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An ınscr1bed relıquary from the 1ıddle Euphrates

Duriıng the 08 / excavatıon SCA4dSOTM conducted Dy Proifi. (iraeme Clarke al

Djebel Khaled, relıquary inscrıibed ın Syrlac Was discovered al the nearby
vıllage of Khirbet Khaled*! It WAas, apparently, OoOun along ıth another
basın hat 15 unınscr1ibed, but 15 shaped ıke deep bath and also wıth [WO

engths of monolıthıc columns?. In the 088 excavatıon SCaSON, lIımestone
OC bearıng unıquely incısed also CaImne 1g functionıng A4s

DIOD for villager sleeping platform However, such 1S the precari OuSNness
of hıs materı1al that, by the 089 excavatıon SCaSON, the Iımestone OC had
already dısappeared, probably havıng een broken

IHE RELIQUARY

The lIımestone relıquary 1S rectangular 1ın shape ıth dımens1ıons 65
Cm cm It has rectangular r1m / CM 1C hılst the internal
dımens1ions of the relıquary ATC 5() Cm, the short sıdes only CasSsurc

1cm In depth* The relıquary's OOTr slopes OoOWnN the deepest internal
poin of 3C formıing Junction ıth NnNCIude: angle of 132° Thus,
the ase of the relıquary 1s cm 16 al ıts mıdpoıint and CM 1C at
ıts edges Indeed, the relıquary 15 faırly SO ıtem, wıth ıts weıght eing

The author wıshes thank Proi. Clarke for sending her the photographs of the inscerıbed
relıquary and the other finds, Dr Brock for hI1s helpful suggest1ons and Dr urranı
for the mathematıcal calculatiıons.
See alife Uninscribed hath from Khirbet Khaled.
See Plate 11 Oone incised with unıque The block 15 shown In SI PTOPD for
sleeping platform. TIhe trıpartıte head 15 probably representatıve of the Trmiity, but thıs style 15
nNnOL included In the ast of C1I1OSSCS reproduced in Desreumaux and Humbert,
“Hırbet es-Samra. Contrıibution l’epigraphie syro-palestinıenne augmentee de quatre inscCr1p-
t10ns greG.-, Annual of the Department of Antiquities (Hashemiıite Kıngdom of Jordan), XXV,
(1981) plates N Nor o€es ıt in Palmer, Monk and the Tigris
frontier, (Cambrıidge, ng 48 “°Crosses stone from Tur ın and ıts environs’”.
Measurements supplıed In prıvate correspondence between Clarke and Hunter (26 October

Recorded 18 May 987
See Plate 111 Internal VIeW of the inscribed reliquary. Ihe posıtıon of the inscr1ption the
short sıde 1S Iso visıble.
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estimated al approxıimately 2067 kg, and ıth capacıty of holdıng 19.4 lıtres
of lıquıd

—— mo —— d  Q O_ cm K  705«) m
194

48335

30°

65
Fıg Cross-section ong side ) of the reliquar y

At the poımlnt where the ° Junction OCCUTIS wıthın the relıquary outlet
hole has GEn drılled, emerging equıdıstant between paır of d1ıscs that ave
een carved ın bas-relıef ONeC of the long sıdes /. The dıscs, which aATC 5cm
in dıameter, feature identical motıfs of four-petalle: rosetites TIo the
MNg of the aperture 1S lozenge-shaped depression 1G has een incısed,
rather than havıng een the result of overflow of l1ıquıd. par from thıs
decoratıon, the relıquary 18 unadorned and wıthout ]Jo1ns SinCe ıt Was carved
from ONEeC OC of lımestone. The dressing marks of the dIC ST1
visible, for the relıquary has uffered lıttle physıca deteri0ration.

On ON of the short sıdes, Syri1ac inscr1ption of four lınes has een
incised, cCovering afrca of Cm In ıts raftıng, the inscrıption
CONVCYS impression of clarıty and regularıty ıth the well-cut characters

The volume of the relıquary, ıf solıd 65 6 cm 96,346.25 cm>*
The volume of the hollow portion of the relıquary 15 gıven

cm>®(1) volume of the rectangular slab cCcm g
11) volume of the prismatıc section Y (50 11) cm 9 cm>®

19,387.5 cm>®

Hence, the volume of the actual SOIl materı1a]l of the relıquary 76:958; 75 cm*>®
The relıquary’s weıght 15 calculated the assumption of the densıty of the lımestone being
2.7 gm DCI cm>®*
See ate Vıew of the reliquary, showing the long, decorated side The awkward Juxtaposıtion
of the aperture and the lozenge-shaped depression 1$ evıdent, 1S the vertical alıgnment of the
inscription the or sıde.
See afe View of the reliquary, showing the short Side wIith the DYFLAC inscrıption.
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eing evenly spaced. The downward inclination of both and suggest
that the lınes ave noTt een plotted, d 0€s the re-adjustment of the texti
16 OCCUTS mıdway hrough The rıght-han margın of Z and has
een alıgned ıth the that OCCUT'S above 9 but the eft hand margın 1S
ırregular. and both CasSsure C In comparıson and that
aIic and respectively, but theır length MaYy ave een determıined
by the natural ırregularıties 1C In the rock?*

The inscr1ıption 1s eg1ıble, ıth only m1nor dıfhlculties Occurrıng al the
COMMeENCEMENT of where ere has een SOTIIC slıght weatherıing. The
rubricatıon of the characters 1s ST1 visıble, provıdıng noticeable
agaınst the buff-coloured Iımestone. However, the inscr1ption 1S dıstınguished
by ıts vertical alıgnment when the relıquary 1S sei ıts base: in hat
presumabily Was ıts functional posıtion *. Of COUTSC, the convention of
vertically alıgned inscr1ptions Was COMMON, VIZ the specımen from Babıska,
ate'! 54 / and the from Heshterek, spannıng 1 9C
amongst others

RANSCRIPTION IR  ON IHE PTION

3 a a E N

Al ASC
NL H

RH MR  Z Have Our Lord
upON ChrıistopherAl

WN’ and upON WN— z —... .. —. N cn < DBZ who made (thıs) Amen.

Measurements supplıed ın prıvate correspondence between Clarke and Hunter (26 October
eCorde: 18 May 987

Palmer, C:, 774 attrıbutes the phenomenon of vertical inscr1ptions scr1bal convention,
reproducing the INannNneT In whıich manuscrı1pts WeTiIC wrıtten

Lıttmann, Semitic InSCrIIDPLONS, (New York, 33-34, the STtOa Babıska
where the [WO panels ın the parapetl of the colonnade have dovetaıled plates ıth Syriac
inscr1ptions wrıtten vertically. See H. Pognon, Inscriptions semitiques de la Syrie, de la
Mesopotamie el de la region de Mossoul, (Parıs, 191 5qq and Palmer, “A COTITDUS of
inscr1ptions from the Tur 'Abdın and envırons’”, OrChr, (1987)

K See Plate VI Syriac Inscription.
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Palaeographic SUMMAF Y

The eight-word inscr1ption, consısting of 33 letters, has een wrıtten ın clear
Estrangela. ere ATeC examples of amal, He, S; Qoph, Shın and
Tau; but the remaınıng etters x hıbıt the maJjuscule features of thıs scr1pt. In
theır duplıcation, the characters aph, Kaph and Ayın sShow lıttle varıatıon
beyond the chırographical. Sımilarly, the TG6 examples of Lamadh x hıbıt
Conservatıve form he three specımens of Semkath each ave pronounced

al the Junction of the eft and ng hand O0OPpS and characterıstically
remaın unattached the followıng letter in [WO of the cases 15 The sıngle
final Mım shows the expecte: closed, SQUUaIC form, whılst the rubrification of
the base-lıne of the L[WO mediıal examples of Mım, indıcates that thıs letter 15
OPDCH

However, SOMEC pPromı1sculty of form MaYy in the Casc of Waw In 3,
the example that 1S lıgatured tO the precedıng Lamadh exN1ıDITts the stra1ıght,
vertical stroke eadıng the ounded head and 1S ypıcal of Estrangela. By
‘9 the penultimate letter of Z unattached Waw, 1S closed Exceptions
do, of COUTSC, ASs 1S shown by the inscrıption Irom Qartmın CYV, JTur
Abdın (dated 534), where the sıngle, closed Waw 1S dıfferentiated from
the of thıs letter otherwıise14+ However, the angular, dıamond form of
the specımen 1S TeNeCTiE by the letter al the beginnıng of CVCNMN

though it 1S ODCIH Of COUTSC, the sharp openıng stroke MaYy ave een
executed by the< Aas conventıion.

