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of Ecclesiastical Hierarchy ı Exile”

Introduction

hıs article otftfers the edition AT translatıon of unpublished DE (Ms
Cambrıidge Add 20273 tols 750b by John of 'Tella together wıth lıturgical
OomMMeENTtaAr 2A79 historical analysıs The chort LEXT of which title
111 be called Regula a4d Diaconos rıtten the 5706 when the 1O11-

Chalcedonıians bishops had eft theır SCS the Regula reflects the problematıc
S11 aM of church exıle the u halcedonıan bishops could only COMM-

wıth theır Prı€eSsts deacons an tL1eSs through etters an
them V1a TrıiLIen CA1ONS OT rules ike John Regula 4Ad Diaconos

John of Tella TETIHAalHs MOST famous tor hıs restless aMn NCOMLPDTOINLSINS
C1iN1GE tor the Syrıan 110 Chalcedonians by ordaınıng thousands of prıiests
an deacons the 5720s 2AN: 5306 The 5yrıan Orthodox Church consıders
hım ASCEUCT,; OILLC of the mıiılıtant tor the 110 halcedonıan
an He contessor of the taıth” ess known 15 hıs literary but the
Regula aAd Diaconos Ar ell 4A5 hıs Quadestiones er Responsiones (anones aAd

indebted the Graduate School of Princeton Universıty anı the Group tor the
Study of Late ÄAntıquıity which supported research Lrıp the 2003 where could
CXaMlıNeE the orıgınal MaAaANUSCC1IPL thank dam Mosley tor hıs hospitality Al Trinıty College
Cambridge Peter Brown early VCI S1011 of thıs WCIC vCILY insıghtful and
helpful AS always The ultımate VEr S10 of thıs artıcle W lot Johannes Hahn who
commented especially the hıstorical analysıs Edıp Aydın read the and broadened
understandıng of the Syrıan Orthodox tradıtıon Hubert Kauthold the editor of Orıens 'hrı-
SLLANMUS, NOL only pomted OUutL the Ms Mardın 273 In but generously and selflessly noted ll

the Cambrıidge MaAaANUSCr1IpPL 4S edıted below AIl FEINALTLLT: miıstakes A due
OW: intellectual limıtatiıons
The title 111 be explained below:; s 46
The COMMUNICALION that primarıly drawn by bıshops, but few etters
TILLeN by abbots A preserved ell

Ashbrook Harvey, Asceticısm and 5ocıiety Orısıs. John of Ephesus aAN! The [ ıves
of the Eastern Saınts, Berkeley 1990 100Ö- 105; Aphram  AE Barsoum, The Scattered Pearls. A
Hıstory of Syriac Literature and Scıences, Pıscataway/N] “2003. 274 (Englısh translatıon trom
the orıgınal Arabic edition of 2774$

(2006)
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Presbyteros, an (JAanOones Monachorum chow John 4S pastoral wh
W as concerned 1about the instruction of the non-Chalcedonian clergy an
communities.” Being bishop tor John adhering the apostolıc faıth (ın
other words rejecting Chalcedon) 4S much As it iıncluded meticulous observance
of the tradıtion an CAHNOHS of the church (Orthopraxıs). Based eucharıstıic
ecclesiology, John challenged Justinian s church of the empiıre by establıshıng
Al instructing in ex1ile the first generatiıon of clergy of the evolvıng Syrıan
Orthodox Church.‘

1 'The Manuscrıipt Cambrıdge Add 20723

The DEXT publıshed ere 15 preserved 1n manuscrıpt of the Universıity of
Cambridge Add 2023 tols 2505252656 The manuscrıpt 15 wrıtten ın clear

of the thirteenth CENLUFrY, An contaıns d tolios wıth large collection
of ecclesiastical CanOonNS and by Varıo0ous authors. 'The Regula ad Diaconos
15 introduced by the headıng “BY the SAUaInlC deacons” (a mÄ.n mLr
CX ıx av ) referring back the preceding CAaTIOHS by “John bar Qusos,
bıshop of 'Tell  -  z dhe -Mauzelath” tol 245a ( wa annn Q2 CLODOCLO

A'\Ä\ODU'\ e Ada) : Qusos clearly 15 misspellıng of “QÖursos 4S already
Wright indicated 1n hıs catalogue of Syrıac Manuscri1pts ım the lıbrary of the

For theır editions and translatiıons SS 49-51
John challenged Justinıan by refusıng the emperor’'s reEqueESL NOL ordaın priests;
Brock, The conversatıons wiıth the Syrıan Orthodox under Justinıan (532% In: (JCP A Gl
115 John corresponde Iso ıth Byzantıum s I  YVy, the Lakhmid kıng Mundır. See below

The Lterm “Monophysıite” 15 avoided ere and replaced by “Non-Chalcedonian. ” Already
Schwartz, Publizistische Sammlungen Z Acacıanıschen Schisma, ABAWVW.PH 10, Munich
1934, / has noted the insufficıency of the ET “Monophysıites. ” Now Iso the
“ Antı-Chalcedonian” “Miaphysıte” AL in uUSse. For the latter SCr Wınkler, “Miaphysıtism.

NC Term tor Use 1n the Hıstory of Dogma and 1n Ecumenical Theology,” 1n The Harp 10
)) 33-40; iıdem, “Monophysites, ” In: Late Antıquity. Guide the Postclassıcal World,
ed Bowersock, Brown and Grabar, Cambrıdge/Mass. LO99: 6-8
As John of Tella W ds Syrıan non-Chalcedonıian bishop, he stands AL the beginning of
independent Syrıan Orthodox tradıtiıon; tor John’s etfort concerning the non-Chalcedonıian

SCC below
W ılliam Wright, Catalogue of the Syrıac Manuscrı1pts preserved A the Lıbrary of the
Universıty oft Cambrıidge, Cambrıdge 1901:; Vol Z 627 The L[EXT 15 also briefly mentioned 1ın

Baumstark, Geschichte der syrischen Lıteratur mı1t Ausschlufß der christlich-palästinensischen
Texte, Bonn O22 1/4 and 1n Vö6bus, Syrische Kanonessammlungen. FEın Beıtrag AT

Quellenkunde 1’ Vol 1’ A7 SC} 90Z. Louvaın P, 164
Wrıight, Catalogue of the Syrıac Manuscri1pts, Vol 2’ 600 NSee also V6ö6bus,
Syrische Kanonessammlungen. Eın Beıtrag ZUrT!T Quellenkunde 1, Vol 13 B) SCO SE/ Louvaın
1970, 464-466
Common abbreviatiıons A tacıtly corrected (here ıxa 3)
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Universıty of Cambridge. “ 5Syriac often called Tell dhe -Mauzelath”
CIty 1n South Eastern Turkey (today: Vıransehir) wıth Varıo0us In

„lAntıquity Just “Tella
Although the thirteenth CENLUFYV cCopyıst iıntroduced the FLGXT wıth the headıng

“By the SAamne deacons”, the salutatıon Al the beginning of the letter addressed
Just ““  OUur brother” (. Q_ut<) VWright believed thıs (CXT be “extracts trom
letter of the SAaiIllec addressed deacons, contaınıng directions tor the
celebration of the holy Eucharıist.” The VeLY en of the L[EXT might be m1ssıng
an everal] rubrics make It likely that portions of the LEXT might aV een
lost Therefore Wright rightly acknowledged the incomplete character of the
LCXı by, but it O€es NOLT SCCIN be letter. 1t regarded 1n the COMNTIEXT of John’s
(anOones and hıs miınıster1al work of ordainıng clergy thıs TEXT. rather looks iıke

general Regula. John dıd NOLT I11CAa11 c  OUuUr brother” ( Anr<) 45 personal salu-
tatıon, but personalızed the prececpt ike the “Obsculta, tilı, praecepta magıstr1ı”
1n the Regula of Benedict.”

12 The Author

Although the full aIlnllec an title iın the Cambridge manuscrı1pt 15 “John bar
Qursos, bishop of Tell  -  2 dhe -Mauzelath, ” he 111 be called ere Just John of
Tella hıs 15 justified 4S John 15 better known 45 “John of Tella-” through the
z biographies by Elıas an by John of Ephesus.” John’s < works ATC

usually introduced A4aSs the works of “John bar Qursos, bıshop of Tell  -  Z dhe

10 The sual wrıting 15 QA0227100, but Q C190 LI, Q2AQ2T1 < 1AO, CA22A70 AT possıble; SCC

Vö6bus, Syrıische Kanonessammlungen, Vol 1’ A’ 161
See tor example John of Tella’s 1ıDellus Fidei (or Statement of Faith), British Library Add

tol 226b but called “C)onstantına” tol Further tor Tella Antiochia
Arabiıs, Antoninopolıis, Constantına and Maxımianopolis; tor Lts locatıon Gc Barrıngton,
Artlas of the Greek and Roman World, ed Talbert, Princeton 2000, Map and the
Map-by-Map Dıiırectory Vol 2’ 1270

12 Benedicti1 Regula, ed Hanslık, SHI: 7 E Wıen 1960, 41 ( Baumstark, Geschichte der
syrischen Lıteratur, 174 wh. calls John of Tella’s FEXT “Sendschreıiben.” Rules could develop
OUutL of personal cOommMUuNIcCAtION Into general rule; SG Syrıiac and Arabıc Documents
regardıng Legislatıon relatıve Syrıan Asceticısm, ed and V6ö6buss, Stockholm
1960, Here, however, John’s orıgınal salutatıon (repeated later 1n the text) has survıved
and reveals Alillc ot potential addressee, but only the general :  Our brother.” The Copyıst
thought otf 1t rule tor deacons 1n general he sed “deacons” 1n the plural 1n hıs headıng
(Fa enL3 n5)

1:3 Elıas, Lite of John of Tella, tirst edited (with Dutch translatiıon) by Kleyn, Het leven
Va  - Johannes Vanl Tella OOr Elıas, Leiden 1882; edited (wıth Latın translatıon) trom ditferent
manuscrı1ıpt by Brooks, In: Vıtae virorum apud Monophysıitas celeberrımorum, SC :C)
/-8, Parıs 1907, 21-95 123-60| Englısh translatıon by Ghanem, The Lite of John of Tella
by Elıas, unpubl. PhD [Diss Madıson/WI 1970
John of Ephesus the bıography of John of Tella part of hıs Liıves of the Eastern
Saınts, 1} 18, edited (wıth Englısh translatıon) by Ernest Brooks, Parıs 1924, 513-526
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Mauzäelath].” It somewhat od that John’s biographers both dıd NOLT

record hıs full NaINC, but the OULKGCES contirm that “John bar LQ ](u)rsos”
(Chronicle of Zugnin, also called Chromnicle of Ps.-Dionysius), “John bar Qurasos
[S1C], bıshop of Tell  -  ” dhe -Mauze lath” (Chronicon AÄnonymum ad 5179

pertinens) an! “John of Tella” (Elias, Life of John of Tella) died February 6,
538 Theretfore scholars do NOLT doubt that the OMI GESs refterred the SAadIlle

John “John of T 11 »15
John W as born 1n 4872 1n Calliniıcum 1ın the provınce Osrhoene the eastern

side ot the Euphrates. According Elıas, John receıved z00d educatıon AN!
W As fuent in both Syriac and Greek In hiıs mıd-twenties, he joined the monastıc
communıty of Mar Zakkaı 1n Callinicum.“® In 518 Justın became CINDCIOT
al changed the relig10us policy of hıs predecessor Anastasıus He ended
the called Acacıan schıism between Rome a Constantinople that had

14 Incerti1 Auctoriıis Chronıicon Pseudo-Dionysianum Vulgo Dıctum, ed Jean-Baptiste Chabot,
Vol I SC°C) 104, Parıs F933, / 'The Chronicle of Zugqnın Pars 11 and 485-//5,

Harrak, Oronto 1D R7F See Iso hıs OTtle the readıng of Q20A02710Q0 ın the
manuscrıpt 343 | Although the chronicle 1$ composed 1n the eighth CENLUTY, the compiler
based thıs part the second part of John of Ephesus’ Hıstor1a Ecclestastica; E also
Wıtakowski, The 5yriac Chronicle of Pseudo-Dionysıus of Tel-Mahre Study 1n the Hıstory
of Historiography, Studıia Semitıca Upsaliensis 9’ Uppsala 1987
Chronicon Anonymum ad 819 pertinens, ed and J- Chabot, In: SC C) 81/109,
Louvaın 192041937 [6) here Chabot remarks 1n footnote that there A1C varıatı1ons of the

1n the manuscr1pts: ”Cursus, Curcus, C yrmacus ]
Elias, Lite oft John ot Tella, ed Brooks |Ghanem, 108 ]
The Chronicon Miscellaneum ad 79724 pertinens, 11 Chronica Mınora 1L, ed and
J- Chabot, SC;€I 3") Louvaın 1960, 144 wrongly dates the death of

dr Q C052 LO February 97 557
I5 hıs 15 COMMUNALS OpPINLO scholars: Honıgmann, Ev6eques er eveches monophysites

d’Asıe anterieure Vie sıecle, Louvaın 1951 51+ Honıgmann and Ducros 1ın ath
8 5/4 call hım John of Tella/Jean de Tella whereas Fıey ın: HGE ),

Kauthold 1ın the I1LIEDK (1 D and Bruns 1n the Lexiıkon der Antıken
Christlichen Liıteratur, ed Döpp aM Geerlings, Freiburg “1999), 351 call hım “Johannes
bar Qursos/Kursos/Jean bar Quürsüs. ” The problem of being cOonsıstent ıth the amne 15
vıisıble 1n Palmer, Monk and the Tigrıs trontier: the early hıstory of Tur ‘Abdın,
Cambridge 1990; who calls the bıshop somet1mes “John of Tella” 149, 193 182), sometıimes
“John bar Qursos” (88, 2573 Vö6bus, Hıstory of Asceticısm 1n the Syrıan Orient.
Contribution the Hıstory of Culture In the Near Kast, Vol 3’ SCO 500, Louvaın 1988
CR ditferentiate ın the ındex between “John of Tella” and “John bar Qursos” although he
understood them as being the SAalille PCISOL; SCC also Menze, Prıiests, Laıty and the Sacrament
of the FEucharıst 1n sıxth-century Syrıa, 1n Hugoye

16 The Mar 7Zakka]l MONASLECY might be identıtied wıth the MONASLECY L10 excavated al Tall
Bı“a; SC Krebernik, Schritttunde Aaus 'Tall Bıa 1990; 1nN: Mitteilungen der Deutschen Orıient-
Gesellschafrt Berlıin 178 (1991); A S0 See Iso Kalla, Das altere Mosaık des
byzantınıschen Klosters 1n all Bıla, in MDOG 125 1991 4540 Strommenger, Ausgra-
bungen 1ın all Bi’a, 1n MDOG 125 (1995); /-10; eadem, Die Ausgrabungen 1n all Bıa 1993.
1n MDOG 126 (1994), DA The tinal repOrL wıill be published A4aSs volume of the Tall
Bia/Tuttul excavatıon results.
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lasted tor LNOTIC than thirty Justin agreed Pope Hormisdas’ an
torced ll bıshops 1n hıs realm sıgn papal hbellus which requested the
subscriber aCCEPL the councıl of Chaleedon : However, ILaLlYy 1HO1M-

Chalcedonıian bishops 1n the ast refused sıgn thıs Ibellus them
John He had been ordaıned bishop of Tella 1n S19 al t1ime when, according

hıs biographer Elıas, “rhe persecution of the churches had NOL yeL spread
the P4ST oft the »18  Euphrates. Iwo later John had leave hıs SCC because
he retfused aCCECPL the papal hbellus.

He retreated tirst the MONASTEFY of Mar Zakkaı, AT later the “desert”
1n the reg10nN of Marde. ” AT t1ime when the persecutions by the Chalcedonians
had disrupted the non-Chalcedonian communıtıes aAM caused shortage of
non-Chalcedonian clergzy, John’s willingness AT 7ea| ordaın HOM

halcedonıan deacons bal prıests created hıs wıdespread fame  20 Because of
the iınflux of people wh( hım, the CINDCI OL Justinıan (527-565)
organızed contference tor which John of Tella WEeNt Constantinople 1n
5372/33 probably 45 the head of the non-Chalcedonian delegation.“ After
John boldly refused Justinıan’s NOLT ordaın AaNVONC and the emperor’s
policy of rapprochement owards the non-Chalcedonians taıled 1n 536; the
Chalcedonians hunted John OoOWN an let the Pers1i1ans Capture hım ın the
mountaıns around Sighar HA Pers1a 1in early February 537 He W as brought
Antioch where he died February 6, 538

For the transıtıon trom Anastasıus Justın, theır respective rel1g10uUs policy and the problems
concernıng the hbellus C 110 Menze, The Makıng of Church the Syrıan Orthodox 1n
the Shadow ot Byzantıum and the Papacy, unpubl. PhD Dıss Princeton 2004, E OE

15 Elıas, Lite of John ot Tella, Brooks | Translatıon taken trom Ghanem, 67] John W as lıkely
be ordaıned 1n November 519 argued 1n o1ven al the tourteenth International

Patrıstıc Conterence/Oxtord Universıty 8/23/2003
19 John of Ephesus, Lıves of the Eastern Saınts, 1N; 18, 515 Elıas oe€es NOL mentıon John’s

reireat the MONASLETY of Mar 7Zakkaı.
John INa Y ave een assısted by few other non-Chalcedonian bıshops; SE Elıas, Lite of
John ot Tella, Brooks 60f |Ghanem 7 and Menze, The Makıng of Church, 55173
For the conversatıon < Brock, Conversatıons, /7-1 SC Iso Menze, The Makıng of
Church, 5/-66 and SE It 15 NOL persuasıve that the non-Chalcedonıian bıshop Serg1us of
Cyrrhus W as the leader of the non-Chalcedonian ep1iscopal delegatıon Jakob Speıgl, Das
Religi10nsgespräch mıiıt den sever1anıschen Bischöftfen 1n Konstantinopel 1M Jahre 59Zı 1 AH  (
16 1984), 273 and Grillmeıer, Jesus, der Christus 1mM Glauben der Kırche / IDIEG Kirche
VO Konstantinopel 1m Jahrhundert, Freiburg 1989 DE, > based the tact that the
Syrıiac un of the conversatıons derg1us tirst (Brock, Conversatıons, L3 It
INOTEC lıkely that John of Tella W as the head of the non-Chalcedonian episcopal delegatiıon 4A5

he W aSs NOL only the IMOST actıve anı promıiınent non-Chalcedonian bishop but also able
theologian; S hıs Libellus Fıdei, Add ols}
The non-Chalcedonian bishops together rejected Justinian’s FEqUESL NOT ordaın ANVONC,
but IT SCCI1S5 obvıous that thıs requeSt tirst of al John ot Tella; Brock, Conversatıons,
113 For Justinian’s policy of rapprochement SS Menze, The Makıng ot Church, V E

FE For the ate e above
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F3 John of Tella’s (Euvre

