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The SOUTCCS of the Chronicle oft Seert:
Phases the wrılng of hıstory and hagıography

ate antıque Irag

Ihe Chronmicle of Seert arge Composıte hıstory, wrıtten Arabıc and COM-

pıle around the turn of the second mıllennı1um Its cheer length OCCUDYIN£ four
fascıcules f the Patrolog1a Orıientalıis and ITSs incompleteness wıth substantıal
acunae the beginnıng, mıddle and end of the texTt have made 1{ problematıc
object of study Addıtıionally, much of the Chronmnicle materı1al 15 clearly aIse

legendary, 1C has made much of 1 unattractrı for modern hıstor1ans keen
create hıstoiıre evenementielle

However the Chronicle 15 also iımportant SOUTCE fOor the Church of the EKast
and the Sasanıan Empire B6VENn ıf fOor other LCASOIN than the DAauUCILY of extant

historical mater1al for ANYy per10d before the rab CONquUES The only real rıval of
the Chronicle of Seert of 1fs 15 the ispute Arbela Chronıicle dIis-
covered by Alphonse Mıngana and treated wıth grea Scepticısm INanYy qu

the mıddle of the twentieth CENTLUTY Because of thıs the Chronmnıicle has
often een nvoked studies of the hIStOTY, eology and hagiography of the
Church though wıthout much cons1ıderatıiıon of HhOW the SOUTCEC chould be treated

how 1t Was composed
The Chronicle has been used wıthout much etfaıle: aSsesSssmentT of 1fSs OT1£21115

of NOW materı1al Iirom the and sixth CeENTLUTY GCAHe be embedded tenth
OT eleventh CENLUTY text In part thıs has prevented aSsSsESSmMeENLT of the relabilıty
of narratıves that AIC nOot corroborated elsewhere (especılally the hıstories of the
catholıco1 themselves who AIC often only deseribed the SynOdIca and other
medieval compilatıons) But allıed thıs IS alsoO the Chronicle’s potential AS

The Chronıicle 1C texTt but draws earlıer tradıtıon f hıstorıical Wwrılıng Syriac
Useful introducti0ons and bıblıographies ATC provıde DYy 1€e (ed.) L’hıstoriographie

(Parıs and Kıraz al a| (eds Ihe (JOT21835 Encyclopaedic Dictionary
SYT1AC er1lage (Pıscataway, NJ 201
-M Voste, ‘Alphonse Mıngana’, OCP (1941) 514518 See 10  S ullıen and ullıen

chronıque Arbeles. Propositions POUIL Ia fın uUunNn«ec controverse’, (85 (2001) 4A1
SE aumont, La christrianısatıion de T5CINDITC TaMmen. des WUX grands DETSCCU-

HONS du IVe siecle (Louvaın,
(In the Synodicon Orijentale, ed and IT . (’habot (Parıs, SCC Erhart, “CThe develop-
ment of Syrian Chrıstian law 1 the Sasanıan Empire’, 1sen (ed Law, Socıety
anı Authority ate Antıquity (Oxford, 119130, As ell Dauviıllıer, ‘Chaldeen
(droit)”, Dıiıctionnaire Au droıit CANOMQUC,

OrChr 96 (2012)
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reposıtory Or dısparate historical tradıtion, that 1S reflected In the thırteenth CCI-

LUrYy Catalogzue of 1sho Of Nısıbis but has NnOT urviıved In extfanfti S5yriac
AI GeES And ıt 1S here that the CAronic:  es grea potential INAYy E, test1-
INONY QOIIGE ılterary tradıtion, 1C 10  S only UTrVIVeESsS In epıtome and
abbreviatıiıon.

Previous studies have consıdered how the Chronicle m1g be used 11-

STrUCT other famous hıistorıies, such ASs that of Dionysius of Tel-Mahre” Danıel
bar Maryam(’, (T investigated the dentıity of the compiuler of the (hronıicle hım-
self / ese studıies, ıle interesting and iımportant, consıder the C(Chronicle
as whole, attempt develop hypothesıs for the composıtıon of each eve]l
of thıs extremely varıegated document. Thıs study ıll NOT CONCENTrate 1ISSUES of
attrıbution, chiefly because the amount of sıgnıfıcant informatıon that Can leaned
1S extremely lımıted, and ll focus instead the characterısatıon of the dıfferent

of SUCCESSIVE generations of hıstor1ans. eır work IN aggregale 1LL1US-
tirates the changıng polıtical and theologıca agendas of Iragı churchmen as they
interact wıth the hıstorical tradıtı1ons of theır aNCESTOTS

1N1s study begıns Dy setting Out the avaılable OUTCECS for these underlyıng hısto-
NES. hrough 10 earher materıal Was transmıtted tO the medieval per10d. We
BAa gaın fuller Impression of the (Aronic:  en OUTCECS Dy see1ıng it ASs pDart of
wıder MOWV:  en produce unıversal hıstorıies between 1000 1300 By COM-

parıng the dıfferent medieval]l compilatıons, that It 1S possıble discern
the parameters of the materı1al that WaS shared between them, and the extfent and
agendas of these emMMI

sıng these compuatıons together isolate CLE narratıve that Cenirates
the catholico1 that 15 chared Dy al the compilatıons. analyse thıs patrıarchal

hıstory 1A| independently and uggest dates fOor thıs composıtıion and continua-
t10nNsS. Next seit Ouft the addıtional materı1al that has been drawn from other
OUTCECS and subsequently attached thıs patrıarcha hıstory In the Sixth CENTUTY
and beyond, and sıtuate these later historlans In the expansıon of the polıtıcal
AWAaTENECSS of the Church at the end of the Sasanıan per10d. My analysıs erTre CON-

Centrates the first three fascıcules of the Chronicle In Scher’s edıtion: the CAaTl-

Jer of the text OW us SCC independent narratıve strands, each [OCUSSINZ
dıfferent institutions and dramatıs9IC ATIC isolated and discussed

here. The 1na fascıicule, IC COVETS the per10d 563-640, 1S INOTEC complex and
demands treatment In the future.

Hoyland, SeeIne 'sSIam ASs ()thers Saw En UrVEV and Evaluatıon of Chrıistian, Jewısh anı
Zoroastrıan TIUNGS arly's/am (Princeton,

egen, ‘Danıiel bar aryam Eın nestorlanıscher Kırchenhistoriker, (1968),A
Nautın, ”auteur de la «Chron1ique de Seert» Isho‘dnah de Basra’, RHR 1586 (1974) 1:4SL79256

andi FIiey, (  ‘ISö‘dnäh et Ia Chronique de Seert PdO (1976) 4477-459
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art
TIhe medieval compillatıons: Bar Hebraeus, Marı and ‘Amr

1T’'hıs reconstruction of the composıition and Content of historıical tradıtıon iın Irag
1S dependent fıve histories, ate between the tenth and fourteenth centurIies,
four of 1C AIC In 1C and OE In SyriaC, but MOST of IC rely earlhıer

Syriac S()lll'C€$.8 The dates of the ına composıtion of these historıies, the problems
involved In translatıon from Arabıc nto SyraC, and the motives irom alterıng the

past history of an institution that ST1 existed INCcAan that Can take the
informatıon nNnCcIude: In these chronicles al face value. However, much of theır
materı1al, especılally theır chared materı1al, does NOT make as tenth CENLUTY
invention. Instead. ıt 1S possiıble isolate materı1al In these chroniıcles pertaimnıng

the catholico1 that 15 eıther elated known OUTCCS fits nto narratıve
strands that IU hrough the hIStOrY.

FEach of these narratıve strands IMNaYy be Iınked DYy the SUCCESSION of dramatıs
connected polıtical OT theologıica agendas. Of COUISC, such CX

COH be ubject later alteratıon. but suggest that IMNalıy such inventi1ons Cal be
ATe the sixth seventh centurlies rather than later because of the Ndıvıduals
and places they pralise VL Addıtionally, three of these fıve nclude arge
AaMOUNTS of addıtional materı1al drawn from Roman eccles1iastıical hIsStOrYy, monastıc
saınts’ lıves and the hıistories of the School Oof Nısıbıs wıll that thıs materı1al

represents later addıtions of the ate sixth CENTLUTY and beyond. The earlher patrı-
archal histories f the late and mıddle siıxth centurlies represented sıngle,
connected tradıtıon that Cal ST1I be traced In the medieval OUTCCS that 1S dıstinct
irom these later addıtions.

The three MOST sımple of the medieval OUTCCS aATIC the Ecclesiastical Hiıstories
of the Syriıan orthodox maphrıan and polymat Bar Hebraeus., and of Marı ıbn

ulayman and “AmrT ıbn Matta of the Church of the East Bar Hebraeus (d
composed eftaıle: eccles1iastıcal hıstory In three volumes, of 1C the first
describe the polıtical history of the WOT and the hIıstory of the (Miaphysıte) Da-
triarchs of Antioch, ıle the IT 1$ dedicated ‘the east?? T hıs hıstory presen
the early catholico1 ASs PTFECUrSOTS the late sixth CENTLUTY Mıaphysıte maphrıans
hudemmeh and Marutha of a  In  € eaders of the Syrian TtANOdOX In ‘the
east He presen events under each catholıcos In turn, wıth narratıve focussed

estphal, Untersuchungen her dıe Quellen UNM| dıe Glaubwürdigkeıit der Patrıiarchenchroni-
ken des P ıbn Sulaman, “Amır ıbn "aftaı N Salıba ıhn Johannan. Abschnuitt Bıs ZUINM

Begıinn des Nestorizanıschen reıiles (Kırchhain, 19 W ds the fırst make hıs observatıon.
Tew In the Chronmnicle ot Seert Suc Ose relatıng Muhammad In 11, CI-CIV)

INay ave or1ginally een composed In Arabıc, rather han Syriac.
(n h1ıs ODA SCC akahashı. Barhebraeus. Bio-Bıbliography (Piscataway, NJ, Iso
oftfe the general COMMEN of Witakowskı, “Ihe Feelesiastical Chronmnicle f Gregory Bar

Ebroyo  » Journal (anadıan Socıiety for SYTIAC Studies (2006) Gl
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uDON theır act10ns untıl the time of Barsauma of Nısbıs Bar Hebraeus
Dadısho 422-56) AS the last °orthodox’ catholıcos before the heresy of Barsauma
destroyed ‘orthodoxy’ Dy introducıng Nestorianiısm and perverted monastıcısm Dy
removıng clerical celibacy. E Bar Hebraeus’ VISION of the catholicosate ASs %  88 ante-
cedent of the maphrıanate, coupled wıth the oecumenıISmM of hıs OW. theology,
make hım A Creadıbie transmıtter of thıs tradıtion, especılally SINCE he It In
SyraC, the orıgınal language of these tradıti1ons, rather than In 16

Marı and AmrTt composed theır respective hıstories around the and
respectively. Both histories WCIC wrıtten ASs of longer work. the Books of
the FOWEeL. encyclopaedıc that described and erienade the eOlo0gy, lıturgy
and rel1g10us tradıtions of the Church of the East .} Both SCCIN rely
identical Syriac SUOUTICCS, often transcrıbing the SyriaCc ırectly nto Arabıc. though
theır translatıons AT probably independent. Marı In partıcular complaıns S: the
ack of hıistorical works and the paucıty of manuscrı1pts dealıng wıth the catholicos
and hıs effort ASs work of orıginal research wriıtten behalftf of the
catholıcos.

Both works employ hıstory aASs part of encyclopaedıc inıtlatıve that sought
defend the al of the Church of the East and employe er records In oıng

The sımılarıty of theır of the patrıarchs OMNEC another. and fOo that
Bar Hebraeus, especılally for the per10d between the fourth and SIxth CcCeNtUNES:
indicates the exIistence of shared Syriac OUTCCS for thıs informatıon. All three

focus the IIves and c f the catholıco1. and Marı and '"Amr o1ve
the OT121NS, burılal places and re1gn engths of the catholico1 though theır datıng
for theır re1gns do noTt always 1C that it Was sometımes PTO-
uce Dy later calculatıon). And all three extend from the apostolıc OT1-
o1NS of the church the martyr-bıshops of the fourth CENLUTY and the INOTEC HIS-
torıcal catholico1 of the CENTUTY.

The princıpal dıfferences between the Ooun 1S that Marı supplements hIs
of the catholıico1 wıth addıtional narratıve drawn from Roman eccle-

s1astıcal h1ıstory, sSımılar the kınd Oof materı1al NCIUde In Eusebilus Socrates,

See CSD. Bar Hebraeus, ITE ed and Fr. 00S, and LamYy, Bar Hebraeus, ( hronıcon
Beelesiastiecum (3 vols, Parıs, 111, 67573 Barsauma and sıtes of resistance agaınst hım

1 G1smondl, Marıs, Amrı O7 S)lıhae. DEe patrıarchıis nestorianorum commentarıa, ols ome,
172 olmberg, Z reconsıderation f the Kıtabh al-Magdal’, PdO 15 (1993),Z hat

the chroniıcle In the texTt attrıbuted Marı Was wrıtten 000 and em ater In hıs rel1-
Q10US encyclopaediıa, because of the author’s claıms be eyewıtness ese Eevents and the
text’s theological vocabulary. He Iso quest1ons the identıificatiıon of the authors, though refer
hem DYy eır tradıtional 1alllecs because er works A attrıbuted 18 eıther INa

13 {hıs descr1iption 18 Aase\| IN Putrus. 112 al-Magda (Parıs, Sorbonne, unpublıshed Phd,
0 172 and 51-65, wh chiefly consulted Parıs Ta 190 ISO SCC Assemanlı, Illa,

554555 and 582 and G’raf, Iitterature nestorıennNe, H Sanders (n D., 140-145 All
manuscrI1pts of Marı AIC eıghteenth CeENLUrYy cCoples.
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and the detaıls of the I1ves of holy IN  - Marı begıns LO inject thıs addıtional mate-
ral nto hıs texT In the reign of Shahlupha, the (probably mythıcal) predecessor
apas, and intersperses thıs addıtional materı1al nto the lıves of the patrıarchs
t1l the per10d of Acacıus (d 496) and al (d 503) er thıs pomt Marı contıin-
ucCcs nclude materıal perıpheral the lıves of the catholıco1, but ıt tends be
drawn from East Syrian saınts’ I1ves s the lıfe of the monNnastıc ounder bra-
ham of Kashkar)””, rather than irom Roman eccles1j1astıical OUTITCECS °Amr’s hıstory
1S much INOTEC closely focussed theeof the catholico1: where Marı a  p

splice [WO quıte dıstiınct narratıves, WAÄMS fOoCcus 1S imıted much INOTC strictly to
the catholıcos. He restricts hıs addıtional informatıon eastern holy IHNECMN who aAaTeC

somehow iınvolved wıth the catholicos restricts hımself sımply ıstıng
churchmen, Martyrs OT heretics lıvıng al the Sdamlle time ASs the catholıcos.