That SYUaAIC forms WEIC sed for inıtial etters In lıne MaYy be SCCIH ın the
examples of esh and Dalath al the beginnıng of HA and respectively.
oug SOMEC deterioration has taken place 1ın the Casec of the latter etter,
the vertical and horizontal strokes intersect form rıght-angle, A 15 also
OoOun ın 14 Yet, iın both 1 and 4, the esh and Dalath hat AdIC

reproduced later iın the lınes x hıbıt obtuse angle. In 1l10N the [WO
of esh that dIC OUuUnNn ın 1 1r form ADPCAaIS, twıce iın the PTODCI

dIiINnle Here the letter consısts of vertical stroke that ends ıIn
TOOT : but culmınates ıIn wedge instead of the expecte horizontal stroke. In
neıther instance, 1S an Yy diacrıtical pomt dıscernable

The INnaYy ave attempted reproduce the ounded OT form
of esh 1C Wäas sed interchangeably wıth the angular form of thıs letter
In manuscrIıpts that WEIC wrıtten In the Estrangela scr1pt from d early d

13 Lıttmann, ‚yria Publications of the Princeton University Archaeological Expeditions
YFIG In and 1909 Divisıon Semitic Inscrıptions, (Leıden, NnNOTtes that ın
majJuscule scr1pt Semkath Wds eft unconnected VE ate 13C., ın CoOn{iras the
mınuscule and sem1ımınuscule scr1pts
Palmer, Ci..
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5C15 Yet ASs m1g be expected, In inscr1ptions the angular Lype
O have gaıned precedence, probably because 1ts execution WOU ave een
easıer render. Hence, the ounded form OCCUTS only rarely; in [WO undated
inscr1ptions from Der Sım an 1 hılst ıt 15 possıble that the INa Yy ave
een copyıng blueprint of the inscer1ıption in IC the PTODCI ame

Wäas wrıtten ıth the ounded form of Resh, ıf he Was incısıng
hıs OW NaAaMC, he MaYy ave Just reproduced hıs ‘sıgnature’ in the cCurrent
letter forms.

Due the classıc tendencıes of the Estrangela scr1pt, where certaın
conventilons that WCCIC establıshe ın continue ECVCMN iın 13C, the
datıng of the inscr1ption purely palaeographıc grounds 15 problematiıc.
However, earlıer rather than later date Can be proposed, ın the 1g of
the cContexti for 16 the relıquary Was manufactured.

Commentary
INe RH MR  Z °OQur Lord ave mercy’””. oug the dıiacrıtical point
of the inıtiıal esh 1S NnOL visıble, thıs letter MaYy be read ıth certaminty. Indeed,
from the posıtıon of the diacerıtica poın belonging the esh in MRN, ıt
might be inferred hat the diacerıitical poıint of RHM Was nNCIude in the
that Was incısed LO the eft of The appeal for divine 15
expressed by the sıngular Imperatıve Pa’el /RHM, but the epıthet MR  Z
indıcates, it 1S 11GGETEe LO T1S The enor and ense of the petition 1S
remıinıscent of the inscr1ıption: MSBHT' ILYIYWT RHM °“Praised
T rinity, ave uDON me  27 1C 1S OUnN: {[WO amb-stones of the east
portal the north sıde of the Trinıty Church AT Dar ıta and 1S ate: tO the
second half of 6C18

INe “"upon Chrıstopher’””. The preposıtiıon öie Can be
read, CVOIMN though the base-lıne of the Lamadh aAaDPCATIS be connected the
head of the Kaph hat thıs lıgature has only een produce In the COUITISC

15 W.H alc Än album of dated S YFIaAC manuscripts, (Boston, p. 306 nOotes that ın
> the ounded form of esh Was INOTC COININON than the angular form, which gaıned

ascendancy In See Plate Vatıcan CIty, Bıblıotheca Apostolıca Vatıcana, Cod Vat
SIr 160, fol 68, ate' 473
Lıttmann, C:, (1934) 29, Ihe Dalath In Inseription has diacrıtical poınt,
whılst the esh iın Inseription 46 15 wıthout. However, the shape of both of ese characters
would conform Littmann’s COMMEeNntT D *theır form 15 not j’ but 9 which Was
made In reference undated inscr1ption, Iso from Der Sım  3,  an
Ibid., menti1ons that, OCCAas1ıon, MR  z Was sed “wıth the of Bıblıcal prophets,
MR  7 Abgar, the kıng.
and Iso the tıtles of polıtıcal rulers” and cıtes the_ examples of MR  Z Tıberias Caesar and

18 Ibid., E FOor the earher discussıon of thıs inscr1ption, when the second part had noL yel
een discovered, SCC Lıttmann, Cit:; (1904), 32373
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carving the inscription and 1S unıntentional, 1S suggested by the rubrification
1C 0€es nOoL extend for the entire length of the stroke. The PTODCI Namcdc,

‘“Christopher” OT ‘“Chrıistophorus” 18 ONec of the {[WO PCTSONS
whose behalf Was sought. hılst the combiıinatıon Waw-Semkat
CXDTCSSCS the Tee suflix LOC, otherwise the orthography of

internal reduction of vowels1!?. According tOo Lıttmann, thıs trend
indicates the adaptatıon of Tee ®C presumably MaYy ave een
cumbersome for Semitic speakers tO 620

Line ..  and uDON WN 27 TIhe repetition of the preposı-
t1on “upon” xtends the plea for second DCISON. The final ap 1$
characterıstic of Aramaıiıc nomenclature, but ıIn the 1g of the trend towards
the internal reduction of vowels, WN MaYy be Tree Adillc IC has
een Semiticised“?. Alternatively, thıs DTODCI ame INdYy ave derıved from
‚/SKL Pa el. thus conveyıng the connotatıon of intellıgence OT knowledge**.
Line DB Z c6  who made (thıs) Amen‘”. Due the physıca
deterioration al the beginnıng of thıs lıne, only the perpendicular stroke and
the diacrıitical pomint of the Dalath, together ıth the tıp of the oblıque stroke
and the ase lıne of the ap Can be discerned. However, the readıng of
DB Can be confidently proposed, EVCNMN though the usec of masculıne
sıngular Pe’al /B  S 1s en1gmatıc g1ven the L[WO named subjects. Sımilarly,
inscr1ption ate A.D. 784/5 from Qartmın CYV, JIur Abdın SCS the
sıngular verbal form of together ıth ONC less than S1X INCN, whose

and Ooccupatıons ATC speciıfied*>. As ıttmann points Oul, the sılent
Waw al the end of verbs Was often omıtted by scr1bes, possıbly because they
MaYy ave worked from ral instructions, nstead of from wrıtten text“+
The nınal word, YN, Can be clearly read and 1S fitting conclusıon the
inscr1ıption.

ayne Smith, Thesaurus S YFIACUS, (London, 1879-1901), vol. IL, col 821 records under
the KRYSTWPWRW ‘““Chrıstophorus , the varıant spellıngs: KRY  RWS5,
,WR', KRYSTWPRWS.
Lıttmann, C: (1934),
Ibid., COomMmMents that the ‘““rendering of the Greek termıinatıon by the Syri1ac 15 VeEIYy
unusual”, when discussing the PTrOPCI ame hat the paradıgm Was applıed the
PTFODCI aMle Christopher Can be SCCI] In
ayne Smith, C Vol. IL, col 2627

