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ber nıcht fachkundige Öffentlichkeit VO.  — Laljen » wendet un: dieser and nıcht deren

gENAaUCL Unterrichtung eıträgt, sondern her verwirrt.
Was ware tun ? Sollte irgendwann ıne Neuauflage nötıg se1ın, mü ßte ıhre Herausgabe

einem Sachkenner mıt dem klaren Auftrag übertragen werden, unter Beseitigung entstellender
Fehler und vorsichtiger Umordnung des Stoffes bel weitestgehender Bewahrung des Originals
das nachzuholen, Was durch (+,8 Tod und die alsche Pietät der KEdıitoren unterblieb. Nter
(G4.8 Jüngeren Schülern ware, falls sıch kein alterer Fachgenosse findet, sicherlich mancher,
der das hervorragend könnte und alg Dankestat für den Lehrer uch tate Dann würde Aaus

diesem OPUS postumum eın wirkliches Vermächtnıis. Der posıtıve ((ehalt des Buches ware das
wert

Klaus Wessel

Reallexıkon AT Byzantinıschen Kunst Herausgegeben VO  - W essel unter

Mitwıirkıng VO  S Restle. Tier. Abendmahl Anı ; Lief. Z Anı-Ar-
menı1en ; Stuttgart, Hıersemann, 1963, 1N- 4.0, Je ILnef.

It 1S to the eredıit of Wessel and Restle LO ave inaugurated the dıtıon of the long
desired Diectionary » of Byzantıne Art which 18 planned In OUuUr volumes, ach contaınıng
eight fascicles totalıng 64.() ach volume ll aAPPCal ın two to Tee V6ar intervals.

TOM the first fascicle r appCars that RB  R ll allot econsiderable p LO provinces an
countries the peripheries of the KEastern Roman empiıre subjected to ıts political-cultural
influence 1ın Varıous degrees (e.g Armenla).

mong the ma)]or articles contributed by the (jerman an foreign scholars Ar’e Egypt, lex -
andrıa (by Krause), Abendmahl, Altar (K Wessel), Amolonia Ward-Perkins), Aquılera
(F Zovatto), Achtamar, Anı, an TmMmeENLA (A Katchatrıan) It 18 fortunate LO SEEe that short-
lived Antioch, which 1n Encyclopedies » an Dietionarıes » did not en]oy the attention ıt.

deserves am ONg the Metropoles of Antıquities, thıs tıme found honorable place 1n RBK, due tOo

Downey'’'s excellent article 178-209). 'T ’his VeLIYy informatıve article 18 Aase: the findings of
the Princeton Expedition (from 193 LO of which Protessor Downey has un1que, first; hand

knowledge. It contaıns briefhistorical an topographical account ofthe c1ty an coNcIıse descrip-
tıon of the early Christian sacral archıtecture 1ın the Metropole an ıts vicınıtles ; the (Jonstan-
tınıan Domus Aurea » the Church of the St. Babylas ıIn Kaoussıie 379-380), an the Martyrıum
1ın Seleucı1a Pıer1a (479-491). However, the largest D 18 gıyven tOo profane structures an
floor 08Sa1C8. T’he overwhelming ma)]or1ty of the illustrations (plans, diagrams and topographic
maps) employed 1ın thiıs article AI of good quality (which 18 not consistently ecarriıed ın BRK)
an derive TOM Princeton Publications. 'h1s carefully prepared study does not neglect the
silver work NOT early Christian architectural sculpture. It only regretable that the P
of the discussed maßteria|l does not Z beyond 542 Despite the fatal material an political cala-

miıtıies 1ın Antioch (525 LO 542) after thıs date significant churches WEeTIie built; which
should have een included 1ın the study Hor instance, In 54.1-551 the Miraculous (Wondrous)
Mountain, Was built large portıon of St. Symeons (Stylites the Y ounger) Monastery. It 18

known through lıterary SOUTCES (Van der Ven, La Vıe Ancıenne de SA SYymeon Stylıte le JSeune

} cta Maı 403-431), ell as .through archaeological inquiries (CRAc Inser.

[1933] 343-348 ; Inst Matt 1965 98 I} The Monastery of St. Barlaam Mt. Kaslos
built In the ate Justinian per10d (Ist Maıtt 15 1965 218 fE:) The church, St. George, north
of Seleucı1a Pierı1a, ose built after the cConquest of Antioch by Byzantınes 969) C NEeEAaTr

Suruthme built ın the second quarter of the eleventh CeNtury (Zst Maıtt. 38 f£;)
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'The ate fifth early sixth cCeNturYy Avl date for the Chalıce of Antioch O INe NOTE

reasonable than proposed fourth tOo fifth century 202)
The fıirst of the TeE artıcles, dealing ıth Armenıian art (all entrusted LO Katchatrıan),

