s abandonment of the “Roman
allıance for the Persian”, 1t MUST be admıiıtted that ave conclusive
evidence the TEAaSONS for thıs change of allegiance. Juansher has only

few words Sa y about 1t ‘““Stephanos, ruler of “art’lıs; SICW afraıd of
the Kıng of Pers1iäa; abandoned the Greeks, an joined the Pers1ans *>
Apparently CIrcumstances became fficult for Stephanos 1, and he

40 194; Brosset, Hıstoire Zr U 222
A 1 196; K, CR
4 9 197; K 2928

oumanof{f, er1d, 0 C1ıt. 206, ote 31
ere has been considerable dıference of opinıon the chronology

of the PErSONASCS mentioned here, anı 1t aDPCAaIs ımpossıble esta ea dates.
In hıs time, this task Was attempted by the stinguishe Georglian historian Ge-
ographer, Prince Uus. the Kıng’s soNn) who had chronological
information, but sed the synchronization method, Vakhushti, O; cC1ıt. 4f.

4 5 ‚5 222, „bmma LO 9Hb m® 090533500 J5 o maboa, 09% 00b@d 099 9bL>
35mbomdaboa, adbm d 096 d9bmd 009)G> 356 boa.“
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Fıg ero Sasanıan Sılver CO1INS :
a) Gurgen; Javakhos C2)3 C) Anonymous; d) Stephanos 13

6) Stephanos I3 er Pakhomov)
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became fearful of the Pers1i1ans that he Was compelled break wıth the
KRomans. Here MUST ear 1n mınd the disturbed situation Byzantiıum
ın the sixth an seventh CENTUCY and the SIrONg reaction Justinian’s
absolutism. ere WwWas considerable socıal an rel1g10us turmoıl, internal
struggle, and EVCI armed conflict, the results of hıch WEeiIC the insurrection
of Phocas and the dethronement of the Emperor Maurice46., On the ther
hand, there had een of cont1inous Persian milıtary victories.

of thıs contrıibutes toward understandiıng of Stephanos’ break wıth
Byzantıum*”, Besıides, MUSLT remember the struggle between Persıa and
Byzantıum for the possession of Iberı1a, well the abıilıty of Iberi1an Kıngs
an Eristavs Profit from the struggle between these LWO POWCTIS an thus

Improve theır OW: posit1on*®. hat Stephanos Was tryıng restore

the Kingshıp 1ın K‘art' lı 15 clear from unequivocal sStatement Dy Juansher:
CC (Stephanos NO take the tıitle of for fear of the Persians
and Greeks, but called himself only the uke of Dukes4*?”?. He received
the title, of Dukes’”’ after 701g VeT the Pers1ian sıde, hıch
might indicate that hıs change of alleg1ance mMmay ave een part of attempt

reuniıfy Iberia®®.
Regardıiıng the Byzantine titles of Stephanos and Demetre, these MUST

ave een given them during the first of Maurice’s reign (n the
590’s) when Georgla Was under the influence of Byzantıum. As knOoW,
(Giuaram Eristav NOT only held the Byzantıne tıtle of Kuropalat, but WwWas

known Guaram the Great. It logical therefore, that hıs SOn

Stephanos should ave een gıven the lesser title ‘ Patrikios’”>1,

46 Ostrogorsky, Geschichte des Byzantıniıschen Staates ünchen 21952)
68/9

47 Goubert, Byzance Av an ’ Islam (Parıs Bn
Javakhishrvilıi, Istor1ıa 770

9  Q B: BÜ
50 Toumanoff, 0 c1ıt. 200
51 Relyıng maınly numismatıc SOUTCC5Sy the beginnıng of the rule of Stephanos

15 considered ave been between 591 604 'Ihe VIEWS expressed recently by
Toumanoff INOIC less aCCept these dates. He SayY>S °°late 22 oumanof{if,

dıng Chubinashvili,Chrıstian 'AUCASLA between Byzantıum an Iran 174 Accor
however, ephanos mMust ave received the tıtle Patrıkı1o0s 1n (Monuments 22)

inally, Can SaVy that Stephanos lready ave received the title Patrıkios
Dy 591, when Khosro 11 gaVC the larger part of berı1a, far orth Tbilıisı1,
the Emperor Maurice. It 15 possible, LOO, that the SaImllc tım the brother of Ste-

ONC grade lower than Patrıkı1o0s, Sebeos,phanos, Demetre, received the title ypatos,
45 ; Javakhishvilıi, Istor1ıa L: 262) Relyıng Georglan hagiographical SOUICC,

7Zordania published OINC interesting CO th relatıons between Stephanos
an Maurice (Chronacles L 62, 64, 67)

In tryıng establısh the dates of the rule of Siephanos, OIlC MUuUSt NOLT ignore
Armenian istorlan Movses Kagankatuac’'1, who o1ves detailed description of the

of T hbilısı Hıs AdCCOunt dıffiers greatly from that of the Georglan chronicles.
adı merely that, when speakıng of the siege of Thbilisı 1n 027 Kagankatuac’1 writes

only of the punishment meted Out the Georglan Prince anı the representative
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We COINIC NO  S the fourth anı last argument the 1INConNgrulty ofhavıng
Adrnerse and the Guaramıdes represented together *.

'C hıs argument 15 INOTC tenable than the others, for the Georglan
hıstorıical SOUTICCS, quoted above, clearly and definıtely aml Adrnerse 4S

ON of the builders of Jvarı. We corroboration an SOINC confirmation
of these OUTITCCS inscr1ption pedestal of ONC of the church’s
relics, the 'The pedestal Was discovered 1n the church itself 19538,
and be of the Sd1i1lc ate ds the church®3. 'IThe inscr1ption 1S executed

Georglan sacerdotal scr1pt called “ Khuzurı asomt avrulı” (ecclesiastical
of Persı1ia, but o€s NOT mention Stephanos’name. ‘mLu u l]w1w'l:4:umm.u.:(g[r‚
(|‘ w mJ;1L[J’[I cl | Z Cwn 9-60 According the By-
zantıne SOUITCCSy the Name of the Georglan Prince Was Varsamuse "T’heophane
Chronographia L 315) According Markwart, it MUST ave een °*Vahrama-
shusha“: Markwart, ÖOsteuropdısche Streiıfzüge 104) However, oumanof SaVyS
that 1t Was Stephanos, hıch 15 confirmed by the Georglan nnals 2924 114123

220155 As concern1ing the tle patrıkl1os, the followıing 15 be sa1d ; 1t Was

introduced by Constantine and Zenon 1n the iiıfth CENTLUCY 4-4 'I'hıs rank
Was given those who 1n the past had been Consuls and Prefects. In distinction irom
the rank of ONS hıch Was given for certain per10d of time only the rank
of Patrıkıos Was given 1n perpetulty. In the seventh CENLUTYV, the Patrikioses WEeTC

hıerarchically higher rankıng. Hanton, Lex1ıique explıcatıf du Recueıl des InNSCY1IP-
t10NS chretiennes d’Asıe ıneEUreE Byzantıon 4, In regard the grades
of dignity, especlally ÜTATOC, TATOLKXLOG and KOUDOTAACLTN) G SCC Bury, The Im-
perıal admınıstratıive System ın the 2nCentury, ath revısed LeXt of theKletorologion
of Phılotheos British Academy Supplemental Papers 191 2° Hırs chfeld
Dıie Rangtıtel der roemaıschen Kaıserzeıt Sıtzungsberichte der Berliner Akademıie
(1901) and Koch, Dıie Byzantınıschen Beamtentitel D“on 400 bıs 700 (1903) WEeIC

inaccess1ible
52 Georglan historical SOUTCECS 1Ve informatıon ou the dates ofAdrnerse’s