23 Palmer, CHE.: pp. 69-/1, specıfically where he that there Was ..  one maın
subject and several subsıdıary subjects””.
Lıttmann, Cit., (1934), 28
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IHE MAN IHE RELIQUARY

The short dedicatory inscr1ıption immediately ralses questions about the
manufacture of the relıquary. TIhe semantıcs of ‚/ BD Pe’al dOo; make,
prepare” ATIC wide-rangıng, but from ıts often SYNONYMOUS ıth /B  Z
Ethpe’a “lt Was ul erected, ounded’’ and /HDI Ethpa’el °Cıf Was

renewed restored, repaıred , the moOost obvıous applıcatıon be
physıcal. That DB MaYy Connote the hewıing of the relıquary from the SOl
lımestone OC and poss1ıbly ıts transportation from the QqUaITY, 1S suggested
Dy inscr1ption from the mONnasterYy of St Gabriel, Qartmın 1ın the JTur
'Abdın“*> G1iven the estimated weıght of the relıquary thıs task MaY aV een
worth recordıng, ECVCN ıf the lımestone Was from nearby SOUTCE

Addıtionally, DB MaYy refer the carvıng of the inscr1ption and poss1bly
CVOCMN the decoratıon the ToONn of the relıquary by and

In the aforementioned inscr1ıption from Qartmın, and also ıIn
collection of epıtaphs, that ATC ate' SC Aul 126 from Hachtarak ın
the Tur 1n, thıs actıon 15 distinguıished Dy /QRT Pa’el °he incısed’”’
(hıterally “he gnawed’’)*°. On OCCas10ons, the specıfically physıcal effort
of inscrıbıng the inscription 1S expressed Dy /SRL, eıther A Pa’el “he cut/
engraved/scratched” OT 4S Pa’el “he seli OoOWnNn ın wrıiting” *. AL Pe’al

n Pognon, Cl 4') records,An inscribed reliquary from the Middle Euphrates  153  THE MANUFACTURE OF THE RELIQUARY  The short dedicatory inscription immediately raises questions about the  manufacture of the reliquary.' The semantics of ‚/‘BD Pe’al ‘““do, make,  prepare” are wide-ranging, but from its often synonymous usage with ‚/BN’  Ethpe’al ‘“it was built, erected, founded” and /HDT Ethpa’el “it was  renewed restored, repaired””, the most obvious application seems to be  physical. That D‘BD may connote the hewing of the reliquary from the solid  limestone block and possibly its transportation from the quarry, is suggested  by an inscription from the monastery of St. Gabriel, Qartmin in the Tur  ‘“Abdin?5. Given the estimated weight of the reliquary this task may have been  worth recording, even if the limestone was from a nearby source.  Additionally, D‘BD may refer to the carving of the inscription and possibly  even the decoration on the front of the reliquary by KRSTPRWS and  SKLWN”. In the aforementioned inscription from Qartmin, and also in a  collection of epitaphs, that are dated A.D.8C - A.D. 12C, from Hachtarak in  the Tur ‘Abdin, this action is distinguished by ‚/QRT Pa’el “he incised”  (literally “he gnawed”’)2°. On rarer occasions, the specifically physical effort  of inscribing the inscription is expressed by ‚/SRT, either as a Pa’el “he cut/  engraved/scratched”” or as a Pa’el “he set down in writing”?”. /GLP Pe’al  25 Pognon, op. cit., p.42 records, BD ZKRY’ ... WMN D’SB ’PYS L’S‘Y’ PPYY’ SWSBYNH  DNYTYH W‘BD ’S‘Y° “Zacharie  .a fait ce travail ... et lorsqu’il eut detache ce bloc de  pierre, il supplia Isaie, du village de Fafa, son parrain de l’apporter. Isaie se donna beaucoup  de peine ...”. Some controversy surrounds Pognon’s interpretation of D’SB ‘“lorsqu’il eut  detache”, claiming its derivation as Aphel ‚/SB, citing as collateral evidence the Arabic ‚/NZ’  “pull out, extract, remove” and /MZ’‘ II “pick, pluck, tear to pieces”. See H. Wehr, A  Dictionary of Modern Written Arabic, 3rd ed., (New York, 1976), pp. 954 and 906 respectively.  Whilst Pognon did consider the possibility of ’SB being an orthographic error for S’B’; Aphel  ‚/SB ‘“he became old/aged”, Palmer, op. cit., p. 66 adopts this interpretation, citing biogra-  phical information to support his reading. If Zechariah was an old man, then WMN D’SB  “from the moment when he aged” may be a fitting reading, especially since Palmer claims that  the clause is an “error for the phonetically indistinguishable WMN D’S’B”. However, the  emphasis on the physical actions associated with the manufacture of the inscription, viz:  W’YTYWH WMRQWH WSMWH BDWKT ‘“‘on l’apporta, on le polit, on le mit ä sa place”  would lend weight to Pognon’s suggestion, particularly in view of the time lapse of eight years.  Payne Smith, op. cit., Vol. II, col. 2498 lists ‚/SB, Aphel, “abstulit, abstruxit, divulsit, evulsit””,  but apart from this inscription its usage elsewhere is unattested; a hapax legomenon?  26  Pognon, op. cit., pp. 191-202. Specifically Inscriptions 95, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 106, 107,  110, 113 and 116*. Excepting Inscriptions 101 and 116*, in each case the verb is accompanied  by the name of the stone mason, being qualified either by his ecclesiastical rank or by HTY’  “sinner”, possibly denoting a novice. However, Inscription 110, dated to A.D. 11C, uses the  singular of QRT together with two names; SMW’YL and BNYMN *““Samuel and Benjamin”,  both of which are unaccompanied by any qualifying epithets. The entry in Payne Smith, op.  cit., vol. IL, col. 3741 indicates that this root is not fr_equently used, and then only in Pa’el and  Ethpa’el.  21  Idem. Specifically Inscriptions 105, 108, 111 and 115, all emanating from A.D. 12C. See the  entry for this root in Payne Smith, op. cit., vol. IT, col. 2738.WM D’SB PYS E IS V: PPYY WSBYNH
DNYIYH WB “Zacharıe faıt travaıl ei lorsqu'ıl euft detache bloc de
pıerTe, 11 supplıa Isale, du village de Fafa, SOIl parraın de l’apporter. Isaıe donna beaucoup
de E  DeIDE ...  . ome CONLrOVverSYy surrounds Pognon’s interpretation of D’SB ‘““lorsqu'’ıl eut

detache’”, claımıng its deriıvatıon Aphel /SB, cıtıng collateral evidence the Arabıc INZ
‘“pull outf, extract, remove ” and /MZ 11 ‘“pick, pluck, tear pleces’””. See H. Wehr,
Dictionary of Modern Written Arabic, 3rd ed., (New York, 954 and 906 respectively.
Whılst Pognon dıd consıder the possıbılıty of being orthographıc for S Aphel
/SB “he became old/aged”, Palmer, C:, adopts thıs interpretation, cıtıng bıogra-
phıcal ınformatıon Support h1s readıng. If Zecharıah Was old INall, then WM D’SB
‘“from the moment when he aged’” INa Yy be fitting readıng, especlally SINCE Palmer claıms that
the clause 15 “"”*erITror for the phonetically indistinguishable WM However, the
emphasıs the physıcal actıons assoclated ıth the manufacture of the inscr1ption, VIZ
WYIYWH WMRQWH DWKT' ..  on l’apporta, le polıt, le mıt place  9}
WOU end weıight Pognon’s suggestion, particularly iın 1eW of the time lapse of eıght
ayne Smith, CHS Vol IL, col 2498 lısts /SB, Aphel, ‘““abstulıt, abstruxıt, dıvulsıt, evulsıt””,
but fifrom thıs inscr1ption ıts elsewhere 15 unattested: NapaxX legomenon?
Pognon, C: 191-202 Specifically Inseriptions 95, 9 E 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 106, 10
110, 1 13 and 116* Excepting Inseriptions 101 and 1L1ION: In ach ‚ASC the erb 15 accompanıed
by the AdaMlec of the stone N, being qualified eıther by HIS ecclesjastıcal rank by HU Y
““sınner””, poss1ıbly denoting noVvIıce. However, Inseription 110, ate!ı HC SCS the
sıngular of QRI together ıth {WOqMW)’Y and NYM ‘Samue!l and Benjamın’,
both of 1C| dIC unaccompanıied by an y qualifyıng epiıthets. Ihe ın ayne Smith,
Cl vol IL, col. 3741 indıcates that thıs FrOOT 15 not fr_equently used, and then only ın Pa’el and
Ethpa’el.
Idem Specıifically Inseriptions 105, 108, 111 and 113, all emanatıng from 1LOCT See the