John’s lıterary 2VeEe consısted primarıly of instructions 1ın
torm of rules, CAallOIlsSs an etters. The SUurvıving portion 15 small, but 4S John’s
biographer FElıas mentlons that John restlessly everywhere 1n ArFELS of
taıth, John had een quıte productive author AT aNX10US teacher wh. looked
atter hıs flock.“ Most untortunate the loss of hıs correspondence wıth
the (probably non-Christian) Lakhmid kıng a1l-Mundır ( 554) C  who tor SOTINC

fifty W as the Byzantıne empiıre’s MOST dangerous rab 225  adversary. As
Severus, the non-Chalcedonian patrıarch of Antıoch (512-518), before hım,
John NOLT ave succeeded iın converting the kıng, but the attempt
GV eeT:E thıs powertul alley of the Sasanıans non-Chalcedon1ianısm MUST

ave alarmed the Chalcedonıan CINDCIOFK 1ın Constantinople.””
The portion of John’s that has survıved 15 only partıally publıshed

an NOLT ell known. John C A be iıdentitied Aa the author of SX which
urvıve in total (JY’E 1n traction. He co-authored < other CXESs; letter an
ST4LEeMECNT of taıth The MOST COININON of John’s ECXT. 1n the tradıtıon of the
Syrıan churches A hıs (AanOones a4d Presbyteros and hıs Qunaestiones el Respon-
SLONES. Both GOHNCCEH church discıpline an lıturgy, an Ca  — often be tound
together 1n the SAaINe /  manuscripts.“

John addressed hıs D (anones ad Presbyteros especı1ally village prıests,
AN: admonished them NOT only be steadtast 1n theır non-Chalcedonian
faıth, but also NOW OTr learn their duties Aas prıests concernıng the Eucha-
r1ıst etc  Z5 It plausıble ate the (JANONES ad Presbyteros the

Elıas, Lite o John of Tella, Brooks |Ghanem, 728
25 Shahid, Byzantıum an the Arabs 1n the Sıxth Century Kl Washington/DC 1995, 1

Procopiuus, Hıstory of the Wars, „xV11.40 (ed and Dewing, LG 4 5 Cambrid-
ge/Mass. 1914,

26 For Severus SC 110 Pauline Allen and Hayward, NSeverus ot Antioch, London/New
ork 2004
For Mundır, hıs posıtıon alley of the Sasanıan kıng an the rel1g10us implications iınvolved
S Shahid, Byzantıum and the Arabs 1n the Sıxth Century 1 Washington/DC 1L995,
706-709 and LTITZLAG

D V6ö6bus, Syrische Kanonessammlungen. Vol 17 156f and Vol 2) 263-265
28 John of Tella’s anones A1iIC easıly accessible wiıth Englısh translatıon 1n The Synodicon 1ın the

West Syrıan Tradıtion, ed an Arthur Vö6bus, Vols., SC C} 367 368, Louvaın,
1975, 145-156 |I'rans. 142-151]. They WEeIC tirst edited trom other manuscr1pts by Kuberczyk,
anones Ilohannıs bar Cursüus; Tellae Mauzlatae E.p1Sscop1, Codicıibus Syrliacıs Parısıno GT

Quattuor Londiniensibus edıtı, Leipz1g FOUN: French translatıon: Nau,, Les (JANONS er les
Resolutions CANONLGUES, Parıs 1906; CS Iso V6ö6bus, Syrische Kanonessammlungen Vol A7
156-164 According the Aanones the non-Chalcedonian clergy W d 1ın pıtıful S  9 and
apparently NOL y bishop had taken much s 4A5 John ot Tella 1n choosing able
candıdates:; SCS Menze, Prıiests, Laıty and the Sacrament of the Eucharıst. John addressed
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per10d when John oft Tella started ordaın prıests perhaps around
CE Z7

John’s Quaestiones e Responsiones answered quest10ns which the priest
Serg1us posed hıs teacher, John.” The emphasıs these 48 quest10ons
and aLlSWCIS W the Eucharist, but John also clarıtied problems concerning
deaconesses ()1 generally 1n the church, heretics i The LEXT 15 usually
dated the tiıme of John’s exıile 521-538

In the first half of the 520S; the reqUESL of deverus, the ex1ıled 110O11-

halcedonıan patrıarch of Antioch, severa|] ex1iled non-Chalcedonian bishops
them John of Tella ın the patrıarchate of Antıioch composed letter

532ın which they warned non-Chalcedonian monks of the Julianıst “heresy.
The letter has survıved 1n couple of manuscrı1pts, but has only been partıally
published.”

John certaınly also co-authored the STA eTMMHenNn of taıth which 1011

Chalcedonıian bishops SCHT Justinıan when they C tor the debate wiıth

these CamnlOIls indeed exclusıvely priests. Only 110 11 aD PCars have een addressed
monks, but John probably addressed ere monk-priests.

29 Menze, The Makıng of Church, 188 AISUCS tor John started ordaın clergy atter
Severus officially requıred that the non-Chalcedonians 1n the patrıarchate of Antioch would
ınd suıtable solutiıon tor the ordınatıon of prıests. However, accordıng John of Ephesus
S tew things had een done] iın secret” 1 9 516) 1tf John of Tella hıs Anones ad
Presbyteros tor priests he had ordaıned, he could have one early 572 because the
reterence concerning Philoxenus in Canon of the Aanones ad Presbyteros oes NOL indıicate
that Philoxenus W as dead and It 1$ usually assumed that Philoxenus dıed 1n 523) In other
words, John of Tella started already ordınatıons betore Severus inıtıated synodical decision
perhaps ONEC LW later.
John ot Tella’s Qunaestiones el Responsiones SUrviıive 1n several vers10ns; ( Vö6bus, Syrische
Kanonessammlungen, Vol 1 B‚ 3-6 They WEeTIC tirst edited wiıth Latın translation by
Lamy 1 Dissertatio de 5>yrorum Fıde Discıiplina 1n Re Eucharistica, Louvaın 1859; 6197

slıghtly ditferent versıion which 15 LLOTIC accessible (wıth Englısh translatıon) CAall be tound
1n The Synodicon 1ın the West Syrıan Tradıtion, Vö6bus, 24 17 Trans: 197-205].

3 NSee Vö6öbus, Syrıische Kanonessammlungen, Vol 1, B’ 767
Severus, Select Letters 1 9 1n The Sıxth Book of the Select Letters of Severus, ed and

Brooks, Vols., London 2-4, 389-394 .  e 15 letter John (of Tella)
and Philoxenus (of Doliche) and Thomas the bıshops, contessors the hıl! of Marde From
Elıas, Lite of John of Tella, Brooks (Ghanem, 7/1) It 1$ liıkely that thıs Thomas W as Thomas
of DDara Serg1us of Cyrrhus, Marıon of Sura, and Nonnus of Circesium lived close by;
Severus, Select Letters 45 Brooks, 394-405 .  S  9 Elıas, Lite of John of Tella, Brooks
60 |Ghanem, A Menze, The Makıng of Church, 159-161
See Draguet, Une pastorale antıjulianıste des envırons de l’annee 530, 1} Le Museon 4()
)’Ta together wıth Arthur Vö6bus, Entdeckung Handschritten des antıyulıanı-
schen Pastoralschreibens, 1: OrChr 66 (1982), 114117 who identitfies the subscribing 11O11-

Chalcedonian bıshops. Both do NOLT mention the partıal edıtıiıon and translatiıon of the letter
DYy Rahmanı, Studıia dyriaca, Vol 1, Shartfeh 1904, 24f; SCC Iso Menze, The Makıng of
Chüurch: 160
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Chalcedonıian bishops Constantinople 1n Pseudo-Zacharıah
the full LEXT 1n hıs Hıstor1a Ecclesiastica, but oeSs NOLT ainle the authors.”

Very tew manuscr1pts John’s other works: hıs earliest wrıting that
has urvived (ın only (QJIIEG manuscrı1pt) W as ciırcular letter (Libellus Fidei) SEeNT

the monks around 'Tella probably AL the time when he became bishop of
Tella ın 519 In thıs hıghly interesting letter he a1d OWN hıs taıth, explained
the ftoundatıon of the Church an 1dmonished hıs addressees be steadtast
agaınst the Chalcedonians *

Dıifficult ate 15 John’s Hymnus de I Tısag10, LEXT which has survived 1ın
LW manuscripts.”“ The CONLFrOVEISY NT: the Trısagıon an 1ts addıtion C  who
W as erucıtied for us started in the second half of the titfth century. John
defended the non-Chalcedonian posıtıon ın hıs Hymnus agalnst halcedonıan
aCccusatıons. Perhaps John composed thıs hymn atter he hıs (AanOonNnes
1ın which he required priests recıte the Irısagıon wıth addıtion 1ın the mornıng
and ın the evenıng (Canon 18) The Hymnus could explaın prıests, who NECeW
of John’s rEqUESLT recıte the Irısagıon daıly, the sıgnificance of the LEXtT and
the addıtion.

Three manuscr1pts PIESCIVC small portion of John’s C’anones Monachorum.
John these (ANONES for the monks of Mar Zakkaı, the MONASLECY 1n
which John hımself had TIC€e been monk As Vö6bus rightly remarked,
John probably these (’AanOonNes atter he had been elevated the SCS of
Tella either whıiıle being bıshop of Tella ()I: 1n ex1le. Unfortunately only ONE of
AL least 48 CanoOonNs has urvived.”®

Ps.-Zacharıiah, Hıstor1a Ecclesiastica L5 ed Brooks, Hıstor1a Ecclesiastica Zachariae
Rhetorı1 vulgo adscrıpta, SC;67 Parıs 1919-24, I 520 [ Trans: S The 1L1O11-

Chalcedonian bishops ALı NOL mentioned by NAaMeC, but AS John ot Tella W as member of the
delegatıon, he MUST ave een ()I1C ot the authors.

35 British Library Add tolsSV6ö6bus, Hıstory of Asceticısm, 175f an 198
Kleyn’s STatement 1n hıs Het Leven AF  e Johannes VdA  — Tella, E that thıs “geloofsbelijdenis
verschilt SCCH belangrijk PUunt V  S dergelijke geschriften Va  ; anderen” 1$ NOT warranted;
N 1O Menze, The Makıng of Church, 91-95 an 108$ wh translates small 1tSs oft thıs
otherwise unpublıshed Lext.

36 Pogg1 and Mar Gr1g0r10s (Hanna Ibrahim), q ] Irısag10 dı G10vannı Bar
Quürsüs, 1: OCP (1 AC02=210)

37 Tattı Irısagıon, In: ODBB (19915; 24248 Mateos, La Celebration de la Parole ans la
Liturgie Byzantıne. Etude Hıstorique, Rome 1O7/4: Grillmeıier, Jesus der Christus 1m Glauben
der Kırche, Vol HZ 334-3236 LD 324 ın the paperback edition of 2004 ditters sıgnıfıcantly
trom 334 1n the orıgınal hardcover edıtion of Menze, The Makıng of Church,
1/4-182

38 Edited and translated 1N: Syrıac and Arabıc Documents, Vö6bus, 60 Vö6öbus mentions 1n hıs
Hıstory of Asceticısm, 179 that thıs portion of the Aanones Monachorum 15 Iso preserved 1ın
Cambrıdge Add 2023 The second half of thıs Canl be tound ın British Library Add

SG Wright, Catalogue of Syriac Manuscrıi1pts 1n the Brıitish Museum, Vol IL
London 1871, 1001 For the ate CC also Blum, Rabbula VO Edessa. Der Christ, der



52 Menze

John INaYy ave wrıtten hıs Regula ad Diaconos al the SAalmnle time A4Ss he
hıs (JanOones ad Presbyteros.” John described the deacons’ duties concernıng
the preparatıon of the Fucharist that they would be able do theır work
properly tor which John had ordaıned them  40 'The FEXT. 15 preserved in Cambrıdge
Add 2023: anl although Wright speaks of eXTrACctS; the SAaDS remaın visıble
al olance: In the later DPart of the Regula SOIMNEC of John’s origıinal rules might
ave been only paraphrased ( Concerning? the rather than wrıtten OUtTt

completely. The ML en miıght be M1SSINg, but 4S the BCXE ends atter the
lıturgy 15 OVver and the deacon cleans the vessels, probably NOLT much 15 lost, ıf
anythıng Al all

Thıs interpretation 15 supported by another tradıtiıon of John’s LEXT which 15
preserved 1n everal (three (1 fOUr) manuscrı1pts, C766 of which 15 presented
below iın the edıtion: modern manuscrıpt from Mardın, Syrıan Orthodox
metropolis ın today south eAaster n Turkey, Mardın 525 268271 It contaıns
NOT only tew dıitferent phrases an vocabulary, but brings SOMEC addıtional
materı1al and otffers the LGXT 1n the torm of S1X CalmllO1ls$s a4aSs ordered by “John; the
bishop.” The eldest wıtness of thıs tradıtion 15 eleventh thiırteenth CENLULY
manuscrıpt trom Syrıan Catholic MONASLEFY 1n Lebanon, Ms Chartet AA
Arthur Vö6öbus attempted that thıs “John, the bishop” iın the headlıne
could NOLT ave een John of Tella As the Syrıan Catholic patrıarch Ignatıus
Rahmanı an Paul Hındo had believed, an which has MIOTLE recently een
reestablished by Walter Selb However, Vö6bus’ conclusıon becomes vo1d ıf

Bischof, der Theologe, SC 300, Louvaın 1969 14 who believes that John the LexXxT
92R

39 No title has survıved tor the Regula (as already noted above), but ıt reasonable Z1ve
the LEXT ProOpCr title. Thereby ıt Ca  - be placed 1ın the GOTMNMECXT wıth John’s other rules tor
monks an priests. They dittfer 1n torm (wıth numbered rules), but admoniıs clearly detined

of 1tSs dutıies ıke the Regula.
4.() For the ımportance of the Eucharist SC Menze, The Makıng of Church, 152155 an

1652153
41 hıs manuscr1pt 15 NOL avaılable mM but has een analyzed 1n scholarly works: the CAa1l11lO115S

A 6 deseribed “ Explication des Sacrements de l’Eglise eT du dro1t ecclesiastıque;’ SGC

Armalet, Catalogue des Manuscrıpt de Charfet, Jounieh 193% lın Arabıc]. According
de Vrıes, Sakramententheologie be1 den Syrischen Monophysıten, Rome 1940, 8‚ the

manuscrıpt contaıns 750 Armalet dates the tirst part of the manuscrı1ıpt dates 1.222/4.
the second trom which thıs LexXxTi 15 the eleventh/twelftfth CENTLUTFY, de Vrıes, Sakramenten-
theologıe be1 den Syrischen Monophysıiten, belıeves that the second Part IMUST be wrıtten
later than eleventh/twelfth CENLUFYV; Vö6bus, Syrische Kanonessammlungen, Vol 1’ A’ 2236
dates the whole Manuscript 1292072
Description of the LCXT 1n Vö6bus, Syrische Kanonessammlungen, Vol 1) A‚ 236-240 There
he that the LTexTt has survıved 1ın LW other manuscr1pts well which A M both unavaılable

Ephrem Rahmanı, Les Liturgies Orientales Occıdentales, Beyrouth 1929, 149{; Hındo,
Disciplına Antıochena Antıca 171 11L Textes ONCernant les 5Sacraments, atıcan Cıty 1941,
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ONEC the LW: chort of Ms Chartet 4/1 whiıch he published
1n hıs Syrische Kanonessammlungen wıth the LEXT in the Mardın manuscrı1pt.
They present the SAdIllCc GOXE: and comparıson between the Canons 1ın the
Mardın manuscrı1ıpt an the Regula a4Ad Diaconos ın the Cambridge manuscrı1pt
chow that although dıitfferent 1n torm A tew detaıls of CONteENtT they
MUST be wrıtten by the SAaImnle author, John of Kelbk

It O6 Oes NOLT WAant believe that John of 'Tella issued the SAUaIine rules 1n
< vers10ns, scholars A challenged decıde which of the z vers1ons

closer the original. Although John’s orıginal FEXT CAanNnnOTL be restored
wıth certainty, 1T that the composıtion 1n Ms Cambridge 706073 retaıns
LNOTC of the orıgıinal. hıs Cal be concluded from the Om1ıssıon of the intro-
ductory of how John earned “+hıs order” ftrom hıs “fathers, the bıshops
an metropolıtans” end of tol Z510 ın the Cambridge manuscr1pt) an from
the transtormatıon of the LEXT Into Canl 1n the Mardın manuscriı1pt. Both,
the Om1ssıon of these rather “circumstantıal” by John ASs ell 4S elevatıng
John’s rules into Can OS SGCCELH be later development. How John earned
“+hıs order” W asSs of COUISC erucı1al Al hıs t1me in order the lawfulness
of hıs rules 4S being part of the apostolic AT episcopal tradıtion, but they
could be omıtted later atter these rules had become canonıcal an presented
45 Can onNs al Y.WAY It 15 hıghly unliıkely that ıt could ave worked the WaY
around. The Mardın manuscrıpt, however, longer CXITAGt concerning
the bread aM wıne the altar. As thıs addıtion 15 somewhat repetitıve 1bout
what deacons had bring the altar AH oddly placed Aı the en of thıs
(thırd) (already after John had warned deacons about what would happen
ıf they dıid NOLT tollow hıs rule), It could be later interpolatiıon 1ın order
specıfy John’s orıgınal rule

TT Partıal French translatıons of Canl O11s 57 17 and 1814 and 184; Hındo s
numeratıon of Ms Chartet 4/1 ditfers trom V5ö6bus’ numeratıon (Hındo: ols 04b-105;
Vö6bus, 236 U 1’ 238 anı 239 11 Z tols 51a-52a/53a?): V66bus,; Syrische anones-
sammlungen, Vol 1, A‚ De Vrıes, Sakramententheologıe be1 den Syrischen Monophysıten,
83 believes that John ot Mardın twelfth centurYy) these CanNnONs, but oes NOL explaın
how he reached thıs conclusıon. According Armalet’s descr1iption of the manuscrı1pt the
CAL1OIlS AL ollowed by LGXT the Eucharıst by Jacob of Edessa, tollowed by the “Faıth of
Bar Salıbi” which indicates chronologıcal order the C4a1l1l1O115S5 WCIC wrıtten by John of 'Tella
A4AS cshown below.

Selb, Orientalisches Kirchenrecht Vol Die Geschichte des Kirchenrechts der Westsyrer
(von den Anfängen bıs Z Mongolenzeıt), Wıen 1989, 163 Selb reters Iso Cambridge
Add 2023 but Oes NOL indicate what kınd of relationshıp dependence between these LW

he S\Aa

42 See also de Vries’ descr1iption 1n hıs Sakramententheologie be1 den Syrischen Monophysiten,
140, 142, 163
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TIranslatıon of Cambrıdge Add 2025,; tols 750b-252b'

By the SAaImnle deacons“
Fırst, ( brother, 1n fear, In tremblıng an wıth meticulousness that 15
remote trom ALLY kınd of neglıgence YOU chould T1AaW CT thıs rational an
holy Sservıce, being miıindful an eartul of the precı0us an awe-1inspıirıng
sayıng (which 15 addressed) those wh belıttled the decorum of thıs serv1ıce,
and would behave insolently (and) inappropriately, when the Lord of the
servıce Hımself spoke thus, Those 200 honor NGC, 111 honor, an +hose zoh
despise shall he treated z01th contempt. May YOU be eartul an INa Yy yYOU
take Car of the purıty of yYOUr soul Aa ell 4S yOUL deeds And [only] then
YVOU 111 attempt the SAaNCLUaALCY of the Lord lest w e be blamed 4S

those whom IT W as saıd, t+he prıests defiled sanctuary.
I; however, VYOU chow meticulousness AT ell the altar of the Lord
which yYOUu AaVe een summoned an VOUu ave drawn NCAaL, YOUu 111 be

worthy of +he double honor; accordıng the apostolic word, recallıng the
sayıng of the Psalmıiıst that poıints the torce tol 251a of thıs servıce when
he 5SaY S, FFP made +he zuin.d Hıs MESSENZENTS, an +he fıre of burning flame Hıs
mıNnNıSters.