(lim[fl:l?gu&€) rule uke, although hıs Namne 15 mentioned 1n the correspondence
relatıng the Armeno-Georgıian rel1g10us dispute. I© hıs correspondence Was
result of appeal by the Biıshop of I surtavı the assıstant of the Armenıian atho-
COS Ukhtanes In the etters find Adrnerse’s Name 18 always given the TSt place.
00. of Letters [ Tıflıs 133 138) In letter the Catholicos of Georg]la,
Kırıon, the Marzapan of Gurgan, Sumbat, refers Adrnerse the “ruler of the
country”” OT, LNOIC exactly, he addresses himself 27 the princes of yOUI COUNLCY
of Adrnerse and the nobı 12 (urlaung w? [uwpS f limp‘l:[r[rul;€lr Fı un

Elıu lı LIULIU(9” aın.p [n (dng9 54-16 I he head of the Georglan church 1n Tiurn

addressed hıs replies Sumbat 1in the LLAaIINLC of Adrnerse an other rulers 00 of
Letters 170, 174)

IT’hus, from these letters, it that aTt that tim! 4-6 Adrnerse Was

already ell known political figure, and Was held in the hıghest esteem DYy the (jeor-
o1aNns, though 1t MUST be pointed OUT that hıs tle of Hypatos 15 mentioned 1n
the etters OUg. Movses Kagankatuac‘1 reDOTTS that Adrnerse the rules of K“art‘lı
WasSs thrice honored Dy the Romans. (‘llu:m:l:‘-n.[ä‘ln.‘b ULgn ulg | E
1912, 203, 204) Toumanoff o1Vves ddıtional ata cıt. 201) See also
Markwart, Osteuropdische Streifzüge 429

53 In hıs work, Monuments 42-44, hubinashrvıli g1ves 18 these
excavatıons.
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maJjuscule), sımply Mrgolovanı (rounded)®* and reads translation:
“°(T’hıs tzkheta Cross W3as erecte in PTraycr for Stephanos Patrıkı1os,
emetre Hypatos, and 'Adrnerse Hypatos SdadVe their souls and bodies
and PrOotecCt their whole house>>.

However, the ımportance of thıs inscription 15 NOT limıted the fact
that It mentions these PCISONS, 1n the SdIlle order before. Its importance
lıes also in the fact that 1t considers all those named elonging the
Samne famıly, anı that whatever antagonısm might ave ex1isted
between the Guaramıds and the Chosro1ds IT NOT prevent members of
both famılıes from being depicted together. Unfortunately the Carvings of
the Eristavs of K’art' lı the eastern facade ATC damaged, especılally
as far as theır faces AIc concerned, that 1t 15 rather dıfficult make stylıstic
analysıs COIMMPDAIC them ONCc another. However, examınatıion of
undamaged fragments robes, haır, certaiın remainıng facıal features
shows that the artıst Was NOT satısthed wıth ackneyed, stereotyped, an
impersonal representatlion, but MUST ave portraye hıs contemporarıies wıth
their distinetive individual aCl: characteristics. 'T ’hıs becomes clear wıth

stylistic comparıson of the overall images. The fgure of Christ has the
tradıtional features of early Christian arts the representation of the Eristavs,
however, attempt indıvidualıty 15 ev1ıdent. For ere the master sed NOLT
StErCOLYDES, but orıginal creat1ons. ese ATC NOT abstract, impersonal figures,
they aTe ““portrait representation”” of the Eristavs of K’art'lı who
played Dart the buillding of Jvarı. 'T hese Eristavs WEIC close each other
tiıme, an it 1s entirely poss1ible, Strzygowskı has noted, that the artıst

LrCy pOrtray them individuals®® S! it follows that the PCTSONS
represented the egstern facade, Stephanos L, Demetre, and Adrnerse 1,
WeTC VeLYy lıkely contemporaries of th. sculptor. On the other hand,
Adrnerse IL, whom Prof. Toumanoff identifies ONl of the figures, 1S
completely unknown us, Not only Juansher, but eVeCenNn the author of the
Martyrdom of SE AÄrchul, the notable hıstori1an Leont1 Mroveli, faıls

54 'I’he second form of Khuzuri 11l be DE  urı minuscule. Khuzuri1,
adjective, 15 derived from Khuzesi prlest. But, what INManıy ST1. thı
today, thıs does NOL 1LL1CAIN that the Khuzuri scr1pt Was designed especlally for Uusec

DYy priesthood for usc 1n churches only Beginning wıth earliest times, durıng the
prevalency of Khuzurı ‚VCIl for whıiıle after the introduction of Mkhedrulı:ı
(eleventh century), NOT only 00. of sacerdotal character but also those of secular
nature WETIC wrıtten in KhuzurI1. imılarly, after the introduction of khedrulıi,
both nds of 00 WEeTC written 1n thıs scr1pt. I he termıinus KRuzurı itself 15 TSt
sed VCIY late 1n 1365

On this term SC anı Siırarpie Der Nersessı1an, T’he Gospels of
Bert’ay, old-Georgian of the tenth CeENLUTY Byzantıon, 16 2-4 228,
otfe See also Javakhıiıshvıilı, “artulı damcerlobat‘a mcodneoba ANÜ palo-
graphia 188-2230 ekelıdze, *“artulı literaturıs Istor1a (T’bilısı

29, 2()
DD hubinashrvılı, Monuments 43, cf. 82-84, ng In the second volume

of the SaIinlec work (pl 31) photograph of the DOostamentum 15 reproduced.,
56 Strzygowsky, IDie Baukunst der rmenıer und Europa VWıen 4231

Q”*
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supply with adequate information thıs Subject®”. ‘“Nerse, Prince of
Iberia, son-in-law of Kamsarakan,” mentioned in d ofte Armenı1an
manuscript and whom Prof. trıes identify wiıthAdrnersell,
15 NOT possible candıdate because Armenı1an SOUTCCS call hiım Nerse an
NOLT Adrnerse, an 1n those days the LWO WeTITC nNOTt consıdered identical
either Georglan Armenian. 'The Nerse anı Adrnerse AdTIC
NOT SyNOoNymMOUS®?, In substantiation of thıs, KNOW, for instance, that

the second half of the eighth CENTLUrY, Eristav (Kuropalat) Adrnerse
Was succeeded Dy hıs brother Nerse®®, and that when the 00R of Letters
and other OUTCCS speak of Adrnerse I they Ways refer as such
and as Nerse61 It 1S, therefore, impossı1ıble identify the PCISON
who 15 known Armenı1an OUTCES d Nerse wiıth Adrnerse represented
the Jvarı relief.