for thıs TOOL ın ayne Smith, CH,; vol 11, col 2738
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‘Lhe carved/engraved” AaPDPDCAaIS ave een sed 4S SYNONYM of /SRL,
poss1ıbly for emphasıs“ *. That the comprehensıve term DB Was used, MaYy
be due the of the inscr1ption, for everal physıca actı1ons m1g be
combiıined In dedicatiıons

Alternatıively, DB INa Yy ave mplıed the sponsorshıp patronage by
which the relıquary Was created *° Hence, 19 8C inscrıption
agaın {rom Qartmın in the Tur iın Patrıcıa, aughter of Elustrıya
Aas the subject of °BDT. Undoubtedly, the finances of thıs “whose
aIinec and patronymıiıc betray attachment Byzantıne arıstocratıic
culture ” , allowed the STOQa be ‘made’ 51 Were and
the patrons of the relıquary, presumably they WOU ave al least identifned
theır patronyms, and poss1ıbly the villages from 1C they Camnle Further,
had the {[WO INeN een of an Yy eccles1astical (r c1ıvıl standıng, er tıtles WOU

6ave een mentioned, and CvVcnN the requent epıthet HIY siınner” 1S notably
absent.

If DB O€Ss 1MPILY the physıca manufacture of the relıquary, then
and WN MaYy ave ecCcn the craftsmen; poss1ıbly ONC A

the hewer of the lımestone [876) and the other dAS the monumental
Such dıvisıon of labour 1S suggested In the previously discussed inscrıption
irom the monastery of St Gabriel in Qartmın. Thus the paır of m1g
be ‘“ırm sıgnature **, and possıbly that of 0CCa artısans SINCe had the men

travelled Irom afar, then they INaYy ave advertised theır Or1g1Ns. The qualı-
yıng phrase ‘“from thıs village” 1S only occasıonally NCIuUudE: In inscr1ptions,
presumably because thıs fact WOU ave eecn implıcıt ıf locatıon Was

cıted ®> Hence, and MaYy ave een attache tO the
monastery complex al Djebel Khaled

28 Ibid., 201 Inscription LD e reads: SRI MWS HaX YLH DH GLP LW
‘*Son nıls Moise, le pecheur, ecrIit, eit est lu1 quı sculpte cetite inscr1ption VOC SOM

encadrement”. ognon notably Justifies hıs translatıon include ...  son encadrement’”’, the
basıs of hıs interpretation of LW The inscr1ption m1g be Iso rendered, °*Hıs SON, Moses,
the sinner, sei it (1 the inscr1ption) OoOWnN In wrıting. He carved thıs tablet’ Here GLP MaYy
be sed sStress the physıcal actıon which Was undertaken. See ayne Smith, CI vol }
col A

Butler, Early Churches IN ‚yria Fourth Seventh Centurlies, (Princeton, 256
points Ouft the discrepancy in modern Englısh surroundıng clauses such “he built and
ounded thıs churc 2 In that they have causatıve rather than ıteral meanıng. Lıttmann,
CH (1934), p. 20 querles the eXpression ‘“made and buillt” (‘BD suggesting from
TEEC. parallels dual role of sponsorshıp and supervIis1on. Palmer, CIl., (1990) 204
summarızes the dıverse semantıcs ofs includıng that of sponsorshıiıp.
Palmer, Cit:; (1987) 21

31 Idem
Butler, CIt., PE

33 Pognon, CHG 199, Insceription BL dated LE
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AN  - CONTITEXTI IHE RELIQUARY

The massıve, rectangular shape of the relıquary together ıth ıts decoratıon 18
remıminıscent of Jewısh Ossuarıes>°4+ Thus, the arrangement of [WO
fillıng the [WO metapes of the front panel, wıth the intermediate eing
occupled by central motif; In thıs Case lozenge, 1s commonly attested *®>
The dıirect legaCcy öf relıquarıes from Jewısh Ossuarıes 18 postulated by
Grabar, eing result of the COMMMON milieu in the rst centuries 3
Yet: the relıquary from Khıiırbet Khaled sShows SOMNC adaptatıon;: for the
6-pominte star which often forms the centra]l motif of the 1SC ıIn Jewısh
Ossuarıes, 1S replace: by the much 4-petalled rosette®/. hıs MaYy ave
een stylıise cross>®8

If the external AaPDPCATANCC of the relıquary 1S simiılar LO that of OSSUAaTY,
everal internal features er quıte dramatıcally. Rather than eing merely
reCEPTLACIE; the design of the relıquary IC has een Ollowe: Oout form
. shape, culmıinatıng In outlet hole 1C al forms the deepest
internal poımnt, that Auı1d Wäas draıned Had the accompanyıng
survıved, presumably ıt WOU ave had hole drılled hrough IC Auıd
m1g ave een poured; CINCT SC from the lower part of the relıquary.
oug. the of the specımen from Khirbet Khaled has een lost, it
INaYy ell ave eecn gabled ıth acrotere al each of the four COTNEeETrSsS

Indeed, the form of the relıquary, ıth the outlet hole eing placed ONMNC

of the long sıdes 15 ONC of [WO In the second9 the outlet hole 1S
sıtuated ONC of the short sıdes, en In the form of halıce from whiıich
the 01l WOU be Sscooped>?. Thus the °Cosmos and Damıan) relıquary found

Goodenough, Jewish Symbols In the Graeco-Roman Period, ILL, (New York,
g 105-223 provıdes comprehensıve collectiıon of Palestinian OSsSuAarTIES. See Iso Leclerg,
‘““Ossuaı1res’”, ACL, 3 $ arls, col 22-J, fgs 9277-70

Fıgueras, Decorated Jewish Ossuaries, (Leiden, 36-41 discusses roseites
decoratıve element Ossuarıles, posıting that thıs COINMMON desiıgn symbolısed the
handle-rings 1C| WOIC attached wooden cofhns. discusses the lozenge motif, and ın
partıcular refers Ossuarlıes 365 (Plate 29) and ff (Plate 28), where it forms the central
motıif, flanked by roOsetites

Grabar, “Recherches SUT les SOUTCCS Ju1ves de art paleochretien”, Cahiers archeologiques,
XIV (1964)
Figueras, CH:.: COMMEeENTS that ““the SIX petals AaDPCaI almost automatıcally, and thıs 1S
the COomMMONeES form the Ossuarıes’”. Figueras lısts {WO specımens ıth four-petalled
rosettes; OSsuarıes 341, SIl See plate

38 Ibid., nOTtfes the transformatıon of rosettes ınto CTOSSCS, cıting Ossuarıes FE and 341 See
Plate In these {WO examples, however, the crucıform shape 1S well-defined, In cComparıson

the example TOM K hırbet Khaled.
Gessel, ‘Das der artyrer: Zur un  10N und Interpretation der Ölsarkophage VO  —_