The medieval compilations:
The Chronicle of Seert and the Haddad Chronicle

The three later chroniıcles AIC al estructured around the lıves of the catholıco1. and
these provıde the eadıngs wıthın theır histories. The earher chronicles, the
Chronmnicle of Seert ıtself and the "addad Chronicle dıffer In that the catholico1 do
NOTt provıde such Obvıous CUTE for the fext I’hıs INOTC confused STITrTUCLUTre WAas

caused by the accretion of arge AaMOUNTS of NC  S mater1al ONTO earlıer records of
the catholıco1ı In the production of everal <simılar hıistories that incorporated thıs
patrıarchal tradıtion. All OT these histories then provıde materı1al for later COM-

pılers, wh: Juxtaposed sect10ons drawn from earher eccles1i1astıcal histor1ans, SOIINC-

t1imes registering the dıfferences between the hıstorl1ans and sometıimes includıng
contradıctory alongside ONC another.

As ıt has COMC down uS, the C(hronıicle of Seert 1S dense., composıte chron1-
cle that DCOVGAIS the per10ds 261473 and 483-650 I ıke Marı and "Amr, Its

does NnOT SCOCLII have used anı y datıng formulae fOor the ole (CXT,
though he leaves In dates, normally by the reign of the chah OT CINDCIOI OT by the
..  year of the Greeks’ AG) where they have been sed Dy the histories later
bedded In the Chronicle. Ihe chronologıica breaks In the ([EXT ATIC purely accıden-
tal the C(hronmicle Was reconstructed from [WO manuscrı1pts Oun In OSUu and
Seert Dy aler around 1900. and the breaks In the leave the narratıve
hangıng In mıd-sentence. Ihe text ıtself Was probably composed In the tenth CECI1-

LUTY SINCE it employs the Melhlkıte hıstori1an Qustä ıbn Ludga (d 910) and refers
Isho ’ yahb {11 AS °the ast catholıcos f that name’, placıng ıt before the reign of
Isho yahb In 1020 ere 1S also ONC reference in the TexTt the thiırteenth-

Marı, H. ed and ir (G1smONdL, Marıs. Amr1, e Salıbae De Patrıarchis Nestorianorum
Commentarıa Marıs (EXTUS arabıcus et VersIO Latına ome, 51-52,
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CENTLULY Fatımıd calıph Al-Zaher, but thıs be later crıbal addition. ”
Its orıgıinal $ then, probably extended al least the tenth CENTUTY,
and probably egan wıth the Ar of Jesus in the Salllec AaNlNecI AS the 'addad
Chronicle.

The Chronmicle Of Seert begıns In ‘medias res wıth SUCCESSIVE narratıve epısodes
Roman TOIS, Persıan shahs, athers of the church and famous heretIics.

Some of these SCCIMN LO be drawn Iirom dıfferent eccles1astıcal hıstorı1es, Causıng the
materıja|l In different secti1ons Occasıonally overlap ese vignettes 41© partıcu-
arly clustered around the councıl of Nıcaea, the d1SCOVeETY of the and the
foundatıon of Constantınople, where hıstorlans of the Church of the
East dIC cıted ese vignettes IMNOTEC often discuss events In Roman, rather than
' eastern’, eccles1i1astical hIStory.

In addıtion, the beginning section of the Chronicle contaıns everal secti1ons
“doctors of the church”‘, 16 A RE dıiagnostic for the compillatıon of the texT and ıts
ireatment of OUFGESsS ese sect1ons A1C lısts of churchmen at the time of
catholicos’ and A1IC sımılar In form and CONTENT the lısts of churchmen oun In
Amrt and Marı. They resemble A lıst of section tıtles taken from texT sımılar
the (hAronmnicle tself, but IC dıffer In the order they o1ve for these famous IN

and In the precIse of the lists. © Moreover, the second of these lıst-
sect10ns 1S entıitled ‘saınts who WEIC the contemporarıes of apas’, 1C mplıes
that thıs lıst Was ıtself drawn Irom hıstory that, 1ıke Marı and Amr, organısed
famous people around CONLTeEMPOFATY catholicol1. suggest that the compiler of the
Chronicle fSeert attempted DICSCIVC thıs STITrUuCLuUure when he NCcCIude both
indıyıdual narratıve episodes and lısts of famous 1821  - Especılally for the secti1ons
before the Sixth CENTUTY, the Chronic:  es OUTCES probably chared a deal of
theır CONTeNtT and Structure wıth ONC another, but varıecd In the amount of detaiıl
they devoted °tathers of the church‘ who WTG EXTITraneQOuUSs the central a-

tive of the catholicol1.
5Symeon Bar Sabbae 1S the first catholıcos mentioned In the LEXT, but the long

the lIIst-sections of church athers alsSO indıcate that Shahlupha and apas had
been mentioned In the Oost beginning sect10n. 5Symeon, OS and arba
cshemın represent ONC cluster of cathol1icol1. FHey ATIC OllOWEe: by J1omarsa,

15 See Hoyland, SECINL sSIam (Othersaw UrVEV andEvaluatıon ofChrıistian, Jewısh anı
/Zoroastrıan TIUNZS arly SIam (Princeton, NJ, 444; Fıey, Jalons DOUT °’hıstoire de
l’eglise Iraq (Beiruıit, Z egen, '“/7wel Miszellen ZUT Chronik ON SC EIt,
(1970) 76—-95

16 See (hronicle ot Seert 1/ 1, 41 DE CI  >< 1/ 1l, LNE T’he Chronmnicle 1S
edıted byal Scher In four parts, In Patrolog1a Orientalıs 4, f and 13 referred ere /A-11
and 11/1-11 because of the maJjor lacuna In the CENLUTY materı1al. W 00d, The C(hronmnıicle of
eer! I he Chrıstian Hıstorical Imagınation In LTate Antıque Iraqg (Oxford, 1S cCultura hIS-
LOTY of Chrıstian Irag SCCH hrough the lens of 1stor10graphy. ll refer Ifs discussıon for ach
of the OCS Tf S() identify ere certaın degree of overlap has een inevıtable gıven the
fOCus of the rticle ave Ollowe: the translatıons of _Scher ei al., ıth MINOT adaptatıons.
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Qayoma, shag, Ahaı, laballaha and Ma’na In the section before the Ten in the
mıddle of the text T’hıs materı1al OO0 1S interspersed wıth addıtional materı1al, of
the Same nature ASs before. eXcept that ere the text also includes monastıc foun-
ders ın °the east‘”, such the one fıgure of Mar &, who 1S assoclated wıth the
catholıco1 shaq and laballaha and ate' the reign of Tomarsa.“

sımılar pattern predominates after the Chronmicle FreSUMCECS, EXCCDL that CON-

sıderabily IMNOTEC detaıls ATIC g]ven for the act1ons of the ava and Khusrau
118 Thıs mater1al 1S both ncIlude In the sect1ons devoted individual
catholico1 and placed In independent narratıve episodes. around 550} the eccle-
s1astıcal histories from the West Stop fairly abruptly, and after thıs pomt sect1ons
devoted the catholico1 become much longer. After 5 8() and the reign of

Isho yahb the Chronmnicle becomes VE dense indeed Thıs expansıon In materı1al

roughly corresponds the expansıon In the number of hıistori1ans wrıting In the
Church of the Ekast, and the densıty of materı1al for the per10d 580-630 INaYy reflect
historl1ans wrıting about theır IW days Here the chronicler have been
able draw number of dıfferent eastern histories who discussed the rise and
fal] of Khusrau firom number of dıifferent perspectives, includıng the CONte

alu the ispute election f the patrıarch Gregory and the reforms ofal
Thıs section of the Chronicle also USCcs hagıographic collections that COININECINO-

rated Abraham of Kashkar and the monastıc foundatıons of hıs SUCCECSSOTIS, and

PDUFSUCS thıs beyond the rab CONquestSs. Several of the 1na sect1ons of the
Chronicle also dISCuss the rab INnvasıons, and SOTINC do ASs continuatıon eıther
Of the monastıc foundatıon narratıves that of Khusrau and the church  19

IThe second of the longer chroniıcles 1S much INOTEC recent discoverYy: ıt Was

identified Dy Butrus Haddad irom collection of manuscrı1pts In the aldean

patrıarchate In Baghdad before eıng publıshed In 2000, and Its simılarıties the
Chronicle ot Seert mea that ıt Was orı1ginally identified AS mi1ssıng portion of
the Seert Chronmnicle. ere ATC INanıy simılarıti1es Seert In Ifs selection of Infor-
matıon, but the inclusıon of dıfferent materı1al, especılally the uUusSCcC of Hısham al-
Kalbı's hıstory of Hıra, cShOws that ıt Was the work of dıfferent compiler. The

colophon dates the manuscrıpt 1137 but Haddad suggested tenth CENLUFY
date of composıtion ase the references catholico1 In the text  20 The Mukh-

al-akhbär al-bDi ıya, referred here ASs the "addad Chronmicle, 1S only the fırst
volume of longer LEXT, and only extends Irom the bırth.of Jesus fo the end of the
fourth century.“ The compuer devotes around II of the book the actıvıtles

17 Chronicle eert, I1 -
15 B 8 Chronicle of Seert, 11/ } X 1ASXCGEV. -  9 AA IV, (157-

158);
Chronicle of Seert, 11/ IL, CACGCAV- (  l
er Irom Fıey Haddad (unpublıshed,

eule, ‘L’abrege de la chron1ıque ecclesiastique Muhtasar al-akhbar al-brıyya et Ia chron1ıque
de Seert. uelques sondages’, In Debie ed:) L’hıstoriographie SVTIAQUE. Etudes SVTIAQUES
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of the apostles, includıng severa| mMInor Mgures from the /() discıples, 1N-
cludıng Marı and al, apostles of the east er thıs he describes the ranks of
the priesthood and the organısatıon of the church, ASs ell ASs the comparatıve
standıng of the patriarchs.““

art
Acacıus’ hıstory

The medieval OUTCCS all employ tradıtions ul around the catholico1n and sShOow
LraCces, IHOLe marked In the later, sımpler chronicles, that the catholico1 1C-
sented the princıple ecrıterıja for datıng materI1al. Indeed, materı1al drawn from
ate OUTCECS (by VCal OT Dy the chah’s re1gn) has been re-posıtioned tO fıt nto
thıs of the catholco1. T’hıs structural primacy Of the catholico1 ShOows
that thıs represented the princıple MO of East S5yrian hıstor10graphy
from relatıvely early date, and that shared tradıtıon underlıes the INOTEC COM-

plex eccles1astıical histories composed In the sixth CENTLUTY and aifter, 16 AL

referred In ‘Abdısho s GCatalogue. ese In turn formed the IA  < materıal for
the medieval compillatıons.

In 1L110N these compıilatıions, OUT reconstruction Can also uUusScC serl1es of
lısts of the patrıarchs. ese represent the kınd of iınformatıon ON the patrıarchs
presented Dy "Amr, EXCECDL that they AL irequently imıted length of re1gn, OT1-
In and place of burıal TrTeE examples CXISE composed In the 1 nınth and
eighteenth centuries.“” suggest that thıs composıtıon of lısts became Iınked
‘hıstory proper and shaped the WaYy In 1C- iınformatıon from Irag and beyond
Was recorded and analysed. Records of the patrıarchs, whether strıppe of Tra-

narratıve DAaASSagcs (T nNOT, Came represent the COTEC Of the hıstorical tradı-
t102. We Wl thıs reflected In the SUTrVIVINg SOUTCCS, 1 Va In brevıty from
these lısts: the SDaIrsc informatıon ON each catholıcos that 'Amr and Bar
Hebraeus include:; the inclusion of Roman eccles1astical hıstory alongsıde the
lıves of the patrıarchs In Marı and tinally the much INOTEC exXxpansıve (hronmnıicle Oof
Seert

Buft al what pomnt WAas thıs patrıarchal hıstory first composed and what informa-
t10n dıd ıt include? er all, Marı, VAmMmrT and Bar Hebraeus record the ee of
patrıarchs go1Ing back al and TIThomas, 1C CannoOoTt plausıbly be taken ASs

(Parıs, S Ihe exTt IS edıted D Mukhtasar al-akhbär al-bDi 1ya, ed Haddad agh-
dad,
'addad Chronicle, FXOENM/TEL OC 16-122)

23 Gu1d]. "Nomiına catholıcorum.', Rendicontt. ECale Accademıa deı Iıincer Z SC  Z (1885) 05
DL Solomon of Basra, HE Book BEeEe. LE Er Wallıs-Budge (Oxford, 116;

Ebıed and Oung, . treatıise In Arabıc ON the Nestorian patrıarchs’, Le Museon (1976)
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historical.“ everal pIECES of informatıon Caln be marshalled fiınd the °core’ of
the patrıarchal tradıtiıon. the earhest materı1al Was sei down ASs part of CONSCCU-

tive hıstory of the patrıarchs that Was noTt sımply invented sult later polıitical
agenda. Many of these derıve irom the Chronmicle ıtself. everal I1gures from the
fourth CENLUTY, such AS the famous monastıc ounder Mar wegI1n, aATrc only wıdely
attested irom the nınth century.25 elr In the Chronmicle fo reflect
the chronologica. retrojection of ragı monastıcısm, make It SCCIN LNOTIC ancıent,
and therefore INOTC orthodox. hagıographical tradıtiıon does SCCHI have SUT-

ounded the martyred catholico1 of the early fourth CENTLUTY, such 5Symeon bar
Sabbae, but the section In the Chronicle of Seert have been heavıly OVCI-

wriıtten sult the agendas of the late sixth CENTLUTY and beyond.26 Hıs SUCCCSSOIS ASs

catholıco1, such as Qayoma and J1omarsa, aATC cardboard cut-outs’: AL only
told HhOW old and DIOUS they WEIC, but Ad1C given V lıttle substantıve ıinforma-
t10Nn  27 Some of the Iragı materı1al for the ate fourth CCENTLUFY does SCCI1 have

hıgher eve of detaıl cycle of hagiographic vignettes relatıng the monastıc
ounder a, who created schoo]l of Maıshan where ManY of the fourth CECIMN-

LUrY catholico1 WEIC trained.“®
The materı1al for the early CeNtury 1S quıte dıfferent In form and CONtentTt In

Ifs presentatiıon of ragı materı1al. provıdes coherent and etane description
of the ee f the catholico1 shag, Ahal, laballaha and Ma’‘na and theır ealıngs
wıth the Roman eM1SSaTY Marutha of Maypherkat and the chah Yazdegard l who,
for tiıme, sponsored the (hristians. Thıs SAaLlLlC per10d also wıtnessed the tırst

synods of the Church of the Ekast, held In 410. 4720) and 424, and uggest that ıt
Was per10d when the greater confıdence and DOWCIS of the catholıco1 made

maJjor ımpact In the extual production of the Church of the kast, producıng hI1IS-

LOTY and hagıography ASs ell AS synodical records that asserted the domınance of
the bıshops f Ctesıphon. The catholıcos haı In partıcular 1S saı1d have col-
lected StOT1ES of the Martyrs, includıng the fıgure of it 1S the fırst internal
reference the composition of anYy kınd of hIstory wıthın the Chronicle.””