Prof. Toumanoff 15 quite COITrFEeCT, however, belıeving thıs Nerse
ave een the SOIl of Stephanos 171 In thıs connection argument 15
provided by the church of Aten1ı *° Atenis 1021  29 hıch 1S replica of
Jvarı. On the eastern facade of Aten1 there ATC sculptures, there AdICc
the eastern facade of Jvarı, but for OUrTr PUrpOsSC only the L[WO male figures,
probably ““ Ktitors”, represented the northern facade aTrec important. At
the feet of these figures, plcture richly ornamented robes, there ATeC

PTODCI N  9 discovered 193862 1C aTrc inscribed Georglan Mrglo-
vanı. One inscr1ption Sd  ° ‘” Stephanos’”’, the other ‘“ Nerse’?’. ese could

57 In Georglan histor10graphy, Leonti rovelı has long een the subject of
dıfferent OPIN1ONS ; Marr, Janashrvılı anı recently arkhnishviılı (Sources
Armeno-Georgiennes de l”’hıstoire ancıenne de l’  glıse de Georgıe Mus 60 [1947] 31-4:
anı oumanoff, O c1ıt. 17-18, otfe 1, placed Leonti rovelı 1in the seventh
eight centurIies; the other hand, Javakhıshvıilıiı, Dsvelı K“ artulı $a1st0or10 Ser-
loba, 1916, 170, anı ekelıdze, Leont: Mrovwvelıs Literaturul: (GG°kharoebi Bulletin
de 1’Universite de 1iflıs (1923) 27-56, insisted eleventh In 1957, LCAaTr
the Georglan tOown of I”rekhvı, ornamented plate Was found, bearıng Georglan
inscr1ption, which PIOVCS that Leonti1 Mrovel 1ı CannOT be placed 1n the seventh
eight centurIi1es, but Javakhıshrvıilı anı ekelidze claımed, the eleventh,
that 15 duriıng the reign of Kıng Bagrat (1027-1072) 'Ihe inscr1ıption reads:
“St Archangel Miıchael 1, Leon Mrovel)i under great built thıs CaVe
for the icon of the Lord, as haven for the flock of the church of Ruisı, 1n
the days of misfortune during the times of raVagcCcS Dy an Alparsalan 1n the
chronicon SPW”
„VO0QaL 00,)19® 0935 Mdadagerabo, '88 mgn b60 0639 0, QOQOO’)D 00n&
0639000 5 mda 0gb9g gbg 4wd500, 6a obamgnb md mMggonba ©O © mM gba 40&©0-
Lbaboa, D3 b y“ OIan © mobabd La yamOoba 9030mmnd m30b, 1505 ‘O0b>5 M RO -
Obamdab bweY O asbobaadsb mb& mMOoboma, Jn mboz mbba b33 « Il

58 oumanof{f, O C1ıt. 207, oTte 22
OU: the Genesıs of the PTODCI 110 SCs JUSti1, Iranısche Ortsnamen 3">

Adjarılıan, Hoyotz Anznanuıinnerı Daravan men1an (Erevan 61, 62
Ingorovka, ertchule oumano({f, 0 cC1ıt. 9—-13

61 0OR of Letters, 133; 138, 168, 70 174
62 hubinashrvıilı, Monuments 161
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be Stephanos 11 anı his SOMn Nerse, the latter of whom, accordingtmen1an SUOUTCCS, Was marrıed Q princess of the House of Kamsarakan*®3.
This suggestion 15 valıd take into aAaCCOUNLT, first, that the architect

of ‘‘ Atenis 10121  29 WAas Armenian named T”odos, and, second, that both
(seorglan and Armenian Inscriptions and sıngle etters are found the
walls of thıs church. Here 15 urther proo of intimate and close relation-
sh1p between Greorglans and AÄArmenians that time °‘Atenis 10121  9
truly reproduction of Jyarı; that 1S, 1t Was built after Jvarı, and SINCEe
Nerse Was marrıied Princess Kamsarakan about 645, only Adrnerse
could ave een represented Jvarı.

similar question of ıdentity arıses cConcerning Stephanos, the father of
rchıiıl an Mır Was he really {6)  - of Adrnerse 11” We ave Dro0:of thıs whatsoever®4.

T’hus, takıng all the above into cons1ideratıion, 1t 1s clear that the fourth
argument for ldentifying the builder of Jvarı Stephanos 11 CannOT be
substantiated. 'The central thread, traceable throughout the ole invest-
1gat10n, leads the inescapable fact that the eastern facade of Jvarı,
the figure the right plaque rCPresCNts NOT the hypothetical Adrnerse IL,
but AÄAdrnerse 1, father of Stephanos 11

'The fourth argument oes NOT Justify ıtself an cCreates uncertainty and
confusıion. Why shoul the representatıon the eastern facade be consiıdered
NOT Adrnerse L, but Adrnerse 11” aCCECDL Toumanoff’s 1e6°W that
the PCTSONS represented Jvarı AICc of the Chosro1i1d dynasty, how Can
explain the Om1ssion of figure of Adrnerse 1, who restored that dynasty

representation of hım 1n the COMPDANY of Guaramıds 15( the
SdIlle ould hold Irue for Adrnerse IL, Chosroid Finally, 10oumanoff’s
claım that the hgure 1n the Center of the eastern facade 15 of Stephanos LE
rather than of Stephanos o0€s NOT hold eıther, an the identification
of the figure 4S Adrnerse 15 st1l1 admıssıble ö

I9 help solve the question of the fgures ıdentity indicatiıon of theıir
Proper hieratical order ould be helpful T he gures of the eastern
facade of Jvarı, 1: emetre an Adrnerse ATIec called Hypato1 1n their
accompanyıng inscr1iptions. In Demetre, Adrnerse 15 called
Erist avı K art‘ lisai, .. uke of Kart'lı Nevertheless, emetre OCccupiles
the place ofhonor the heraldıc rıght, whıle Adrnerse, who 15 hierarchically
super10r, 15 placed the left

Toumanoff, 0 C1t. 207, Ofe 22
It 'ould NOL be OUT of place mention ere that, opınıon of ekelidze,

Stephanos, father ofx  z aN! Miır, Was d SO  ; of sister of Eristav, (Duke) Nerse I1
an! Gurgen Erist’avl; also, that Stephanos 15 mentioned 1n the °°L.ife of St Abo
bılelı”” Kekelidze, ©  art  &,  ulı lıteraturıs Istorıa I’bulısı 219: 1n the German
translatıon of thıs work Dy JL arkhnishvilıi, Georgische Literaturgeschichte (Studı
'Testi 185, Ciitta del Vatıcano 414