Apamea In Syrien , OrChr, (1989) 186



156 Hunter

by Mayance al Apamea, featured thıs device*, aAs dıd [WO specımens which
|assus included ın hıs Inventaire Archaeologique de la region du nord-est de
Hama, from the villages of Qerräte and AtSsan*!, And, another relıquary of
the SAalnc form, from Restan-Arethusa 1S shown by Lassus ın Sanctuaires
Chretiens de ‚yrie, along ıth relıquary from Kafer Nabo, where the design
and also the decoratıon [WO 15 wıth CTOSSCS rather han four-petalle

1S siımılar tO that from Khirbet Khaled*2
The relıquary COU be easıly miıistaken al first glance for holy

basın, OT A aqueduct-type of installatıon, ASs dıd Prentice when a basalt
specımen Was Ooun al Mo’allaq iın yrıa al the turn of the century®*®. What
function relıquarıes fulfilled Was surmısed by Mayance, VIZ

Ils consistent bloc de marbre, de forme rectangulaıre ans lequel, la partıe
superieure, ete creusee un«c petite cavıte destinee conteniır des relıques, et relıee par
etroiıt conduıit unNnN«c sorte de petıt godet amenage SUurT la face laterale droite. Le couvercle de
relıquaıire affect la form d’un couvercle de sarcophage; ı] est perce, a sommet, d’un {TOU
forme dV’entonnoir par Ou l’on pouvaıt VEISCI, dans la cavıte COntenant les rel1ıques, lıquıide
qu! etaıt ensuirte recueıillı ans le petit godet ateral ei qu! etaıt Sans doute considere CO

sanctıfie par le Ontact les relıques**,
That the specımen from Khirbet Khaled operated sımılarly, wıthout
question.

As Mayance mentioned, the contac of the lıquid; always O1l, ıth the relics
sanctıfıed ıt Indeed, the bones of martyrs WETC reputed have miraculous
properties, much that A F1 inscription from Karakoche narrates
the metamorphosıs of pıllagıng Tatars (Mongols), who upDON finding the
bones of saınts ın monastery which they WeTC ransackıng ‘“hbecame sheep
instead of wolves’’+>. 1g centuries earlıer, Phıloxenus of Mabbug hıgh-
ıghted the curatıve DOWCTIS of the martyrs bones for he WTO .  and demoniıc
spırıts CTY Out ıtterly al hıs W! wıthın them, for sicknesses driıven ff
and ıllnesses chased aWaYy 7, Yet Philoxenus stressed that these miracles

A() detaijled description f the relıquary inscribed { the martyrs (’osmas and Damıan in
Napoleone-Lemaire and alty, L’Eglise A Atrium de la Grande C'olonnade, (Brussels,

60 SeC 58, g 13 for Al Cross-section and an overhead 16W of the relıquary.
Lassus, Inventaire Archaeologique de Ia region UU nord-esi de Hama , vols., (Damascus,

vol 1, 17 and 05 respectively. SCC also, f1gs. Ä  and F1
4° LAassus, Sanciualres (’hretiens de SVrIie, (Parıs, 944), 1 60)
43 Ibid., 166

Mayance, ‘*Ta quatrıeme CAaMpagne de foulles Apamee”, Bulletin des Musees ROoyaux
d’art 01 d’histoire, 11:1 (Jan-Fev,

45 Pognon, OD CHN Inseription 7 9 | G-
46 Brock, The 5 Vriac Fathers ÖN Prayer and the Spiritual Life, (Kalamazoo, 2205

French translatıon together ıth the Syriac t{exi 18 provıded by Tanghe, ‘*“Memra de
Philoxene de Mabboug SUrTr I’ınhabitation du Saıint-Esprit””, Le Museon, LXXIIU (1960) 53
(Syriac), 78
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WEeTC not ffected by the bones Der but by the indwellıng of the Holy
Spirıt.

Phıloxenus of Mabbug WAas, of COUTSC, wrıting contemporaneously ıth the
rnse of the cult of martyrs whıich fAourıshed ın 5yrıa ın Hıs COMMENTS

presumably WEeTC reaction thıs phenomenon, INOTC partıcularly tO the
superstit10us elements thereın. The growth of cult-centres appCars tOo ave
been two-pronged; either developing around the burlial-place OT sıte associated
ıth a martyr ÖOT saınt, 4S appene in regard tO St Serglus al Resapha OT

St Sımon tylıtes at Sem’an respectively*/, Or, involving the r  n
tatıon of a martyr’s relıcs locatıon ıth 16 he Was unconnected
during hıs 11eiLime Hence, ONC of the relıquarıes OUuUn at Apamea, Was

dedicated St eodore, from Asıa Minor*®8.
Indeed, prevalent appCAars have een the cult of martyrs in yrıa, that

Lassus nO innovatıon ın church archıtecture accommodate hıs
phenomenon. Aase a SUTVCY which he conducted in the reg10ns of
Sem’ an and Barıcha, Lassus claıms that dıfices 1Cc WEeTC uıl after

420 incorporated a ‘““Chapel of the martyrs” which Was characteristically
ocated in the south sacrısty of the Sanctuary presbyterion*?, Butler had
not recognised hıs development, prefering the diaconium-prothesis arrangement
for the trıple-ro0o0m structures found ın of the churches>®. Yet the
discovery of relıquarıes In SI} at the Atrıum church in Apamea and village
churches attests that the ‘““Chapel of the martyrs” Was a COTNINON feature>*.

(nven the proportions reached ın Syrıa in D, 3C., when thousands of
pılgrıms visıted cult-sıtes, Lassus proposed that relıquarıes WEeEeTC used
manufacture the c  O1l of the martyrs’””, which Was draiıned nto terra-Co

4’7 FKor the development of Resapha AS chrine and pilgrimage-centre 5Spencer Trımıngham,
Christianity amongs! the Arabs In Pre-Islamic (ImesS, (London, 235-8, Peeters, Le
trefonds oriental de l’hagiographie byzantine, (Brussels, 1950), 68- The church al Qal’at
Sem’än IS discussed in detaıl by Butler, OD CH. ; LAassus, OD Cil., (1944) 129
132: Gr  9  €  abar, Martyrium ; recherches SUr le culte des relique @1 l’art chretien anlique, vols.,
(Parıs, vol K 1364-5

4X Delehaye, “*“Saınts el relıquaires d’Apamee’””, AnBaoaoll, 53 (1935) 238 COMMeENLS hat
St Theodore Wa ONC öf the reknowed martyrs (rom Asıa Minor, whose TaVc a Kuchaita in
(he Pontus, visıted by pilgrims. detaijled description Öf the Theodore relıquary
provıded by Napoleone-Lemaire and Balty, loe. cit