However, olance at the hiıstory of Marı chows that there 1S maJor lacuna In
the hıstorıical IMof the church in Irag between 474 Dadiısho s synod) and

4584 (the ea of the catholıicos abowal). The fact that the mıddle section of
the Chronicle of Seert 1S mI1ssSIng Oobscures the fact that the mıddle CENLUTY
(whıch 1S covered In the other medieval compilations) ‚wıtnessed CONtINUOUS
historıical tradıtion, and pOSS1bly CVCMN long interregnum In Chrıstian leadershıp

estphal, Untersuchungen, CSD. 29-54
T ıms-Wıllıams, 'kugene (Marawgen)’, In Elr (www.iranicaonline.org).

Wiıessner, UnftersuchNSCH ZUr syrıschen Lıteraturgeschichte TMärtyrerüberlieferun, AaAUS

der Christenverfolgung Chapurs (Göttingen,
Chronıicle of Seert, 11/1, -  >
Chronicle ofdeert, I1/1, OXe
Chronicle of Seert, I1/1, I XX
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al Ctesıphon. Synodical records AT resumed after long hlatus under Acacıus In
4506, wıth maJor reform f church ifaırs PIODOSC that it Was the ate CECIMN-

LULY that Sa  < the first attempt ınk together the per10d öf hıstorical wrıting that
had flourıshed 41() wıth the barely remembered fourth CENLUY past Notably,
Acacıus’ reign wıtnessed the fırst epıscopal lıst for the catholıco1. and ıt
plausıble that HN  S Oment of church centralızatiıon Was accompanıed by
attempt tO CONNECT the ADC of ACcacıus fo earlıer golden AYCS, of predecessors g10-
r10usly martyred honoured Dy the cshah

PTODOSC that hıistorıical and hagıographical materı1al Was probably organısed In
aft least three phases before It took the form of sequentıial hıstory organısed
around each catholicos In turn The first Was the 1A4  < materı1al of the hagıographies
ÖT the Martyrs, poss1ıbly supplemented by bıshops lıst ese hagıographies WeEeITIC

then collected, organısed and expande In connection wıth developıing relıc cult
In PTOCCSS that egan under the catholicos haı and continued under hıs SUCCECS-

SOTS Sıgnificantly, thıs per10d also SE  < Ahaı’s composıtıon of ıfe for the S...
t1Cc founder, Mar a, whose traıned everal of the catholico1 of thıs
CIa and probably the record of certaın foundatıonal events In Roman Chrıstian-
Ity, princıpally the councıl of Nıcaea, whose CanNnOonNnSs WeEeTC reproduced al the 410
synod.“” Thıs second phase al the beginning of the CeNturYy also Sa  < the elucı-
datıon of the 1fe of apas, the sem1-legendary predecessor tO Symeon whose CON-
test wıth 11eS of Susa woul make hım controvers1]al symbol of the authorıty of
the catholicos In the SyNO OT 4724

Thıs rather dısparate materı1al Was developed nNto sequential hıstory towards
the end of the CENTUFY In 5R phase, possıbly under ACcacılus, whose reign Sa  <

the resumption of eneral Synods In the church, followıng long SdaD 424-86) and
the re-assertion of patrıarcha authorıty after the challenge made Dy Barsauma of
Nısıbıs Acacıus’ reign also produce the first EXfiant chronologica 1st of patrı-
archs, IC makes the ordering of materı1al around the IIves of patrıarchs INOTEC

lıkely durıng after hıs rei1gn. 1S unlıkely that STITUCIUre 4SsSe around patrıar-
chal re1gns Was introduced much earlıer, SINCE the OUTCES disagree how place
the Ssamıe informatıon Irom the early CeENTLUrYy In of chronology: the a’ı
of re-ordering informatıon around the re1igns of catholıco1 Must have taken place
when thıs chronology had already been forgotten.” Sımilarly, sect1ons patrı-
archs after Acacıus have fOCuUSs the relationshıp between shah and patrıarch
i the earlhıer sect10ons lack, 16 m1g also indıcate late CENLUTY
ershed In the C(hronıicle’s SOUTCEC materI1al.

Chronicle of Seert, 1/1, eT  n ser1es of tradıtions Nıcaea, but ese SCCI1]1
ave een subject continual adaptatıon and alteratıon. makıng it vVC hard Judge the dıf-

ferent layers of cComposiıtıion.
31 Compare "Amr, HE, 2-24. 13-14.; Marı, HE, 9-3 25-206; Chronicle Of Seert, 1/11, EAV: LA

AA
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The Acacıan Hıstory
The ate date for the compıle OUTCECS that there always emaıns the pOSSI-
ılı for later FeVISION and the introduction of anachronism, but uggest ıt 1S QST1

possıble the outlınes of earher composıtions and the inclusıon of inftorma-
t1o0n for IC there Was lıttle motive for later invention. In the sect10ons that tOÖl-
LOW, intend recConstruct, AS far Aas possıble, the CONTtientT of thıs early hıstory
and Its csixth CENLUTY continuators The Acacıan hıstory compile In the late

CeENTUTrYy WAas chiefly composed of aCCOUuNT of the early CENLUTY atholı1-
COI and aCCOUuNtT of ate fourth CENLUTY holy ICN u covered
(OVCI the embarrassıng lacuna In evidence for central leadershıp In thıs per10d.

ere WAaSs alsSO probably SOTINNC f the re1gns of the catholico1 martyred
In the fourth CENTLUTY, who Ad1IC attested In CENLUTY martyr lısts and

hagiographies C and the controversıal catholicos apas, whose reign Was the
sıte of debates (OQVCI central authorıty In the SynNO of 4A2 ere INaYy a ISO have
been SOMEC historıical description of the estern councıls of Nıcaea an

Constantiınople SINCE Acacıus Was the first catholıcos seit Out hıs

orthodoxy In of ‘Western’ theologıica language.”“ HOowever, ıt 1S probably
impossı1ıble reCONSITruCL what form thıs materı1al took, SINCE these Mgures
remaıned iımportant and controversıal In the Sixth CENTUrY and beyond, and the
narratıves WCIC constantly revisıted and reworked.

Succession of the catholicoi”
The Chronmnicle o S descr1iptions of the catholico1 1omarsa and Qayoma A

essentially wıthout detaıl both AIC merely paragraphs that describe the CITrCUM-
tanCces of theır election and relate ıt other events In of chronology.34 1S

only wıth shaq that eCcelive HA informatıon: the catholıcos, g00d, VITTUOUS
and WI1SEe’, 1S maJor partıcıpant In the narratıve that includes the Roman CMPCIOI
Arcadıus, Marutha f Maypherkat and the chah Yazdegard, all f whom A cele-
brated AS the Organısers of 11C  S golden AYC that begıins wıth the 410 yno of
Seleucia.” Hıs SUCCEGESSOTS haı and laballaha have 716 sect10ns devoted them,
but these AIC dense and SCCHN reflect larger that have been subse-

quently educed haılı 1S remembered TOr hıs intervention In the roya pear trade,
hıs wıth Maniıchees and Marcionites” and his__ role In recordıng salnts’

TOC. “"The Christology of the Church of the ast In the Synods of the fıfth CENLUTY the

early eventh CeENLUrYy prelımınary considerations and materı1als’, In SM Thyateıra (London,
126:1372

37 Wo0od, Chronmnicle of Seert, Ta F
3 Chronicle OLDEEIT, 1/ 1, LAX and
35 Chronmnicle of Seert, 1, l

(n ese STOUDS OTtfe undy, ‘Marcıon and the Marcıonıites’, Museon 101 (1988) 3-32;
d Fıey, 'Les Marcıonıites ans les textes hıstor1ques de l’eglise de Perse,‘ Le Museon 873 (1970),
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lıves, and laballaha IS emembered for hıs confirmatıon of the estern decrees
and hıs reception of second estern CeMISSATY, ACcacıus of Amida ”

An ımportant reordering of SOHUHTGS materı1al 1S isıble for the beginniıng f
Yazdegard’s persecutıion, when the cshah turned agaınst hıs former chents, inıtl]at-
ing per10d of instabılıty In the church that WOU ast for everal generatıions. In
the Chronicle of SCEIL laballaha’s reign WwIitnNesSses Yazdegard’s change of heart
and the order destroy the monasterI1es, and laballaha INaNaAaSCS elay the DCI-
secution Dy interceding wıth the cshah laballaha then that he chould die be-
fore there 1S an Y urther bloodshed.°® ByrMarı places the ole PECISCCU-
tion under Ma’'na, and laballaha’s request for early eı 1S caused Dy hıs
ticıpatıon of persecutlion, IC does NOT In hıs ifetime.”

In the AaCCOUNT of Yazdegard’s persecution, the compiulers dıffer In where they
place the SAaMlC materI1al. Thıs INaYy be connected wısh fo LTLEINOVC ame irom
persecution from laballaha and attach ıt INOIC Lırmly Ma na, igure wıth ÜT
connectlions instead f the monastıc educatıon of laballaha Indeed, laballaha
PTayCI INaYy be devıce intended underlıne the tact that the persecution only
Occurred after the reign of DIOUS catholıcos, favoured Dy the or1ginal SC The
(hronıcle of Seertfs presentatıon of elay persecution Dy
Varıo0ous figures 1S probably closest the truth. A narratıve that has been smoothed
Out In Marı's aCCOuUuNT But, In addıtıon the manıpulatıon of OHNE indıyıdual’s
reputation, the dıfferences In the allocatıon of the SAa events between dıfferent
re1gns cshows that the materı1a|l Was NOT inıtıally dıyıded In thıs WaY. Materı1al INaYy
ell have been recorded al early date, especlally the complex un of
the persecut1ons Marutha’s M1SS1ON, but the STITrTUCLUTEe 1S probably the work
of the ate Mfth-century chroniclers, who INaYy also be responsıble for the varlıations
In where materı1al 1S placed chronologically.

The School of hagiographies””
dıfferent kınd of materı1al 1S present In the per10d between 1omarsa and Ma’’na

that 1S ess ımmediately focussed the ee of the catholıcol, namely the ıfe Of.
of Deır Qoni and the actıvıtles of hıis dıscıples. The seventh CENTLUTY eccles1-

astıcal historian Danıiel bar Marıam reports that haı composed thıs ıfe ıle he
Was catholıcos, and the Chronicle A Seert also includes everal elated saınts’
l1ves that discuss hıs SUCCESSOTIS and Abda’s school, 1C haı and laballaha
WEIC closely connected.

3—88; LIEU. Manıchaersm In Fhe aler OMAan IMNPDITE and ' edieva INa (rev edn.,
übıngen,
(Ahronicle of Seert, 1/ 1, 4-32 and FAe

3S Chronicle OESDeETT. 1/ 1, S €i!-
Marı, HE, 3-35, 20851
Wood, Chronicle of Seert, PE
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The secti1on In the C(hronicle 1S derıved irom saınt’'s lıfe, beginnıng
wıth the saınt’'s Ir °to av of 10w OT1g1NS’, who o1VvES the the church
The section describes how Was educated ar hıs village school before ound-
ıng the first In °the land of the Nabatı", along wıth school for a 17
TOM here he converted Pagans, eventually eavıng for the village of the
end f the lıfe, the compiler also adds 1st of hıs miıracles: creatiıng Trea for
ungrYy monks, miraculously escapıng from the 7Zoroastrıans and defeating Mar-
c1onıtes and Manichees.“

Thıs Jıtfe of be closely elated tO orıgıinal hagıography, but
the section that ollows I the of lba, 1S only perıpherally elated
and has been fılled wıth addıtional informatıon. Thıs section describes hOow
mıiraculous WAas SCCMH above the earth durıng the persecut1ons. Ihe place
where thıs Occurred Was then bought Dy ONC bar Ousı1a, the OCa chlief. who
ul there., and that performed miracles there and converted
pagans.““ Thıs STOTY probably represents the later attachment of the
monastery’s foundatıon legend emphasıse Its antıquity, SINCE Abda’s role ere
1S secondary and the saınt’'s ıfe self-contained.

The Ir of these assoclated tales describes the MISSIONS of 15 of AT
phelouna ıIn Maısan, who Was traıned al Abda’s school He 1S credited wıth the
CONVversio0nN of the village of Baksaya (possıbly In Beth rabaye), where he mMeTtlt the
chah Vahram, and of the village of Rımıioun In Maıiısan. Later he 1S briefly made
bıshop of Deir ahraqg Dy JTomarsa, before returnıng hıs M1SS1IONATY work.”

The fact that thıs cycle of StOTIES Was placed under 1Tomarsa probably reflects
the ack of informatıon about thıs catholicos. Indeed, ITomarsa’s In the
ıfe of 1S probably later attempt Iınk hım into the narratıve, and
Compensate for the embarrassıng ack of ınformatıon In the history of the atholıi1-
C0 sımılar pomnt m1g be made about the holy INan Bokhtisho‘ whom the
Chronicle of Seert, Marı and ‘Amr all place In Tomarsa’s reign:44 acCk of informa-
t10n the catholicos that other informatıon Was used, and that the
ınformatıon i® the ate CENLUTY hiıstori1ans had ACCESS Was mostly ag10-
graphic. robably all that Wäas actually known of 1omarsa and Qayoma al the time
of Acacıus WEIC In biıshops’ 1st

ese hagıographies that described the ate fourth CENLULY emphasısed the MI1S-
S1ONarYy hiIstOry of the church; Its opposıtion Dagalls, Manıiıchees and Marcıonıtes
and the institutional backgrounds f everal early CENTUTY catholicol1. Not only
dıd thıs connection CONLTeEMPOTATY catholico1 pDrompt Ahaı’s composıtıon of the
Life of A, but later ife Oof laballaha’ Was composed and em In the

41 Chronmnicle of Seert, 1/ I, 7-30
(Ahronıicle of Seert, 1/ aa  IL, 1Ee
Chronicle of Seert, 1/ I, 123 (3 10-3 12)
C(hronmnıicle of Seert, 1, L (305 Marı, HE, 28-29/24-25, '"Amr.,. HE,
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C(hronıicle of Seert, 1C describes hım In hıs capacıty ASs iscıple of a,
dıistinct from hıs posıtion ASs catholicos: ONC section describes hım As Abda’s d1isC1-
ple and the other ASs Ahaı’s SUCCESSOT and catholicos In the tradıtional aNnneTr.