6 D Apparently for 10oumanoff the SaImnle does NOT apply where De-
Hypatos 15 concerned. oumanof[{if, 0 cC1ıt. 206
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Logically would Adrnerse ave sen represented the
rıght for, 4S the uke of K’art'lı, greater honor Was due than
emetre. How Was it poss1ible, therefore, cons1ıdering the dispute, hıch
accordıng Prof. Toumano{if, then existed between the Guaramıiıds and
Chosro1ds, that the INOTC honored place (1 . the rıght) Was gıven Demetre
(a Guaramıde) whıiıle Adrnerse (a Chosro1d) Was placed the left 'There
ATIC LWO ansSWEeTIs thıis first, because tephanos (Demetre’s brother),
NOT Stephanos IL, W das commemorated in the Center of the tryptich, and
second, because the princıpal builders of the church of ]varı WETIC Stephanos
and hıs brother Demetre, who ATC named 1n the hıstorical SOULCECS,. There{fore,

ONC of the princıpal buılder, emetre WasSs doubtless entitled
place of honor greater than that of Adrnerse.
Such hierarchical arrangemen 15 NOT exceptional. There ATIC other

examples where historical gures WEIC sıimılarly placed. For instance,
Georgla, in the relıef of pısa preserved 1n the Natıonal Museum of
TD° the rıght of the enthroned Christ the large ngure of Ashot
Kuropalat &1 3206) 15 represented holding the mMO of the church built by
hım, hıle the Prophet Davıd (sa1ld be the founder of the Bagratide
ynasty)®” 1s placed Christ’s left In the south vestibule of St ophıa

Constantinople, the MOSAaIC STOUD depicting LTWO Roman Emperors,
Justinian and Constantine the Great, wiıth the enthroned Virgın, provides

addıtional interesting example On the rıght of the mother of God
NOT the Emperor Constantıine, recognized Dy the Byzantıne Church
canon1zed salnt and equal of the Apostles (LoxmT6cT0ol0G); but

Justinian, er of St Sophia®8,
From these examples 1t 15 clear that the rıght, the side of greater

honor, those PErsONaASCS ALC represented who had playved particular role
the bulldıng of these churches anı WeEeIC closely connected wıth them

'Ihe left 15 reserved for those, who, although higher hierarchically had
connection wiıth the churches, and served only 4S clear remıinders of the

66 AmiranashrvılıIı, Istorıa Gruziınskogo Isskusstvua (MOoscow
pl 144

67 Constantin Porphyrogenitus tells uS, that Iberians, pıque themselves uponNn
their descent from the Prophet aVl|

/*” IoTtT£0v, OTL  4 SOAUTOUC GELLVÜVOVTEC OL "IßnNpEes, OL OU KOLDOTAAÄCTOU, AEYOUOLV SOAMU-
TOVUC KOATAYEODYAL o  n YUVALXÖC Qdptou, TNG TADA TOUVU Av  L  Ö, TOU TOOONTOL XL BAGLAEwC
LWOLYEUÜELONG. SV Y TC(OV SE ÜTYC TEYDEVT@OV OALÖCHDV T Au  L  S SOAXUTOVUC ÄEYOVOL KATAYSOUAL
XL GSUYYEVELG S{ VoL AouLö, TOUL T OOONTOU XL BaAaLASwC XL C SV TOUTOU XXl TNG ÜTECAYLAG
(WDe0ot6x%0u0 ÖL TO SV TOU OTEPLATOG Aautiö TOAUTNV KATAYEOÜAL.

Constantın Porphyrogenitus, De adminıstrando ımper10 45, 113 col 349;
Englısh translatıon DYy Jenk1ns; 205 'The SdiIIlc opınıon Was wıdely
spread eady during the mes of hot Kuropalat &: 826) According Grigol
erchule, Grigol anzte SayS Ashot ““princeps qQuı diceris filius aVl DIO-
phetae et reg1s) unct1 Domuinus, iıllıus regn] virtutum heredem facıat Christus
Deus’”, Peeters, O cC1ıt. 2214

68 Whıttemore, T’he MOSA1LCS of St Sophıa Aat stanbul, prelimınary repDort
the fırst year’s 70OTR Oxford 1931/2/3) 28/9, pl
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past 'Ihe Emperor Constantine Was represented 1n St Sophia because he
Was the founder of Constantinople and the TSt Christian Emperor; the
Prophet aVl because he Was the of the Bagratides.

In the Sad1ilnle WAaY, Jvarı, Adrnerse the of the Chosro1d
branch 15 placed the left-hand sıde, whıiıle Demetre, together wıth
hıs brother Stephanos, the chief and actual buılder of the church 15 given
the INOTE honored rıght sıde.

It 15 fitting, point OUT ere that the inscription explained above ment1ons
the three PCTSONS described the SdIlNe hierarchical SUCCESSION ; TST
tephanos, second Demetre, an thırd Adrnerse.

11
Still further information pertinent the ldentity of the fgures the

eastern facade Can be obtained from study of those the southern facade
of Jvarı, and 1t 15 the ngures the plaque ver the miıiddle W1INdOow of
the Centfre portal of the south s1ide of the church that 1O  < turn OUT
attention. One of these fgures 15 saıd ave een geneologically elated

those the eastern facade®?.
The plaque sShows St Stephen, dressed belted chimation, holding
book 1in hıs cCovered left hand, whıiıle wıth the other he blesses A kneeling

PCTISON who extends hıs hands 1n d  Q geESTLUrE of adoratiıon toward the Salnt
ach figure 15 full length and represented c  en face  29 (fig 6 IT he whole
composıtion 1s enclosed Dy wıde deep frame and belong the
SaJIne per10d an artıst the relhefs the eastern facade.

Especılally important for OUT PUurposce 1s the eft kneeling hıgure Dressed
VeIYy richly, he 0€es NOT WeaATLT COAaT do the ukes the eastern facade,
but 1s clad long lıght, and probably silken robe (xxBBASLov). 'The
lower part of hıs Costume, well the cuffs anı both shoulders, arec
covered wıth jewels, pearls, and L1LOWS of embroi1dery, whiıle around hıs eck
he CaDl heavıly embroidered wıth pearls and PreCc10us STONES prob-
ably the so-called manıaRıon. 'The figure’s sleeves AdTe covered wıth
vertical; richly embroidered bands, perhaps epaulettes ins1ıgn1a of
rank, hıich extend the manıakıon and SCCIN repeat 1ts esign As
far Can be Judged his boots, LOO, aTC Oornate and embroidered. Also
important 15 the figure’s CUr10US belt, hıch wıll discuss later greater
length for 1ts insignia might be consiıdered important clue decıphering
the Inscription and ldentifyıng the PCTISON described.