49 LAassus, OD CUis 1944), Kl based ONn an archıtectural analysıs ON 1/73849q. Grabar, OD
Cihn vol L, 340 NOLeS ..  un USagc187  An inscribed reliquary from the Middle Euphrates  were not effected by the bones per se, but by the indwelling of the Holy  Spirit.  Philoxenus of Mabbug was, of course, writing contemporaneously with the  rise of the cult of martyrs which flourished in Syria in A.D. 5C. His comments  presumably were a reaction to this phenomenon, or more particularly to the  superstitious elements therein. The growth of cult-centres appears to have  been two-pronged; either developing around the burial-place or site associated  with a martyr or saint, as happened in regard to St. Sergius at Resapha or  St. Simon Stylites at Qal’at Sem’an respectively*7. Or, involving the transpor-  tation of a martyr’s relics to a location with which he was unconnected  during his lifetime. Hence, one of the reliquaries found at Apamea, was  dedicated to St. Theodore, from Asia Minor*®,  Indeed, so prevalent appears to have been the cult of martyrs in Syria, that  Lassus notes an innovation in church architecture to accommodate this  phenomenon. Based on a survey which he conducted in the regions of Jebel  Sem’an and Jebel Baricha, Lassus claims that edifices which were built after  A.D. 420 incorporated a ‘““chapel of the martyrs”” which was characteristically  located in the south sacristy of the sanctuary or presbyterion**, Butler had  not recognised this development, prefering the diaconium-prothesis arrangement  for the triple-room structures found in many of the churches5°, Yet the  discovery of reliquaries in situ; at the Atrium church in Apamea and village  churches attests that the ‘““chapel of the martyrs”” was a common feature>!,  Given the proportions reached in Syria in A.D.5C, when thousands of  pilgrims visited cult-sites, Lassus proposed that reliquaries were used to  manufacture the ‘“oil of the martyrs’””, which was drained into terra-cotta  47 For the development of Resapha as a shrine and pilgrimage-centre see, J, Spencer Trimingham,  Christianity amongst the Arabs in Pre-Islamic times, (London, 1979), pp. 235-8, P, Peeters, Le  trefonds oriental de l’hagiographie byzantine, (Brussels, 1950), pp. 68-70, The church at Qal’at  Sem’än is discussed in detail by Butler, op. cit., pp. 96-105; Lassus, op. cit., (1944), pp. 129-  132; A, Grabar, Martyrium: recherches sur le culte des reliques et l’art chretien antique, 2 vols,,  (Paris, 1946), vol, 1, pp. 364-5,  48  H, Delehaye, ‘Saints et reliquaires d’Apamee”, AnBoll, 53 (1935), p. 238 comments that  St. Theodore was one of the reknowed martyrs from Asia Minor, whose grave at Euchaita in  the Pontus, was visited by many pilgrims, A detailed description of the Theodore reliquary is  provided by Napoleone-Lemaire and Balty, /oc. cit,  49  Lassus, op. cit., (1944), p. 177, based on an architectural analysis on pp. 173sqq. Grabar, op.  cit., vol. I, p. 340 notes ‘“‘un usage ... dans un grand nombre d’autres 6glises syriennes (V®° et  VI® siecle), a fait fixer les me&mes martyria dans l’une des deux petites salles a cöte de l’abside,  de preference dans celle du Sud”, with further discussion on pp. 341-2,  50  Butler, 0p. Cl D 175,  51  Lassus, op. cit., (1944), pp. 175-6, quoting an (unpublished) report of Tchalenko which was  sent in October, 1940 to Seyrig, the Director of Antiquities, lists sixteen churches, See also,  Napoleone-Lemaire and Balty, op. cit., pp. 57-9 for-a detailed description of the situ of the  reliquaries at the Atrium church in Apamea, Pp. 63-4 attempts a reconstruction of the  placement of the reliquaries in the ‘“chapel of the martyrs”.ans grand nombre d’autres Gglises syrıennes (V® ei
VI® sıccle), A faıt fixer Ies mMeMeEes martyria ans l’une des euxX petites calles a  <  © de l’absıide.,
de preference ans celle du Sud. ıth ‘urther discussion ON 341-2
Butler, OD Ci.: 175
Lassus, OD — (1944) 1 7/5-6, quoting a (unpublished) report öf Ichalenko which W

n{ in October, Seyrig, the [Director öf Antıiquities, lısts Sixteen churches. See also,
Napoleone-Lemaire and Balty, OD Ca pp 5/-9 for a detailed description Ööf the SII öf the
relıquarıes a the Atrıum church in Apamea. Pp 634 » reconstruction öf the
placement Ööf the relıquarıes in the .  chapel Öf the martyrs’”,
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phıals (gDAOy1LO)?*. Of COUISC, the prophylactic value of thıs product Was

hıghly prızed, ECVOCIMN eing consıdered CUTIC for inebrıiatıon, and from
fulfillıng the requırements of the pılgrım-trade, the ..  01l of the martyrs” Ma y
ave also een sed by 0Ca communiıties for quası-medical purposes>*®, Ihat
relıquarıes served the needs of villagers and pılgrıms MaYy be suggested from
the arge number of specımens 16 ave een OUuUnNn ın the restricted
of Sem ’ an and also Barıcha, indıcatıng that each church MaYy ave
had ‘““Chapel of the martyrs’””.

urther role 1S assıgned tOo the relıquarıes by Gessel in hıs recent artıcle,
° Das der artyrer . TOM reconstruction of the baptısmal TEIMONY,
ase‘ the groundplan of the ‘“cathedral de est  29 al Apamea, he claıms
that the relıquary, presumably the pınk marble specımen whıich Mayance
OUun! supplıe the chrısm °*+. TODIemMSsS surround essel’s suggestion that
the re-foil LOOIN (CD) Was the place of pre-baptısmal unction, SINCEe the
recent excavaftor of the sıte, alty designates instead the baptıstery al BL)
dıstinguished by ıts sem1-circular dADSC sei into the eastern wall >> hılst the
locatıon of the baptıstery remaıns isputed, alty 0€eSs acKnowledge the
anomntıng DTITOCCSS and MaYy therefore uphold essel’s asSsoclatıon of the
relıquary ıth the production of chrısm >°.

The relatıonshıp between the ‘““Chapel of the martyrs” and the baptıstery
had already een noted by Lassus durıng hıs discussıon of the churches al

and Kse1]be, where the WEeTIC adjacent eing connected by OOT

Lassus, 088 44 , 163-5
essel, CH.; a includıng the recommendatıon of St John Chrysostrom, Homiuilia
In Martyribus, (PG 50,664{f.) of the of the ..  01l of the martyrs ” combat drunkenness,
by of ofa corporeal unction. Grabar, eit.. vol. IL, 343 summarıses the
comprehensıve DOWCIS of relics.
Gessel, CIt., although the relıquary 1C 15 placed wıthın the tre-foı1l LOOIIN 1S
nOTL identiNed However, Mayance, C reports the discovery of L[OSC marble
relıquary durıng the excavatıon of the cathedral de l’est”, but 0€es NnOT specıf y ıts I0Cus.

55 See the report by Balty, d D episcopal d’Apamee dıt °“cathedral de D  est Premieres
recherches’”’, Apamee de ‚yrie hilan des recherches archeologiques-(Brussels,

198-200 He postulates that the candıdates 1STODEe: In (BR) and BU) which WCIC
cloakrooms and then proceeded eIr baptısm whiıich included unction In BL) Gessel,
CH:: 199-200 postulates that er unction iın the re-fo1l [OOIN (CD): the naked candıdates
would ave walked through the DISCINA in the eastern nıche, 16 connected CB) and
(G6) He makes reference the possıble function of the AaDSC seit into the eastern ;al] of
[OOTN BL) but the other hand, Balty does NnOT proffer an Yy interpretatıon of the role of the
tre-fo1l [OOIN (CD) In theır plan. Furthermore, both seis of scholars uıte paradıgms for theır
argumen!(s; Balty specıfles the baptıstery attached the church of Sts Paul and Moses Dar
Qıta and Iso make footnote reference the martyrıon of Antıoche-Kaoussıe. esse] bases
nH1Is proposal the baptısmal font that, ıke the postulated DISCING, Was both walk-through
and orıented south-north X1S Qal’at Sem’an.
Balty, en 200 which mentions ‘“V’onction SUT LOuUTf le COTDS’', whiılst suggesting that the
three sem1-cıircular nıches between the columns of the AaDSC WCIC places set as of 011 sed
In the anomting PTOÖCCSS. However, specıfic mentıon 15 made of relıquary.
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ın the southern all > On the basıs of thıs physıcal prox1imıity, Lassus stated,
“n |ous aur1o0ns QUSSI uUun«c PICUVC interessante une relatıon quı semble exıister
entire les leux de pelerınage O plus sımplement, le culte des saınts ei
les ceremonıles baptısmales”” >® Undoubtedly, the relıquarıes that WEIC OUnNn:
al Takle and Kse1jbe would ave both functions; LO producing holy
011 for pılgrıms and villagers and also supplyıng chrısm SInNCe the {[WO actıvıties
probably WeEeIC mutual

By contrast, al Apamea, Gesse] mplıes that the manufacturiıng PTOCCSS Was

speclalısed, eing dıvided between the “cathedral de est  29 and the Atrıum
church If the former locatıon aPpPCAaISs ave een the SOUTCEC of the chrısm
sed 1n the baptısm CIMONY, in the latter the three specımens IC
Mayance OUuUnNn: ın 937 WETIC, ın essel’s Opını0n, ..  ollauf das egehren auch
zahlreicher Pılger ach Mäartyrerol dank ihrer gul durchdachten technıschen
Anlage befriedigen konnten’>?. No TCason 1S g1ven for the dıffering roles of
the relıquarıes al Apamea, but these MaYy ave een due tOo ıts standıng both
A the capıtal of Yria Secunda ın and also A metropolıtanate ıth

bıshoprics.