The hagıography describes how he Was educated al Abda’s school and ounded
mMOn  Iy In the newly converted village of Daskart de Sh6, where he

establıshed tradıtıon f continual psalm singıng and performed raın miracles.”
Thus laballaha Was remembered In dıfferent hıistorical tradıtions (one ocused

catholıco1, the other M1SSIONATY holy men), and both of these have
become em In the Chronicle V1a the patrıarchal hıstory.

Ihe continuatıon of thıs narratıve strand ase around and hıs dıscıples
pomnts towards OMNC of the maJor OCUSES of historical and hagıographic COmMpOSI-
t10n al the of the CENTUTY. ongsıde emphasıs the martyred bısh-
ODS earher In the CENLUTY, haıl also celebrated relatıvely recent monastıc
ounder and hıs discıples, whose monasterIlies In southern Iraq m1g have been
useful elements of the patronage network of the church In Ctesiphon and who Was

Iınked haı and Ilaballaha Dy t1es of educatıon. Moreover, thıs ınk Was still
celebrated after Ilaballaha’s ca when record of hıs IW reputatıon AS

monastıc ounder In Abda’s tradıtıon W as Composed.
Ihe materı1al pertamnıng Mar and hıs school In the histories confirms

late CENTLUFY date for the first composıtıon of the patrıarcha hıstories. After
the time of Abraham of Kashkar and the re-foundation of cehlbate monastıcısm In
Irag there WOU be lıttle need remember Mar Storlies of the antıquıity Of
monastıcısm In Irag WTG needed, but these WOU be provıde by Mar Wwg21n,

tfourth CENLUTY fıgure wıth legendary connectilons Antony and Pachomius In
Egypt  46 Notably, Syriac saınt’s ıfe UrvIives for Mar anıy of hIıs discı1-
ples they ATIC recorded only INn the hıstorical tradıtion, CVCNMN though theır VC-

1S undoubtedly hagıography. IO IV mınd, thiıs implies that these storl1es
WE em into historical tradıtion when they WEIC consıdered of central
importance the development of the catholıcosate, before these hagıographies
WeTC rendered obsolete by the m1ıd-sıxth CENTLUTY monastıc reforms.

D Continuation of the Acacıan Hıstory
Acacıus’ reign stands Out A TIEe OmMentT of centralısatıon wıthın the Church of
the East In spıte of Itfs aspıratıon annual SynOds, Acacıus’ SynNO of 486 Was SUC-

ceeded by OHE under al In 496 and urther Synods WCIC held untiıl Aba In

45 Chronicle of . Seert, 1/ Il, EXVIH (321-2) Thıs ıfe Wr reated Dy the compiuers (ONEC of 'the
famous [NEeN of the t1ime’ "Amr, HE, TaCKetTts hım ıth John Chrysostom and places the
reference hım In the reign f shaq

Vööbus, Hıstory of Ascethcısm INn Fhe SYrIan Orıen Volume arly Monastıcısm In Mesopo-
famıa and SVYTIA (Louvain, 206272
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540 Thıs per10d also have SGCH dearth of historical cComposıtıion, ımply-
ng that it Was, al thıs a  , restricted the ‘patrıarchal histories’ composed
under Acacıus.

The medieval compıilatıons nclude complex descr1ptions for the per10d 485-
540, the °“anarchic’ per10d that separated Acacıus and Aba. mpIlyıng that ıt Was

aIsSO SCCII OTEra of importance for the generations that Ollowe ıt TIhe mate-
ral have been subject extensive re-wrıiting, though thıs ul
tendencıies that WeTITC probably already present In the orıginal SOUTCEC, the continua-
t105NS of the patrıarchal hIistory.

The of events before Babowal In the compillatıons dıyıde the ee‘l of
catholico1 irom the AaCTSs of saınts, and INPCIOTIS, the materı1al that ollows 1S
much INOTEC mıxed and the narratıves of dıfferent instıitutions dIiIC much INOTEC inte-
ograted. The centralıty of the catholicos ACTOSS much of thıs mater1al points
continuation of the Acacıan hıstory that underlıies these In the medieval
compıilatıions. suggest that continuatıon Was composed under Joseph 5-56.
A3| 16 incorporated earher materı1al wriıtten under hıs predecessor Narsaı
1A2| But the medieval compilatıons also have dıstinct narratıve
strands, relatıng sımılar events but wıth dıfferent focus In theır selection of
ter1al SucC ASs the SUCCESSION of 0} the doctors of 1sıbıs). Thıs represents
the re-workıing of the patrıarchal hıstory by eccles1astical historlans In the late
sıxth and seventh CCENTUTY, who amplıfıed themes already present In the narratıve
of the patrıarchal history(s), such ASs the reform of the church the iınvolvement
of the shah, and 1C  S materı1al.

Narsaı’s Continuation“””
erıtical feature that divided the 485-540) per10d from the reign of Aba Was the

controversı1ıal abolıtion of monastıc and clerıical celıbacy under Acacıus. Thıs
that arge number of Acacıus’ SUCCESSOTS WT marrıied. The distinctive-

NECssS of the catholıico1 of thıs CIa 1S isıble CVCMN in the T1eE lısts of catholico1 dıs-
covered Dy 1e and oung al and 1la dIC both recorded AS marned”,
6 VEn though Tew catholico1ı ecelve alıYy note whatsoever. Marı and 'Amr 1{878 note
theır marrıages and present Shıla’s marrıage AS the SOUTCEC of Elishe’s claım the
CC of Ctesiphon, and therefore SCOUITCS of the °C1ıvıl WwWar that followed,“© 111e
the (Aronıicle of Seert provıdes much INOTC expansıve ACCOUNT of both atholıi1-
CO1 Here 11a IS marked Out for HIS avarıce. 16 1S asSsOcC1ated wıth the influence
of hıs wıfe, prompting chatrıbe agaınst evıl] WIVES In the Bible. ”” In addıtıon, the

47 W00d. Chronicle of Seert, 100-
Amr, 35-8/ 21-2; Marı, 46-49/40-43
( hronıcle of Seert, 11/ L, NX 6-1
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Chronmnicle of Seert 1S sımılar ‘'Amr and Marı In ınkıng 1la by marrıage wıth
Elıshe and his IW claıms ASs catholicos.”
as reforms Sa  < complete volte-face the Acacıan posıtiıon clerıical

celıbacy, but, interestingly, thıs posıtıon 1S nOoTt consıstently reflected In the CGS

The attack marrıed priests 1S focussed the behavıour of ONC catholıcos,
ua. and hIis role In provıdıng Elıshe wıth connectlions durıng hıs struggle
wıth Narsaı In the 530s notably, ONC Of HIS marrıed predecessors, abal, 1S EC*
sented Dy the (Ahronmnıicle ASs ıdeal catholıcos. 1 hıs sıtuation 1S best explaıned Dy
datıng continuation of the chronicle the reign of Narsaıl, Elıshe’s In

decade-long struggle OVer the catholıcosate, rather than the reign of Aba
The evidence for the composıtıon of A hıstory under Narsaıl also from

several other pomnts In the Chronicle of Seert Aft the end of ıts AaCCOUNT of the
martyrdom of Barba’shemin, there 1S note that and school’.
ounded al that tiıme, Was enlarge and under Narsaıl, 16u that thıs
coda Was the texTt durıng FrevIsSIONs In shortly after his reign.” T’hıs rei-
STGNEGE ShOws both Narsaı’s wısh appeal monastıc Supporters In Ctesıiphon
and present hıs ulldıng TOSTAMIN In ancıent tradıtıon that stretched back

the golden dSC of the martyrs.52
second indıcatıon of the polemical uUusc Oof hıstory Dy Narsaı’s actıon AIC the

TI in IC Elıshe 1S condemned durıng hıs victory OVCT Narsaı: after o1VvINZ
INanYy the mınısters of the kıng he obtaıned for himself °the seat of the
church of Mada’ın |Ctesiphon];, C Was ul Dy Mar Marı, be uUuDON
hım‚ 53 T’hıs LOO indıcates the UsSsCcC of A legend of pasti vgolden dAdYC, thıs time the
SLOTY of the evangelısatıon of Ctesiphon Dy Addaı’s iscıple Marı, elucıdate
CONTeEMPOTFrAaTY leg1ıt1imacy and illegitimacy.”

Joseph’s Continuation

maJor feature Öf as claıms agaınst hIs predecessors WAas the earhıer dıivisıon
of the church, 1E} 1S Just d prominent ASs hıs emphasıs celıbacy: He
Was chosen for the office of catholicos Dy all the metropolıtans and bıshops and

Chronmnicle of Seert, 11/L, MCEN/
51 (Ahronıicle of Seert, 1/ 1, C261

ote hat the author of hıs AaCCOuUunNT dıd NOT select eıther the school f the school of
Nısıbıs ASs su1ıtable ancCcestor for arsaı’s foundatıon the formerı ave ceased O ave
had AallYy prestig10us SUCCESSOTS er Its destruction and the latter INAYy ave Only really become
sıgnıfıcan In ciırcles around the catholıcos In the CId of Aba and hıs SUCCESSOTS

53 Chronicle OESEEIT 11/ L, DE D:
C cts of Mar Marı, ed and Ir. ullıen and ullhıen (Louvaın/Parıs,

“ WOo0od, Chronicle of Seert, 104-105 and 17771
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clerıcs andal laymen, though ıt Was agaınst hıs wıll122  Wood  clerics and faithful laymen, though it was against his will ... for [in the past] many  had been appointed to the office by the shah but did not tend the flock’.”°  All the compilations dedicate a long section to the civil war of Narsai and  Elishe. At some points, the focus seems to be in favour of Narsai, condemning  Elishe’s tyranny, presenting him as a creature of the shah and claiming that only  Narsai was properly consecrated. By contrast, another voice within the same sec-  tion criticises both Narsai and Elishe, reporting that the bishops of Kashkar and  Gundishapur represented a neutral faction, uncommitted to either party. In par-  ticular, this “‘neutral’ source also presents the monks as suffering during this era of  strife and ‘lamenting in the wilderness’ (II/i, XXV). This language seems to evoke  the synods of Aba and Joseph, when monasticism was restored in the cities of the  empire and the Acacian legislation overturned. The source implies a connection  between the divisions of the civil war and ‚the abolition of celibacy, which is a  product of a later era, in the wake of Aba’s reforms.  It is probable that the ‘neutral’ source, which attacks both Narsai and Elishe in  favour of Aba, is a product of Joseph’s reign, since several medieval chroniclers  associate Joseph with the collection or invention of history, which could have eas-  ily included a defence of his saintly predecessor Aba.  Bar Hebraeus openly accuses Joseph of forgery, pointing to a more “interven-  tionist’ policy with regard to the earlier tradition, actively inserting new material  to the reign of Papas to emphasise (invented) connections between the catholicos  and the West, matching the greater role of the catholicoi as diplomats for the shah  and the claim of the title of ‘patriarch’ (in imitation of the leaders of the Western  church), which occurred under Aba or Joseph.”  The fact that Joseph composed a history is also recorded in the Abbasid period.  Elias of Damascus’ Nomocanon attributes to Joseph a revised list of his predeces-  sors in the office of catholicos.°® Slightly more detailed information can be  gleaned from the epitomised chronological canons of the eleventh-century histo-  rian Elias of Nisibis, whose work is important for the light it sheds on the material  that was used in the medieval compilations. For the years AG 863-865, he refers to  the synod of Joseph the catholicos, for its correction of earlier canons and distur-  bances in the church.“” This positive view of a catholicos, who is accused of tyr-  anny in other sources, may stem from a chronology written from the perspective  of Joseph and his supporters.“ The Syriac Letter of the Western Fathers, the  invented letter to Papas in the fourth century, emphasises that bishops can only be  56  Syriac Life of Aba, ed. P. Bedjan, Histoire de Mar Yabalaha, de trois autres patriarches, d’un  pretre et de deux laiques nestoriens (Paris/ Leipzig, 1896), 224.  57  Barhebraeus, HE, III, 31. For the title of patriarch see W. Macomber, ‘The authority of the  catholicos-patriarch of Seleucia-Ctesiphon’, OCA 181, 179-200 at 190 and 196-197.  58  Assemani, BO, IIIa, 435.  59  Elias of Nisibis, I, 121.  60  For accusations against Joseph see Barhebraeus, HE, III, 72.for In the past ManYy
had een appomnted the office DYy the shah but dıd nNnOoTt tend the flock?.°

All the compillatıons dedicate long section the C1ivıl Wal of Narsaı and
Elıshe At SOTINC poı1nts, the fOCuUSs be In favour of Narsaıl, condemnıng
Elıshe’s LYrannNY, presenting hım atu of the chah and claımıng that only
Narsaı Was properly consecrated. By5another VOolIce wıthın the SAaMıe SCC-

t1on ecr1t1c1ses both Narsaı and Elıshe, reporting that the bıshops of Kashkar and
Gundıshapur represented neutral tactıon, uncommıtted eıther party In Dal-
tiıcular, thıs °‘neutral’ SOUTCE also the monks ASs suffering durıng thıs CIa of
strıfe and lamenting In the wılderness’ %; XXV) Thıs language evoke
the synods of Aba and Joseph, when monastıcısm Was restored In the cCıtles of the
empiıre and the Acacıan legıslatıon overturned. The SOUTCEC mplıes connection
between the divisıons of the CIvıl Wal and the abolıtion of celıbacy, ;Te; 1S
product OT later CIad, in the wake ofas reforms.

IS probable that the °neutral’ SOUICC, 106 attacks both Narsaı and Elıshe In
favour of Aba, 1S product of Joseph’s reign, SINCE several medieval chroniclers
aSsoclate Joseph wıth the collection OT invention of hIStOTY, 1C CO have CAdSs-

ıLy NCIude defence of hıs saıntly predecessor Aba
Bar Hebraeus openly ACCUSCS Joseph of LOTgeTY, pomtıng INOTC “ interven-

10N1st’ polıcy wıth regard the earlhıer tradıtion, actıvely inserting ıe  < materıal
the reign of apas emphasıse (invented) connectI1ons between the catholıcos

and the West, matchıing the greater role of the catholıico1 dıplomats for the chah
and the claım of the tıtle of ‘patrıarch’ (n imıtatıon of the eaders of the estern
church),COccurred under Aba Joseph.”’