'TIThe of S1X bands Str1ps of SOINEC mater1al hıch extend
from dCTIOSS the bottom border of the manıakıion, where they Join
the CeNfer of the lower part of the breast remaılns MYSTeETrY, for the
bottom of the where the Str1ps Af® brought together the 15
broken off. 'The Str1ps Inay be merely the draped of the figure’s robe,

69 hubinashvili, Monuments 146; 1d. "art ulı Khelovnebiıs ıstor1a I ’bılısı
111 (in Georglan)
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but it 15 reasonable also imagıne that they formed necklace TOmM hıch
medallıon ins1gnla, NO  < lost, had een suspended, especılally 4S

thıs part of the body 15 the MOSLT protrudıing. Sınce manıakıon ave een
represented 1n Man y varıcd forms, Cal that 1n thıs instance 1t
supported such necklace A integral part

We know that dignitarıes of Iberı1a received from Byzantıne Emperors
NOT only Byzantıne titles, such Sevastos, ypatos, evecnl Kuropalates,
but also imperial insign1a anı robes. Neighboring Lazıka Was simılarly
treated, anı dIC told Dy John Malalas that ‘“(T’zathe 1L, (zar of the
Lazıca) W3as appointed an crowned by the Kıng and WOTEC the Kıng’s
and all-sılk, whiıte okrıe under whıiıch, instead of purple garment,
gold-braid ves Was WOTIN, wıth ttle medallıon ornamented wıth
the portrait of himself; and he WOTC white tunıque paragaudıon, EVEN

IMNOTC covered wıth gold, wıth simılar portrait of the (zar Tustin .
similar ACCOUNLT 15 g1ven by Agathıias *, anı when 1t 1s considered wiıth

that of Malalas, it indıcates that gold medallıons wiıth imper1al portralts
images of local dignitarıes kings WEeIC popular the mıddle of the

sixth century “* It S, there{fore, quıite probable that such medallıon could
represent the Duke of Iberıi1a Stephanos portrait of CONteEMLDOTATCY
CIMPCTOL,

In the left COTNeI of the plaque the south facade of Jvarl 1S
leg1ıble abbreviated Mrgvlovanı inscr1ption consisting of four lınes, hıch
reads

ALQ4{O.9 b
8n
']

Chronaicle of Fohn alalas, 00. VIII-XVIIL,; translated Dy atthew pinka
Gilanvıille oOWNEY (Chicago 122, ere read about I zathe 15 Kıng f

the ‚AZeS, crowned Dy Justinian, about thıs SCC also Javakhishvilı, Hıstory of
Georgian People (Georglan. s1 143{., 158{f£.

Hzst:, 1, 13 ed onn, 1725 on AsSC. ed onn, DI3: Theoph.
Chronographia (de Boor), 168, 169

72 About the popuları of such medallıons 1n the second half of the sixth CeNTtUuUrYy
SCC Marvın Ross, Byzantıne old Medallıon at Dumbarton aRs Dumbarton
Oaks Papers 11 (1957) 250£fM.

mong the Tee sed 1n Georgla Canl stinguls T[WO dıfferent
LypCcS 1n ONM  e aAsc the greek Ominatıve remaıns FrOOL 1n the Georglan form,;
(Step anosı) 15 be SCCI1 also the facade 1n Jvarı, whereas 1n the other
CasSCc, the Tee nominatıve has NOLT een used, (Stephane) Call noticed 1n OUTr

AdsSc. Kaukhtshishrvilı, Zur Wiedergabe der griechıschen Namen ın Georgischen
1925, 80 ff.
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Prof. Chubinashvıiılı translated thıs inscription follows: Cn Stephen
SaVeC K ‘obul Stephanos?*”, special importance 1S the thiırd lıne,
where Prof. Chubinashvıilı reads the PTrODCI ame Stephanosı1 an
concludes that IT refers the Sa”aILilec PCeTISON represented the eastern

facade boy wıth Adrnerse, l. . the SOI of Adrnerse, Stephanos I1l
Prof. Chubinashvılı maiıintalns that Stephanos had 5 the pagan,
“K‘ bul„ and the christian ‘Stephanos”?.

However, thıs problem could hardly be solved easıly an SOM facts
SCC contradıct Prof. Chubinashviliı's identificatıon of the
Stephanoses 0)80> and the Samnle PCISON. Fırst of all, it 15 obvious that these
LWO gures, hıch SCCII identical Prof. Chubinashvılı, WeIiIC of
dıfferent AaBCS Between them there 15 per10d of SOILIC fiıfteen LWENTLY
° remember Prof. Chubinashvilı's declaratıon that the Jvarı
church WwWas built very short time (ca ten fifteen years)*® an that all
the reliefs WEeTiIC one the Samle time, then the difference the figure
aASCS becomes inexplicable; besides there ave een justification
for LWO representations of Stephanos.

Furthermore, do NOT know that Stephanos had NamMeS, and if
remember the characterizatıon of Stephanos 11 by Juansher Sumbat

Davıtıisdze; hıs plety, hıs devotion the Christian faıth, and hıs nearly
ascet1iC rel1g10us dedication , it 15 hardly conceivable that he could be
represented Chrıistian OoONument wıth L[WO NaMCS, especlally prlority
15 given the ame K’obul, hıch 1s wrıtten TST and in fl whıiıle
the Christian ame Stephanos 1S wrıitten second an 15 abbreviated

thıs oblıges ook for different readıng of the third lıne of the
inscr1ption ; readıng hıch 15 suggested Dy the figure of the pETSONASC itsel£.

Ove all, 1t 15 unlıkely that the perSoN depicted the southern facade
15 Eristav (Duke), for he 15 NOT wearıng the COaTt characteristic of Eristav’s,
but long anı richly adorned ‘“parade dress”? (xxBBASLOV), WOTLO mostly
by highrankıng officials of the Byzantıne Einpyger.

'IThe XuBBAÖLOV Was customarıly made of wool s1lk and Was designed
be WOTI close the body, allow fOor reedom ofMOVE: Apparently

thıs dress had een known throughout the Orıent from the earlıest times.
In work about and church (De officialıbus palatır polıtanı et de
fficLLS ecclesiae Iıber), hıch Was probably written durıng the period
of Johannes VI Kantakuzenos 47 — an Was erroneously attrıbuted

the Kuropalat od1inos, 1t 15 sa1d that the kabbadıon 1s pagan that
1S, ÄAssyrıan . Persian) garment‘®.

hubinashvılı, Monuments 146 ff.
75 Ibıd. 146

Ibıd. 155
77 147; 197; K, 228
78 c£. Kondakow, Otsherkı sametRı (Praha 7929—30; ersolt,

Constantıinople Parıs* 62; Vogt, GCommentarıum K
19 De off. VI, 54
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But later, lıke the skaramagıon became popular garment the
Byzantıne court®® ar1ıo0us 1n of kabbadion Can be distinguished Dy their
different colors an their pearl embroidery®!