And agaln when yYOU TAaW Car the awe-inspırıng Mysterıes an
hold 1ın VOUL hands the living body that Z1VvES ıfe all, YOU chould remember
the seraph when the bread has the al the (fore-)shadow of thıs body, 1t

Where It seemed NECCSSaL V, varıants 1ın Ms Mardın AF ATC noted 1n the tootnotes.
Ms Mardın reads “Agaın CAaNONS the orders oft the holy mysterı1es, composed by
holy Mar John, the bıshop.”

Sam Z 36}
Ms Mardın 423723 sticks ere the second PECISOI sıngular.
It 15 NOT clear which Biblical John reters here, perhaps Zephanıah L evitı-
CS DA
1 ILiım 5°1  N
ebr 1:/ (Psalm 104:4



=mA'\Or<“ 10A0AUldı35a\» >
er< aı53

ONıaA ira,;M5a
51049 R Ss IMA
48\'<<\'\q£u,.a:\'<<\'\:fl4 /
4645

ra M\'Ct.a:fl:\/sÄ'.\.l:.lä'.\‚;'.l\'<:::.,a"\&\flıc M4%
wır&ua41

4()ıa\ Mat<  CII NO39
—+ M38ö2l alı MSR
\'<<\‘\q.\..=qadd35
s ca Mzu M55

—o M31
Ä‚:=cu1n MCN AT<C  CYI79

7 lınetheabovewrıtten1$ofCambridgethe1ınmiıstakeScribal
O

FEAvatradı55\<&'\,..D. Axafi£xc\1‘.t\'<Ä'\,..D
\FEa taz54mÄ\'<A'\-‘G':l..!.r<<\'m'\.n

\'©Ä'\:\Äeaat“<-\'G.IÄ353\'<(\\!:Ä&\1x<&m.u.wm:.u
Z LUr<QAuSa"\c\-\3\'.\_'2;,.:::Äm—4w< acı3A-at“<

4  TKl° aamdE NM_ <a
r<i.*;<\mN SKa‚aJc\m+aÄc \<1:\<\\3ÄVE O=cr'u:&x

JImÄ‚:mmn:-i=Äafl&uv<n&:b.yu..‚mx<&nc.ux&dérfldn
VED&uam_0aÄ\'<ÄNIumazıs>”CL\Ad

44Ä'\1.:1&&\t<1'1=LA\'\\'<:l.tt13vocdhchaC .11=35mw< s
VrnA'\.\-fi'\m.xcß.,W u DıN cmmfD

35A0QITtolr<.n:".:uÄb aA'\JCICDIOduter
x40  ADa—_0eaMıIT

a\AMACLZI LO\'<A'\:DJJ(< < 1CO_qm.Ä&ßA1O01Z97...m.&Äv<n
“ AQ.41078Q739INHCT1:T<Ya AOAALATTC  rm Na aailamaQ

\\ >9'\Aaı\'<&\:_‘:::.tt\'\'!
X mÄ,.u19 :n.uäu

XS_ aLD3r<&\ß.*tA&:fi36  \<Ä'\q;.:l.:('lAna\ar\'<A'\(La.\.ß
_ 1VatıC4 LO  ..v<::c\-ß:.:mIM

—» ULr<ar 1CNAar<“‘71ax< u ara.ACDCIA'\.;\'<acn

CN\urKÄ'\:|Ä&:!Or<"m.\‘:lCDJ?G.&Ä
JCDC\A'\.J\'<elM AI3.cr'\&\.\'.\CN TıDA alAat<\zası

Menze56



The Regula aAd Diaconos: John of Tella, hıs Eucharıstıic Ecclesiology

SC. the seraph] did NOT ArEe direct 1ts ylance AL it: stretch OutL Its hand
owards 1ts but 1n RA and wıth of fire 1t offered the coal the mouth
of the prophet. And thıs, although if. W as tire An spırıt, 1t trembled
greatly: ook how much (more 1t 15 right that tleshly an so1led should
TAaW GEaT: 1ın tremblıng, 1n Prayctr an 1n CONtINUOUS Lit. much] supplication
tor the ugliness of OUT S1NS.
And’ NOW, (FT brother, because yOUL love seeks trom (: unworthiness the
order of the ervıce A of the CainloMNls AL wrıting (1t) OoOWnNn for yOoUu ASs

somethıng which has een handed down) by OUT tathers, the bishops AN!
metropolıtans wh brought thıs servıce, A raısed before theır feet,
and taught thıs order: Fırst yYOU should be watchful lest VYOU place anything
that 15 alıen tol the altar in the SAaNCLUarY, 45 INallYy often do wh
result ın turnıng the altar into place of detilement.
When“” 1t 15 commanded”“ that YOU make preparatıons, al that yOU AarrFangc
the altar tor the holy Mysterıes, yYyOUu cshould first C  9 ATT ıf there 15 rubbish,
V (1t), an ıf there 15 something that 15 NOL AT al] related Lit. had NOL 2A5 al
been set| the servıce, yYOU ATO takıng 1It OUuU  e And then yOU chould TaW SA

the holy table
And VOU should untıe [the altar vestments|; take Off, chake an wıpe them

clear wıth much eal hen yYyOU should spread il dress wiıth] either these
VeESEIINEeNE others agaın, being meticulous that yOU lay them) Out right an
place them) ell balanced Lit place ın the mıddle] lest either sıde slıp

OVEI the other OE the of the cloth be misplaced lit. slip] by neglıgence,
but 4S 1t 15 approprıate tor the holy servıce.

As how <hould SET apart the bread (for consecration): It It 15 ordered
yYOUu by the prıest that VOU should Ssetit an bring the bread (for

Nee Isa1ah 6:6-
Ms Mardın 27 beg1ins ere wıth “('anon one”, omıttıng the introduction untiıl « and
taught thıs order,” but including the addressee .  OoOur brother.”

10 Ms Mardın 47A “Canon LW When the priest commands youThe Regula ad Diaconos: John of Tella, his Eucharistic Ecclesiology  57  [sc. the seraph] did not dare to direct its glance at it, or to stretch out its hand  towards it, but in awe and with tongs of fire it offered the coal to the mouth  of the prophet.” And this, although it was fire and spirit, it trembled so  greatly: look how much (more) it is right that we fleshly and soiled should  draw near in trembling, in prayer and in continuous [Lt. much] supplication  for the ugliness of our sins.  And’ now, our brother, because your love seeks from our unworthiness the  order of the service and of the canons we are writing (it) down for you as  something which (has been handed down) by our fathers, the bishops and  metropolitans who brought me to this service, and raised me before their feet,  and taught me this order: First you should be watchful lest you place anything  that is alien [fol. 251b] to the altar in the sanctuary, as many often do who  result in turning the altar into a place of defilement.  When"” it is commanded"' that you make preparations, and that you arrange  the altar for the holy Mysteries, you should first enter, and if there is rubbish,  sweep (it), and ıf there is something that is not at all related [/t. had not at all  been set] to the service, you are taking it out. And then you should draw near  to the holy table.  And you should untie [the altar vestments], take off, shake and wipe them  clear with much zeal. Then you should spread [lit. dress up with] either these  vestments or others again, being meticulous that you lay (them) out right and  place (them) well balanced [lit. place in the middle] lest either side slip or  cross over the other or the cross of the cloth be misplaced [Lit. slip] by negligence,  but as it is appropriate for the holy service.  As to how you should set apart the bread (for consecration):“ If it is ordered  to you by the priest that you should set apart and bring upthe bread (for  See Isaiah 6:6-7.  Ms. Mardin 323 begins here with “Canon one”, omitting the introduction until “... and  taught me this order,” but including the addressee “our brother.”  10  Ms. Mardin 323: “Canon two: When the priest commands you...”  11  Feminine form is often used impersonal; Theodor Nöldeke, Kurzgefasste Syrische Grammatik,  Leipzig 1898 [reprint Darmstadt 1966], $ 254.  2  Instead of the heading in the Cambridge manuscript, Ms. Mardin states here just “Canon  three.”3)>

1 Feminıine torm 15 often sed impersonal; Theodor Nöldeke, Kurzgefasste Syrische Grammatık,
Leıipzıg 158958 reprint Darmstadt 254
nstead of the headıng 1n the Cambrıdge manuscrı1pt, Ms Mardın SLAaLES ere Just “(Canon
three. »
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consecratıon), yOu chould watch the people Al accordıngly things that
yYOU NOW the / Eucharistic] body that ll be needed trom YOU, (JE that YyOU be
1n eed that It be eft behind. And ın thıs IHNanlller only YOU should bring
(that amount) lest YOU produce eXCESSIVE quantıty an yYOU bring (1t) AT

random Iit A 1t comes|, an ONEC of LW (courses) remaın wıth YOU that
would condemn you Gehenna: eıther because 1t INaYy be eft WE an
become stale, because yOoUu IMaYy desire greedily CLT fol 2524 of the
awe-inspırıng Mysterıes inappropriately.

Concerning the layıng OUut uDON the altar:“ Concerning the altar ıf the
altar 15 bıg, an the bread tor consecratıon) much, yOUu should distribute (1t)

the tour winds” 1n the symbol of And ıt (the altar) 15 small, place
OMNC upON the other.

Concerning ıts posıtıon and ıts mixture: ® YOU should place the chalice
the ehsStT of the bread Concerning ItSs straınıng ATl 1tSs mixture: You chould be
oreatly meticulous lest yYyOU cshow negligence ATl POUTI AL random Lit 4S 1t
comes|; 2aN! either ATı  17 sank 1n OTr somethiıing odious AN! be consecrated an
afterwards It be thrown AWAY aM yOUu condemn yourself.

Produce the mi1ixture 1n thıs WaYV halt wıne an half And SC lest
Satan advise yYOU, an YOU POUIL 00 much consecrated (element), that yOU
drink of it 1n the LypC of wıne, an yOU be condemned by the blood aM the
body of the Lord.

Afterwards‘” the servıice of the holy communıon has een completed when
the living body has een partaken, an yOUu wısh the vessels) an
honor the (holy) ervıice. OU chould be meticulous an watchtul lest small

13 Ms Mardın adds ere “And ıf there 15 much (Eucharıstıic) bread that VOU, S@I. P
ONMNEC tor ten communıcants]. And al the wıne that, POUF 1n OIl vessel; an from
everything [of thıs wıne| yOUu should bring [tO the altar]. From the (Eucharistic) bread,
when YOU place hat 15 superfluous trom yOUr need, 1T 1$ Iıkewıise. You cshould bring / to
the altar! from everythıng yYyOUu know that 1t 15 needed.?

14 Ms
15 Ms

Mardın reads “(‘anon tour  29 instead of the headıng 1n the Cambrıdge manuscrı1pt.
Mardın: “siıdes.”

16 Ms Mardın: ‘Canon tive  2 instead of the headıng In the Cambridge manuscrı1pt.
17 Ms Mardın: “part,” maybe particle dust.
18 Ms Mardın adds “either yOUu CVECIYVOILC wh: drinks trom It
19 Ms Mardın STAarts ere ‘Canon 1R
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crumbs remaın either the altar be attached upDON OTE of the esSsTmMeEeNTS

And agaln 4A5 tar 45 the chalıice 15 concerned: Watch lest tol anythıng
remaın attached it; aftter yYyOUu AaVeE tirst poured wıne än ave rolled (1t)
around (ın the chalice), an atter (you made USsSs«CcC of wafler, an atter (you
used) sponge.“”

70 Ms Mardın adds “ he CalnlOMNs$S AA tinıshed.”
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Commentary

4A1 e Diaconate

Already the New Testament mentıons deacons, but the characteristics of the
diaconate ın the early AHRE ate antıque church WLG shaped 1n post-apostolic
times_. In the time of the early church, the ecclesiastical hıerarchy developed
trom dualıty of bıshops an deacons the trınıty of bishops, deacons an
priests which presecnt trom then onwards the PTrODCI ecclesiastical ranks 1ın late
antıque churches.

Although ınterio0r 1n rank than prıests, 4S contidents of theır bishops, deacons
could somet1mes become quite powerful ASs the example of Athanasıus of
Alexandrıa illustrates.“ Officıally, however, the diaconate always constituted
lower rank than the priesthood. Canon 15 of the Councıl of Nıcaea strictly
imıted the deacon’s actıon the assıstance of hıs bishop priest.

The Tradıtio Apostolica, maybe dating from the en of the second CENLUCY,
15 the tirst SOUWUILGCE that offers detailed informatıion about the church order, an

the characterıstic duties of the hierarchy bishops, priests and deacons.
The deacon hıs bishop €)I: prıest and looks atter the Christıian cCommunıty
ın soc1al atters He takes (r of the offerings of the taıthtul, ASSISTtS the
bishop AL the eucharistic ervıice 4S ell Aas he tor the SICK! the POOL aM
wıdows.

Other church orders corroborate the ımage of the deacons A ass1ıstant of
the bıshop AT the altar, but especılally also 45 the caretaker tor soc1al obligations
of the church. The ullest 2AGGOUHL about the deacon’s duties that OWN

Th Klauser, Diakon, 1 RAC % 885-892 For OVvervi1ew of thıs office and 1ts
Nan y duties 1n the early church S{ Pau!]! Philippi, Diakonie I) In: TRE (1981), 621-644;
Salavılle and Nowack, e Sle du Diacre ans la Liturgıie rientale. Etude d’Hıstoire de
Lıiturgıie, Parıs/Athens 1962; Madey, Mınıstry accordıng the canonı1cal SCUHTLGEs of the
Syro-Antiochean Church, TIrıyandrum ET 1986, 51-/1; Doens, Altere Zeugnisse über den
Diakon AUS den östlıchen Kırchen, 1: Dıiaconı1a in Christo. Über dıe Erneuerung des Diıakonats,
ed Rahner/H. Vorgrimler, Freiburg 1962, 4156 and Brakmann, Zum Dienst des Dıiakons
In der Liturgischen Versammlung, 11 Der Dıakon. Wiıederentdeckung und Erneuerung selınes
Dienstes, ed Plöger/ad. Weber, Freiburg 1981 147163
Athanasıus of Alexandrıa accompanıed deacon hıs bıshop Alexander the Counscıl
otf Nıcaea and became later Alexander’s SUCCESSOL.,

Steimer, Tradıitio Apostolica, 11 Lexiıkon der Antıken Christlichen Liıteratur, 610-61)
For the reconstruction ot the tCXn edıtıon and French translatıon SC La TIradıtion Apostolique
de Saınt Hıppolyte. Essal de Reconstitution, ed anı Botte, Münster 71989. Text wıth
German translatıon and introduction: Zwölt-Apostel-Lehre. Apostolische Überlieferung, ed
an Schöllgen anı Geerlings, 1‚ Freiburg 1991; 141313 For other early
Christian church orders SCC Steimer, Vertex Tradıtionis. Dıe Gattung der altchristlichen
Kırchenordnungen, Berlin New ork 19972
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us trom the ancıent church offers the Testamentum Domuinı, church order
trom the tifth CENLUCY that SUrviıves only in Syrıac although orıgınally wrıtten
1n Greek.* In addıtion the tasks assıgned deacons ıIn the Tradıtzio Abpostolica,
the Testamentum Domuinı requıred the deacons be tather orphans,
1ccommodate Strangers, ıt NECESSALY burry SLrangers, observe the church
an be 1n yeneral “rhe CYC of the church.”

None of the socı1a] COMPONENTIS of deacon’s duties tor the Christian COHN-

munıtıes Ca  ; be found 1n John’s Regula ad Diaconos. Whıile presenting the
deacon AS angelıc figure, John’s requırements tor deacons compriıse LW aSPECLIS:

purıfyıng an keeping 1ın order the sanctuary AN the altar in order that
the deacon Can then PICDAaIC the Eucharist® The latter duty, the deacon’s

asSsıstance AL the Eucharist, appeared already 1n OTIlLC of the earliest Christian
wrıtıngs outsıde the New Testament, ın letter by Ignatıus of Antıoch who
spoke Q the beginnıng of the second CENLUFY of “deacons of the myster1es of
Jesus Christ. ” Iso 1n PAasSdasicl ın the Apologıa of Justin Martyr (ar 165) the
deacon aVe een responsıble tor the distriıbution of bread aM W1-
ne. According John of Tella’s CONLEMPOFArCY Pseudo-Dionysıius the “chosen
deacons, along wıth the prıiests, PUL the dıvıne altar the sacred bread AT
the CUD of blessing.” Furthermore, Pseudo-Dionysius described 1n hıs De
ecclesiastica hierarchia the deacons 4S “the order which purıifies.”

Referring the Canons of the fathers, John of 'Tella explaıned 1ın detaıl the
deacons’ tasks concerning the preparatıon of the Eucharıist 45 ell 4A5 their role

Testamentum Domuinı1ı Nostrı1 Jesu C hristi, ed and Ephraem { 1 Rahmanı,
Maınz 1899 See also Fischer: Dienst und Spirıtualıität des Diıakons Das Zeugni1s eıner
syrıschen Kıirchenordnung des Jahrhunderts, iIn: Der Dıakon. Wıederentdeckung und Er-
HNECUCTIUNG seınes Dienstes, ed Plöger/H. Weber, Freiburg 1981, A TL E wh; ofters German
translatıon of the important
Testmentum Domaunı, 1.33-1.38, here 1.35 (Rahmanı 83f)
See John’s quotatıon of Hebrews For deacons compared angels SS tor example
Sebastıan Brock, An early Syriac Commentary the Lıturgy, 1N; JIhS AL (1986), 391 NSee
Iso the nınth CENTLUFY OmMMeENtaAr the lıturgy by Moses bar Kepha wh remarked: “'T’he
rank of deacons 1S the order of angels,” 1n: 1I1wo Oommentarıes the Jacobite Liturgy, ed and

Connolly and Codrington, London 1949 35|
Ignatıus of Antıioch, C ad Trall M.3: 1n The Apostolic Fathers I’ ed aN!
Ehrman, CN 2 9 Cambrıdge/MA 2003, 258f See Iso the SPUr10US letter the deacon Hero
whıiıch, however, oes NOL discuss the deacon’s lıturgıical duties. The problem concernıng the
lıte of lgnatıus and the authenticıty of the COIDUS (corpora) of which Ad1I1C preserved under
hıs Alllc SC Paulsen, Ignatıus VO Antiochien, 1: RAC: (1996}; 933
Justın, Apologıa Maıor 65:5; ed Marcovich, Berlin 1994, 126
Pseudo-Dionysıius, De eccleszastıica hierarchıia 14L an NS 1N:! 3, 475 and 536
|Irans: Pseudo-Dionysıius, The Complete Works, Luibheıid, Mahwah 198%. 245 and
248] The W0rk of Pseudo-Dionysıus, least hıs De divinıs nominıbus, W as known John of
Tella an other non-Chalcedonian bıshops; SCC Ps.-Zacharıah, Hıiıstor1ia Ecclesziastica X55
Brooks, 119 82|
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HO: keeping the SANCLUALY pure.‘ John warned the deacons behave ımproperly
referring Sam 2+3() PaSsdpic which already Aphrahat sed 1n hıs
Demonstrationes several t1imes 1n order 1dmonish prıests God
without negligence.