The fact that Joseph composed A hıstory 1S also recorded In the Abbasıd per10d.
1as of Damascus’ Nomocanon attrıbutes Joseph revised 1st of hIs predeces-
SUOTS In the office of catholicos.°® 1g  Yy INOTEC etaıle: informatıon Can be
leaned from the epıtomiısed chronologıca CanONSs of the eleventh-century hısto-
ran 1aSs of Nısıbıs, whose work 1S iımportant for the 1g it the materıal
that Was used In the medieval compıilatıons. For the 5653-5065, he refers
the SynNO of Joseph the catholıcos, for 1ts correction of earher CalNONSs and dıstur-
bances In the church ” 1 hıs posıtıve VIEW of catholıcos, who 1S accused of UYI-
AM11Yy In other OUTCCS, INAaYy SsStem irom chronology wrıtten irom the perspective
of Joseph and hıs supporters.” Ihe Syriac etter Of the estern Fathers. the
invented letter apas In the fourth CENTUTY, emphasıses that bıshops Can only be

5yriac Jıfe A, ed Bedjan, Hıstouvre de Mar aha, de frO1S aulfres patrıarches, un
pretre elf de Adeux laiques nestorıens (Parıs/ Le1ipzıig, 77A
Barhebraeus, HE, U: 31 For the of patrıarch Yr Macomber, “Ihe authorıty of the
catholiıcos-patrıiarc. of Seleucıa-Ctesiphon’, OCA 181, 179-200 al 190) and 196-197

55 Assemanı, Illa, 435
59 1as Of Nısıbı1s, . E:

For aCCusatıions agalnst Joseph Sa Barhebraeus, HI 111,
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ordaıned wıth the approva of patrıarch and shah, whose authorıty 1S from God, 1S
STaAance that fits roya appomntee ıke Joseph, and the Letter INaYy date from hıs

reign.” Furthermore, 1aSs of Nısıbis’ VIeEW of catholicos ‘correctng earlher hIS-
torles WOU fıt both the accusatıon of Bar Hebraeus and the internal evidence of
the Chronicle of Seett 16u the adaptatıon of the hıstory of Narsaı’s
62  reign.

art {11
The expansıon of the tradıtıon

The text of the Chronmnıicle of Seert 1S clearly NnOT the result of sıngle strand Oof COIN-

posıtıion wıth per10dı1c continuations. Mater1al irom HC  S OUTCECS Was IC
dıd nOoTt always retaın the catholicos ASs ıts TOCUS. Addıtional OUTCECS WEIC sed that
described the actı1ons of Roman and the church In the weSstT, of the ee
of Persıan öf monastıc foundatıons In Irag and the dıscıples of the School of
Nısıbıis Thıs materI1al all had Its Or1g1Ns In discrete hıstorıical tradıtions, such the
Persian 00 of ings KRoman eccles1astıical hıstory, In hagıographic collec-
t10NS and lısts of saılnts. for SOMEC three qu of all the materI1al of
the Chronicle of Seert.

TIThe compilatıons Va In the aMOUNT of they devote thıs For ‘Amr In
partıcular, thıs materı1al 1S 1ımıted tOo sımple lısts of OIY 1LCH who 1ve.: al that
Gme, organısed accordıng under each catholicos’ re1gn. But the C(hronicle Oof
Seert devotes consıderabily INOTEC the materı1al and often integrates ıt nto
1ts descrıption of the e of catholicol1. The eneral pattern In the Chronicle of
Seert 1S that the e of the catholico1 AL treated independently of MOST other
events for the per10d before Babowal, before the Tea In the texT For the
fırst half ö% the Chronicle, 1l1e there 1S arge amount of Roman eccles1i1astıcal
hIstory, thıs 1S NOT ırectly connected the catholıico1 and the ack of precıise dat-
ng often results In EeVventTts eing placed al the time of the catholicos.

In the second half of the Chronmicle, dedıicated the per10d after 485, the dıf-
ferent strands of materI1al dIiC NHMIOTe uly integrated wıth the patrıarchal hIStOrY.
I he SUCCESSION and ee of the catholıico1 clearly emaıns iımportant Componen
of thıs materI1al. Sections dedicated each catholicos o1ve theır Or1g1n, theır reign
length and theır place of burı1al, and irequently describe the relatıonshıp between
( catholicos and hıs SUCCESSOT Moreover, the CR of (QHeEe catholicos and the
SUCCESSION of another IS sometımes placed wıthın sıngle sectI1on. 1 hıs indıcates

61 See urther, Braun, ‘Der Briefwechsel des Katholıkos Papa VO  — Seleucı1a. Eın Beıtrag ZUT

Geschichte der ostsyrıschen Te 1Im vierten Jahrhunde: Zeıtschrt. für katholısche T’heolog1e
18 (1894) 163-182, 546-565 ote Iso Joseph’s 19; which emphasızes the patrıarch’s role
In confirmıng all ordınatıons (‚SYnOodIicon, 104) FOor Joseph’s Our connect1oOons SC ps-Zacharıah
f ytılene, Z öSp, a and COM GreatrexX, Horn and Phen1ix (Liverpool, 454
Joseph’ SYNO! 1S Iso the first nclude ates for events, 1C| ATC given In
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that the STIruUuCLUTre of the narratıve around catholıco1 1S NOT creation of the medi-
eval compiuer but Was eature of hıs OULUGE>S thus the en of Acacıus and hıs
reign length begıns C  C section dedicated tOo Babai.©

But the 484-54() materı1al alsoO sShows S12NS of how Joseph’s materı1al Was

worked by later an Sections In the Chronmnicle of Seert that describe the
tholıco1 often nclude arge amounts of addıtıiıonal materIı1al. And narratıves drawn
firom other OUTCCS AIC also Iınked fo the catholıcol1. IThus Peroz’seollows
from hıs destruction of the school of and hıs kıllıng Of Babowalil.  64 The SCC-

tıon Valash 1S Iınked tO the Peroz aCCoun(, but then uUuSCcCs Valash’s rule ASs COIMN-

texti for the rei1gn of Acacius.” Sometımes, Dy Juxtaposing materı1al from Persian
hIStOry and the patrıarcha historıies. later authors COUuU add addıtional levels of
causatıon both the fate of the Christians Was hereby OUnNn: nto the fate of the

and vice Vei1S Even when the Chronmicle does nOT explıcıtly ınk events In
these dıfferent tradıtions, sect10ns often fOCuUSs theır attıtude fo
the church and AL especılally etaıle: durıng the C1ıvıl WAals and deposıt1ons of
Kavad’s re1gn,1 coiıncıded wıth the dıspute between Narsaı and Elishe ©®

Ihe er sectlions of the patrıarcha histories (1 before abowaı aIsSO
ceived 11C  S materı1al from varıety of OUTICCS, but it 1S notable that thıs 1S much
ess integrated nto the narratıve of the patrıarchs, perhaps because these earlıer
clergy WEIC NOT VC involved In maftiers of hıgh politics and theır lıves dıd NOT PIC-
sent VC good hook‘’ for 11C  S materI1al. One result of the endıing of hıstory
ase the catholıco1 and ONECS IN consecutive events 1S that arge
amMOUnNtT of Roman eccles1astıcal hıstory 1S placed under the sect1ons of lıttle-
known (and long-reigning catholıco1. PTOCCSS IC IS especılally noticeable In
the long notices apas and Dadısho In Marı, IC nclude relatıvely lıttle data

the catholıco1 themselves.
Thıs trend of the inclusıon of HC  S materı1al and the broader focus of the TIa-

tive continues throughout the second half of the CX For instance., the Chronmicle
Juxtaposes AaCCOUNT of the plague of Justinian wıth the reaction the SAadMlle

Chroniclel OL Deer 11/ } Iso S56 AI for Paul’s SUCCESSION wıthın the section
dedicated Narsaı and Elıshe However, NnOT all materı1al the catholico1 Was orıginally COM-

pose: ASs part Of CONtINUOUS patrıarchal hIstOry: the ACCOUNTS of Aba and Sabrısho" In al of the
medieval compilatıons derıve irom long S5yriac haglographies that ATIC ST1 extant edıted In

Bedjan, Hıstoire de Mar aha, de FrO1S5 4aulres patrıarches, un pretre AA de Adeux laiques
nestoriıens (Parıs/Leıipzıg,
Chronicle of Seert, 11/ 1, -
Chronmnicle ofdeert, 11/ L, S

Chronicle ofdeert, 11/ 1, AIl S  5 CNSTIThe SAamlec 1S probably Iso Irue for
NI and Ne  5 Kavad’s attack M1 and the reign Of Khusrau } though
neıither AIC connected tO the Persian roya. tradıtion. AL IS from West Syrian SOUTCEC simılar
Pseudo-Joshua the stylıte. On the tall of Amıda, and ıts presentation In pseudo-Joshua the stylıte,
ote Debie, "I)Iu STECYUC Syrl1aque: la transmıssıon du recit de la prise d’Amıd ans
l’histori10graphie byzantıne", Byzantınische Zeıtschrift (2003) 601-622
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plague under Joseph,”” and continues the cConNnectIons between catholico1
and both the School f Nısıbıs and the chah © Thıs PTOCCSS OT the accumulatıon of
addıtional materı1al ONTO pre-existent narratıve culmınates In the per10d 590)-640)
Here the Chronicle includes arge amount of materı1al that describes monastıc
foundatıons, drawn from hagıographic collections, AS ell AS presenting flu1d 11aTl-

ratıve hıstories that devote equa weıght the ee of Persian shahs, Roman
9 the catholico1 and Chrıstian arıstocrats. The materı1al employe In the
Chronıicle for the per10d before 590, 11e dıverse, WAas clearly drawn from dıffer-
ent C(OHITEGES and does nOot reflect the TeEeS composıtıon of sıngle integrated d-

t1ve: Ally Il of causatıon between dıfferent 'spheres of interest’ 1S achı1eved
hrough later Juxtaposıtion. By NIr  ‚5 the materı1al for 590()-64() presen much
LHNOIC ounded personalıties In Its protagonı1sts. Thıs INOTEC 1terary composıtıon 1S
the orıgınal work oTf the later ecclesiastıcal hıstorl1ans, SOTIMNC of whom had also
ordered and expande much of the earher materI1al. ese INCN WEeIC responsıble
for lterary hıstories that described the destructive WAaTs Of Khusrau 1L, and theır
aftermath. But they WEGIC alsSO responsıble for the preservatıon of arge amount
of earlıer materıal, 4aSse‘: around the patrıarchal historIies,e they In
Varlıous WaYS before ıts inclusion In the medieval compilatıions.

The Identity of the Eicclesjastıical Hıstorilans

T hıs addıtional materı1al 11l be OUT TOCUS for much of the remaınder of the artıcle.
But before EUTN thıs, mMust first SeT Out the informatıon that Can be
leaned the IC who performed the orafting f thıs materıal ONTO er
narratıve that Was focussed the catholicoln. ese WCIC the ragı °eccles1i1astical
hıstorl1ans’ wh developed the er tradıtiıon by includıng NS  < OUTCCS and
etaıled, integrated and theır W, times.

The Catalogzue of the thırteenth CCNLUFY theolog1an and scholar. 15 of
Nısıbıs, lısts all the notable writers of the Church of the EKast ıthın thıs lıst AIC

number of hıstorl1ans whose works have nNOTt urvived: 1ASs of MerTV, Isho‘dna Of
Basra, ecoOdore bar Kon1, Bar of ar de Beth OUG, Simon of arka,
Simon the LTreaSUurerT, Mshıha-Zkha, of Beth Garmal, GTregory of ushtar,
the catholıcos Isho yahb and Danıel bar Maryam.69 ese works from

(Ahronıicle of Seert, 11/ L, aOme of thıs PDassagc 1S en from the eccles1astıical
hıstori1an Bar e: and he In turn INaYy ave used John of Ephesus descr1ıption of the plague al
Constantiınople (ed and Er S Chabot, Incerti auctorıis (’hronıiıcon Pseudo-Dionysianum vulgo
dıctum (Parıs, 9-100, ıth ET- Wıtakowskı, Pseudo-Dionysıus Oof el-  'ahre. Chronmicle,
ITI (Liverpool, 1C; 1as of Nısıbıs also employed, especılally for records f afu-
ral disasters and ITE for sect10ons al 813, 514, 547, 508, 8/1 and 578)
Chronicle Of CEIE 11/ 1, - for Ezekıiel accompanyıng Khusrau Nısıbıs and
Dara and and 11/ 1l, HAF for the connect10ns of Isho’yahb of
Arzun al the School of Nısıbıs
Abdısho", EeIrca Catalogue (ed and N In Assemanlı, a
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c  short chronıcon’ Dy John of Beth (Garmaıl the three and four volume works
Dy Isho‘dnah and Danıel, whose work Was also accompanıed Dy explanatıon
of Eusebius’ Chronicon. In addıtıon, WAas alsoO of the chroniıcles of
Theodoret of Cyrrhus and Socrates, though these INay have been abrıdged, and
the Chronicon of the ‘Jacobite’ aCo of Edessa he a1sSO cıtes everal Lgures
who employe hıstory wıthouft eıng histori1ans, such AS the lıturgıst OS of
Tirhan:; ” 5Symeon of Beth Garmal, who translated Eusebius’ Chronicon into

uSyriac” and Serg1us, who gathere “ancıent tradıtions
ere Was, then, wealth of historıical production ell A4Ss the secondary HSC

of NıStory Dy translators and lıturgısts. And thıs production ul upDON earlıer
transmıtted from TCcE In addıtiıon the gathering of indigenOus materI1al. 1S
alsoO noticeable that the earhest date that Assemanı ascr1ıbes anıy of these hısto-
r1ans 1S the 590s (  shiha-zkha 111e the latest 1S the eleventh century. ”” The hIS-

LOTY of Barhadbeshaba Arbaya, that describes the hIStOTrYy of the Roman church
firom Dyophysıte perspective before dealıng wıth Mar Narsaı Of Nısıbıs and hıs
dıscıples, termınates In c.569; but GVn ıf hıs history WECIC composed thıs early, thıs
ST1u MO In IC the production of hıstory In the Church of the East

explode al the end of the Sasanıan per10d. ese hıstorl1ans gathered, invented
and Juxtaposed earlıer materı1al they and obscured Aalıy of inde-

pendent authors of the patrıarcha histories (if thıs had GVGT existed). Thıs hıstorI1-
cal production persisted deep nto the asıd per10d.

The Chronmicle ot Seert alsO provıdes ıimportant informatıon from 1ts OW. Cıita-
t1on of 0111‘CCS.7  4 In SOTINNC thıs allows eneral Impression of the CONntent and
focus of the OTE that the medieval compilers sed However, cshould be

that OUTGErS ATC nNnOT ciıted In consıstent ashıon when of histor1ans
aATec mentioned it 1S often confıiırm pomt ÖT provıde addıtional informatıon.
Thus these cıtations Can be sed o1ve impression of the Of the eccle-
Kü1astıcal hıstorl1ans wıthout allowıng accurately determıne I6 indıvıdual
authors WCIC responsıble TOor that WECIC em In the medieval COMPI-
atlons. The followıng paragraphs attempt TAaW together SOTILNC of the avaılable
data the lıttle-known historlans sed In the Chronuicle.