It 1ImMportant that the plaque °obul around hıs shoulders
CaPCl, riıchly adorned and embro1i1dered wıth STONES an pearls
Obviously the manıakıon (uoavicxL0V) ® WOTN Dy generals an distin-
gulshed milıtary personnel the Byzantıne Empire well 4S Pers1ia®?3
anı bestowed upDonNn them for outstandıng milıtary achievements®4

Candıdates, for example, received milıtary decoration golden
manıakıon, wıth three buttons (ToilxoLBov)S® fastened the breast, and

Thid 19 20
81 TIbıd 131 14
8 2 nf! today there EeX1IST confusiıon between the LOYTQqUES and IMAN1ı-

akıon; ven Reiske understood by manıakıon LOTrques (Gommentarıum I1 190
181 10], 215 11 but Pasc 1469, 15]; had een noticed
Dy Kondakow, ISAerR1 185 Oote he OUnNn! the Irue signıfıcance of the manıakıon,
an also Kondakow (oD C1t 185) confirms that the manıakıon CaDCl, draped
around the ers, SCWI]1 wıth golden cords and embroijdered wıth silk 1L Was
buttoned and WOTII OVCT the sticharıon Kabbadıon In the SAadillec 11  ‘9 LAXVLAXLTO
XDEG De GEr 145 be understood anıakıon also SYNONYIMN for these
LOrques a ave also deseribed here; SCC Aıiınalow, 0 CLE 259

IT’he oldest TOTLOLYDECS of manıakıon ÄdiIiC be found Egypt and Persıa, where
the 1115191119 WEeTC fastened the drees around the ers Kondakow believes
that the Manıakıon Wds made popular Byzantıum by foreıgn function-
9 who WEeTC aCLiVEe at the Byzantıne COUFrT anı accordıng theıir ranks and

WOTIC dıfferent manıakı of VaTrıOuUs styles anı fashıon; cf Kondakow,
Emaux 7475 ersolt, O C2T Situated the southern part of the cupola
of the Jvarı Church Car VINS of kneeling fgure, whose garmenNTts offer VE
close relatıonshıip obul figure However, NOT takıng IT 1NTILO cons1ıderatıion
because of contradıctions expressed by TITschubinashrviliı (Monuments, 148 IL,
fıg 22a) anı shkhikv  zZze (Arkhıtektura Fvarı MOoscow nıg 29)

8 3 Kondakow, Russkıe Drevunosti, etersburg 1305
8 4 Grosse, Römaische Mılıtärgeschichte “Uon Gallıenus hıs ZU; Begınn der

Byzantinıschen I hemenverfassungL 109 note 1 DA 3() Steiner,;
Die Donna Maılıtarıa Bonner Jahrbücher 1905 ADAT Lenormant,
Hıstoire des peuples de Orıent Farıs" 75 'Ihe manıakıon Was also VCMN
decoration for VICLOFY INPDCIOIS, for example, when heophıilus 829-—42) IM-
phantly returned the capıtal from the WAar agalınst the Arabs, the prefect of the CILYy
welcomed hım at the Golden Gate and presented hım golden manıakıon, dorned
wıth STONES anı pearls; Ensslın, 0 C237 282 OTtTe See also the lıst of
orders enumerated DYy Phılotheos ÜüLY; O G7 22)

8& 3 Kondakow, Otsherkı 185; ıd Izobrashen:e Russko1 Knmazhesko: sSemn
(Petersburg 102 ven though they WEeTIC candıdates thıs Lyp of manıakıon
for example WOTI by St Serg1us an ST Bakhus the S1ina1 Icon K1lew (sixth
century) (Ch 1e La Byzantıne [Parıs 02 08 pl the TSst
Was primakarıus — the second the following lesser grade of Depterius; By the WaVY,
Codinus (De off. 411 14-18 Cal thıs Lype of manıakıon OTRDETTOV and Dy
1L LOrques. However, 1L has been establıshed DYy Du Cange (Gloss Gr RO LOAVLAXNG,

alt 1891, Vol L col 869) that the Greeks could distinguish between manıakı
an LOrques though these LWO TMmMS later became SYNONYINO Reiske, Commen-
LAr1UM, ed ONn 11 640) Oou Var]lOus Lypes of manıakıon SCC also Aıinalow,
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the importance of the manıakıon Can be realızed from the fact that 1t WwWas
awarded Dy the Emperor and that 1ts removal signified degradatıon®®,

In Byzantıum, especlally duriıng the fiıfch an sixth centurIies, the manıakıon
occaslonally replaced the dıiıadem the coronatıon of LE  S ımperators®”,
practice, hıch orıginated 1in the Roman Empire, where the newly elected
imperators WeTiC crowned wıth torque®®, Constantın Porphyrogenitus tells
us that candıdates, spatharocandıdates an protospatharı1, received MmManı-
akıon adorned wıth jewels an gold, from the Emperor himse 8 and
mentIi10ons, LOO, that wıth manıakıon WerTe presented also dign1-
tarılıes from foreign counNtrıes?!: an in the time of Constantın Porphyro-
genitus, during negotlat1ons anı exchanges of prisoners, manıakıon
embroidered wıth pearls an Varıous Lypes of richly decorated apparel WeTC

bestowed uDonN distinguished foreigners®*,
It 15 Kondakov’s opınıon that 1n Persıa and countries of the (aucasus

the kabbadıon WwWas usually WOTDN wıth the manıakıon and belt?? But 1t should
be noted that the kabbadıon anı manıakıon WEeEeIC made dıfferently 1in different
countries ; they varıed 1n style, color, and SEVCIN theıir significance hıch
changed wıth the changıng times??. But 1T 15 certaiın that both the kabbadion

Sinairskıe Ikom Voskovo: Zivopisi Vıs Vrem. (1902) 2359ff. arı0us LYyDCS of
manıakı ATC described Dy Constantın Porphyrogenitus (De CET .9 4, 708/9) who
placed Trst thıs of manıakıon WOTN Dy ST Serg1us an Bakhus

86 'T hıiıs becomes clear from the ıfe of St Serglus an Bakhus; when they
efused worshi1ip the idol of Zeus; DYy order of the Emperor they WEeIC deprived
of all ins1ıgn1as and TsSt of all, theıir manıakıons WEeTiIC withdrawn; ct. (1895)
380; Ainalow, O cC1t. 258£7. Reıiske, Commentarıum 31

87 Crowned wiıth manıakıon WeIC Leo 1, 457-74), Anastasıos 1-51
an Justinjan 518-27); ersolt, O c1ıt. 19; Especılally: Ensslıin, 9 cCıt.
268 fi; De er, 1 410f{f.

88 In the Roman Empire the coronatıon wıth LOrques Was popular CUSTOM..
When Julianus Caesar Was proclaımed Augustus Dy his LrOODS 1n Parıs, Dracon-
tarıum crowned him wıth LOTQUES CL, Ensslın; 9 C1ıt. 268ft. ; A1földı,
Insıgzmen Un Tracht der Römaischen Kaıser Deutsches Archäologisches Institut,
Rom Abtlg., Miıtt. 50 [1935] 521.) Especılally 1n Cer. B 411, where Reiske
understood DYy maniakıon LOTrqUES (Commentarıum 1: 239 10 Already
1n the VCar 212 the coronatıon of Firmus the 1n Afrıca wıth LOrques 15 known.
'The SaInec 15 be sa1d of the coronation of Avıtus 1n aul 1in 455 (  °  1, O c1ıt.
527P.) Ensslın, op. cıt 774f. einach, 1 orques Daremberg et Saglıo,
Dictionnaıure des antıquıtes Grecques et Romaınes (Parıs Vol V, Z 275f£t.