A 'The Eucharistic Servıice

The FEucharıst tormed central part ot church ıfe tor the Christian cOommuUunıtıes
1in the early al late antıque church.*“ TIThree aASPECLTS of John’s TeXT concernıng
the Eucharıst <hall be discussed ere the GE raın used by John, the
AMOUNT of bread an wı1ıne prepared tor the servıce, al theır arrangemen
the altar.

A v<ä\"\<\:::\;13 Term tor the FEucharistic Bread

Ephrem, the Syrıan poet-theologi an of the tourth CENLUFCY, 1n (OHE

of hıs hymns:
The Seraph could NOL touch the fire’s coal (r<&-v‘m::äé ) wıth hıs fingers,
The coa|l only Just touched Isa1ah’s mouth:
The Seraph dı NOL hold it; Isa1ah dı NOLT COMNSUINEC 1L,
But us OUT Lord has Tlowed do bothS

According Isa1ah 6°6- the Seraph of the Lord tlew the prophet AT
otfered hım lıving coal which 1t took trom the altar wıth The Syrıan
athers understood thıs PasSsSapc 45 alluding the Eucharistic servıce, aın the

10 The MOST reGcent 1n the tradıtion of rules and CanOonNSsSs the duties of deacon INa Y
aVe een wrıtten 1n John’s ıtetime and John miıght have known It tirst-hand: The AaHOLLYILLOUS
AaNnOoNnNes de Ordinationibus whıich Arthur Vö6bus dates the titth/sixth CENLUrY contaın
OIMIC that listed the dutıies of deacons: Studia 5yrıaca En Documenta Liıturgica, ed
Rahmanı, Chartet 1908, \A-us |Latın 59£]:; V66bus, Syrische Kanonessammlungen,
Vol 1’ A) 146-156 See also the almost CONLEMPOFAaArY OTtfe deacons by the patrıarch of
Antıoch, Severus, Select Letters 1.60 Brooks, 709$

141 Aphrahat, Demonstrationes LV 1 , Z Zl IM Patrologıa Syrıaca n ed. an Griffin,
Parıs 1894, 616, 6725 aM 641-644

1 For SUOTINEC introductory remarks the Eucharist ın the Early and Late Antıque Church NC

the contrıbutions by scholars ın The Study of the Liturgy, ed. Jones, Wainwright
et al., London “1992, 71:0=265

13 Ephrem, Hymnus de ıde XO 1In: Des heiligen Ephraem des Syrers Hymnen de Fiıde, ed
Beck, SCO 154, Louvaın 1955; 50 'Translatıon 1n Griffith, “Spırıt 1n the Bread; Fıre 1n
the Wıne The Eucharıst Living Medicıne) 1n the Thought of Ephraem the 5Syrıan, 1n
MoTIh 15:2 (1999) D wh: took the translatıon ftrom ST Ephrem: Hymn the Eucharıst
(Hymns Faıth, 10), ed and Brock, Lancaster 1986 (the book W 45 unavaılable

me)|
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term \'<ä'\"ltl.:=\ “Coal”) A meanıng (partıcles of) the Eucharistic bread.“
In another hymn, Ephrem calls Chrıst “rhe ire Who SaVC Hıs body those

15wh CT The coal TEW VOLT sanctıfy unclean lıps.
In the post-Chalcedonian per10d the steadtast non-Chalcedonian bıshop

Philoxenus, John of Tella’s older CONtEMPOFAarY wh died myster10usly while
iın Chalcedonian Captıvıty, spoke of “r he lıve coal of the Mysterıes (rra
<LÄ0<T), which 1ın theır Matiure ATIC COINIMMON bread, but faıth seeth NOLT 45 the
CYC of the bod  »16 'The taıthful carrıed ( 5d incarnate ın hands 1n tery

55 1/coal (v<&nn:n;e) which 15 body.
Wıirch hıs allusıon Isa1ah 6:6-  J 1ın the introduction of hıs Regula ad Diaconos,

John of Tella stood theretore in well-established tradıtion of interpretation
of thıs Dassapc by the Syrıan Church athers ın ate Antıquity. John also sed
CI  S Mysterıes”) tor the Eucharistic bread when he remıiınded deacons

„ 1NOLT c  tOo Car of the awe-inspırıng Mysterıes inappropriately.

A The Amount of Bread and Wıne

It W 4s the deacon’s duty take ( AL of the bread AN: the mıxing of the wıne.
John of 'Tella asked the deacon check first how Ianı y Communıcants WEeIC

PresenNtL, and bring bread according theır numbers the altar.” According
Ms Mardın 323 the ratio of bread cCOommunıcants 15 specıfied 45 OE

14 For thıs Passapc 1n Greek Patrıstıc exeges1s SPCC the commentarıes ON Isa1ah by Eusebius ot
Caesarea, 1: 2 9 4271%; Theodoret of Cyrrhus, Oommentaıre SUTr Isaie, ed an ]-
Guinot, 276 Parıs 1980, 266f; John Chrysostom, OmmMmentaıre SUr Isale, ed an
Dumortier, 304, Parıs 1983, TTT

15 Ephrem, Hymnus de Natıvıtate XAA11.14, 1n:® Des heiligen Ephraem des Syrers Hymnen de
Natıvıtate, ed Edmund Beck, SC 186, Louvaın 1959 111$ | T'ranslatıon taken trom Ephrem
the Syrıan, Hymns, Mc Vey, Mahwah/NJ 1989, 1814]

16 The 1SCOuUrses of Philoxenus, Bıshop of Mabbögh, 485-519, ed and Wallis
Budge, London: 1893/4, 534

17 Cody, An Instruction of Philoxenus of Mabbug (sestures an Prayer When (Ine
Receijuves Communıion 1n the Hand, wıth Hıstory of the Manner of Receiving the Eucharistic
Bread 1ın the West 5Syrıan Church, 1: Rule of Prayer, ule of Faıth Essays 1n Honor of
Aıdan Kavanagh, B7 Collegeville 1996, 56-79, here 61 |trans. 63 ]

18 For r“ aa< 1n Aphrahat and Ephrem OS Beck, Symbolum-Mysterium be1
Aphraat und Ephräm, In: OrChr 4°) (1958), 19-40; iıdem, Zur Terminologie VO Ephräms
Bıldtheologie, 1n Iypus, Symbol, Allegorie be1 den östlichen Vatern un: ıhren Parallelen 1mM
Miıttelalter, ed Schmautt, Regensburg 1982 TANEIAR In general tor the language of the
body ot Christ 1n the early 5yrıan tradıtıon SNils Robert Murray, Symbols of Church an
Kıngdom. Study 1n Early Syrıiac Tradıtion, Cambridge 1975
Another term John used tor Eucharıistıic bread 1$ \<Ä'\‚.l:

19 Perhaps the deacon made ITTaANgEMENLS wıth the cCOommunıcants before the celebration of the
Eucharist; SCC Paul, The Eucharıist Servıce of the 5yrıan Jacobite Church ot Malabar
The Meanıng an Interpretation, Pıscataway/N] 2003, 1
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bread tor ten people.” The question why John W 4S concerned about the
quantıty of the consecrated mater1a] tinds explanatıon in Johns’ (ANONeES
ad Presbyteros:

Thıs 15 why It 15 PrODCI that that which suffices chall be consecrated. 'Thıs 15 what earned
trom the sacred books The second book ot the Law tells about the amb that 1$ the T.yp C of
that Lamb of Truth INa  — accordıing the sufficıency of hıs eatiıng <hall make ACCOUNL tor
the amb.’ Iso about the ziven the S0()I15 of Israel 1n the desert which W as the
MYSLECY of that bread of holiness that CAaillCc from heaven. It SdYy S, “Gather of It trom day day

C ANLULUE tor each head of yOU, CVECIYVOILLC <hall gather tor hıs tamıly and do NOL leave untiıl the
mornıing.‘ It thereby teaches usSs that only accordıing the quantıty of the people present
chould ottfer the oblatıion.

John of Tella referred ere Exodus 1611430 concerning the Manna, arguıng
that INOTIC Eucharistic materı1al cshould be consecrated than d  necessary.2 In
the (Janones ad Presbyteros, John nevertheless seemed aCCEPL remaınıng
partıcles 45 valıd possıbilıty: “\When It happens that there AL LNOTC |Eucharıstic]
{ragments (left over), they <hall be gathered carefully an collected an <hall
be oıven other days.” As the Syrıac LeIMN whiıch Vö6bus translates A

“iragments” 15 x<A'\...\Ä1:!:! (WAOQYAQLTAL pearls, Eucharistic particles), John
MUST ave thought of consecrated elements.““

In the Regula ad Diaconos, however, John sed drastıic language ın order
illustrate torcefully that the deacons chould let thıs s1tuatiıon (of COIMN-

secrated bread being eft over) accordıng John, the deacon who
consecrated LOO much tor the celebration of the mysterı1es would condemn
hımself Gehenna because either the Eucharistic materı1al would become
stale OT the deacon would c  eat of the awe-inspırıng Mysterıes iınappropriately.”

Deacons, 1ke other clergy, WT 6 allowed take Ome part of the Prosphora,
the bread that the faıthful had offered the church. However, they WT

For Ms Chartet 4/1 S V6ö6bus, Syrische Kanonessammlungen, Vol 1’ A, 239 Syrıac wıth
German translation. See also Rahmanı, Les Liıturgies Orientales Occıidentales, 149$

21 John of Tella, Aanones 8! 1n: The Synodicon 1n the West Syrıan Tradıtıion, Vö6bus, 148f
For plıctures of how the Eucharistic bread might ave looked ıke 1n the Syrıan

Orthodox tradıtion SC  e Dölger, Heıdnische un: chriıstliıche Brotstempel miıt relig1ösen
Zeichen, 1: Au % 124 ıth plates 1-10; Galavarıs, Bread and the Lıturgy. IThe
Symbolısm of Early Christian and Byzantıne Bread Stamps, Madison eic 1970 96f; Rabo,
Das eucharistische Brot 1n der Syrisch-Orthodoxen Kıirche, in: 5Symposium Syriacum
VE ed Lavenant, (3EA 256, Rome 1998 139-147, especially the pıcture 147
NSee also of John of Tella 1ın Bar Hebraeuss, Nomocanon IA ed Bedjan, 35; Rahmanı,
Les Liturgies Orientales Occıdentales, 69 an De Vries, Sakramententheologie be] den
Syrıschen Monophysıten, 161

23 John of Tella, AanoNnes 8’ 1: The Synodicon 1ın the West Syrıan Tradıtıion, Vö6bus, 149
24 The use of \'<A'\a.\\'\:l:l metaphor tor Chrıst Z0CS back Ephrem’s five Hymnı de Margarıta:

Des heiligen Ephraem des Syrers Hymnen de Fıde, ed Beck, 24822762
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only allowed Car It ıf It had NOT een consecrated ” It 1t had been consecrated
the clergy W as torbidden UuUsSs«c 1t 4S normal bread because according Cor
1177538 IT would rather make siıck than bless the CONSUuMEer. e  6 John of Tella
encountered 1n the MONASLETY of Mar Zakka;ı the practice that SULIGE fasters
apparently lıved exclusively Eucharistic bread arl wıne. Here John spoke
of “greedy dogs eatıng theır Lord” referring back bıshop Rabbula of Edessa
who had condemned thıs practice ın the tıfth /  century.“

In the SadiInlle WdY John also admonished the deacon NOLT PDOUL LOO much
wıne tfor cCONnsecratıon because 1t would be eft NT AT might the
deacon drınk 1T afterwards. John’s harsh words conveyed the addressees
that the practice C421 consecrated fragments W as NOLT N: a 11 praıseworthy. H
W as NOT allowed CVEen ı+ NOT vicı1ously intended but caused Just by the negligence
of the deacon havıng miscalculated the communıcants. The practice of eatıng
the body an: blood of the Lord a4as normal tood presented profanation of the
Mysterıes.

4 7 3 The Arrangement of the Bread the Altar
The rrangemen of bread the altar c  1ın torm of cross” 15 valıd untiıl
modern times in the Syrıan churches.“ The tradıtion SCS back John of
Tella whose 1about the arrangemen the altar Bar Hebraeus 1225/6-

preserved in hıs Nomocanon . The Regula 4Ad Diaconos present
the MOST orıgınal form of the rule an the oldest wıtness of thıs CUSFtOM

Aa interesting sixth-century paralle]l from the West C  e be tound 1n the
third of the Councıl of Tours (567 / COTFDUS Domuinı 1n altarı 110

imagınarıo0 ordıne, sed SUu CI 6Ge6s titulo COomponatur, usually translated AS
21981 the body of the Lord be placed the altar NOT iın SOINC arbitrary order,
but 1n torm of Cross.” hıs became NECECSSALV 4S there ave

25 Doens, Altere Zeugnisse über den Diakon aus den östlıchen Kırchen, 35
76 Nee also Dölger, Heıdnıische un: christliche Brotstempel mi1t religiösen Zeıichen,
D See John of Tella’s rule agaınst thıs practice: AanoNnes Monachorum 48, In: Syrıac anı Arabıc

Documents, Vö6bus, 60f. Unfortunately John dı NOL Present detaıled rejection ot the
practice ıke Rabbula:;: SCC Blum, Rabbula VO Edessa, 1142127

Z Nee Anaphoras. The Book of the Dıvıne Lıturgies accordıing the Rıte of the Syrıan Orthodox
Church of Antıioch, ed Mar Athanasıus Yeshue Samuel, Lodi/N]J 1991: 9f I 2) SCS also

Codrington, The Syrıan Liturgy, 1n FQ DE 48{ an V6ö6bus; Syrische anones-
sammlungen, Vol 1! A’ 728

79 Gregorius Barhebraeus, Nomocanon 1V.4, ed Bedjan, Parıs 1898,
30 Concılıa Galliae 5iı 695, ed de Clercq, 148A, Turnholt 1965 17R German

translatiıon of the CanOonNSs 1n Josef Lıiımmer, Konzıilıen un: 5Synoden 1m spätantıken Gallien
VO 314 bıs 696 ach Christi Geburt, Frankturt 2004, 257 Englısh translatıon taken
trom Markus, The ult of Icons 1n Sıxth-Century Gaul, 1n ]IhS 531158
wıth older lıterature. Markus interprets the dıfferently 1n the CONLEXT of ıconoclasm,
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been tendency 1ın aul the clergy ftorm human body (of Chriıst)
OUut of the Eucharıistıc bread CUSLOM forbidden by Pope Pelagıus 556-561).

sophisticated rıte includiıng the formıing wıth the Eucharıstic bread
Canl also be found 1n the mıiddle AQCS ın the Mozarabic lıturgy iın Spain.” The
Roman tradıtion, however, took thıs practice.

“ 'The Wıne an ItSs 1xture

John requested the deacons “place the chalıce the eEASsT of the bread.” The
Very Reverend Konat of the Malankara Orthodox Syrıan Church explaıns
thıs practice which has urvıved ın hıs lıturgy ın Indıa wıth the ast being
super10r the VWest: “By placıng the Body the estern sıde 1t sıgnıf1es
that the Word God took the body of THE  e wh had degraded himself by the

552deeds of the eft evıl) aAM that God accepted humuilıty.
John of Tella KAVC the SAarmnle ratiıo of wıne an 1n of hıs

( AanONeSs ad Presbyteros 4S he dıd ere 1n the Regula aAd Diaconos He also
PUL emphasıs the purıty of the wıne be consecrated: the deacon remaıned
responsıble that ımpure mater1a|l would become consecrated an might
intertfere wıth the blood of Christ. hıs ACT would condemn the deacon!”

4A03 Purıty an Cleanıng
Pseudo-Dionysius’ dicetum that the deacons tormed “ *He order whiıch purifies”
becomes clear throughout the Regula. In order purıfy the deacons needed

but thıs 15 NOL persuasıve. Limmer oes NOL SCCINMN NOW Markus’ artıcle anı interprets the
LEXT AS a1ıd OUL here (255) NSee Iso C} Heftele Leclergqg, Hıstoire des Concıiıles IH:I,
Parıs 1909 185

31 Hetele, Der Cardınal 1ımenes und die kirchlichen Zustände Ende des 15 und
Anfange des Jahrhunderts, Tübingen “1851, 159-161 wıth image 160 For edıtıons of
thıs lıturgy > Mayer, Eucharistie. Geschichte, Theologıie, Pastoral, Regensburg 19589

Handbuch der Liturgiewissenschaft 4)) 158
37 Paul,; The Euchariıst Servıce of the 5Syrıan Jacobite Church of Malabar, 90 qUOLES

Konat whose book Interpretation of Eucharıist, Pampakuda 19358 W 4S unavaılable
33 De Vrıes, Sakramententheologie be1 den Syrischen Monophysıiten, 163 STAates that the Syrıan

Orthodox priests 1n the Near East today USC IMOTEC wıne than Paul; The Eucharist
Service of the Syrıan Jacobite Church of Malabar, 170 Sa y S that the Syrıan Orthodox 1n Indıa
still ad. equal quantıty of the wıne. Wırch reSPECL John 19:34 (blood and
tlowed from the sıde of Christ when the soldier pierced hıs sıde wıth spear) Syrıan Christians
believe that wıne and represenNtL Christ’s dıyınıty and humanıty. Idem, 99
See tor the importance ot DULIC Fucharıistic mater1al [ John Rufus], Life of Peter the Iberian,
ed and Raabe, Leipz1ig 18925 I3 the non-Chalcedonian bıshop and holy [11all

DPeter the Iberian took (CAre 1n order have PUrCc bread especılally baked tor the celebration
of the Eucharist anı kept IT 1n clean vessel.
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be PUILC themselves 4S John reminded them: c  may YOU take BAr of the
purıty of yYOUTr soul A ell AS of yOUTr deeds.” hen the deacons could offer

due TE VLTE the holy altar an the servıice of the Eucharıst celebrated
1L

Deacons WerlIC responsıble tor the SANCLUALY A the altar. They needed
keep both clean an DUIC that prıiests could celebrate the Mysterıes. The
altar chould NOT become za D, 5 place of defilement.  35 In hıs
OQmnaestiones el Responsiones, John specıtied that thıs ban included OT especlally
concerned bones of martyrs.” 'The problem of relics 1n the SANCLIUALY conflicting
wıth the celebratiıon of the Eucharıst 15 ell known trom the C4SE of North
Afrıca where the w1ıdow Lucıilla sed 4C MAareyr one betore takıng
cCOomMmMmMUnNnI1ON. Here, A the beginnıng of the Donatıst CONLFOVEISY (31 13 1T W 4S

also deacon the archdeacon who took Catre that Lucıilla abstained ftrom
her habıt 1ın order o1Vve due reference the body of Christ.”