Achtamar 28-40) 18 exclusively devoted to the Church of the Holy (rOoss (built 915-921). The
second article deals wıth Anı 158-170) which Was brought LO lıght by aı xteen archaeological
cCampalgns ecarrıed out by Marr. @-} Chronological enumeratıon of archıitectural sStructures
18 not suffiecient tfor the PTFODEL understandıng of the complex ımage of Anı Much would have
been gained if had stressed the TEeE clearly detectabhle dıverging periods, which Are distin-

guishible from ach er by almost peculiar clarıty (style, form, building-technique, purpose)
Marr, tıme anı agaın distinguished 1ın Anı three distinetly divyıded cultures, ach of em
unrelated LO the prev10us culture, developing NC W an demonstrating 16 W cultural, 110O-

miıcal an political background unrelated 60 the preceding culture (Anı 1934| 5) Yor thıs verYy
LEA SONMN the secular and utilitarıan architecture of the cıty (Caravansarays, &  S, cCısterns,
hospices) all paıntings anı pOtterYy, neglected by AT of grea& signiıfı1cance. On the other
hand despite the extensıve labor of Marr (Kxcavatıons of 189  e 1893,) 1LUTINETOUS

key problems of Anı (recognized by Maır, himself) remaın stil] unsolved, which hampers the
exhaustıve evaluatıon of thıs sıte. Nevertheless, mistakes could have een avoıded, for
instance, the Palast (‘hurch Ö)I1 the (itadel ın Anı Was no% built 1n A  A statec (163) but between
the en an eleventh century (I Orbeli, ın Khristianski) Vostok Kr 8 ] - Jacobson,
OQeerkı istoril Arm odeestva (1950) 63); furthermore, it. Was not planned originally
church but reconstructed irom OM  @D of the maın halls of the ('amsaracan Palace (Jacobson,
63) 'The (athedral of Anı, built during the epOC| of the Kings (  ) cannot be dismıissed
wiıth OT  @ O1 sentence 168), because thiıs eruciforme domed church ıth OUuUr free standiıng
plers, ıth 1ts overwhelming Masses, imposing appCarahnce of forms, huge blind arcades an

paired triangular 18 of singular significance an almost wıthout analogy In Armenian
archıtecture Iıkewise ıt; 18 essentıjal to mentıon repailrs, alteratıons, addıtions an the collapse
of the dome In 1319, which considerably changed the origina|l apPCAraNce of the cathedral

Marr., Anı 118-119) Kıs artıcle abruptly nds ıth the mentıjon of the Apostle Church, built
1915 by the merchant, Lıgran Honenz 169 Had he ment.j.oned the events of 1319 the decoratıon
of the Church of the Savlour 1ın 143 Marr, Anı 117) the miınt an the production of artıfacts
whiıich display strong Islamıc, especially Seljuk ‚ASTE (Marr, O' C 1L, 39,; 4 Orbelıi, nıte-
v»odıtel 4 Strzygowsky 298) he could ave placed the entire plcture of Anı into sharper focus.

ome of Kıs statements 1n regard LO Armenı1an archıtecture (S.V Armenıen) Are essentlally
untrue On 316, OLlLC reads, ährend der arabıschen Herrschafit VO  - 654 bıs &61 C cdie

Bautätigkeit ın ber 1M wurden ın den westlichen (ebieten As wichtige Kirchen

gebaut, In denen byzantinische 1: georgische emente, die dıe Iradıtiıonen des Jh.s tort-
etzten \ M ihrerseits cdıe Baukunst sowochl A.s a IS uch Georglens beeinflussten, sıch mischten.
Hierzu gehören ın der Proviınz Laıq die ırche VO  — Bana 881-923) 1m ypus VO Ziwartnotz U,

dıe Kirche VO  — Uschque (958-61) 1mM ypus der Kuppelbasilica miıt 7wel seitlichen, dreigeteilten
Apsiden U, 1M Nordwesten VO  - TZerum cdie oktogonale ırche VO  - Warzahan (Abb 16,
J. »