89 Cer 1, 81, 148, 286, 290, 302; Kon  OW, fSANerRı 185; ersolt,
Constantıinople W otfe D Vogt, Commentarıum &, 114

Reıiske, O c1ıt. 624f7. Kondakow, ftSNerRı 779
91 Kondakow, O cCıt 241, Isobrashenmne Rus Kn em1. 1{02
Y © Kondakow, tsherRı 241

In Byzantıium there ATC large numbers of erently executed manılakıon,
hıch VarYy Dy design, adornment an by theır number of buttons (x6Boyv). We
ave ONC buttoned manıakı the missor1um of Theodosius end of century),
fÜüCcCK, Spaetantıke Kaıserportraets, 200, pl 96-97; Pıerce, ‘L:ayvlOr,

byzantıne (Parıs 4061., pl 36; Mosaı1cs of San Vıtale Middle sixth
century); H. Pierce: R J vIier., OD. Cit:; 11 96, DI. 703 F. W. Deichmann,
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and the manıakıon WeTE originally intended for the exclusıve use of hıgh-
rankıng milıtary personnel.

However, durıng the sixth and seventh centuries for the
manıakıon of obul should be sought NOLT 1n Byzantıum but in Persia,
where from early times untiıl the end of the Sasanıan Empire 1t underwent
several interesting transformatıions??a.

One of the earlıest Pers1ian examples 15 offered the relief of
Antıiochos L, of Hommagene, or1ginatıng from Nımrud Dag
We simılar pleces also around the eck of Nerseh 93—303)?5,

bronze STatue representing Sasanıan He and the Cast of
Sasanıan SCIMN 1n the Museum Berlıin??

Contemporary examples of manıakıon egpıete Jvarı Can be SCCH
the fgure of the Sasanıan Kıng Khosro v Parvez — in Tag
Bustan®®, capıtal 1n Tag Bustan??®, and silver dısh the Nat
Museum 1n Parıs, where hunting Kıng Khosro 15 depicted!99,

The eXTt artıcle of dress WOTIDN Dy the figure 1n the southern plaque 1C
MuUStT examıne 1S the belt; anı OUT attention 15 especlally drawn three

short Straps, presumably of leather, that hang vertically {rom It Clearly
these SLTapPS, hıch SCCIN be of ven length, termınate thonglıke tabs,
and thıs characterist1c provides important clue for the identificatiıon of
the PETrSONASC wearıng the belt

Fruecehchristliche Bauten UN Mosaıiken DoN AUENNA (Baden-Baden fg 3068;
St Demetrius of Salonıka, Mosaıc of St Serglus 629-643 S 16
7 peinture byzantıne 67, pl AIV; Especılally Volbach, Fruehchristliche
Kunst, Die Kunst der Spaetantıke ın West- und Ostrom (Muenchen 36, Öl,
fıg 216, wıth extensive bıblıography; base of the obelisk of 'LTheodosius (SW side)
around 390; GTabär; Embpereur dans Part Byzantın (Parıs 54, pl UT

Bruns, Der Obelısk UN seineE Basıs auf dem Hıppodrom Konstantınopel stan
65ff., pl DzZS Volbach, O C1t. 0, fig. 3S ex Ros-

SanO, (sıxth century), 'I’he Judgement of Pilate; Grabar; Byzantıne Paintıng,
RA’, 162 Z the Homilıes of Gregor Nazıanzen aroun 880) 1n the
atl Bıbl of Parıs Mar Gr 510, Omont, O CLb., pl 1: 1): ell 1n the Icon
of St Serglus an akhus (VI CHt.); sShow two-buttoned manıakı Die 0 Hs
pl KG Sshows thıs kınd of manıakıon, hıch has been called three-buttoned DY
Porphyrogenitus (LOAVLAXLO TolxoLBa); De CET .9 L, /08; Ainalow, 0 cC1t.
359; Konstantın Porphyrogenitus g1ves lıst of Varlıous COUTFTT ranks, entitled
dıfferent Lypes of manıakı, De CET .9

93a ondakow, Les Costumes Orızentaux la 04r byzantıne Byzantion
(1924)

Sarre,; Kunst des alten ersien Berlın 26ff. pl 56, ere the manıakıon
Consists of four OWS of embro1idered pearls be mentioned dSs distant
DrOTLOLYDEC for Jvarı.

9 5 Tbid. 49, 50, fig.
. Ibıd. 51, ng 15

Y
Tbıd. 54, ig 15

ETZIeE AÄAm Tore DOoN AÄAsıen (Berlın pl 1
Ibıd. 7, pl . VA

()  () Tbid. T pl L17
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brief remıinder of the significance of the belt the dress of certain
PETSONASCS 1in those countries wıth hıch Iber1a had relatıons wıll NOT be
am1ss. We know that 1in central Asıa well the Koman Empire specılal
importance Was attrıbuted the belt, and that along wıth manıakıon and
other9the belt LOO became insign1a*91, In KRome 1t EeVcn outranked
other insign1a in significance. Andreas Alfoeldı states that the Roman

and hıgh officıals WeTEe distinguished Dy theıir beit9 and 4S early
373, 1in hıs oratıo XI 'T hemistius reveals that the belt denoted that certain

priviıleges had een bestowed by the CIMNPCIOT uDON 1ts wearer1093 'Che
ımportance of the belt 15 also clearly pominted OUTt in the L.ıves of alnts
Serg1us and Bacchus

However, 1n Professor 1lfoeldı's opinıon the belt Was NOT of Koman
but of Achaemenian or1g1n, an Was adopted by Alexander the Great104
It became popular in Persi1ia also, where 1t could be WOTIL only 1f 1t had
een presented by the klng105 At the of Bagdad 1t WAas

1den1ty dignitaries Dy their belts196, an SVCI 4s early the fourth
CENTLUFY, the gold tudded belt became symbol of administrative office197.

In OUT CasSC, however, aTe NOT concerned wiıth the COIMIMMOMN cıngulum
(Cwortpu), usually made either of eather wıth along the edges and
closed by golden buckle?1°8, covered wıth siılk velvet, and adorned
wıth PreC10uSs stones 192 We ATC interested rather the milıtary belt
(BahrtLiöLO), hıch W3aSs sed mainly DYy hıgh rankıng officers (magıster
miılıtum) anı hıich served IMNCAanls of Carryıng arms 110

I, therefore, the milıtary belt Was warded bDy the CMPCIOT insıgn1a
and WAas WOTL OVeETI either the sticharıon *42 the kabadıon ** ave
further proof that the PCISON represented the southern facade of Jvarı
MUST ave een officer of super10r rank Furthermore, know that
the belts sometimes presented Dy Byzantıne barbarıans WEeTIC of

dıfferent than those presented milıtary officers 113

101 cf. FÜüCK; I)ıe Kaiserdıiptychen (Berlin-Leıipz. 20
102 cf. A1földı, Insıgnien und T racht der römrasczhen Kaıser Deutsches rch

Inst., Rom Abtlgzg., Miutt. 5() (1935) 64, 65
10 rück; Spätantıke Kaıserporträts (Berlin-Leipzig pl E p
10 A1földı, 0 C1L. 65
105

106
ell. Ders 1, I7 Kon  OW, Otsherkı 278, ofe
Ibhid. 218

107 ell. DerS., ; 1#
108 TücCK; O C1L. 306; BahtLiöLO 15 sed sometimes S SYNONYII for