The deacon had the duty keep the SANCLUALY clean, and thıs part 1n John’s
Regula remiıinds the reader of the depiction of John’s later CONTEMPOFAarCY ade-
gyund 525-587), ordaıned deaconess 2n tormer wiıte of the Merovıngı1an
kıng Chlothar According Venantıus Fortunatus, the maJor Latın POEeL of
the latter haltf of the sixth CENLUrY, “Radegund herself would polısh the
wiıth her dress and, collecting the drifting ust around the altar 1ın napkin,
reverently placed It outside the OOr rather than 1t »38  aWay Venantıus
Fortunatus presented the idealized pıcture of holy but the requırement
of Caic tor PUIC SANCLUAFY also through 1n John’s Regula.

Nothing of the Eucharistic mater1al W allowed remaın the altar OT

the vestments atter the servıce, ä also the vessels needed be cleaned
meticulously.” As the Syrıans commingled the bread wiıth the wıne 1n order

chow the inseparability of the Body aMn Blood of Christ. particles of the

35 sacd W AsSs sed 1ın the ot .  tO defile” before, but \'<;.*;CIÄ, could also INCAaMl “storehouse
ot useless things.”
John oft Tella; Quadestiones el Responsiones 1 9 11 The Synodıcon ın the West Syrıan Tradıtion,
Vö6bus, 7U 3 According Codrington, The Syrıan Liturgy, 1 ‘9 the Syrıan Orthodox
do NOL keep relics under the altar buried wiıthın maybe because otf John of Tella’s rule

AL Uptatus, Agalnst the Donatısts, 1.16 (Contre les LDDonatıstes I) ed and Labrousse,
412, Parıs 1995 206-208; Englısh translatıon by Edwards, ITIH 2 9 Liverpool F99Z. 16f)
NSee Dölger, Das Kultvergehen der Donatıstın Lucıilla VO Karthago. Reliquienkufß VOI

dem Kufß der Eucharistie, In: Au (1932).A
38 Venantıus Fortunatus, De Vıtae Radegundıs, ed Krusch, MG SR  Z 27 Hannover 1888,;

365 ' Frans: Saınted Women of the ark Ages, ed McNamara, Halborg, ıth
Gordon Whatley, Durham and London 1992 A For Radegund S56 Iso Wood, The
Merovıngıan Kıngdoms 450-/51, London 1994, 1356-139

39 In hıs Quaestiones et KResponsiones John of Tella BaVC specıfic orders what should be one
ıf the priest handled the consecrated materi1a] iımproperly: John of Tella, Quaestiones el

Responsiones, and 6’ 1! The Synodıcon 1n the West Syrıan Tradıtion, Vö6bus, DE 1f
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FEucharıistıc bread miıght 2VE remaıned ın the 40  cup Theretore wıne W as sed
wash the chalıce aN! according Codrington the prıest the deacon had
drink It. hen John requıired the deacon uUuse Äf) tınally SPONSC

(FE AAa< ONOYVOG). It the SPONSC W as WOTN OULT, It should be preserved
OT burned, but NOL be despised OT thrown AWAY accordıng John of Tella’s
Qunaestiones e Responsiones.”

'The holy vessels remaın covered before an atter the celebration 1n order
keep them PDUIC from outsıde corruption. eıl for the Eucharıst W 4S an 15
still CO1LLLHIEIOIN In the Syrıan lıturgies in order ‘honor the holy service. ”“
The COMNGGLA for riıtual purıty maın tocus of the Regula purıty of the
DPErSON wh9purıty of the place where the mysterıes AT celebrated, the
vessels sed 1n the o  ’ an especıally of the Eucharistic elements.

4 4 Resume: Control an Authorıity
As poıinted OUutL 1n the introduction, John ocused the COTFeG: celebratiıon of
the Eucharıist also 1n hıs (Janones ad Presbyteros and especılally 1n hıs Qunaestiones
el Responsiones,. In hıs (anones aAd Presbyteros he described wıth indıgnatıon
the shortcomings of SOINC non-Chalcedonian prıests:

It Ca OUT attention that \ certaın] people 11 Cg priests] trom the villages, NOT havıng earned
completely the offering of the Eucharist, LTaANSYTrESS boldly an ascend |tO the altar] the
awe-inspırıng MOMENT: they oftfer the Eucharist, aM when they PTIay they ALı contused and

ot laughter and iımproper talk ALl [thıs] IMOMENT tor those wh. AIC gathered tor prayer.

4() About the rituals of unıty N , Taft, (One Bread,; (One Body Rıtual Symbols ot Eccles1ial
Communıion 1n the Patrıstic Period, 194° Nova Doctrina Vetusque. ESSays Early Christianıty
1ın Honor of Fredric Schlatter, SJ, ed Krıes/C. Brown Tkacz, New ork erc 199%
23-50, CSP 374{ For medieval explanatıon of the commıiınglıng of wıne and reaı S Moses
bar Kepha, Commentary the Liturgy, Connolly and Codrington, 68f]

41 Codrington, The Syrıan Liturgy, 908
See also Rahmanı: Les Liturgies Orientales Occıdentales, 58; tor the Greek term SO

Brock, Greek Words 1n the Syrıiac Gospels, 1: Le Museon R416
John ot Tella, Quaestiones el KResponsiones 1 , 1 The Synodicon 1ın the West Syrıan Tradıtıiıon,
Vö6öbus, 213
Pseudo-Dionysıius, De ecclesiastica hierarchia 1N: 3’ 444 [Luibheıid, 2221; John of
Tella, Qunadestiones Kesponsiones, 5, 1 The Synodicon 1n the West Syrıan Tradıtıon, Vö6öbus,
1T 1+ thıs e1] W 4S W OLITlL, it could be used tor “rthe healıng of the ulcers of the sick.” See
also Brock, An Early Syriac Commentary, 391 About coverıng and uncovering the Mysterıes
SCC Moses bar Kepha, Commentary the Liturgy, Connolly and Codrington, ED - ZI9
87f] For twentieth CENLUrYy CUSTOMS 1ın Syrıan Orthodox Churches 1ın India Paul;, The Eucharist
Service of the Syrıan Jacobite Church ot Malabar, 90f ıth pıcture 61 For Syrian-Catholic
rıte N the piıctures in Liesel, Kunkel, Dıi1e Liıturgien der Ostkirche. Die Fucharistiefeier
der orlıentalıschen Ostkırchen, Fulda 1956; 43 and 1:

45 John ot Tella AanoNnes LA 11} anones Ilohannıs bar (ZUuFrSus: Tellae Mauzlatae Ep1scop1,
Kuberczyk, 29f; French translation: Francoı1s Nau, Les Canons les Resolutions Canon1ques,
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The obvıo0us insufficıiency of PITODCL instruction of these prıests appalled John
and he requested these priests recelve instruction preferably 1ın monastery).
Unable offer the Mysterıes of the Church these priests could NOLT ll the
spiritual 2AN: institutional authority required by the priestly office. In John’s
CYVCS thıs proved be unacceptable consıdering the tact that the Eucharıst
ftormed the central rıtual of the lıturgy. The twentieth CENLUFY cardınal Henrı
de Lubac remarks that the priesthood W asSs instıtuted Just tor the PUrDOSC
offer the Eucharist. De Lubac concludes that God aAaCCEDLIS the Church’s sacrıfice

»46and Prayci because “]’Eucharıistie fazt l’Eglise.
The priesthood W 2A5 instıtuted ın the early church because of the necess1ity
celebrate the Eucharist the faithful.” Therefore instead of ridiculing

hımself ar the altar, prıest needed ave the abılity admıiınıster thıs
sacrament.4g Severus of Antıioch consıdered the epiclesıs, the Eucharistıc Praycecr
spoken by the offering prıest, 4S essenti1a|l tor the consecratıon of the Eucharistic
materi1als:

It 1S NOLT the ofterer hıimselt who, by hıs OW. an viırtue, changes the bread Into
hrıst’s body, and the CUD of blessing Into Christ’s blood, but the God-befitting and efficacıous

of the words which Christ wh; instituted the MYSLETY COMMAaNdEe: be pronounced
VCTI the things that ATC Offerad

Priests needed Au G the lay cCommunıty that they NECW the epiclesı1s an
thereby controlled the central rıtual of the Christian church iın order legıtimate
theır posıti1on 45 the relig10us eaders of their O  community.” 'The priests depended

25 Translatıon mıne trom Kuberczyk’s edıtıon AS Vö6öbus’ edition and translatıon less
reliable; SCC Menze, Priests, Laıty and the Sacrament of the Fucharist ıth Vö6bus’
edition.

46 de Lubac, Corpus Mysticum. L’Eucharistie l’Eglise Moyen Age Etude Hıstorique,
Parıs 1949, ere 104 See also McPartlan, The Fucharıist makes the Church. Henrı de
Lubac and John Zizioulas 1ın Dialogue, Edinburgh 1993

47 Nee Iso Martın, Dıie (senese des Amtspriestertums ın der trühen Kırche, Freiburg 1O7Z:
especıially 109t.

48 Fake priests prıests ot dubious ordinatıon add another 1ımens1o0n: accordıng several
(CA110O115 of the time thıs problem ave een quıte widespread.

49 Severus, Select Letters H43, Brooks, 769 [238f] NSee Heıler, IIıie Ostkırchen, München
Basel 1971 340 The laıty ave expected the prıests be morally impeccable.
Apparently because of complaınts about the SUSPICLOUS character of SOIIMNEC priests, Severus
pominted OUutL (ın the S\diIllCc letter) that priests tultilled ICI subsıdiary tunction ın the celebration
oft the FEucharıist. Nevertheless IT clear that the priest needed al least be COMpEeLENT ın
the ritual of the Eucharıst 1ın order tultf;l hıs CVCIMN ıt subsıdıary function Al the altar. For
the posıtıion of priests 1n vıllages SCC Menze, Priests, Laıty and the Sacrament of the Eucharist
1n Sixth-century Syrıa.
For the interrelatıon of an riıtual SC Bell, Ritual Theory, Rıtual Practice, Oxtord
I9DZ: 169-181 But . also tor relig10us authority Bourdieu, Das relig1öse Feld Texte Z

Okonomie des Heılsgeschehens, Konstanz 2000, A As discusse here, being 1ın office di
NOL necessarıly I11CAall aVvVve institutional authorıity ( Amtsautorität”);



The Regula ad Diaconos: John of Tella, hıs Fucharistic Ecclesiology

the “AMen  DA of theıir communıitıes ın order celebrate the Eucharist.” In
other words, only ıf the clergy could fulfill the duties of theır office, institutional
authorıty would be granted them

John of 'Tella insısted that non-Chalcedonian clergy offered valıd Eucharist,
regarded NECCSSaALYV tor salvatıon, through PTFODCL celebration of the Mysterıes.
To that end the prıests aMn deacons needed observe meticulously the GCAHOMNS

of the church and riıtual purıty AS John requested ın hıs Regula ad Diaconos.

Establishing the first Generatıon of Syrıan Orthodox Clergy 1ın FExijle
John of Tella’s ordınatıons, hıs Ecclesiology an the Regula ad Diaconos

5: 1 The Sacrament of the Eucharıst

When John of 'Tella eft hıs SE for exıle the non-Chalcedonıian church, John’s
Church, had lost ItSs eccles1iastıical SETLIGEUHTe The competitiıon tor ep1iscopal
SE between Chalcedonıians an non-Chalcedonıuian which had characterized
the per10d atter halcedon ended ALl the beginnıng of the 520s The Chalcedo-
nıans had WO the day and might ave hoped tor biological solution concerning
the ex1iled non-Chalcedonian bıshops: when these bıshops died eventually,
also the non-Chalcedonian tradıtıon which they transmıiıtted through teachıng

theır flock an clergy mıght perısh wıth them. John of Tella W as AF the
torefront that thıs did NOLT happen: he instituted non-Chalcedonıian hierarchy
and instructed them accordıng the tradıtıon he SICW in As 1t that
the LTE 48011 for ordınatıons W as especıally GCGOHIGEUN tor the S4iCTAamen of the
Eucharıst Al As thıs SACTATMNCHE cshows also promiınent 1n hıs wrıtten instructions

them the Regula ad Diaconos hıs work probably presupposed
(pseudo-J)eucharistic ecclesiological understandıng of the Church AS discussed
below

Fırst of al 1It NECESSaL Y ask why John of Tella started ordaın
priests and deacons maybe already 1n Dl On rather and superficı1al
level John of Ephesus provıdes TCASONMN tor the ordinatıons iın hıs Lıves of +he
Eastern Saıints

murmurıng the part of those On the believers wh; had een banıshed trom E
quarter began be stiırred agalınst the blessed LLICIN the non-Chalcedonıian bishops] Ssiınce

51 hıs works of COUTSC Iso 1Ce€e the communıty needed the “ Amen  K of the priest: SCC tor
the understandıng of eucharıstıc communıtıes the works of Nıkolas Afanassıeff; ere
Plank, Die Eucharistieversammlung als Kırche. Zur Entstehung und Entfaltung der eucharisti-
schen Ekklesiologie Nıkola) Afanas’evs (1893-1966), Würzburg 1980, Z NSee Iso below 64+
For the ate CC wiıth Concerning ordınatıons of bishops by John SC below Q3F
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they had een reduced dıfficulties, while they spoke and SsenNntTt them al the
times, askıng them o1ve hand of ordinatiıon the church of the believers, ‘hecause It 1$ ın

difficulties.”  D
Banıshed believers C  a only refer expelled non-Chalcedonian monks: the
halcedonians had Just expelled AL the beginning of the 520s all unruly (!)
non-Chalcedonian monks from theır monasterIl1es tor insurrection agaınst the
ICS halcedonıan authorities. Especıally the Amıiıdene monasterIl1es (ın OE of
which also John of Ephesus W asSs monk) sutffered tor theır violent take NVGT.

of Amida.” In other words, the Chalcedonians uprooted the non-Chalcedonian
monks of evera|] monasterIı1es wh.: had posed the only organızed resistance 1n
the Ast agalnst the Incomıng Chalcedonian bıshops. Any attempt re-organıze
these STOUDS of homeless monks ın C non-Chalcedonian ecclesiastical
hierarchy MUST AVE hıghly alarmed the Chalcedonians?

The “ great ditficulties” reter the ack of non-Chalcedonian clergy wh
could admıinister non-Chalcedonian Sacraments It Ar ask which d-

ment caused probably the MOST urgent problem, verYy lıkely end wıth
the Eucharıist. The monks WEIC certaınly baptized an the rıtes tor burı1al
WEeTIC something which did NOT bring the monks in daily OT A least frequent
difficulties.” John’s newly ordaiıned prıests could also NnOT help the 11011-

Chalcedonian laıty AVE their children baptized by non-Chalcedonian clergy:
well-organized Chalcedonian bishop iıke Abraham bar Kaylı 1n Amıda reg1S-

tered hıs cCommunıty, especı1ally the 9 thereby makıng SUTITE

that new-born W as baptized by hım AaAn NOLT anı y non-Chalcedonian
cleric.” Penıtence W as CONCEIN, an (NIITCes trom these decades deal wiıth the

R4 John of Ephesus, Lıves of the Eastern Saınts, In: 18, 516
Menze, Makıng of Church, 114175 small (but promiınent 1ın John of Ephesus’ account)
mınorıty of monks suffered severely by the strict Chalcedonijan polıcy.
{t explaıns Justinian’s willy-nılly policy of rapprochement towards the non-Chalcedonians 1n
the early 5 3Ös; Menze, The Making of Church, / 20
Although NOL be burıed Dy non-Chalcedonian priest 1$ GCOMNCGCETA ın the SUOUICCS, SCC John
of Tella, Quaestiones el Responsiones 26 and 28, In: The Synodicon 1n the West Syrıan
Tradıtion, Vö6bus, 216f Concerning other church rıtes: only bıshops could CO SbETATE
1E churches an NC altars, an should ave een ıdeally the 1165 who baptize people.
Priests could anolnNt altars, but the tinal AaCT of consecratıon could only bıshop do; churches
and martyrıa should be consecrated by bishop, but f 1t would aV een “difficult” tor the
bıshop do D it W AsSs enough ıf the altar W ds consecrated and priest commıssı1oned do
the remaınıng rıtes. Priests MOSLT lıkely baptızed people (and CVECN deacons WEeTC allowed
under VeL' y ımıted cırcumstances), but the SOUTITCECS ımply that baptısm W d4as st1]] consıdered
the proper duty of bıshop; Chapters zohıich Were zuyrıtten from the Orıent (concernıng
baptısm), 57 (altars) and 12 (churches), ın The Synodıicon 1n the West Syrıan Tradıtion,
Vö6bus, 164-166 58f]

S Incerti1 Auctoris Chronicon Pseudo-Dionysianum Vulgo Dıctum, Chabot, Vol IL [T’he
Chronicle of Zugnın, Harrak, 611
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question of how non-Chalcedonıian clergy should recelve Chalcedonians
non-Chalcedonian who detected (deliberately probably INOTEC often COIM-

pelled) aAM repented NOW  58 However, thıs W as only the pre-requisıte iın order
become full member of non-Chalcedonian communlıtıes and take the

SACTaMEeNT of the Eucharist wıth them  59 ©T he Holy Eucharist 15 the
and MOST exalted |sacrament|” an 1t ADPCaL> promiınent 1n John of Tella’s
Quaestiones el Responsiones AT 15 the maın focus of hıs Regula ad Diaconos ”
New non-Chalcedonıian prıests assısted by deacons could offer thıs SACTAaMeNt
and prevent believers S halcedonı1an churches an take the Eucharıst
there. According the twentieth CENLUCY Cardınal de Lubac thıs Sicramen

tormed an torms the heart of the Church.“ The Eucharist 45 the body of
Christ W as for the late antıque monks the “life-giving blessing” which they
wıshed partake of regularly.”

Although the UUTGEsS AT remarkably sılent about the christological iımplı-
catıons of Chalcedonian non-Chalcedonian Eucharist, people 1n ate
Antıquıity certaınly oranted both of them The Chalcedonian John
Moschus STOFY about Chalcedonian monk wh 1n hıs pre-monastıc
ıte when he W as marrıed an of non-Chalcedonian persuasıon caught hıs
wiıtfe takıng the Chalcedonian Eucharist wıth the ne1ghbors: Appalled by hıs
Wlfe takıng the Eucharıist he “orabbed her by the throat AT torced her

emı1t” it  65 John oft Tella advısed taıthful non-Chalcedonians avo1d
Chalcedonıi1an Qurbono 1ıke the “po1son of death” ıt they “f d„
M  64 Apparently the lıfe-gıving SACTAINeNE of the Eucharist could become
lethal mMagı1C portion ıt 1t turned OUut be the “ wrong” Eucharist.