KHIRBEI KHALED

The discovery of the relıquary al K hırbet Khaled indıcates that thıs sıte Was

assoclated ıth the cult of martyrs which eached ıts dDOSCC in yrıa urıng
Hence ONCc of the Byzantıne bulldıngs whose rulns aATC stıill visıble al

Khiırbet Khaled MaY orıgınally ave een the church ıIn 1C the relıquary
Was housed ©©. The [WO engths of monolıthıc columns that WEIC Ooun
nearby INdYy ave supported ciıborium 16 had een rected OVeT the
relıquary, d Occurred al aler Nabo ©1 1Io thıs “Chapel of the martyrs”
pılgrıms INAYy ave COMNC obtaın ampullae of holy O1l, consecrated Dy ıts
CONLaACT wıth the relics held wıthın the relıquary and poss1ıbly also recelve
baptısm In adjacent baptıstery.

The nearby lIımestone OuUICcrop of Djebel Khaled Was AdICd of anchoritic
actıviıty and the assemblage of previously discussed evidence from the sıte has
q]] the hallmarks of cult of holy man ©?* The CTOSSCS and Chrıstian grafitı
5 / LAassus, C: 1 73-4, AD
5& Ibid., DE
59 Gessel, CH : 191

Communication between Clarke and Hunter (17.V11.89) nOotes {tWO ruINOUS er builldıngs
(?Byzantıne ate wıthın the village
Lassus, CH: —  44 $ 174
See Clarke, ““ Syr1ac inscr1ptions from the Middle Euphrates’””, Abr Nahrain,
-  r RZE and specıfically 78 for discussıon and descerıption of the graffit] and the
CITOSSES Clarke only fNeetingly menti1ons the Syriac inscr1pti1ons D.-79, but ese dIC
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16 WEIC carved al the entrance the sepulchre attest that
pılgrıms paıd theır The three-forked inc1sed the outsıde of
the tomb-chamber and the Maltese-type 10 Was paınted wıthın,
ASSUTECS that the erstwhıle Occupant’s STtatus Was saıntly. Fınally, the [WO

Syriac inscr1ptions IC WeETITC wrıtten the walls of the cella and whıich
ave een allocated, palaeographıc grounds, the medieval per10d,
Support continumng veneratıon of saınt OT martyr

N cCenire of pılgrımage had developed al the sıte of Khıiırbet Khaled, ıt 1S
possıble hat the remaıns of the holy INan INa Yy ave een taken from hıs
abode, the sepulchre al Djebel Khaled, be enshrined ın church that Was

ul for hIs commemorTatıon. Such phenomenon Was NOT unknown In yrıa,
4S the Hiıstor1ia Philotheos attests concerning the celebrated example of Mar
Maron ©© Yoet: the identity of the saınt 1$ en1ıgmatıc, for the relıquary’s
inser1ption oe€es not dıvulge an Y iınformatıon about the contaıned
thereın. Nor, Can ıt CVCN be presumed that the bones of ONC PDCISON WeTIC held,
for multıple eposıts SCCII ave een made, AS 1S illustrate by the Tee
inscr1ption dedicated tO ‘Jude and160  Hunter  which were carved at the entrance to the sepulchre attest that numerous  pilgrims paid their respects. The three-forked cross incised on the outside of  the tomb-chamber and the Maltese-type cross which was painted within,  assures that the erstwhile occupant’s status was saintly. Finally, the two  Syriac inscriptions which were written on the walls of the ‘cella’ and which  have been allocated, on palaeographic grounds, to the medieval period,  support a continuing veneration of a saint or a martyr.  If a centre of pilgrimage had developed at the site of Khirbet Khaled, it is  possible that the remains of the holy man may have been taken from his  abode, the sepulchre at Djebel Khaled, to be enshrined in a church that was  built for his commemoration. Such a phenomenon was not unknown in Syria,  as the Historia Philotheos attests concerning the celebrated example of Mar  Maron®3, Yet, the identity of the saint is enigmatic, for the reliquary’s  inscription does not divulge any information about the contents contained  therein. Nor, can it even be presumed that the bones of one person were held,  for multiple deposits seem to have been made, as is illustrated by the Greek  inscription dedicated to “Jude and D... and saint Callinicus and saint John  the soldier and the forty martyrs””, from the ‘““cathedral de l’est”” at Apamea®*.  However, would it not be fitting for a saint of the stature of Marcianus to  be associated with the reliquary, especially since Clarke makes the suggestion  attractive by noting that the followers of this holy man “gathered up his  mortal remains in a stone chest they had made’””°>, Of course, the problem  remains as to where Marcianus actually established his cell. Its distance from  Beroea was noted as four stathmoi in the Historia Philotheos, but Theodoret  does not specify in which direction the cell could be found®°®. Vööbus would  place the monastery ‘in the direction of Apamea”’°”, but by specifying that  discussed at length by T. Muraoka, ‘“Two Syriac inscriptions from the Middle Euphrates’”,  Abr Nahrain, XXII (1984-85), pp. 83-9 and by Erica C. D. Hunter, ‘““Syriac inscriptions from  a Melkite monastery on the Middle Euphrates”’, Bulletin of the School of Oriental and African  Studies, LII:1 (1989), pp. 1-17. For the anchoritic activity at Djebel Khaled see G. W. Clarke  and P.J. Connor, ‘“Inscriptions, Symbols and Graffiti near Joussef Pasha’””, Abr Nahrain,  XXV, (1987), pp. 33-6.  63  Theodoretus, Historia Philotheos, XVI, col. 1420. (PG 83). An English translation is supplied  by Theodoret of Cyrrhus, A History of the Monks of Syria, trans. R.M. Price, (Kalamazoo,  1985).  64  Lassus, op. cit., (1944), p. 164 wrongly ascribes the reliquary to the Atrium church at Apamea,  but provides a transcription and translation of the Greek text, as does Delehaye, op. cit.,  pp. 238-40, together with a discussion of the named saints. Regarding multiple reliquaries, see  Lassus, op. cit., (1944), p. 171 and also Historia Philotheos, XXI, col. 1449.  65  Clarke, op. cit., p. 80 referring to Historia Philotheos, IIL, col. 1337.  66  Historia Philotheos, II1, col. 1329.  67  A. Vö6bus, History of Asceticism in the Syrian Orient, 2 vols., (Louvain, 1956-60), v. II,  p. 249. P. Canivet, Le monachisme Syrien selon Theodoret de Cyr, (Paris, 1977), p. 185 does  not propose any location for the monastery.and saınt Callınıcus and saınt John
the oldıer and the Oorty martyrs’”, from the *Cathedral de l’est” al Apamea°

However, WOU ıt nOoL be fitting for saınt of the tature of Marcıanus {O
be assoclated ıth the relıquary, especılally SInCe Clarke makes the suggestion
attractıve by noting that the followers of thıs holy INan ‘“gathere h1s
mortal remaıns in chest they had made’’ ©°>. Of COUTSC, the problem
remaıns ASs where Marcıanus actually establıshe' h1s cell Its dıstance Irom
Beroea Was noted four stathmoi_ In the Hiıstor1ia Philotheos, but Theodoret
O€s nNOTL specıf y in 1Cc dırection the cell COU. be found ©® Vö6bus WOU
place the monastery ...  1ın the dırection of Apamea’©’, but by specıfyıng that

discussed length by Muraoka, ”Sa Syriac inscr1ptions Irom the Mıddle Euphrates’”,
Abr Nahrain, -  , 830 and by FErica Hunter, ““Syriac inscr1ptions TOM