HKıirst of all, the assumption that durıng the Arabıec omıınatıon 1ın Armenıla architectural
actıyıtıes uhte » does not SEEINMN LO eoinecıde ıth realıty ; for instance, according to the Hiıs
torı1an, Kirakoz andzakecı, 1ın T1 TF Catholicos John ()dzunecı (surnamed the Philosopher)
built large church ın Odzun (now Uzunlar LEeEar Sanaın) Deux Historjens Armenıiens 1TaCcOs
de (1anzac et ukhtanes d’Ourkha, Brosset, 1 -re hvyr. SPbg 36; Tschubinaschwiül:
ın Encyclopedia of OT. Art 1959 718, urther abbreviated EW A) Bishop John (ninth-
en century mentijons the Aramus Church (of Djvarı ‚y pe built by the Bishop Davıd In
7928-74.1 (D Iusıtsıan 1n ull Kavk Ist. rch Instituta No (1929) 11x:G Tschubinaschwiuli
ın WA 721) and the smalll domed church (of (ro1x lıbre ‚y pe of the Vırgiın ın 'Talın built
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T the enNn! of the seventh century (V. Arutjunlian, Safarıan, Pamj)jatniki Armjanskogo Z0d
Gestva 1951 45) early eighth century (G Tschubinaschwili EW /21: himself dates
it 6589 315). begın the postarabic per10d of archıtecture ıth the Churches of Bana
an Oshkı Oschque) 18 Ser10uUs mistake not only because for this period ymptomatiıc
architectural forms evolve 1n the Kumnpelhalle (Strzygowsky 188 - V Arutiunian. Saftfarijan.
0 Cil.; 17) which 18 rapıdly gaınıng ground an completely domınates the final architecturall
form 1ın the welfth and thirteenth CEeNturYy. (T’schubinaschwili EW 2  I but because these
churches AU’E nOot Armenilan but Georgian (on thıs account the maın SOUT’CE remaıns Takaınshrviüli
MA  . X41 1909 1 bıd., Arkheologiceskaja Ekspeditsia 1917 goda juZnie provincı
(Giruzıl (1952) 45-67, which to apparently 1S unknown). Besıdes the date of Oshkı 958-961)
which 18 based ONM Ktitors insecr1ption ( Takaıishwilti, rkch ekspeditsıa. 57 fi) should be inter-

preted only A early per10d of the constructlon, which Was dragged possibly through the whole
CeNtury. The church received the frescoe paıntıngs ın 1036 (fragments of which accompanıed
by beautiful (Georglan inscr1ptions st.1] rema1ıns). examıned thıs church In 1964 nd found
that SOI of the portions C the domes cylinder have een really completed.

It 18 regretable that SOM significant artıcles, auch Achteckbauten, Adrianople, AIe omıtted
and eross-word reference 18 lacking. The materı1a|l 1S not always distributed ın accordance ıth
the importance of the subject ; for instance, Aamar (2 an Alexandrıa 99-111) the
SAaMne amount of p 18 allotted. Nnaccuracles 1n spelling and VAarlıous mM1no0r shortcomings
AIe frequent, such Mengalopsychela » 185) Vozneseni1]a (Gospodija » 270 By the WaYy,
thıs church al Zrom1 Il T’srom1) 18 dedicated LO Kovlademiıda (Wakhushti Geography
58), and ıts (+erman equivalent 18 Allerheiligen Tschubinaschwili, Zrom1 Kirche D)
'The plan of the Cathedral at Anı IS reproduced twıce (163, 318), 11LC6 upside down. 'The bıbliı

ography of the article Achtamar IS M1SSINg Orbeli pervonacalno] forme Kupola
Akhtamarskogo Khrama In Zap ost. Otd Rus. rkh Obseestva DE E  —. 1921 293-300 ;
Sakisian In b @E  — 1934 346-357 ; W Ispiroglu « Die Kirche VO  — Akhtamar » 1963) tOo

which the excellent monagraph of S VDer Nersess]ian Aght amar » 1965) should be- added
W, Djobadze

Johann Maiıer, Das altısraelıtısche Ladeheulrgtum Beıihefte ZUT TE
schrıft für dıe alttestamentliche Wiıssenschaft (Verlag Alfred öpelmann,
Berlın 1965 und 87 Seıten, Gzlin., 21,-

Der Verfasser, Ordinarıus für Judaıistıik der Unirversıitäat Köln, hat; mıt cdıeser tudie . ein
vieldiskutiertes und umstrıttenes ema 1m Angriffgl Seıit langem bemüht sich dıe
alttestamentliıche Wissenschafit dıe Fragen der Entstehung, der Funktion uınd der Be
schaffenheit der israelıtıschen Bundeslade.

Maıer bietet ıne Art VO  - Entmythologisierung der Bundeslade, dies nıcht LWa leicht-

fertig Uun!: vorschnell, sondern autf Grund eıner eingehenden kritischen Analyse der alttestament-
lıchen Quellen. Kür die die ade betreffenden Stellen 1mM « Hexateuch » |Nm 1 ’ 29-36; 1  P
4  9 Kıx 3 9 Vr (23) ; Jos f 9 stellt der Verfasser fest, 831e selen aJlle Spat, daß S1e weder
für dıe Herkunft und das ‚er och für den harakter des Ladeheiligtums der Frühzeıit etwas

besagen können » (39  e Einen Quellenwert haben 91€e lediglich für die späte Königszeıt, für die
Intentionen der Jerusalemer Hof{z%:- un! Tempeltheologie. uch dıe Vorstellung der Priester-
schrift, daß ade und Zeltheiligtum zusammengehören, ist. ıne nach rückwärts gewandte
Krklärung, dıie sıch dem Vorbild der Tempelsituation ausrichtet. Der Verfasser spricht
sıch für dıe Behälterhypothese aus, dafür, daß cdie ade 1M Tempel Sılo als Behälter