COOTOLA Cwo  TNP  n Saglıo, Cingulum Daremberg et Saglıo, O n L Z
especlally üller., Cingulum milıtare Miıtt der Zentral-

kommission (1866) (was NOL avaılable unfortunately).
109 Kondakow, tSNerRı AD See also Il,. 1236a
110 Fück; O C1ıt. 39; A1földı, Insıgnmen. 64/5; Saglıo, 0O C:

Vol 1, 1; 664 f7?.
RO TüCK; O C1t. 20
UB Kondakow, tsherRßı 185
11 Tbhid. 241 ;
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For PrototLypes of sSuch tur: Persıa, where find comparable
examples WOTN Dy the figure of apur (260 G) TOom
Rustem 114 (fig 8), and the hunting SCCIHNCS the rıght an left walls
of the (srotto Tag Bustan (ca 260 where belts wıth Var]lOus Straps
of dıfferent lengths Can be seen 115 interestinNng example from the LIM!
of Kıng Ardashır (224 241) offered by golden tab preserved the
Museum Wıesbaden11!6, an later Oriental examples of eather belts wıth
tabs tıpped an tudded wıth metal aTre represented large numbers
the wall of the Ghaznevıde palace of the as  arı Bazar (eleventh
century)1*7 'These examples dIe ımbecause, d$S far Can be Judged
all the dıgnitarıes represented ere ATC WCATINS thıs Lype of belt, and thıs
indıcates decline the eleventh CENLUFY of 1TSs 1MpOrLance milıtary
belt and eXtTteNsS10N of 1Ts access1ibilıty for INOTE general use Schlum-
berger MmMaıntaıns that thıs kınd of belt Was general characteristic of
Central Asıan dress118

St1ill earlıer examples ATC found the EXQqUISLTLE of hunter
wall PalIntıng Teheran (early nınth CENtELYy) 8 and riıchly decorated

Armenian church Achtamar (fırst half of the tenth century)*!?° Among
examples found Byzantıne embroideries, ON fabric firom Mozac 110

Lyon shoul be mentioned1?1 ds well as other interesiung examples
of later per10d the omılıes of Gregor of Nazıanz, Ms Par Gr 510

880/6)1??
specıal AdIc LWO golden Syrıan panels Dumbarton Qaks

decorated wıth abstract geoMmMetI1t ** and plant OTrNaMeNTS, 3 ( ad LWO
confronting birds dIC enclosed 124 These ATC sixth CENLULY panels, anı
wıthout Oubt they AT tabs of Delt STTaps because of their simılarıty

the examples ave already mentioned and the
part of each there specıal PETMILLNG the end of the

W darre, Kunst des alten Dersıen, fg 74
115 erzie Am Tore V“on Äsıen, 71 pl X A XE 1V 1V

Kunstgeschıichte der Seidenwebereı Berlın 11 59 60
116 Sarre, Kunst des alten ersien er 523 fg 16
117 chlummberger, Le Palaıs Gaznevıde Bazar Syrıa 29 (1952)

pl K K grateful Prof Ettinghausen; who
TCeW thıs example

118 Tbhıd. 267
119 Hauser, T’he Museums CX  NS at ıshapur Metr Mus 27

(L  note 4, 116, 118, fg. 45
iı grateful Prof. Der Nersessian, who TEW thıs

example who upplıed wıth photos of Ahtamar
12 a  B: O C1L 22 pl Vla
1929 UOmont, Fac-sımales des MUANLALUFES des plus ANCLENS MANUSCYLES STECS de Ia

Bıblıotheque Natıonale du VI: b CL Sıiecle (Parıs 25 20 pl K< M LA
1 Lazarev, Hıstory of Byzantıne MoOoscow 78 and
Dagc 299 otfe EeExXxtTeNS1IVeEe bı  ography

123 T’he Dumbarton aks GCollection, andboo. Washington 80 otfe 192
124 TIbhıd 8() Ootfe 191
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be fastened the belt In addıtion there dIiCc L[WO small holes through hıch
the naıls (or SCrEWS) WeTEe probably inserted order SCCUTE the tab
the

Considering all the gu presented above, it ould scem that
Chubinashviılı''s readıng of the third abbreviated line the plaque of
the southern facade of Jvarı Stephanos, CANNOT be accepted.

beliıeve that urther corroboration confirmatıion than these argu-
AIicCc needed Just1ify the identificatiıon of the kneeling figure the

plaque the hıgh rankıng milıtary PETSONASC K’obul.
'Thıs possible readıng for the NIr lıne, hıch surely Cal

identify NOn other than PCISON of hıgh milıtary Byzantıne rank perhaps
““spatharocandıdati”” ““strategi” (oToaumm yOc)124a hıch would be PCI-

fectly compatıble wıth the gSarmeNts and ins1ıgn1a of K’obul the ONeEe hand,
and the other wıth the high rankıng digniıtarıes of Iber1a represented

the eastern facade.
In regard St Stephen, who 15 represented the southern facade, 1t

shoul be pominted OUTt that hıs Wds ‚e. VELIYy hıgh rank 1n the eastern church.
In Oriental lıturgy he took precedence VerTr PEn the Apostles*?5, and he
WAaSs sımılarly revered Armenıilan turgy where he 15 mentioned after the
Mother of G0d and John the Baptıst*?®, hıch explaiıns hıs 1n
representations of the Dees1is 127 hat St Stephen Was extremely popular

Georgia*?8, 15 confirmed Dy the specılal LTEVEreENCE pald hım 1n several
Georglan churches. As early 4S the fifth CENTUTYy Kıng Archıil built church

Mitzkhet’a, the metropolis of Iberı1a, and dedicated it St Stephen+€2;
and lıterary OUTCCS reveal that I’uesday the aiınt’s ame Was invoked
1n the bıshop’s church 1n Mitzkhet’a*99: of hıch NOT unnatural,
for after all, St Stephen Was NOT only the PrOLtOMAaATTLYT, but also the LU
dıacon. Furthermore, know that the chapel of the palace and the
coronatıon church of the CINPDPCIOT of the Bosporus WEIC dedicated
St Stephen, hıch confirms the fact that he Was the Court Salint 131

It 1s NOT surprisıng therefore, that the fıgure of St Stephen cshould ave
een given the place of hıghest importance the southern facade of Jvarı.
One might CVCI credıt the eOorYy that he Was represented Jvarı the
Patron alnt of the es of Iberıa. (To be continued).

124a Regardıng the rank of Strategos SCC BULY; 0 c1ıt. 39 Il. 51
125 Kantorowi1cz, TIvorıies and Litanıes OUrNn: of the Warburg an Cor-

tauld Institutes (1942) 81; Brightm 169
126 Rücker, enkmäler altarmenıscher Medßlıturgıie 4, Die NADNOTa des Patrı-

archen yrıllos V“on Alexandreıa rChr 22 (1927) 152
U oldschmıidt, Weiıtzmann, Die Byzantınıschen Elfenbeinskulpture:

er 1, 77, A48ff.
128 ekeliıdze, Ferusalımskı) K anonar VII ekRa "Tiıflıs LTE
129 B 140; 118
130 Kıiy 229 197
131 Kantorowicz, 0 cıt. 81