Melkıte moOnasterYy the 1ıddle Euphrates’”’, Bulletin of the School of Oriental and African
Studies, 1:3 (1989) 1  — FOor the anchoriıtıc actıvity al Djebel Khaled SCC Clarke
and P.J Connor, “Insceriptions, Symbols and Grafhti Cal oussef Pasha’”, Abhr Nahrain,
XXV, (1987), 336

63 Theodoretus, Historia Philotheos, AXAVI, col 420 (PG 83) An Englısh translatıon 1$ supplıed
by TITheodoret of Cyrrhus, History of the Monks of Syria, Tan: Price, (Kalamazoo,

Lassus, CH< (1944) wrongly ascr1bes the relıquary the T1UmM church al Apamea,
but provıdes transcrıption and translatıon of the Greek texL, oe€es Delehaye, CL
i together ıth discussıon of the named saınts. Regardıng multıple relıquarıes, SCC

Lassus, CIt., 17A4 and Iso Hiıstoria Philotheos, XAXIL, col 144'
65 Clarke, eit. referring Historia Philotheos, 1L, col BA
66 Hiıstoria Philotheos, 111, col 3729
6’7 VOöObus, History of Asceticısm INn the Syrian Orient, vols., (Louvaın, 1956-60), x H;

249 Canıvet, Le monachisme Syrien selon Theodoret de Cyr, (Parıs, 185 does
notf DTODOSC AIl y locatıon for the monastery.
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the Dyjebel Khaled complex Was precıisely four stathmoil from Beroea, Clarke
pr alternatıve proposal®©®.

Indeed, had the relıcs contaıned wıthın the relıquary nNnCclude: Ose of
'megalomartyr’, WOU ıt not be plausıble that the INasons MaYy ave oped,
V1a theır inscr1ption, tOo SCCUTEC blessing? Certamly the Syriac inscr1ption 1S
un1ıque, In that ıt 15 not commemorTatıon of the saınts held wıthın, but rather

dedicatıon of the relıquary. oug dedications dIC found wıde
of lıturgıical ıtems, includıng epıscopal thrones and wıne-presses,

other relıquary 15 extant ıth thıs of inscriıption ©?. Oou ıt be that the
dedıicatıon dıstiınguished the relıquary 16 Wäas otherwise eft unmarked,
ostensibly, in respect of Marcıanus’ wıshes for anonymıty after hıs ea
At thıs the identity of the martyr for whom the relıquary Was

manufactured Can only remaın conJjecture.
It 1s paradoxıca that the of the [WO presumed INasons ave

remaıned for posterı1ty. Despıite the inscrıption being wrıtten ıIn yrı1ac, the
combinatıon and IMaYy indıcate that the monastery
complex al Khirbet Khaled Was bılıngual. As ıt 1S attested in the Hiıstoria
Philotheos, Fes and yr1aC AaDPCAaI to ave een spoken concomıtantly al
the monastery 1C Was estaDblıshe' urther north the Euphrates al
Zeugma *. TCC MaY, however, only ave een the of minorı1ty of
monks, in comparıson ıth the autochtonous language, Synac *. hılst the
IMNasons probably emanated from the indıgenous populatıon, the morphology
of the infiltration of Hellenistic infiluences iın the
Aramaıiıc ulture

Clarke, loc Cit.
See Lıttmann, CI (1934), 65-6 for the Inscr1ption parapet R
WRBL BDYT IRWNWS’) D)A Rabula made thıs throne’. Palmer, CLE 69-71
discusses the inscr1ption dedıcatıng the wine-press (M’SRT HD ’) from Qartmın eYy ın the
JIur 'Abdın. Partıcular ote MaYy Iso be made of the dedıicatıon, BED BSHD() e
made thıs martyrion’, whıich ıttmann, Cit:: (1934) 43 records from aler abo
Historia Philotheos, 11, col 337
Ibid., V, col 354
Canıvet, CLE 250 claıms that Syrian monastıcısm derıved Irom 1991501 who WeTC educated
ıIn ree culture, pomtıng Outft 248 that the monks whom Theodoret ımmortalısed ın h1Is
Historia Philotheos bore, ıth ONC exception (Aphraates), Greek 9 thus indıcatıng elr
socı1a|l Or1g1ns and milieu. In commenting the petition of the monks from Apamea after the
expulsıon of Severus in SI2. Peeters, CI nOotfes that the majJorıty of sıgnatures
WeTC ın Syr1ac, ıth only minorIıty ın Tee: but includıng Ose of the archımandrıtes, thus
lending Ssupport Canıvet’s socıal dıvisı1ons.

Cannuyer, Langues usuelles ei lıturgıques des Melkıtes ”;  S} OrChr, (1986)
111 in dıscussıng the languages of the eikıtes Dr10T 636 makes trıpartıte dıvisıon

ıth (a) Greek-speakıng e1Hte; (b) indıgenous Hellenısed populatıon whiıich Was bılıngual,
(C) rural/peasant communıtıes speakıng yr1ac Whilst the 1145ONS INa Yy ave elonge (9)
by virtue of theır Tal skılls they INa Yy ave een incorporated into artısan class that might
be accommodated by (b)
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Furthermore, the DTODCI MaYy end cauti1o0us Support the previous
iıdentificatıon of the moOnasterYy sıte al Djebel Khaled ASs Melkıte, the basıs
of the palaeography of the [WO Syriac inscr1ptions from the cella of the holy
man + hılst these ave een ate ate as 126 the relıquary MaYy
be placed wıthın the milieu of Hence, ıt WOU SCCI1I probable that
the cult-centre al K hırbet Khaled Was estaDliıshe: pr10r tOo the CINCITSCHNCC of
the Melkıte church ın the wake of the Chalcedonıian controversies CIrCa

450 If the sıte became assoclated afterwards, the chronology of the
complex WOU. compatıble wıth the pattern of Melhlkıte domınance

in northern yrıa, 1C continued untıl the medieval per10d.
Per SEC, the relıquary 1S materı1al evidence of phenomenon 16 Ourıshne

in 5 perhaps eing the expression of °‘hero1c’ dYC pr10r the
ırreversıble divisıon of the yrıan Church Most of the other relıquarıes ave
een concentrated In 16 became Chalcedonıian:;: in the Sem ’ an
and Barıcha reg10ns of yrıa Prima OT al Apamea and the vicıniıty of
Hama in yria Secunda '>. Moreover, specımens, OT ragments hereof, ave
een ocated al CGierasa and also al Ras Sıaga, theır indıcatıng that
the cult of martyrs spread south {O the cıtıes of the Decapolıis ’°. That thıs
practice also extiende eastwards 1S atteste: by the dıscovery al Khiırbet
Khaled; the borders of Euphratesıe and Oshroene.

See Hunter, Cil.; 75 13
75 It should be pominted Out that, had er reg1ons of Syrıa Iso been subjected the scrutiny of

Liıttmann and LLassus, er relıquarıes INaYy have OMC lıght Further, the problem of MmM1S-
iıdentificatıon of ese objects 1S Ser10us an probably has attrıbuted relıquarıes
nNOTLt havıng been recorded such

raelıng, Gerasa: Cıty of the Decapolis, (New Haven, 182 lısts relıquarıes
from the churches af St Peter’s and St George’s ell from the Cathedral However,
theır sıtıng behınd beneath the altar dıffers TOM the placement of relıquarıes ıIn yrıa
Pp. 245-6 d1iscusses the specımen that Wds>s set before the bıshop's throne ın St George’s
church afe 1 (a) and ate (b) sShow ıtems TOM the church of eier and Paul, lısted

253 The relıquary TOM Ras laga 18 deseribed by Bagattı, °“ Bdıficı Cristianı ne
regione de]l Nebo’’, Rıivista di Archaeologia Christiana, A, (1936) D See Iso
Fıg
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