The Chronmicle Oof Seert cıtes the nınth CENLUTY historl1ans bar Nun and
1aSs of MerTv for events af Nıicaea and the events In the late sixth and early SCV-

enth centurlies (the consecration of Aba and the e Ol the catholıcos GregoOrYy

Chronmnicle of Seert, L, VII (Z2E7 and 280), all Constantıne and Nıicaea.
Assemanı, Illa, 168
Assemanı, Illa, 171

73 Assemanı, Illa, 216 The attrıbution of the Arbela Chronicle tO Mshıha-zkha 1S twentieth
CENTUTY fOTgeTY. See 1a Voste, ‘Alphonse Mingana’, OCP (1941) 514-515

Sako, 'Les SOUTCCS de la chronıque de Seert PdO 14 (1987) 18527167 1STS SOINC of thıs internal
evidence.
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In 612)i® The pattern of theır Composıt1ons hıghlıghts OMC of the achl1evements of
these ecclesiastıical hıstorlies, 1C Was ınk the foundatıonal events Of the ROo-
Ian church, especlally the C of Constantıne., wıth the Church of the East
Thıs tendency 1S confirmed by the densıty of materı1al around Constantıne and NıI-
GGa ın the medieval compıilatıions, IC also refer ea events In the reıgn of
Khusrau 1L, especılally simılarıties between miıiracles of the CTOSS, and estab-
ısh the or1g1n of lıturgical practice.

Thıs interest In Constantıne a1sSO that compiler of the Chronicle of Seert
borrowed irom wriıter In the Melkıte (Chalcedon1an) tradıtion, Qustä ıbn Ludäa,

supplement hıs materı1al. Perhaps such wrıters m1g ave had better ACCESS

T OUTCECS and COU help shed 12 per10d that WAas SCCH the
foundatıon of the orthodoxy Of both communities.’® Ihus the Chronmnicle refers
Qustä tOr Constantıne’s Wal wıth MaxentIius, Helena’s discovery of the (’ross and
Julian Saba’s en al Sinai.””

STr authors WT employe to urnısh addıtional detaıls for the ee of
catholıicol1. The compiler uUuSsScsS the seventh-century hıstori1an Bar provıde
the lısts ofas dıscıples, Joseph’s reaction the plague of Justinian and aSs-

t1C foundatıons under zekıe178 ese addıtions exemplı everal of the changes
In historical wrıting al the end Oof the Sasanıan per10d, wıth interest In Juxtapos-
ıng the narratıves of the Oman WOT. and the Church of the East and interest
In intellectual and monastıc chaıns of inherıtance. Bar Was also sed Dy
1AS of Nısıbıs for HIS sectI1ons natural disasters In the re1gn of Peroz.”” T’hıs
reference upp the internal evidence of the Chronmnıicle ot Seert that the eccles1-
astıcal hıstori1ans re-worked the materı1al they inherıted irom the patrıarcha
chronicles usıng external OUTICCS (Given the VC precıise chronology given In the
section 1aSs takes irom Bar e, he INAYy a ISO be the SOUTCEC of the C(hronmnıicle of
Seerts section Babowal, IC unlıke other sect10ns catholıcol1, has been
carefully ate Dy the of Peroz ©

Fınally, the MOST sıgnıfıcant of the employe in the (’hronıicle Was Danıel
bar Maryam’s mıd-seventh CENTUFY eccles1astıical history.” iıdentifNes hım

F Chronicle Of-Seeit, 11/ 1, DF 11/ 11, bar Nun INaYy ave cComposed
hagıographic vignettes rather than CONtINUOUS hIstOrYy, SINCE he 1S NOL mentioned Dy
Qustä Was Orn In Baalbek In the Lebanon and travelled wıdely ın the Byzantıne empıre collecting
materıals for hıstory before settlıng In Irag, and translated irom Tree into ı( He 1S
known ave translated the Mıaphysıte phılosopher John Philoponus and composed refutatıon
of the Qur an. See olmberg, Israel Oof Kashkar- T reatıse the Unity and Fhe I rınıty
un 61
Chronicle of Seert, VII (266, 26/7, 273) and XN
Chronmnicle of Seert. 11/ L, MN
1aSs of Nıisıbıs, Opus Chronologicum, ols. ed Brooks and s (C’habot (Parıs,
I 116 Bar probably provıdes the sect10ns for 795 and 797
Chronicle OfSeeit, 11/ 1,

81 ‘Amr 56/ 33) o1veSs hIs floreat ASs the reign of Isho’yahb 111
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ASs the author of four volume hıstory and COMMENTATY Eusebius’ C(Chronicon.
Hıs iımportance 1S reflected In the {1ve cCıtat1ons gıven hım by the Chronicle
Oof Seert, by the 'addad (Ahronıicle and three Dy the nınth CENTLUTY work of
ps.-George of Arbela church admınıstration and theologıca questions and

(the EXDOSILO Officiorum).”“ Danıel provıdes selection of materıjal for the
tfourth and CENTLUTY Church of the kast, and have represented
JOr conduılt Dy 1C the materı1al of the Acacıan hıstory Was received by later hIs-
Or1ans. He 1S cıted for the exıle of Demetrianus of Antıoch, for the miraculous
ADDCAaALANCE of at the ea of 5Symeon bar Sebba’e. for Martyrs under
Shapur and theır collection Dy Marutha and Aha1ı and for the marrıage allıances
of the SAamMlle chah © Danıel 1S also the strongly assoclated wıth the hıstory of
and Ahaı’s composition of the Lıife of Abda. and 1S probably also responsıble for
the reception OF thıs work.®

The '"addad (Ahronıicle cCıtes Danıel IOr his record of the Shapurıan PDEISCCU-
t10n, under section dedıicated tOo Shapur ASs ell the STOTY of the CONversi0n
of the Sasanıan of Merv  55 And the nınth-century EXDOSILO Ofhciorum
testifies Danıiel’s treatment of materı1al before the beginnıng of the extant
Chronicle of Seert. George of Arbela Cıtes hım for hıs datıng of the en of John
the Baptıst, the crucıfix1ion and the revolt of the Jews In Jerusalem, ASs ell hıs
uUusSc of the apocryphal correspondence between Chrıst and gar, kıng of Edessa,
1C had become famous hrough Syriac M1SS1ONATY narratıves such ASs the DIOC-
frina Dr An the Acts arMari® In Su: Danıel presented CONTINUOUS
h1SstOry that went Irom the 1r of Jesus the mıddle of the seventh CeNTUTY,
1E} prompte hım Incorporate the patrıarcha hIistory, especlally Its Treali-
ment of the Shapurıan martyrıa and the el of thgir collection.

See the reconstruction of egen, ‘Danıel bar aryam Eın nestorianıscher Kirchenhistoriker,
752 (1968) 4580
Chronmnicle OT SeEeiT, 1/ i I1 1/ 11, 1:5CHEand IXMTEX
The ater emphasıs Awgın and the connection of monastıcısm In Irag ıth Egypt later made
the of thıs Ind1genOus monastıc ounder ırrelevant.

85 'addad Chronicle, [7X V and ( XM AT
XDOSILIO Officıorum, ed and {r. Oonnolly, Anonymi AaUuCLOrIS 'XDOSILEIO officıorum eccle-
SIAE, (GEOTZIO Arbelensı VulgO adscrıpla ols (Parıs, 191 1) U 38; { 146 Doctrina /al, ed and
IT Phıillıps, Ihe Doctrine of Addaı (London, reprinted ıth 1C)  S [F Howard
Arbor, and . Desreumaux, Hıstoirre du ro1 Abgar ef de Jesus (Parıs, Discussiıon
of the Doctrina 1S provıded In Mirkoviıc, Prelude ( Oonstantıne (Frankfurt Maın,

Trock, “The transformatıon Tf the Edessa portrar of Christ’, Journal of Assyrıan Academıc
Studiıes 15 (2004) 46-56; WO00d, We Have NO Kıngz hut COhrıst. ( Arıstian Polıitical T’hought INn
(rreater VIIA the Eve of Fthe S OonNquest (C 400-580) (Oxford, CSD ch cts of
Mar Marı ed and IT ullıen, and ullıen (Parıs, ıth d1ISCUSSIONS In ullıen and

ullıen, AUuxX OTIZINES de l’eglise les de Mar Marı (Louvain, eaedem, Apotres
des conHns: PDTOCCSSUS MMISSIONNAITES chretiens dans EINDITE Tanıen (Parıs, and SN alnt-
Laurent, Apostolic IMEMOTIES: Reli210US Differentiation and the Constructhon Oof rthodoxXy In
YVIIAC Mıiıssıonary Literature (Brown Universıity, 2009, unpublıshed Phd), chp
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Danıel al the time of Isho yahb reformatıon of the ıturgy and thıs
m1g have prompte hıs UusScC Of hıstory Justify and explaın hlıturgical features
provıde the bıographies of indıyvıduals whom lıturgles WEeITIC attrıbuted Suc ASs

al the apostle, Ephraem and eoOdore of Mopsuestia).”” George of Arbela
cCıtes Danıel A authorıty the ıimportance of Jerusalem In the lıturgy, and also
used hıstories for other commemoratıons, such A the Inventio ( TUCIS. WOU

that thıs interconnection of hıstory wrıting and lıturgıcal Justification fıits the
660s, wıth Ifs interest In the antıquarıan collection of OUTCECS as ell A the PTO-
duction of history and the FrevIisiıon of lıturgy.

do NOT PTODOSC that Call TuCT AIıy of the eccles1i1astıical hiıstorlans that
AICcC NCIude ın the medieval compıilatıons. But Can analyse the introduction of
NC  S categories of hıstorıical mater1al and the WdY ıt Was combıned wıth the patrıar-
chal histories. In what ollows ll examıne the eccles1astical hıstorl1ans’ N-
S10N of hıstorical INQUITY back nto the fourth CENTLUTY and before Though the style
f materı1al 1s often V dıfferent, INanYy SGFE have been shaped Dy the chang-
ng relatiıonshıp of the Church of the Eiast VIS VIS the churches Of the West, In

of the AWAalEeNCSsSSs and elaboratıon of chared °“orthodox’ hIistory; Ctesiıphon’s
11C  S claıms patrıarchal authorıty and the opposıtıon between church wıth
Strong Dyophysıte Chrıistology and Its ‘Jacobite‘’ adversarıles.

TIhe Hıstories of the School of Nisibis®
The first of these external blocks of materı1al 1S represented by Serlı1es of short
bıiographies of East Syrian intellectuals, theır traınıng and theır lterary Output,
aSsSOcC1lated wıth the School of Nisibis.©” ese bıographies conftflıct wıth the patrı-
archal hıstories and In theıraof Barsauma, bıshop of Niısıbis The
patrıarcha hıstorıies present Barsauma AS insubordinate MM of the athol1-
COI BabowalIl and ACacIlus, but the Nısıbene aCcCCOUNT makes hım crucı1al fıgure al
the School of Nısıbıs, credıted wıth rıngiıng Dyophysıtısm the CASE: along wıth
the theologıan Narsa1ı and the catholicos Acacıus.

Thıs kınd Of informatıon about masters and dıscıples In intellectual tradıtıon
and theır lterary production 1S quıte dıfferent the materı1al used Dy the patrıar-
chal hıstories and INaYy belong dıstinct hıstorıical the ( ause OL FOouDnNda-
HON of Schools, the first of 1C Was composed Dy Elısha early In the re1gn of
Khusrau ” Elısha’s LEXT, from IC thıs mater1ı1al INaYy derıve., has NOT urvıved.

On ese lıturgical reforms SCC TOC| Lıturgıical textS‘: In Khoury ed.) NOs SOUFCEeS: Arts
el Iitteratures SVYTIAQUES (Beirut, O Z1, CSD. 238
WOood, Chronıicle of Seert, 106-1 The hıstory of the School 15 discussed In Becker, The Fear
of (10d anı Fhe Beginning of “sdom. The School oft Nısıbıs and Chrıstian Scholastıc Culture INn
ate Antıque Mesopotamıa (Phıladelphia, E
Chronmnicle of Seert, 11/ andJ
Chronicle of Seert, 11/ L, I1
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But later document, ascribed ON Barhadbeshaba In the 590s, does 1’hıs work
relates the development of educatıon irom Creatıon, see1ıng aqll rel1g10uUs SYStemS
ASs chools that attempt ımıtate IW educatıon of mankınd relates the

importance of the doctors of the past, of Eustathıius, aCc6 and Athanasıus In
Antioch, Nısıbıs and Alexandrıa, and of the intellectual SUCCESSION of eoOodore öf
Mopsuestla from Dıiodore of Tarsus.”! The (ause SOCS record hOow the
school of Edessa transmıtted heodore heology ASs ell as that of Ephraem, and
HOW the WEIC combıned In Narsaı and hıs SI.ICC€«SSOI'S.92 ıf also o1VvES
maJjor role Barsauma In persuadıng Narsa1ı emi1grate Nısıbıs He hım
that Nısıbıs 18 or CIty, set In the borderlands, and all people gather it from
M reg10NSs130  Wood  But a later document, ascribed to one Barhadbeshaba in the 590s, does. This work  relates the development of education from Creation, seeing all religious systems  as schools that attempt to imitate God’s own education of mankind. It relates the  importance of the doctors of the past, of Eustathius, Jacob and Athanasius in  Antioch, Nisibis and Alexandria, and of the intellectual succession of Theodore of  Mopsuestia from Diodore of Tarsus.” The Cause goes on to record how the  school of Edessa transmitted Theodore’s theology as well as that of Ephraem, and  how the two were combined in Narsai and his successors.”” And it also gives a  major role to Barsauma in persuading Narsai to emigrate to Nisibis. He tells him  that Nisibis ‘is a great city, set in the borderlands, and all people gather to it from  all regions ... many will throng here now that heresy is looking around from its  surrounds in Mesopotamia  293  .  This Nisibene material may have entered the central tradition in the wake of  the expansion of Nisibis’ daughter schools in the second half of the sixth century.  In particular, the last quarter of the century saw a succession of catholicoi trained  at Nisibis and the expansion of a school at Ctesiphon that carried on Theodoran  traditions of exegesis (which was shown to visiting Roman dignitaries).”“ I suggest  it was this expansion of the scholastic system that provides a context for the  transmission of this intellectual history.  This Nisibene history may also have included biographies from ‘orthodox’  fathers of the Roman world, drawn out of saints’ lives and Greek ecclesiastical his-  tories, and the scholastic succession of the school system provides one avenue for  this kind of material to reach the east. Stories relating to Aba’s foundation of  the school in Ctesiphon may also belong to this tradition, since they are notably  absent in the Syriac Life composed soon after his death in c. 5557  C. Roman Ecclesiastical History  The Chronicle of Seerfs coverage of Roman ecclesiastical history can be divided  into two broad parts. Firstly, it contains a chronologically continuous ecclesiastical  history drawn primarily from Eusebius’ Chronicon [C1] and the fifth-century  Greek ecclesiastical histories of Theodoret and Socrates [C2].”° This extends from  before the start of the extant Chronicle to some point in the break that divides the  9  Cause of the Foundation of Schools, ed. A Scher, PO 4, 377-80. English translation in A. Becker,  Sources for the Study of the School of Nisibis, TTH 50 (Liverpool, 2008).  92  Ibid., 381-83.  9  Ibid., 385-86.  94  Chronicle of Seert, 11/i, LXVII (496-497).  95  Chronicle of Seert, II i, XXVII and XXIX.  96  Eusebius was important to the Iraqi ecclesiastical historians for his role in determining the date of  Easter ( Chronicle of Seert, 1/ i, XXI-XXII (285-287). His Chronicon was chiefly accessed through  the translation of Symeon of Beth Garmai (c. 600): Assemani, BO, IIIa, 633.INalıy ll throng here 1  S that heresy 1S ookıng around Irom 1Its
surrounds In Mesopotamıa‚ 93

Thıs Nısıbene materı1al INaYy have entered the central tradıtion in the wake of
the expansıon of Nısıbıis’ aughter chools in the second haltf of the sıxth CENTUTY.
In partıcular, the last quarter of the CENTLUTY Sa  S SUCCESSION of catholico1 traıned
al Nısıbıs and the expansıon of school al Ctesıiphon that carrıed Theodoran
tradıtions OT eXEZESIS (whıch Was shown visıtiıng Roman dignitaries).”” uggest
ıt Was thıs expansıon Of the scholastıc System that provıdes CONTtEexT for the
transmıssıon of thıs intellectual hIStOrYy.