On purely technical level John’s rule ımplıes that Chalcedonıian FEucharist
looked ditferent from non-Chalcedonian aın could be avoıded ıt 11O11-

58 See Severus, Select Letters V.14, Brooks 390f and Menze, The Makıng of Church,
193
For the ımportance of the Eucharist sıgn of communıon SC de Vries, Der Kırchenbegriff
der VO Rom geLreNNTLEN dyrer, Rome 1935 and Menze, Dıie Stimme VO Maıuma:
Johannes Rutus, das Konzıil VO Chalkedon und die wahre Kırche, IN: Aland/J ahn/Ch
Ronning, Literarısche Konstituierung VO Identifikationsfiguren 1ın der Antiıke, Tübingen
2003, 215-232, especı1ally 226-229
(Quotation trom Anaphora, ed Mar Athanasıus, 4/1

61 de Lubac, The Splendour of the Church, London 1956, 113
For the term C Gebremedhin, Life-Giving Blessing. An Inquıiry 1Into the Eucharıistic
Doectrine of Cyrıl of Alexandrıa, Uppsala TE passım.

63 John Moschus, Pratum Spirituale 30, ed Mıgne In: 873 DL \trans. by Wortley, The
Spiırıtual Meadow, 8 139; Kalamazoo 190 221
Quaestiones el Responsiones 4++4, In: Lamy, Dissertatio de Syrorum Fıde er Disciplina, 95|
and The Synodıcon 1n the West Syrıan Tradıtıion, V6ö6bus, JS
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Chalcedonıi1an happened (OINE ACTOSS f  65 hıs could ave been the G4aste 4S

Christians started uUus«e bread STaMpPS iın the $ifth CENTUCY ın order mark
the eucharistic bread, 2 halcedonıan aM non-Chalcedonıi1an bıshops miıght
ave sed ditferent shape of StamMpPS, dıitferent mot1ives and/or different TeXT

the stamps.”
Therefore NOLT takıng the Eucharıst wıth the Chalcedonıian hierarchy newly

instituted 1n INalı y cıtiıes 1n the E2StTern provınces separated the 110O11-

halcedonıan taithful NOLT only visıbly trom the Chalcedonıian churchgoer,
but also demonstrated hıs refusal of the halcedonıan eucharistic authorıity.
Takıng the Eucharıist trom prıest who W 4S ordaıned by John of 'Tella

aCCECDL John of Tella’s eucharistic authority 45 the priesthood W as NOLT iınde-
pendent trom 1ts bishop. The bishop could delegate the rıght admıiniıster the
SAacrament 1n hıs 41116 prıests.

It John’s prıests administered the Eucharist the bishop of Tella’s authorıity
It W as in John’s interest ave qualified priesthood. The resistance of these
16 priests AT deacons agaınst the Chalcedonian faıth of the empıre W as

hardly sutficıent quality them for their oftfice. It W as erucıal instruct
them accordıng the Can onNSs of the church the CanonNs oıiven (cby OUr

tathers, the bıshops aN! metropolıtans” ASs John pomted OUut 1n the Regula ad
Diaconos.

B7 John of Tella’s ordinatıons: LL OO ordaıned prıests 2AN! deacons?
At tirst sıght thıs interpretation Oe€es NOLT CC 4 along wiıth the number of
John’s ordinations ASs mentioned by John of Ephesus 1ın hıs Lıives of the Eastern
Saınts. According John of Ephesus, John of Tella ordaıned 170 000 personsf’

65 It received 1n Chalcedonian church trom halcedonıan priest, the question an
AL1ISWCTI 1ın John’s Qmnaestiones el KResponsiones hardly makes much

66 Rabo, Das eucharistische Brot, 139 STAates that rea| StampS started be sed 1n the mıddle
of the tifch CENLUFrY. The aıthtul brought theır Hour deacon, monk priest who baked
the bread usıng the breadD
To the est ot knowledge there 1S archaeological eviıdence tor eucharistic bread

that (:  - be assıgned specıfically Chalcedonians non-Chalcedonians. For bread
StamMpPS (Eucharıistic and others) N Dölger, Heıidnische und christliche Brotstempel mMiı1t relıg1-
sen Zeichen an Galavarıs, Bread and the Liturgy, passım. For urther examples of bread
STAMPS SCC tor example Galavarıs and amann-Mac Lean, Brotstempel AaUS der Prinz
Johann Georg-Sammlung In Maınz, Maınz 1979 and Agypten. Schätze aUuUs dem Wüstensand.
Kunst und Kultur der Christen Nıl, Wiıesbaden 1996, 176131 an 184 Four interesting
and probably eucharıstic bread Stamps wıth INSCr1pt10Ns (for example EIC O datıng
the titth and sixth centurıes CAall be tound 1n Age of Spirıtualıity. Late Antıque and early
Christian Art,; Thırd Seventh Century, ed Weıtzmann, New ork 1979, 627%

6/ John of Ephesus, Lıves of the Kastern Saınts, 1n: 18, B7
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How could (TE bishop possıbly instruct INalıy Hc prıests An deacons
properly? Scholars ATIC ecritical wıth numbers AN dates 1ın John of Ephesus an
ave usually regarded hıs STALCINCNHNE concerning the number of John of Tella’s
ordinatıons 4S rıdiculously exaggerated.” Frank Trombley, however, has argued
that another number o1ven 1ın John of Ephesus might actually be the
number of / 01010 (or CVEN 0 000) ftrom John of Ephesus’ m1ssS10Ns

the Pagans an “heretics” iın Asıa Minor”
The discussıon ere 111 focus John of Tella’s ordınations. It 15 obvious

that the total number CAMMNOL be tıgured OUT, but before dismissıng the
extraordınary hıgh number 1t miıght be worth ask tor the sıgnıfıcancCe of
thıs number. Contrary John of Ephesus’ number concernıng hıs
1n Asıa Mınor, John of Ephesus’ STALeTINENT about John of Tella’s ordinatıions
15 NOT eye-wıtness iınformatıion. He referred people “ h counted them
the ordinations].” The question MUST be how these AaNONYIMMNMOUS people counted
them.

It consıider the number of 170 01010 ordınatıons ASs for MOMENT,
thıs would I1CAl that John of 'Tella ordaıned AVCIaASC of 33 PCISONS
sıngle day for years!  '70 hıs hardly possible C VGI ıt John of Ephesus
counted 4S “ordinations” also John of Tella’s reception of Chalcedonian clergy
Into the ranks of the non-Chalcedonians (who he actually did NOT re-ordaın),
and also the makıng of sub-deacons, readers E who did NOLT recelve PTFODCI
ordinatıon (XELOOTOVLOA.) 71

John of Ephesus NOL only the total number of ordınatıons, but he

68 Frend, The Rıse of the Monophysıite Movement, 261 consıders 1t “oreatly CXAHBC-
rated.” Iso Ashbrook Harvey, Asceticısm and Socıiety 1n (GriSIS, 103 Z1VeS the impression
that John exaggerated tremendously.

Trombley, Paganısm 1n the Greek World al the End ot Äntıquity: the (ase of Rural
Anatolıa and Greece, iIn: "ThR 78 D 330f counted tor For the varyıng
number of SCC Va  - Ginkel, John of Ephesus. Monophysıite Hıstorijan ın
Sıxth-Century Byzantıum, unpublıshed PhD Thesıs Groningen 1993,; 31 42 More recently
Stephen Miıtchell, however, dismisse: Trombley’s argument; SCC St Miıtchell, Land, Men, and
ods 1ın Asıa Mınor Vol I1 The Rıse of the Church, Oxtord L: 118t

4SSUINEC that John started ordaın 4S early 522 stopped ordinatıon while 1ın Onstan-
tinople tor VCal, and continued untiıl he W 4as caught 1ın February 593% he ordaıned 14 ALl
IMOSLT. As It 1S lıkely that the Chalcedonians made 1t iımpossıble tor hım ordaın continuously
throughout these y  9 the number ot daıly ordınatıons MUST CEvVen be higher than 331
John of Ephesus explicıtly sed the FeTAn YELOOTOVLA. whiıich reterred the ordination of
deacons and prıiests (and Iso deaconesses), but NOL lower church ranks; John of Ephesus,
Lıves of the Eastern Saınts, 1 1 6} 516 and 519{; tor ordinatıons ot priests, deacons and
deaconesses cr Aanones de Ordinationibus 9) 1 $ an 1 $ 11 Studı1ıa Syrıaca H4: Rahmanı,
\a | Latin V6ö6bus, Syrische Kanonessammlungen 1) A) 147% (who numbers
the CallOMs dıfferently; ere 0131018N 13 14 and 18); tor ordınatıon ot lower clergy S0

Alıvisatos, Die kırchliche Gesetzgebung des aslers Justinıan E Berlin 1913 [Reprint Aalen
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(or hıs aNONYINOUS SOUrCE) also estimated the number of daily ordinations:
“companıes of fifty an of hundred ın day, AT CM EG AN: agaın A4as

I1LallYy 45 < OT three hundred day  »/2 According John of Ephesus
tflood that 15 produced in rıver by thıck clouds” Camlnle John of Tella while
he W 45 iın the desert, MONASTLECVY OT CONVEeNnNT As John of Tella decıded
ordaın 311 expelled men, ” 1t CAd  — be assumed that he often ordaiıned whole
STOUDS of monks who had eft theır Ome monasterı1es tor the desert OT other
monasterıes. Thıs assumption (  — be corroborated by John of Ephesus <
ordinatıon. He reported that John of Tella ordaıned hım 45 deacon in 5729
together wıth FA tellow monks who had eftt theır monasterIı1es 1ın the VICINILY
of Amida_”

1t anybody ike the AaNOMLYITNOUS SOUTCE tor John of Ephesus’ 4ACCOHNT

counted these exceptional numbers of daily ordınatıons 45 AVCIABC number of
daily ordınatıions, he indeed could end wiıth 1706 QUO ordınatıons total. 1t he
took the highest aAM OUNT 300 ordinatıons — John would ave ordaıned 1706 000
people 1ın 56 / days. 14: CannOtL be taken tor oranted that John EVCT ordaıned
300 PCISONS dayı, but 1T 15 NOT unlıkely: A he ordaıned whole STOUDS of
monks 1in 1114as$5 ordinations, he might ave Just ordaıned the whole congregatiıon
of MONASTEFV which could aVe easıly consısted of 300 monks.

As John dıd NOLT ordaın 300 people AVCIASC day, the number of 170 01010
ordınatıons st1] remaıns LOO hıgh A scholars ave assumed. However, the
discussıon of daily ordınatıons &8  - explain how John of Ephesus an hıs
SOUTCEC CATHE wıth thıs number of priests and deacons instead of understandıng

»„7/4IT Just A4aSs “ Oriental liıghtheartedness 1n dealing wiıth numbers.

53 rıtten (Clanons and the Regula ad Diaconos:
Instructing Church 1n Exiıle

The Incorrectness of the total number Oe€es NOT devalue 1tSs signıfıcance. 70
ordınatıons day AS 1ın the corroborated Casc of John of Ephesus el hıs
tellow-monks could NOLT be one wıthout provokıng the Chalcedonıian
thorities. John’s declared 0al ordaın S A11 expelled men caused
organızatıon of the ecclesiastical landscape 1n the SASTern provınces. 1
Nan y PCISONS became non-Chalcedonıian priests aın deacons, John might
aV imıted the pool of able candıdates tor Chalcedoman eccles1iastical

John of Ephesus, Lıves of the Eastern Saınts, In: 18, 51
73 John of Ephesus, Liıves of the Eastern Saınts, 1n 18, 5721 decade later John of Ephesus

W as Iso eye-wiıtness when John of Hephaestu ordaıned “more than tifty priests”
Tralles; John ot Ephesus, Lıves of the Eastern Saınts, in: 18, 538

Vö6öbus, The Orıgın of the Monophysıite Church 1n 5yrıa and Mesopotamıa, 1n: ChH
(41973), 21
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hierarchy. However, 1t W AS NOLT only the cheer numbers that mattered 41
threatened the territor1al ıntegrity of the Chalcedonıian bishoprics. John realized
that instıtutiıng He ecclesiastical hierarchy LNOTIC than Just the layıng
of episcopal hand As bishop, John W as also pastoral wh: accordıng

Wendy Meyer’'s ATl Pauline Allen’s detinıtion of pastoral CFE needed
provıde “ritualized CailCl, teachıng/instruction, spirıtual direction/guidance, cha-
rismatıc mınıstry of PpraycCl, admınıstration, socıal welfare, 41 mıssı1ıonN/con-
vers10n. „2/5

As the OULUGGs iın John of Tella’s (GASE ATIC much ILLE imıted than 1n the
of Severus of Antioch AF John Chrysostom the examples sed by

Allen Al Meyer It 15 NOLT possible examıne aSpECL of John’s pastoral
CL 'The tact that John lıved 1ın exıile an could HNO provıde tor example socıal
weltare OT admınıstration hıs tlock lIımıts the INquU1Iry urther. Bishops 1ın
ate Antıquity taught theır tlock through homilıies, but ex1led bishop could
hardly deliıver homiulıies. However, John of Ephesus contirms that John of
Tella took hıs office 4S bishop al 1fs duties ser10usly: “I John of Tella] tor

part ave received oift [ hıs episcopal office) from God, bal wıth It
5/6tradıng and NOLT neglıgent.

John of Tella’s achievement concerning m1ssıon and conversiıon obvıous
AS he attracted NOLT only non-Chalcedonıians who CATIE hım tor ordınatıon,
but also Chalcedonıians who wanted Join the ranks of the non-Chalcedonıian
clergy.” He certaınly provıded ritualized CN tor the faithful 1n form of the
FEucharist 4S did the non-Chalcedonian bishop John of Hephaestu after hım
1n the 530s wh BaVC communıon non-Chalcedonıan wh C4I hım
Through etters John provided spiritual ouidance 45 he did 1n hıs letter the
monks around Tella in which he a1d OWN hıs taıth an a1admonished hıs
addressees NOLT detect trom the non-Chalcedonıian C3.1.1S€.78

John made instruct10ons tor newly ordaıned clerics priorıty ın order
teach them orthopraxıs. The (AanOonNnes Ad Presbyteros demonstrate that the
non-Chalcedonıian clerics an especially the village prıests WETE AL least
partıally NOLT able do theır duties accordıng the Cano1n11$S of the Church.””

IS Allen, Severus of Antioch Pastoral Carer, 1n StPatr An 2001), 333 SCC also Allen/W
Mayer, Towards deftinıtion of Pastoral Care ın Late Antıquity, 1: Aug )’ 345-397/
John ot Ephesus, l ıves of the Eastern Saınts, In: 18, 520
For thıs SG John of Ephesus, Lıves of the Eastern Saınts, 1 1 520; but also the
unpublished letter by the non-Chalcedonıuan bıshop Thomas of Germanıcı1a, Add
tols 1472214312

/8 Hıs 1ıbellus Fıdei CC above 51
John of Tella W as hardly able TEL al mismanagement the non-Chalcedonıian
cClergy. For the ack of instruction N vıllage priests SCC Menze, Prıest, Laıty an the
Sacrament of the Eucharıst 1n sixth CENLUFY Syrıa.
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But PrODCI knowledge ot eccles1astıcal duties an Its applications according
the tradıtıon of the Church WEeIiIiC crucıal 1ın order legitimıze thıs 11C eccle-
s1astıcal STIAICLUFEe 4S the Church.

Both hagıographers of John, Elias 2AN! John of Ephesus, emphasıze John’s
caretful selectiıon of candıdates tor ordinatiıon AN! theır instruction. John DIO-
tessionalızed the recruutment of potential candıdates: trustworthy HACG  } 1ın ll
districts of the ast received John of Tella’s seal, selected candıdates tor ordı-
natıon an SCHl them wıth letter of introduction (probably sealed wiıth
John’s seal) John tor ordinatıion. No candıdate could COTHE wıthout thıs
letter. In other words, contidents of the ex1iled bıshop pre-selected the candıdates
betfore John consiıdered ordination.” In the CS of John of Ephesus an hıs
tellow-monks thıs rule might AA been suspended because John of Tella
NECW that they “came ftrom well-known Amıidene

hıs WdY of recruıtment also that John consıdered tor ordınatıon NOLT

only trustrated non-Chalcedonian monks, but actıvely searched tor qualified
candıdates tor non-Chalcedonian priesthood (91: diaconate who mıght aVve
otherwise SONC off the CXT Chalcedonıian SC6 DUrSuCc ecclesiastical
CT OT: there. John meticulously kept record about hıs ordınations, an when
the Chalcedonıians made the Pers1i1ans catch hım, C  they also hunted tor the
documents that contaıned the of the believers wh receıved the
priesthood trom him  »52 The Chalcedonıians WTG of John’s talent
organıze hıs m1ssıon meticulously an orasped the danger that steamed ftrom
the dimens1ion of hıs INass ordınatıons tor theır OW church.

Although NOLT explicitly mentioned 1n Elıas DiE John of Ephesus, John of
Tella could only CODC wıth such I1Aasses of willing candıdates ıt he dıd NOT

work alone. ven when the halcedonıans caught hım 1n 537/ SOINC discıples
remaıned wıth hım These discıples probably had helped hım LEeSst the candı-
dates’ abilities read the Scriptures, recıte the Psalms 1: wriıte their S18Na-
tures.8 Thıs scrupulous screenıng PTOCCSS of the candıdates could only be
one because John’s recrulters had pre-selected the candıdates aM John had
assıstance tor the final examınatıons before the ordınatıon.

John of Ephesus, Lives of the Eastern Saınts, 1n 18, 519
81 John of Ephesus, Lıives of the Eastern Saınts, 1n: 18, 521

John ot Ephesus, Lıves oft the Eastern Saınts, 1: 18, B Records WEeTITC 1NECCSal Y 45 take
priests and Julianısts who pretended be Severı1an non-Chalcedonians deceived Severı1an
non-Chalcedonians. See Chapters zuohich WETE ayrıtten from the (OQrıent 22 2 9 33 4.() and 4 9
1: The Synodıcon 1n the West Syrıan Tradıtıion, Vö6bus, 1658174 and 174176 1161-164 and
166-168].

83 For the dıscıples: Elıas, Lite of John of Tella, Brooks XS 'Ghanem 1011 tor the examınatıon
PTOCCSS, John of Ephesus, Lıves of the Eastern Saınts, In: 1 518f At SOIMNEC point John
INAY aVve een supported 1n ordaınıng clergy by other non-Chalcedonian bishops; S Elıas,
Lıte of John of Tella, Brooks 60t Ghanem /41
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According Elıas, John of 'Tella BaVC the newly ordaıned priests and deacons
“words of advice.” He probably dıid thıs in torm of oral advıce before he
ordaıned them. However, John could NOLT poss1bly instruct them ın everythıng
1n OE day ecture. In order that they could still learn the Canons OTr JE least
reter instruct10ons he MUST ave yiven them also wriıtten rules. hıs
would corroborate the image of John Aa bishop wh organızed hıs duty of
ordınatıon VOLY protessionally AS deseribed above.

Hıs (AanONes ad Presbyteros an hıs Regula a4d Diaconos present probably
LW of these of instruction.” The (ANnNONES ad Presbyteros addressed
(village) prıests 1n general, An miıght ave been quıte widespread AaSs they
touched diverse 1Ssues AN problems. In the last of these (JanOnNnNes John of
Tella ordered that children An the future gyeneratıon of the church should
NOL be SENT secular schools, but chould be instructed “according the
apostolic precept: few decades atter John of Tella had wrıtten thıs
John of Ephesus modeled salınt wh lıved thıs ıdeal Sımeon the
Mountaıineer appeared iın John’s Lıves of the Eastern Saınts 4S teacher wh
actually took AWAV children agaınst the 11 of theır Parents ın order bring
them 4S faıthful Christians.” hıs 15 HOT Sa Y that John of 'Tella had
immediate impact John of Ephesus’ wrıtiıng, but 1It demonstrates that John
of Tella addressed 1SSUeSs which troubled the church deeply.

Although urther evidence rema1ıns, John of Tella might ave oıven hıs
Regula ad Diaconos John of Ephesus Al hıs 7 ellow-deacons. Perhaps
they al] together receıved OMNEC COPDY of the LEXT aMn earned the rules. decade
later John of Ephesus had ample opportunıty demonstrate what he had
earned when, AS deacon, he assısted John of Hephaestu celebrating the
Mysteries. ” In GASsSe John of Ephesus had really been ONC of the addresses of
the Regula ad Diaconos, John of Tella 1t between 5772 an 5729 AL the
latest, but probably 1ike the (anOones ad Presbyteros rather S than 579 °

John’s Regula 15 DEXE that belonged church 1ın exıle AS the 11011-

Chalcedonians did 101 hold ep1scopal SCCS where they could educate an
teach theır NOvıICes AL the local church. Furthermore, wrıtten instruction W as

X4 Elıas, Litfe of John of Tella, Brooks, 63# |Ghanem, 74$]
X 5 John Iso rather iındividual etters ıke the Quaestiones et Responsı:ones the priest

derg1us, but 45 the inclusıon ot thıs LeXT 1n the West 5Syrıan Synodıcon shows, 1T W as NOL Just
prıvate letter: 1t also reached wıder audience perhaps already 1n John’s time an became
canonıcal later.

X6 John of Ephesus, Lıves of the Eastern Saınts, 1: 1 © 241-7246
John of Ephesus, Lıves of the Eastern Saınts, 1} 18, 538

XS The Regula ad Diaconos might ave circulate. also the deacons who CGailec wiıth John
oft Ephesus Asıa Mınor 4SSISt hım 1n hıs M1SS1O0Nary work:; John of Ephesus, Lives of the
Eastern Saılnts 43, 1: 1 $ 658-660
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NECECSSaL V because the huge number of ordınatıons dıd NOT allow John
instruct a1] 11C clerics personally. John 1t tor deacons whom he had
ordaıned somewhere 1n the EIsSTern dioceses, maybe 1n the “desert” (IF 1ın
monasteries 45 John of Ephesus remarked, but probably also 1n villages and
small cıtiıes 1ın which John of 'Tella dwelled tor while OT maybe Just the
road Some of these deacons returned theır ome villages an started theır
duties 4S deacons there. But x00d number of John’s deacons WEeTIC probably
expelled monks who could NOT FCeHLTT theır monasterI1es.

It 15 probably NOLT coincıdence that the Regula ad Diaconos addressed the
celebration of the Mysterıes and purıty of the SANCLIUAFY. As discussed tor the
Tradıtio Apostolıca and the Testamentum Domuint, under normal CIrcumstances

deacon’s duty comprised especlally socı1al obligations. However, deacon iın
exıle W as hardly able ultfil! these obligations. Theretfore John ocused
1n hıs understandıng the Gl duties tor deacon, the preparatıon of the
FEucharist 2N! purıty of the sanctuary.89 In exıle, the non-Chalcedonian dıd
NOT celebrate 1ın theır “home  D OTr parısh chürch, but maybe in MaAartyr chrine
wıth which they WEIC NOT acquaınted and whiıch might GCVeEn be 1ın the possess1on
of the Chalcedonians_” The non-Chalcedonian prıests miıght 2aVvVe brought
theır < altar thıs MAartyr shrine, but they could NOLT NOW ıf the SANCLUAFCY
W a4as held 1n PITODCI order.” John’s Regula requıred the deacons clean thıs
SANCLUArY A keep It DUrC AS pre-condıtion celebrate the Mysterıes. He
then took the deacon Step by Step through the PTFOCCSS of how PICDaIC the
Fucharist canonically CVEeN under the g1ven CIrcumstances.

54 John of Tella’s Eucharistic Ecclesiology
As discussed above John started ordaın expelled monks, but later he ordaıned
aV qualified PCISONMN and CVEN searched tor these C114 'The question MUST be
then why dıd John ordaın 45 INalıy e priests an deacons 4S possible, an

However, when John speaks 1n the Regula of “rhe / Eucharistic] body that yOUu be 1n
need that 1t be lett behind,” he miıght reter ett-over bread trom the Prosphora which the
deacon anı other clergy usually AT bread be consecrated and brought by the deacon

the siıck an other faıthful wh could NOL attend 111455 In the latter Casec John might ere
thought ot established village cCommunıty 1n which the deacon had soc1a| oblıgatıon ıke
takıng ig of the sıck

‘O Ecclesziastical (JAnONSs zhich WETE gıven by the Holy Fathers during the Tıime of Persecution 2!
In: The Synodıcon 1n the West Syrıan Tradıtion, V6ö6bus, 160

91 About altars: Chapters whıich WeEerTre qrıtten from the (Qrıent 8’ 1: The Synodıcon 1n the West
Syrıan Tradıtion, Vööbus, 165 See also below
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only them NOL bıshops >92 What kınd of understandıng of the Church W 4S

behind John ordinations? According John of Ephesus, John of Tella believed
that GIHIG 15 COIMLI1LE when ImnenNn SIVC hand believers <hall be Wantlkıng
and <hall NOL be found hat explaıns the surtace why John ordaıned 4S

MAallLy 45 possıble, but 1L oes NOLT explain why he ordaıned PrI1€STS an deacons
rather than bıshops

Fırst of all the CS of bishops should be consıdered The ack of episcopal
ordinatıons might 4ve Just technical explanatıon because three bıshops
WLLE needed tor the ordınatıon of bıshop an John could NOL ave one 1L

alone hıs explanatıon however Caı probably be dismıssed John had een
together tor whıiıle wıth other 1O Chalcedonian bishops trom the patriarchate

Furthermore ofof Antıoch A dıid ordaın bishops ftor Pers1a
DEFSECULIONS bishops had been ordaiıned by less than three bishops Another
LTCAasSsOIl miıght AaVe een that the 110 halcedonıians dıd NOL 4are buıild
11C episcopal hierarchy agaınst the Chalcedonıi1an hiıerarchy because
they WT afraıd of being regarded schismatıc The 110 halcedonıians miıght
Aave feared the CONSCYUCMNCCS other words PETSECULLONS 4S John of Ephesus

However, also thıs explanatıon Oe€es NOLT satısfy John dıid challenge the
imper1al church profoundly, visıble Justinian FEqQUESL StOP
ordinations Al} the mercıless PErSECULLON of John beyond the CINDITC
border DPers1ıa the deep w1nfer of 537

John of 'Tella biographer FElias could cla1ım tor the Lime when John W as

exıle that the Diophysıites had few tollowers tor the irue Church of God
W asSs being built hıs did NOLT COTHEC about through John ordaınıng 1Ie

and INOTEC 110 Chalcedonıi1an tiıtular bishops who had chance claım their
SGeS which Chalcedonıuian bishops had occupied 'The 110 Chalcedonıians had
already IMOTEC than tifty ex1iled bishops AalıLyYy WaYy IN John ordaıned HE titular

bishops they probably would Aave een targeted LOO an kept OUuUL of theır
SCCS and dioceses John challenged the imper1al church unexpected level

At least insıde the Roman CIMDIFEC he seemed ave ımıted hıs ordinatıons DTrIESLTS and
deacons; tor ordınatıons Persıa and possible espiscopal ordınatıon within the Roman
CINDIIEC SCS Menze, The Makıng of Church 194f$

023 John of Ephesus [ ıves of the Eastern Saınts, 15 571 As John of Ephesus thıs
OoOwn ecades later, 1L sounds ıke historicıze prophecy, but hıs STLAaLtement corresponds
wıth John of Tella’ IN1SS1ONAL Y
Elıas, Lite of John of Tella, Brooks 60 |Ghanem 7Of]a Severus, Select Letters 14 an 1
Brooks 389-394 1 345--350| anı 395

95 [John Rufus];, Petrus der Iberer, Raabe, 65{ 65f] DPeter the lIberian an FEusebius of Pelusium
ordaıne 1 patriarch of Alexandrıa, Timothy, 45 / although thırd bıshop W as IN1SSI1S
See the description of the wıinfer Elıas, Lıte of John of Tella, Brooks 6/ Ghanem 77%)

97 Elıas, Lite of John of Tella, Brooks 63 |Ghanem 73|
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Through the ordınations of deacons an prıests he took AWdAY the toundatıon
of the imper1al church the eucharist communıties.

When Justin changed the relıg10us polıcy of the empiıre, he INAaYy avVe een
surprised by the STIrONg an stubborn opposıtıon of non-Chalcedonıian bishops
1n the PASTEeTN provınces. But 45 the Roman Empire W 4S deeply arıstocratıic
sOclety, Justin believed he could crush thıs opposıtıon trom LOP oOWwn
unruly bıshops WEeTIiIC expelled (1 eft theır SCCS wisely before the 11C authorities
arrıved ın theır cıtles. The x0al oft Justin’s policy W as certamly NOLT PErSECULE
these bishops 27 PUL them 1ın prıson thıs would o1VE them LLLOÖOTITC attention
than the CINDCI OL wıshed. He Just needed neutraliıze theır intluence by
expelling them än instituting 80 Chalcedonian bishops wh would then
agaln trom LOpP OWnNn torce the clergy 1n theır diocese 1nto communıon
wıth theır shepherds 0)8 install trustworthy halcedonıan priests AaN! deacons
tor the Christian communiıtıes. hat Calls, 1n numbers, Constantinople
pected that only everal dozens non-Chalcedonian bishops would obstruct
the entorcement of Chalcedon iın the AST

The first set-back of Justin’s polıicy occurred 1n Amıda 1n when maybe
than thousand monks violently attacked the 1E halcedonıan O-

polıtan, drove hım OUL aM took (: the 98  CIty Wırth milıtary reinforcement
the Chalcedonians regaıned control,; but the fear of insurrection of 1ON-

halcedonıan monks Iıved Many of the monks W pushed around OUuUtT

of tear they could establish HE stable monasterIı1es which could become
breeding oround tor intellectual non-Chalcedoni1anısm.

These expelled monks MWWAGTO the tirst of John’s priests Aa deacons,
but John aimed tor HAT ven ıf NOT 170 000 deacons an prıests, John
ordaıned thousands of priests and deacons wh intruded Chalcedonıian dioceses
4S vıllage priests and deacons (31 AS wanderıng monk-priests and monk-deacons.
Non-Chalcedonıian priests WEeTIC allowed TEeEIMNOVC altar and {1x 1T elsewhere
ıf theır bıshop approved and 1t lıkely that John of Tella approved thıs)
whiıch made them aAM the admınıstration of theır Eucharıst geographically
tHexı1ible. Maybe they somet1mes carrıed Just the altar-board (tablitho) wıth
them which they celebrated the Eucharist.” It there W as shortage of
altars, bishop could help OUL AN! CONSecCTAaTEe them AaSs John of Hephaestu did

1001n Constantinople and had them shipped the AaSTt.
The Justin AN! Justinıan WT helpless concerning the iıntiltration

of thousands of non-Chalcedonian clergy ın the EAhASTEerNnN dioceses. Abraham

98 Menze, Makıng ot Church, 1145127
Chapters zohıich Were ayrıtten from +he Orıent (altar) and 16 (tablitho), 1 Synodıcon ın the
West Syrıan Tradıtıion, Vöö6bus, 165, 167 160|

100 John of Ephesus Liıves of the Eastern Saınts, 1: 18 m411:
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bar Kaylı in Amıiıda registered whole neighborhoods an ensured that people
5510

GCALHEE hım “take the FEuchariıst. John of Ephesus’ ımage of thıs
tropolıtan 45 the “archvillain” of the Syrıan Orthodox tradıtion
indıcate that Abraham remaıned exceptional C3.SC.lo Many Chalcedonıian
bishops probably could NOL control theır whole tlock BAl Ial y HOH“-

Chalcedonian Eucharist communıtıes might ave established themselves Outs1-
de the episcopal churches aM episcopal realm.“ John of Tella’s NOLT

beg for the emperor’s favor and NOLT COMpeLE wıth the halcedonı1ans tor
SCCD, but work ftrom the heart of the CHürch, challenged the legıtimacy of
the imperı1al church. It the Chalcedonıian bishops lost control] ()3V6GT theır COIN-

munıitıes Al the Eucharıst, which osrounds could they cla1ım be the
Church?

The Chalcedonians had e  Just schism between Rome AF (2O02-
stantınople an a1ımed be regarded A the unıversal Church 1n ast an
West” Agaınst thıs unıversalistic claım of hierarchically structured church
John offered understandıng of the Church which resembled rather eucha-
rISt1IC eccles10l10gy, term first coined by the Russıan Orthodox proto-presbyter
and theologıian Nıkolas Afanassıeff (1893-1966). ”

Atanassıeff lıved through the Russıan revolution and emigrated first Serbia,
later Parıs where he became professor of theology. Quarrels and schıisms
between the Russıan Orthodox episcopal hierarchy frustrated Atanassıeff an
influenced hıs ecclesiology. In opposıtıon what he thought be the rulıng
model of the Chureh, the unıversal ecclesiology, he tried LTECOVeET the orıgınal
model of the “unıversal” (aOOALKN) Chürch, which he called eucharistic eccle-

101 Nncert1 Auctoris Chronıicon Pseudo-Dionysianum Vulgo Dıctum, Chabot, Vol IE [ T’he
Chronicle ot Zugnın, Harrak, 61]

L Ashbrook Harvey, Asceticısm and Socıiety 1n Crsis:
103 Maybe 1n thıs CONLEXT Justiniıan orbade AaLLY private rel1g10uUs assembly (NMAQAOUVAEELG) 1n

5350 Cod Just. 1520 (ın Corpus lurıs Ciyvılıs Vol Codex Iustinı1anus, ed Krueger,
Berlin L1  1954, 58f) especıially directed agalınst Montanısts. hıs law hardly changed the sıtuation
ın the BASTLTT dioceses. It 15 NOL the first of Its kınd already the CMPDCIOTK Marcıan and
Valentinian) orbade the Eutychians (by which the Chalcedonians 1n general the
non-Chalcedonians) assemble: Cod Just 1.5.8 ftrom 455 (ın Codex lustinı1anus, Krueger,
52)

104 But CVCN under Justıin Eg@ypt an the patrıarchal S66 of Alexandrıa W as stil] occupıed Dy the
non-Chalcedonians. Not betore 537 did Justinıan instıtute Chalcedonıian patriarch 1ın lex-
andrıa.

105 For hıs ıte and theology e Plank, Dıie Eucharıstieversammlung als Kırche, passım. Only
ftew of hıs works AL translated into STFErn languages; SCC especıially Afanassıeff, The Church
which presides ıIn Love, 1 The Primacy of Peter, ed Meyendorff GE al., London 1963,
S For other important artıiıcles by Afanassıeff SCS 108 and A For VeCLY chort
Overvi1iew of eucharistic ecclesiology ıIn the twentieth CENTULCYV SE McPartlan, FEucharistic
Ecclesiology, 1n One 1ın Chrıst BA (1 314-351; GG Iso idem, The FEucharıst makes the
Church (as 46)
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siology. ” He understood the unıversalistic mode]l of the Church An being the
Sl of ll local churches wıth legal t1es A established hiıerarchies between
them. In 1934 Atanassıeff publıshed hıs iıdeas eucharistic ecclesiology, the
key-sentence tor which he S”a 1n Mt 1820 HOT where LW OT three ATC

yathered in NaMC, there them  » Atfanassıeff believed that thıs
W as the ruling model 1n the early church. He reterred lgnatıus of Antıoch
who 1n hıs letter the S>myrneans that the congregation 15 where the
bishop 1S, Just 4S where Christ 1S; there 15 “the unıversal (KAOOALKN) church.””
For Atfanassıeff the unıversal Church manıtests ıtself 1n the local church where
the bishop celebrates the Mysterıes for hıs cCommunlıty. In Afanassıeff’s <
words: «1  A, OUu est ‚Büßl> assembläe eucharıstique, 1ä demeure le Christ 1: 1ä ESsT

l’Eglise de Dieu Chhsti
John of Tella experienced exıle 45 did Afanassıieff LA later, an

havıng lost theır tormer place wiıthın theır churches probably sharpened theır
perception of what the Church should be The experience oft these < theolo-
21aNS, however, differed 1ın ONEC important aSpECT: Atanassıeff eft Russıa because
of political disruptions, and he developed hıs eucharistic ecclesiology 1n order

tind WAdY whiıch could unıte the dıtfferent Christian churches and schıismatıc
branches. John of Tella went 1Into exıle because HE CINDCIOL brought about

change the dogmatıc posıtıon wıth the x0al of erasıng the non-Chalcedonian
tradition. “  7 Unfortunately, whıiıle 1n exıle, John did NOT develop ecclesiology
1n wrıtten form, at least LexTt has survıved. Only the Libellus Fıdei from
probably 519 offers SOINEC hınts of hıs understandıng of the Church before he

110
went Into ex1ile. John speaks ere of the spırıtual ftoundation that Paul, “rhe
divıne master-builder,” had built c  So that INa Y buıld 1t wiısely
heavenly buılldıng accordıng the CASUTC of the oift that he received from
G d »111 Martyrs, aSCet1Ccs, stylıtes an especıally the apostles built 1T C  if.
W a4s thıs foundatıon] that Sımeon built an John; IT 'Thomas completed
1n Chush; aAM 1n Egypt Marc; Addai, the house of Medians, an Pers1i1ans an

106 For Atanassıeff’s understandıng ot the unıversalistic model which he SAa developed by
Cyprıan oft Carthage (ca 200-258) CO Afanassıeff, The Church whıich presides 1n Love,
597-6/; tor eucharistic ecclesiology SCC especı1ally ıdem, The Church which presıdes ın Love,
A SE

107 lgnatıus of Antioch, C ad SMmyr. 1: The Apostolic Fathers I> Ehrman, 304
108 Nıkolas Atanassıeff, Una Sancta, 1: Irenıkon (1963), 459
109 For the non-Chalcedonıujan tradıtion and Its development atter Chalcedon SCC Menze, The

Makıng of Church, Sa
110 There also NOT be much lıterature Syrıan ecclesiology understandıng of the

Church CXCEDL de Vrıes, Der Kırchenbegriff (as 59) which collects Ial y SOUICECS, but
perce1ves the Syrıan tradıtions trom strictly Koman Catholıic point ot 1eW.