1 Rıs Nısıbene hıstory INaYy also have NCIUudeEe bıographıies from ‘“orthodox’
athers of the OoOman WOT. drawn Out of saınts’ lıves and 166 eccles1astıcal h1is-
torıes, and the scholastıc SUCCESSION of the school System provıdes OMNC AVECNUC for
thıs kınd of materı1al reach the east Storlies relatıng A foundatıon of
the school In Ctesıiphon INaYy alsSo belong thıs tradıtiıon, SINCEe they airc notably
absent in the Syriac ıle composed SOON after h1s ea ın 555

Roman Ecclesiastical Hıstory
The Chronmicle GCETES of Roman eccles1iastıcal hIstory Can be divided
Into TOAa Fırstly, ıt contaıns chronologıically CONtINUOUS eccles1iastıcal
hıstory drawn primarıly from Eusebilus’ Chroniıcon ICI and the ifth-century
Tree eccles1iastıcal histories of Theodoret and Socrates C2] 96 Thıs extends irom
before the of the extfant Chronicle SOTIINC pomnt In the Tea that dıviıdes the

Yl ( AauUSE Foundatıon of Schools, ed cher, 4, Englısh ranslatıon In Becker,
SOUFICES fOor Fhe UudYV School of NısıbıIis, 1I1TIH (Liverpool,
Ibıd.,

03 Ibıd.,A
Chronmnicle of Seert, 1I1/ı1, LXVIIUS
Chronmnicle ofseert 11/ 1, and MX
FKusebius W ds important the ragı ecclesiastical hiıstorl1ans for h1s role In determinıng the date of
Easter ( Chronmicle of Seert, 1/ 1: KK X] 5-2 Hıs Chronicon W das chiefly accessed hrough
the ranslatıon of 5Symeon of eth (jJarmaı (6 600) Assemanlı, illa, 635
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mıddle Thıs materı1al NestorI1us, IC 15 preserved In Marı, represents
Tee continuatıiıon of Theodoret and Socrates wriıtten from Dyophysıite DCI-
spective CS

TIThe second maJor section 15 narratıve Aase‘ around the SUCCESSION of the Da-
triarchs of Constantınople and the Chrıistological arguments before and durıng
the reign of Justinian. Thıs narratıve strand begıns wıth COMMENTArY eccles1i-
astıcal polıtıcs In the Cıty untıl the second half f the Chronicle (1 the VC end
f the century), and IA Yy represent continuatıiıon of (3 Ul An alterna-
t1ve continuatıon 1S also NCIUude that emphasıses the SUCCESSION of the Jacobites
in the weSstT, 1C SEeTSs them In paralle the Jacobite SUCCESSION In the east aAs

the arch-enemies of the Church C5] Both continuations represent
understand the Jacobiıte “*invasıon) of the east In the sixth CENTLUY and the relatıon-
shıp OTf events In the WwWeSst In the sıxth CENLUTrY the formatıve per10d of CCIMN-

LUrYy Dyophysıtism.

Kusebılan material””

The beginnıng of the Chronmnıicle of Seert blends data irom eccles1astıcal OUTCECS

nto descr1ıptions of Roman and Persian secular hıstory. Ihus aCCOUNT of the
ea of Valerı1an followıng hıs persecution of Chrıistians 15 presented alongsıde A

AaCCOUNT of the foundatıons of hI1ıs kıller, Shapur I and al NOTte the abel-
1an heresy.100 Next long section Manı, hI1s death and the MISSIONS of hıs aDOS-
tles, 1S OllOWwe: Dy the reign of Hormizd 8 SON of Shapur, the refuta-
tion of Sabellıus, the SUCCESSION opes al Rome and the expulsıon Oof Paul of

101Samosata. The Chronicle al thıs pomnt be relyıng hıstori1an who
has blended Persian and Oman secular h1SstOry and eccles1jastıical hıstory and InN-
terspersed narratıve materı1al wıth drawn Iirom epıtome that marked
reign engths of 1Ings and prıiests: thıs hıstori1an has had ACCESS 18} wıde varlety of
materı1al, ıIn varyıng levels of detaıl, and has chosen where TOCUS hıs attention (n

102thıs instance the theme of dıvıne punıshment for persecution of Christians).
Yet the Chronmnıicle also had ACCESsSS another hıstor1an wh had arranged al-

MOST identical materı1a|l In dıfferent WAaY. T’hıs second historl1an, who Was reSDON-
S1 for secti1on dedicated Paul of Samosata, mentions the Valer1anıc C-

Chronicle of Seert, 11/ L, LIIL; N:
C(hronmicle OL SEeEI, I1/1, (7) AAC
Wood, Chronıicle OL DEETE 125

100 (Ahronmnicle of Seert, 1/ 1, 11{
101 Chronmnicle of Seert, 1/ L, S
102 Ihe histori1an Iso had ACCESS A otherwıse unknown SUOUTITCEC Manı's apostles,1 IMaYy be

VE old gıven ıts that Manı had apostle named al,1C INaYy pre-date the atter’s
transformatıon into ( ’hrıstian MI1SSIONATY. See further' the COMMENTS of J.-W. Drı vers, Addaı
und Manı, Christentum und Manıchalilsmus 1mM drıtten Jahrhundert”, In Lavenant ed.) 111
Symposium Syriacum (OCA Z2E Rome EF/AS185
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cution In passıng and focuses Paul, before o1ving note the chort-Ived
DPCIOIS at the end of the 1n CENLUTY, Flor1anus. Aurelıan and Titus. ” sımılar
PITOCCSS of composıtion, mMIXIng epıtomiısed materı1al and LNOTC etaue narratıves,
1S ısıble In the sect1ons Gregory Thaumaturgus and Vahram I1 The first has
engthy descr1ıption of GrTegZoOrYy, connecting hım Paul’s deposıtion, Ollowe by
TIeE the beneficent rule of Vahram IL, the assassınatıon OT the

Flor1anus, the plague In Rome and the SUCCESSION of Popes.104 Ihe
section Vahram provıdes A narratıve Of the chah’s persecution of the Chrıstians
because OT the Manıchees, Ollowe Dy note the reıgn of (arus and the fOr-
matıon of the Tetrarchy, and paragraph devoted Diocletian’s persecution In

105yrıa, Egypt and Nısıbıs
The epıtomised mater1al used BTB all derıve irom the S\Aa”’dIlle chrono-

raphıc SOUICC, probably adaptatıon of Eusebius’ Chronicon, and thıs term1-
na al around the end OTf Diocletian’s persecutıion. recorded the 1M-
portan of Danıel bar aryam ASs COomMMEenNntato the C(Chronıcon and thıs 1N-
terest 1S a1sSO reflected In the internal evidence of the Chronmicle, SINCEe [WO sect1ons
AI devoted Eusebius’ calculatıons and hıs contrıbution debates OVCI the COI -

recCct time for Easter .1° The Version In 1C the C(Chronıicon Was used Was probably
5Symeon of Beth (jarmaı’s Syriac translatıon. IC 1S alsSO known from
‘Abdisho‘. !” eselıng tudied the Varlous Versions of the (hronıcon In the Syriac
tradıtion and concluded that translatıons WEIC made into Syr1aC, ofC the
earher Was made Dy al least 636‚108 the concludıng date of the Epitome SVra, part
of the West Syrian hıistorıical miscellany, the Chronicle DE JDE BYy comparıng thıs
LEeXT the Eusebıan materı1al nNCciude In another West Syrian Chronicle., the
C(hAronicle Oof Zuqgmim of 118 eselıng also demonstrated that 5Symeon, hıs
OUTICCS, had augmented the Eusebıan Chronicon Dy inserting expande: sect1ons
aseı Eusebius’ eccles1astıcal hıstory and data OoTf local interest‘ such as the

109of the 1Ings of Persıa.
The uUusScC of thıs epıtome AaSs iramework In the Chronicle of Seert Can be dem-

onstrated Dy comparıng the TrIe of Its first section of eccles1iastıical hıstory
wıth the (hronmnıicle of Zuqgmim. eır In both confirms the uUusSsc Eusebius
(vıa Symeon of Beth Garmal) for the chronologica structure, especlally for

1053 Chronicle Of deem. 1,
104 Chronicle of Seert, 1/ l VI-
105 Chronmnicle Of Deert. 1/ 1, -
106 (hronıicle of Seert, 1/ 1, S
107 Assemanı, Illa, 6353 Haddad Chronicle, SCS 5Symeon date the crucıfixion of

James the lesser.
1085 Though gıven that the 1ITrS known Syriac manuscrıpt of hıs FEcclesiastıical Hıstory 1S afe 462

(Baumstark, GSL, 59); ıf lıkely that much earher Versions of the C(C’hronıicon also exısted
109 eselıing, '‘Diıe Chronık des Eusebius In der syrıschen Überlieferung’, 1-2, 3rd Serl1es (1927)

81267 and TU and (1928) 3252
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knowledge of thırd-century Roman emperors. “ Such materI1al Was probably also
used Dy the historlans em In the medieval compilatiıons for events In the
Roman WOT. In the second and ir CeNtUTES; especlally for the chronological
INQqUITY nto thei Öf Chrıst and the events f Herod’s reign. Furthermore, ıt
1S clear that SOTINC of the OUTCCS of the Chronıicle had continued FEusebius’ orıginal
texTt 112

The longer descr1iptions of athers of the church and heretics derıve Irom full
eccles1i1astıical histories rather than epıtomes 1ıke the Chronicon. Thus the LNOTC

eTaHe of the persecution of Valerıan INaYy orıginate In FEusebius’ CCIe-
sSzastıcal ISLOTY, PTOCCSS of the amplıfiıcatıon of the (hronıcon usıng other
Eusebıan that eseling also bserved for the ZUGMIN Chronicle. “ Alongsıide
thıs, the Chronicle of Seert also used MHMIOLEGE efaıle saınt’s lıves drawn from inde-
pendent hagıographies descr1ptions of herteties, such 4S the descriptions of
Manı and Gregory IThaumaturgus. In al of these C  9 the hıstorl1ans em
in the Chronmnıicle take ACCOUNT of the Chronicomnms organısatıon of materı1al and
nclude the longer sect10ns provıde detaıls wıthın the SAaJmMle chronologıica
framework.

S5ocrates, Theodoret and the athers of the church!*

ese Iıfth-century TrTee eccles1astıical hıstories WEIC wrıtten enhance the
prestige of the Theodos1ian dynasty, whose ounder had organısed the 381 cCouncıl
of Constantınople, IC condemned the Arıan heology of hIs predecessor
Valens ese hıstorlies all termınated before the councıl of Chalcedon and form
the basıs for INaDnYy of the hagıographic vignettes In the Chronicle Oof Seert.