111 John of Tella, Libellus Fidei, Add tol 219b
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Parthians. And 1t W as thıs that the apostle Matthew built i Palestine, an
Jacob, the brother of OUT Lord 5112

Like the apostles aAN! al (orthodox) bishops 1n the SUCCEsSsSI1ON of the apostles
also John of 'Tella stood thıs toundatıon, aN! did “+he work of evangelıst”
AS hıs biographer Elias WI‘OIZC.11 John understood the Church AS the Church
of ll ApCS (including the apostles, Martyrs, Salnts etC.) which manıtested ıtself
1n hıs tiıme 1n local eucharıstic communiıtıes led by prıests an deacons he had
ordaıned. They tormed together wıth the ex1iled non-Chalcedonian bishops
orthodox commonwealth 1n the apostolic SUCCESS1ON, in opposıtıon the
imperı1al church 4S theır bishops had gONC aAaSLLaYy Al halcedon. It the “Church
15 there, where the Eucharıist 15 consummated,” A Atfanassıeff in 1953
John’s bıographer Elias could cla1ım that the Church WAas built up by John

114iın the CAStTErN provınces.
Nevertheless John’s ecclesi10logy oes NOLT correspond wıth Atfanassıeff’s iın
tar 45 John did NOT WAant each non-Chalcedonian bıshop establish hıs

independent Church. Atfanassıeff’s rather ıdealistic perception that each eucha-
r1Sst1Cc communıty should aVe theır z bishop an bishop cshould NOL be
the head of several eucharistic communıtıes led by priests W 4S inconce1vable
ın John’s world The unıversal ecclesi10logy 1N torm of the iımperı1al church
had established ıtself AS the sole mode] of the Church 1n ate Antıquity.
Dıtfferent STOUDS of Christian competed tor ımperı1a| tavor, influence, benefices,
CCS an church buıildıngs. Patriarchs of the ımportant ep1scopal SGEGS 1ke
Alexandrıa, Constantiınople ar Rome tried be regarded 45 the leadıng
patrıarchal CS AIl these aCctors dıd NOL erode the unıversal model of the
Church, they strengthened IT John hıimself W 4s deeply iımmersed in world
ruled by the unıversal ecclesi0logy, but he chifted the priorıties of the Church.

John created eucharıstic communıtıes which MT legally bound hım (as
he conterred hıs sacerdotium the prıiests al deacons he had ordaıned), but
which he had provıded wıth hıs wrıtten instructions that they WL practically
independent an could tully Ooperate wıthout hım being physıcally PreSECNL.
These eucharistic communıtıes seemed therefore ÜV been LEMPOFAarY inde-
pendent cells of non-Chalcedonıian church 1n hostile envıronment. None
of these communıtıes could claım be the unıversal Church 1n Atanassıeff’s
understandıing 4S theır bishop, John, W as NOT present AL the Eucharist. It might
Tl John of Tella, ıbellus Fıdei, Add tol 2215
I3 Elıas, Lite of John of Tella, Brooks 58 |Ghanem 69| ıth quotatıon from Tım 45
114 Afanassıew (different transcr1pt10n), DDas allgemeıne Priestertum 1n der orthodoxen Kırche,

1 Eıne Heılıge Kırche 17 OE SS“ „Dıie Kıirche 1St eben dort, dıe Eucharistie vollzogen
wırd  c | The artıcle 15 (GGerman translatıon of uss1an ECXT by Afanassıeff]. Elıas 45 quoted
above 81

115 Plank, Dıie Eucharıstieversammlung als Kırche, 1355



S6 Menze

be approprıate speak ere of (pseudo-)eucharıistic ecclesiology which
pre-supposed orthodoxy, apostolicıty and orthopraxıs.

By ordaınıng outsıde hıs < diocese N prıests AT deacons wh could
certainly NOL be assıgned OIMlC altar (Q11E church, John deliberately overruled
everal long-established eccles1iastical (3&I'101'18.ll  6 Hıs OppONECNLIS, the Chalcedo-
A bishops, confronted hım wıth thıs dilemma: ““Whıch allows YOU

do thıs what VOU undertook?”, but John countered the bishops by statıng:
“When there 15 anarchy (AXOATAOTAOLO.) 'such 45 thıs];, the Church Car

observe the (AKOLBELO.) of the CANONS:  5117 John reminded the Chalce-
donı1ans of the resistance of Nıcene bishops agalnst the Arıan church 1n the
tourth CENTLUFY by ordaınıng priests and deacons outsıde theır respective diocese.
When the Nıcene bishop Eusebius of Samosata (T 380)

apprised that INalıy churches U 10 deprived (EQONWOUG) ot their shepherds, he traveled
about Syr1a, Phoeniıicıa and Palestine, wearıng the garb ot WAaT and covering hıs head wiıth
tıara; ordaınıng priests and deacons and tıllıng (AvaninoOV) the other ranks of the Chürch:;
an ıf haply he lıghted bıshops ıth ıke sentiments wıth hıs OW. he appoıinted them

118churches.

Fusebius of Samosata EG ordaıned Basıl the Great AS bishop of (laesarea in
Cappadocıa although this W aS outside hıs 9  jurisdiction. ” The Cappadocıan
athers Gregory of azıanz and Basıl the Great highly praised hım and FEusebius
became saınt tor Chalcedonıians 4a5 ell 45 non-Chalcedonian wh both
claimed the Nıcene tradıtion tor theır side  120

116 For the prohıbıiıtion o extra-jurisdictional ordıiınatıons Bt the Synod of Antioch (341), (CALT-

D However, accordıng Severus, 1t W 4S allowed ın times of persecution overrule
Cal1lO115Ss it the taıthful benetited from ıt; C6 Severus’ Judgment concerning the ordinatıons oft
priests by bishop outsıde hıs Oome diocese: Severus, Select Letters L59: Brooks,; 197%

76fl7 Menze, The Makıng of Church, 186f.
For the PTrODCI assıgnment ot clergy ONEC altar N the Synod oft Antioch, Ca 33 especlally
the Councıl of Chalcedon orbade ın e Kaf clergy be ordaıned large who CAaNNOL be
appointed certaın parısh church, MAartyry MONASTETY. It could be claimed that John
ordaıned John of Ephesus, hıs tellow-monks and hundreds thousands of other monks
deacons tor theır Ome monasterı1es (which WEeTC somet1ımes ruined and which the monks
could NOTLT return), but CVCIl ı$ 1ın tunction, monasterı1es hardly needed al theır iınmates be
ordaıned. See also Councıl of Chalcedon, CAall. 10 and 920}

117 Elıas, Lıte of John of Tella, Brooks F |Ghanem, 8 ‚ here OW: translatiıon].
11R Theodoret, 134 ed Hansen, GCS 5) Berlin 1996; 233 trans. taken

trom Nıcene and Post-Nıcene Fathers Vol 3’ Jackson, New ork 1892, 116]
119 Gregory of Nazıanz, C 44.4, ed Gallay, (C$ 5 9 Berlin 1969,
120 FEusebius W as also regular correspondent of Basıl the Great, but only Basıl’s etters ave

survıived.
Whereas Theodoret the Chalcedonıian tradıtiıon, Syrıac ıa has survıved 1n the
non-Chalcedonian tradıtion, 1ın the SAaImne manuscrıpt (BL 4S John’s ıte DYy Elias Just
atter Elias’ LEXT; VWright, Syriac Manuscrıi1pts ın the British Museum, 11276 BA Cra Martyrum
eT Sanctorum, ed Bedjan, Vol 6’ Leıipzıg 1896, ZU9DD Devos, Le dossier
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In hıs reply the halcedonı1ans John of 'Tella called uDONM another salnt of
the Nıcene tradıtıon 45 ell Athanasıus of Alexandria: Returning from hıs
second exıle Alexandrıa 1ın 346, Athanasıus, the tather of Orthodoxy tor
Chalcedonians 45 ell ASs non-Chalcedonians, “pertormed ordınatıon;:; which
afforded another oround of accusatıon agalnst hım, because of hıs undertakıng

ordaın in the dioceses of others.  »121 1t John could reter sanctıtied Nıcene
bishops ike FEusebius and Athanasıus 1n order defend hıs extra-Jurisdıictional
work, how could the Chalcedonians ACGUSE hım of uncanoniıcal ordınatıons
wıthout being regarded 1n the tradıtion of the Arıans (an accusatıon brought
torth by the non-Chalcedonians)?

Flias tried Justify John’s work by placıng the bıshop of Tella 1n thıs
Nıcene church tradıtion. In other words, Elias iımplies that although John
overruled long-established church CallONs, he W as allowed do because
the Nıcene athers dıd th.e SUaINe 1n t1imes of persecutıion. Thıs, however, 15
only partıally Lrue these Nıcene extra-Jurisdictional ordınations ditfered from
John’s monumental work 1n of imens1on an intention. Athanasıus
Just ave established network of loyal clergy 1n dioceses he passed
through hıs WaYV back in Alexandria.“  2 Eusebius’ ordınatıons
WEeITC “underground ordınatıons” ın dioceses probably occupied by bıshops
hostile Eusebius and the other Nıcene bishops, but Eusebius did NOLT organıze
hıs undertakıng ike John and he ordaıned only ın order tOo 11 2  up vacancıes
wıth Nıcene clergy. John’s work, however, W as HOL only extra-jJurisdictional,
but he undertook INass ordinatıons unknown the Nıcene athers. John dıd
NOTLT M  Just str1ve £11 vacancıes when he had the opportunıty and could antıcıpate

Chalcedonıian bishop’s ordınatıon. John’s professional recruıtment of prıests
and deacons might aVe deprived the halcedonı1an bishops of the pool of
qualitfied candıdates tor HE gyeneratıon of Chalcedonıian clergy. John’s 1L1LON-

syrı1aque de Eusebe de Samosate, 1n: AnBaoll 85 (1967), 195-240 The Syrıac 1ta contaıns
exactly the S\AdiIlle OrY about Eusebius’ ordinatıon Theodoret’s ACCOUNL. See also Halkın,
Une VvI1ie BTECQUEC d’Eusebe de 5>amosate, In: AnBaoll 85 (19675; 5-15, Spanneut, FEusebe de
5Samosate, 1171° HGE 15 (1963); Ya anı Looftfs, Eusebius VO 5Samosata, 1N;
)’ 620-622, who regarded Theodoret’s description of Eusebius’ ordinatıons probably
legendary, assumption taken by Brennecke, Studien ZU!T Geschichte der Homoer.
Der (Jsten bıs Z Ende der homöischen Reichskirche, Tübingen 1988, 734 However,
especı1ally when compared John of Tella’s work, 1T NOLT unlıkely that Eusebius
undertook such underground ordınatıons tor the Nıcene church
Eusebius 1$ commemorated Salnt June 2 9 the probable day ot hıs death ın 3580
MArTyr of the Nıcene church.

121 Socrates, I} 24.58, ed Chr. Hansen, GGES 1’ Berlin 1995; 133 trans. taken trom
Nıcene and Post-Nıcene Fathers Vol 2) Zenos, New ork 1886, 531

129 It 15 NOT entirely clear where he ordaıned clergy, but 1t lıkely that he ordaıned clergy
outsıde Egypt 1ın Palestine tor example.
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Chalcedonian prıests and deacons looded Chalcedonian dioceses an establis-
hed there Fucharist communiıties. Thereby John attempted take AWAY the
breeding-ground tor halcedonıi1an church ıte 1ın the eastern dioceses aMn
bring the Chalcedonıian church of the empıre 1tSs knees.

Not much (  a} be sa1d about how John’s 1LLLASS ordınatıons effected the
regional distribution of non-Chalcedonian clergy. John tried ordaın people
ftrom 411 () VGL the East, but 1n which AICa John W as able recrult ILAaLLY
candıdates aNM! 1ın which NOL, 15 ditficult answer."  3 In other words, It could
be that hıs 1Nass ordınatıons created wıth high percentlage of 1O11-

Chalcedonıuian priests and deacons whereas other reg10Ns miıght AVe still lacked
permanent non-Chalcedonıian priesthood. “
John’s mode]l received ItSs attractıveness ftrom ItSs sımplicıty and the charısmatic

nNnamnıre of Its leader, John leavıng asıde the strıves tor episcopal CCS which had
become tierce politics about 1n ate Antıquıity, John’s model referred
back the of Christianıty, the Eucharist, which accordıng de Lubac

8129c  est elle-meme, resume, le TLestament L1LOUVCAaU John’s apostolic
act1vıty 1n the wilderness, Zion (as Severus remarked 1about John,
Philoxenus of Doliche A Thomas of Dara when they lıved the hıll of
Marde), AS “gx00d soldier of Jesus Christ” (2 Tım 2:8) OT 4S evangelıst A Elıas

126
ro  9 invoked motifs of the Old and) New Testament.

Compared the charısmatiıc non-Chalcedonian bishop of the desert, the
halcedonı1ans realızed theır weakness 1n spirıtual ATr S caused by theır
comtortable posıtıon of being 1n They accused John of dressing ıke
holy Ianl wiıth AIr tunıC, black robes an long beard 1n order deceive the
simple. ” It taır 4SSUMNEC that Ianı y Christians dıid NOL tollow the
Chalcedonıian aASSeEeSSMENT but regarded John’s motifts an work 45 ıncere.
After havıng een caught 1ın Persı1a, certaınly wıthout false hopes what hıs
future would be, John of 'Tella could ook back hıs work AaAn mock the

173 Obviously, there W as inclıne ftrom ast West: 1n the coastal ATCA an Antioch the
Chalcedonıian patriarch ot Antioch had INOTEC influence than 1n the provıinces closer the
Persian border 1n which John ha: probably SLITONg tollowing especıallyI the
monks trom around Amıiıda.

124 Kven under normal Circumstances the densıty of priests ın certaın A1CA probably oreatly
varıed. From the late Middle Ages have data that chows that tor example 1n the small
(German CIty Worms 10% of the populatıon W ds ordaıined! However, such high percentage
of clergy W as unusual 1n Germany the end ot the tiftteenth CENLUTY; CC Eberhardt, IDIE
107ese Worms nde des 15 Jahrhunderts ach den Erhebungslısten des “(zemeınen
Pfennings” und dem Wormser Synodale VO 1496, Münster _ 919. 26 and 51t.

125 De Lubac, Corpus Mystiıcum,
126 Severus, Select Letters V.14, ed Brooks 390 (see 32) For Mount Zion 1ın the New

Testament RSn Hebr WLA Elıas, Lite of John of Tella, Brooks 58 |Ghanem, 86f]
127 Elıas, Lite of John of Tella, Brooks 77% |Ghanem, 89|
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assemble bishops of the iımperı1al church wh had all GOIHE SE hım tinally
ALl theır 5 ON AaVe the vOld; yYOU 2VeEe the reedom (MAOONOLA)); yYOU
POSSCSS the entire earth, speak; an yYOUu AIC appomtıng the dıgnıtarıes
and makıng promıises! But CVECI S the people tlee trom yOUu 4A55 trom theır
enemies.” Although the Chalcedonians could offer posıt10ons (wıth benetic1ia-
r1eS) 1n theır ecclesiastical hierarchy, ILLAaLLY qualified candıdates chose be
ordaıned by John These newly ordaıned prıests Al deacons tormed the first
generatiıon of the Syrıan Orthodox eccles1iastical hıerarchy which preserved
non-Chalcedonian church ıte CVCIN under halcedonıan bishops an offered
theır non-Chalcedonıian Eucharıst the laıty 1n the eISternN dioceses.

Conclusion

John’s Can onNSs an rules ATC only part of wıder of thıs of
which also other non-Chalcedonian bishops 1n exıle sed al thıs time 1n

129order instruct theır communıtıes an clergy. T °he Regula ad Diaconos
edited aM translated ere 15 >  Just OE small LEXT by John of Tella ftrom

that CcE included perhaps LHOTE instruct1ons tor newly ordaıned cClergy.
The Regula remaıns rather specıific LEXT, al therefore 1ts reception ın
nuscr1ıpts 15 iımıted. John of Ephesus Al hıs generatıon of deacons an prıests
tormed the addressees of thıs Regula Al John of Tella’s other Caln oMNls As
bıshop ın exıle, John achieved the establishment of eccles1iastıical hıerarchy
agaınst the ruling church, an through wrıtten John instructed the first
generatıon of Syrıan Orthodox clerey. ı. Hıs ıfe 4S pastoral AIı alleged
MAartyr KAaVC the L11C church model saınt AB 1ts disposal. ”

Wıth monks alone the non-Chalcedonıians could NOLT WwW1n the day A4as the
insurrection of non-Chalcedonian monks in Amıiıda demonstrated. But the
potential of thousands of uprooted monks an other qualitfied candıdates tor
priesthood W as avaılable, än John channeled an structured theır force 1n
eccles1iastical hierarchy whiıch opposed the He reliıg10uUs polıcy of Justin an
Justinıan John’s work W 4S crowned wıth HCGS ıf hıs prıiests aAM deacons
could claım be legitimate office holders by observing the ell established
Can ONSsS of the church Al undertakıng theır duties lawtully. 1t the 110O11-

128 Elıas, Lite of John of Tella, Brooks |Ghanem, 881]
129 The Synodicon 1n the West Syrıan Tradıtion, Vö6bus, includes severa|l canonı1cal trom

the sixth CENLUFY, SOMMEC of which sed here, LOO, but which stil] need be explored
urther.

130 Nevertheless John miıght aVe NOL een able elımınate CVECIY mismanagement 1n the church:
EOCE Menze, Prıiests, Laıty and the Sacrament ot the Eucharıist ın sixth-century Syrıa, passım.

1A9 As presented 1ın the LW mentioned uıtae by Elias and by John of Ephesus.
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Chalcedonıian clergy controlled the central ritual of the Chürch, the Eucharıst,
they could be regarded 4S the eccles1iastical hierarchy in the SUCCESSION of the
Apostles. John’s emphasıs canoniıcal procedure (accordıng biblical (WE

patrıstic interpretation amı tradıtion) concernıng the SAaCraments 4S visıble in
hıs Regula Ad DIiaconos DAaVC the evolving Syrıan Orthodox church LfSs legitimacy
of claımıng be the Church.

John’s establishment of non-Chalcedonıian ecclesiastical hierarchy implied
also disintegration of the church 1ın the ımper1al SIr UGLiLTE and admıiıniıstration.
The CINDCIOL Justinıan made etffort reintegrate non-Chalcedonıians ike
John of Ephesus by sending hım Asıa Mınor tor M1SS10Nary work hıs
attempt of tavor wiıth non-Chalcedonıian representatiıves certaınly latter-
ed John of Ephesus an! other non-Chalcedonian bıshops, but It could hardly

the break John of 'Tella had brought about. The later development
under Jacob Baradaeus who ordaıned bıshops (many of whom had probably
received theır first ordıinatıon trom John of 'Tella iıke John of Ephesus) BaVC
John’s ecclesiastical body ItSs tinal shape which the non-Chalcedonıian
tradıtion untiıl today 1n torm of the Syrıan Orthodox Church.*”

1372 For aCcCo Baradaeus SC6 Bundy, Jacob Baradaeus. 'The State of Research, Reviıew of
Sources and New Approach, In: Museon U1 (1978), 45-86