The sect1ons church athers that follow the Diocletianıc persecut1ons AL

irequently 4ase Eusebius’ SUCCESSOT Socrates 1 But instead of CONtINUOUS
narratıve, these Tee eccles1iastıical hıistorıes have been mıned provıde discrete
bıographies of athers of the church and holy HC  > of Peter of Alexandrıa, ATIuS,
Ephraem, Paphnutius, Flavıan of Antıoch and Dıi0odore, asıl, Macedonıus and

110 Chronicle Of ZUGDIN, ed Chabot., Incert Aauctorıis chroniıconIIpseudo-Dionysianum
Vul2O dıctum (Parıs, 1927-1933), E 145-147, s sect10ons al DE ZZI3: TL and 2291

19 (T '"addad Chronmicle, Ka (13-15) The S5yriaCc Chronıicon ncluded addıtional materı1al eTro|
and the Jewısh evolt, Chronicle of Zugnin, L, JSl

112 Burgess, Studıes INn Eusebian and post-Eusebian Chronography (Stuttgart, DA cıtıng
Chronicle of Seert, 1/ 1, and hat the reference Shapur  S alt-
ack Nısıbıs er (Constantıne’s eg should be ascribed fourth CENLUTY Antıochene CONMN-

tinuator of Eusebius. Also, the uUusSe of continuations of Eusebius In Dyriac SG Wıtakowskı.
“Ihe Chronicle of Eusebilus: ıts Lype and continuation In Syriac 1stor10graphy', Aram 12 (2000)
419-437 and Serruys, 'l es CanonNns d’Eusebe, d’Annıanos ei d’Andronicos d’apres He de
Nısıbe", (1913) 16-28

113 eselıng, ‘Kusebius Chron1
114 WO00d, Chronicle of Seert,. 125
145 Chronicle of Seert, 1/ 1, cıtes Socrates ırectly, ell dAS eodore of Mopsuestia.
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116eodore of Mopsuestia many of them ‘Antıiochene-’, Dyophysıte theologlans).
The greater eve OT detaıiıl given these hagıographic vignettes compared Cal-

er narratıve OTf eccles1iastıcal hıstory po1nts the continued theologıca
relevance of these post-Nıcene theologıans and the delberate assertion of Dyo-
physıte chaın of inherıtance back Nicaea .11 Some of the LNOTEC etaıle: sect1ons
INAaYy have been em In work of the ( ause Excclesiastical
ISLOTV wrıtten al Nısıbıs. ıke that of Barhadbeshaba

Iraces of the OrT1Z1NSs of these bıographica. secti1ons dIC irequently apparent
iIrom theır dramatıs Thus the section Flavıan of Antıoch and DI1io-
dore (XLIX) begıns wıth description of the or1g1n and educatıon of the saınt, in
the Samıe style all of the reviated bıographies In the Chronicle. Many of
these ave been drawn from hagıo0graphies and AL often ımıted TIeE note

OT121NS, e and death. !6 But everal OL these sect1ons the church athers
also nclude theır opposıtion rel1g10uUs and secular OppONECNTIS (the ‘Arıans’
Valens and Eunomius In Diodore’s case), summarıes of theır heology, references
fOo church councıls and record of theır intellectual herıtage and dıscıples. T’hıs 1N-
formatıon 1S reviated Irom longer SOUTCCS, but 1S ST1I much HIOI eiane than
the bıographies that descr1ibe monastıc foundatıons In the Sa|mMle GEZ Furthermore,
these sect10ons alsSO nclude i1gures wh: AdIiICcC only of perıpheral ıiımportance the
theolog1ans themselves, the heology of the church In later generatıons, but
who WOU have been sıgnıfıcant In the orıgıinal narratıve of Socrates and Theo-

119doret

The Dyophysıte continuation*“®

Thıs 1st of orthodox SUCCESSION In the Chronicle of Seert continued into the m1d-
die oTf the CENTUTY. HOowever, the Tei In the mıddle of the Chronicle ob-
SCUTECS exactly how thıs chaın of orthodox athers m1g ave continued into the
CONtrovers1ies surroundıng Chalcedon, the CIa of the fall of Nestorius al Ephesus,
116 Chronmnicle OL DSEI. 1/ 1-11, (Peter f Alexandrıa- placed In section Vahram H); (Arıus):

(Paphnutius);A (Ephraem); DE  > (GTregoOry of Nazlanzus) X (Diodore and avlan);
1 (Basıl); 111 (Macedonius); K (Theodore): XTV (Epiphanıius- though the section tıtled
for Arcadıus):; (Chrysostom). ere AL Iso sımpler 1StSs of athers that INaAaYy ultımately
derıve from sımılar SCOUTCCS D AA and AI (as ell ASs examples In 'Amr and arı
and hıstorıies of hat must Iso COMIC from Socrates and Theodoret, V1a ater adaptors
(e Theodosıius

1417 Only post-Nicene uthors WETC translated into SyriaC, TOC! “DyriaC Iıterature cCrossroads f
cultures’, PdO 31 (2004) 1/7-35, al

118 (Ahronicle of Seert, 1/ 1, MN Awgın’s 1scıple Rabban arı
119 The iımportance f Diodore’s Eunomius hıs predecessor at J arsus (XLIX),

Sılvanus, the references eletIus and Eusebius f Samosata In the secti1on the ‘heretic’
Macedonius er sect1ons INdYy be drawn Irom Socrates but ave een much INOTEC heavıly
epıtomised, such AdSs that Aası (D

1} WO0o0o0d. Chronmnicle of Seert, 126127
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the CONntest between Theodoret and other Dyophysıtes wıth Cyrıl of Alexandrıa
and the councıl of Chalcedon Marı's hıstory provıdes A important pomt of COIN-

parıson the Chronicle. shares IHNAalLYy of the vignettes f the theologıans of thıs
CId, Ooften IHNOTEC heavıly reviated Hıs hıstory Can provıde wıth impression
of hOWw the mI1ssıng section of the Chronicle of Seert treated the tall of NestorI1us,
IC MUuUStT have concluded ıts lıst of °“orthodox’ Roman athers

Roman eccles1astical hıstory In Marı exXIStSs In sıngle narratıve AIC, IC
tends from the fourth CEeENLUrYy 118 the mıddle of the and 15 splı ACTOSS the
re1gns of multıple catholıcol1. 1S focussed the defeat of the Arlans, ASs narrated
in Socrates Theodoret, and Ifs aftermath In the councıls of Ephesus and (‘3Hal-
cedon. ILıke the C(hronmnıicle Of Seert, much of thıs narratıve fOCUSES indıyıdual
theologıans, and the materı1al taken Iirom Socrates and Theodoret Was I1INa-

rised wıth CVC these vignettes of important indıvıduals, and the heretical
OppOnNents of the °orthodox’

Marı's SOUTCE SEeTiSs Out narratıve f eccles1iastical hıstory that begıins wıth the
opposıtıon between Arıus and Peter of Alexandrıa, ollowe Dy AaCCOUNT of the
CGCATGCGı of Arıus: and posthumous detractor, Athanasıus, and hıs
tumultuous relatiıonshıp wıth the SONS of Constantıne. Marı aAaDPCAaIs abbrevı]ate
informatıon he had AGCGESS Macedonius and Apollinarıus, but o1vES INOTE

full AaCCOUNT of the aCCESSION of Valens, h1is baptısm Dy Eunomius and the
of the ‘neo-Arlans’, OllOWE: Dy theır defeat Dy Diodore and the Cappadocıan
athers In the reign of Theodosius

Thıs Roman eccles1i1astıcal materIı1al has probably been drawn from Socrates and
Theodoret. SINCE ıt cshares theır heavy antı-Arıan LOCUS, but Marı's Chronmnıicle also
SCS continuatıon of these hiıstories that IMN thıs antı-Arıan hıstory fOo the time
of NestorIıius. Marı SUOCS describe the allıance of the Roman Pope Celestine
wıth yrı and Cyrıil’s attack the IMof John Chrysostom, before narratıng
the faıled attempt of John of Antıoch exıle Cyrıl and defend NestorI1us. Next,
Marı provıdes three vignettes, each wıth dıfferent LOCUS, that present Chalcedon
In 451 ASs vindıcatıon of Nestorius and hıs opposıtıon Cyrıl

Marı records hOow arcıan commanded the monks wh supported Cyril
bandon theır posıtıon and solicıted the upport of POope Leo, whose Tome IO
V1( of the maJor touchstones of Chalcedonıi1anısm, and stumblıng OC

121opes of reconcıhllatiıon wıth the Mıaphysıtes. Next he describes the opposıtıon
of DI1i0scurus, Cyrıl’s 5SUCCCSSOT, and the exireme Monophysıte Eutyches Flavıan
of Constantıinople, iscıple of eCOdOore Here he relates hOow Flavıan Was

pelled dıe In exıle before Dioscurus and Eutyches WGIC themselves condemned,
and Flavıan inscrıbed 1n the Book of IC the lısts of martyred bıshops Fınally,
In 1r‘ vignette, Marı describes the CINPDCIOT Marcıan, the of

271 On the Tome CO SG ren The Rıse of Fhe Monophysite Movement: apters INn
the HıIstory Church In the and S7ixth (enturies (Cambridge, MI3 and DA
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Chalcedon, ASs the I11all who restored the Oorder of the church and pralses hıs 11A1 -

rage to °the siıster of Theodosius |Pulcheria]. 1hıs eulogy 1$ CVCIMN extended
provıde Hictional lınk Persian hıstory, whereby arcıan demonstrates HIS
Christian charıty Dy ransomıing the wıcked chah Peroz from the Hephthalıtes

1272(which Must represent later addıtion).
Marı has received hıs aCCount of Nestorius from TeEe ecclesiastıical hıstory

that, ıle ıt Was violently opposed Cyrıl, alsSoO had posıiıtıve VISION of (MHal-
cedon and represented Flavıan Aas promıinent Dyophysıte Nestorius 1S
viewed sympathetically and prominently, but hıs fall 1S NnOTt the culmınatıon of thıs
narratıve. The OIeE narratıve of Nestorius and Flavıan 1S al of the Samıe style,
wıth TIEeE invented quotations Dy Cyrıl Justify hıs act1ons, and ıt 1S Jomned
gether Dy the depıiction of Cyrılıans’ 1g wıth the Dyophysıtes from hrysostom

Flavıan of Constantıinople.
The Sixth CENTLUTY eccles1astıical historiari Evagrıus refers lıttle known hIs-

LOTY of NestorIius that he used for thıs per10d, and It INAaYy be thıs that has enfeted
123the ragı tradıtion. (J1ven the emphasıs Chalcedon In thıs aCCOUNT, ıt INaYy

have COMNNC from wıthın Dyophysıte Chalcedonıian tradıtıon (even ıf SOTINEC of the
invectıve agaınst Cyrıl and the references ‘Lord Nestorius’ dIC later addıtions).
ere Was consıderable dıfference of opınıon the orthodoxy of the protagonists
of the debates before and after Chalcedon ell nto the Sıxth CENTLUTY in alcedo-
nıan cırcles In the Roman Empire; 4S ell ASs ONgOoINg debates about
Theopaschısm. Some Chalcedonıians accepted Chalcedon DYy emphasısıng 1ts CON-

nection Dıiodore and eodore, e others (so called neo-Chalcedon1ans)
emphasısed the contrıbutions of Cyrıl and argued for Theopaschısm. ese de-
bates resulted In dıfferent floriulegıa Of select fathers (or select quotations from
athers), AS ell ASs the production OTf eccles1astıical hıstories defend these selec-
t10NS, such that of ası of Cilıcıa (d 27) 124 In the 5208 and 30s. Chalcedonıians
woul increasıngly emphasıse theır separatıon from Nestorius and attempt tO
reconcıle Antıochene and Alexandrıan tradıtions, but, before thıs date, SOMMEC

Chalcedonıians continued emphasıse the connectlons between Chalcedon and
the Antıochene theologians. ” IN Irom OUTCCS 1ıke these that Marı's hıstory of
Nestorius lıkely deriıved

1272 Marı. HE, 36-40/32-35
123 Kvagrıus, HE, L,
124 Rorem and LamOureauX, of Scythopolıs Apollınarıan Chrıistology’, (hurch IStOTV

(1993) 469-482: arvey, ‘Neochalcedonıi1anısm In The (xtford Dıictionary of the Chrıstian
(hurch (3rd edn.); Janın, ‘Basıle de Ciliıcıe”, DHOCGE.

175 Outler, “"IThe ree apters. COMMENT the survıval of Antıochene Christology’ In
I rıbute Arthur VOODus 1CagO, 35/-364
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Constantinopolıtan patrıarchs and Dyophysitism”“
The Chronmicle ot Seert includes everal sect1ons that continue Roman eccles1astIi-
cal hıstory nto the sıxth CENTUTY. T’hıs marks ımportant departure from Marı,
whose ‘Western’ eccles1astical historical termıinates In the CENLUTY, and ıt INaYy
IMPDIY that the mater1al sed In Seert for events In the estern church In the sıxth
CENLUTY Was derıved Irom dıfferent SOUTCEC the materı1al used In (3

One chaın of OHLGE OCUSES events In Constantinople, and Juxtaposes the
act1ons of the patrıarchs of that CIty wıth CONLTEMPOTFATY catholico1 and Roman
opes AS enemiI1es of the “Theopaschites’. The section the patrıarch Anatolus
p hım A supporter of Pope LeO hım acknowledging the O..

thodoxy of Ibas of FEdessa and Theodoret and explaıns AaWAVY theır allure reha-
bılıtate Nestorius Dy sayıng they only condemned hım for hIs conduct (1 NnOoTt for
hıs beliefs). ‘“ The author ollows thıs by observing that Theopachiısm Was NnOT
known In the orlıent al thıs tıme, and that ‘“\ıt WAas alıen fo the al ofal and
MarT’, and ıts APPCATANCEC In the East the influence of °the dıscıples of
Dioscurus’ al the School of Edessa 128

The sect1on the patrıarch (Gennadıus has sımılar en of informatıon.
Here the struggles of Barsauma and Babowal Ü1C SCCIN In paralle wıth the STrug-
gles of the Mıaphysıte bıshop Peter the Fuller agaınst (Gennadıus and Pope el1xX
1888 129 Later materı1al the patrıarch uphemi1us 1S placed under section the
chah Valash, but derıve Iirom the SAadLllE SOUTCC, 1€ Was ase around
the SUCCESSION of patrıarchs al Constantınople. T hıs LOO establıshes the patrıarch’s
connection easStern L1gures, thıs time ACcacıus, andrhım A suffering
for the Dyophysıte Orthodoxy, and eıng expelle Dy the CINDCIOT Anastasıus for
hıs efusal ‘Diodore, eOodore and Nestorius’.  » 130 Thıs compressed
materıal the patrıarchs 1s continued untıl the reign of Justın, and records Pope
Felıx’s later condemnatıon of Euphemius for COmMpromıisıng wıth Anastasıus and
the condemnatıon of Severus issued under Justin I.131

Thıs chaın of events probably provıde continuatıiıon of the earliıer GOHESS that
described Chalcedon, where Marı and the C(ChAhronıicle of Seert INaYy have chared the
Samıe eNMILLGES Notably, the SAamllle effect 1S produce In the CENTLULY In
Marı and these later GE Roman and Constantiınopolıtan patrıarchs, and Chal-
cedonıan TOIS, AL ranged agaınst the Mıaphysıtes and Ssupport the Dyo-
physıte tathers, and the negatıve VIS1ION of Nestorius Al Chalcedon 1S explaıned
AWAY. Thıs materıal early sixth CCENTLUTY Constantinople only has [WO sections

126 WOood, Chronicle of Seert, 134-135
12 (Ahronıcle of Seert, 11/ 1: I1{
128 C(Chronıicle of Seert, 11/ 1 111
129 Chronmnicle of Seert, 11/ 6
1 30) C(Aronıicle of Seert, 11/ L,
131 Chronmnicle of Seert, 11/ l AIX and AI (138 and 145)
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dedicated ıt and MOStT of ıt 1S distribute: in other sect10ns, 1C fOCus
catholıcos, chah and CMPCIOT. TIhe mater1al has coherent narratıve 4se

the SUCCESSION of patrıarchs, ıf probably derives from sıngle SOUTCC, but Its
distrıbution ACTOSS sect10ons wıth such breadth f fOocus ShOows that ıt Was used Dy

number of dıfferent ragı eccles1iastical hıstor1ans, whose work Was then
132ployed In the Chronmnicle OL Seert.

Antıi-Jacobite continuation”

Some of these continuations of ifth-century estern eccles1iastıical h1ıStOry fOCus-
sed solely ON the Jacobiıtes, and eCOUuUNT the dramatıs of the Jacobite
hıerarchy In the sixth CENLUTY, such Phıloxenus of abbug, Severus of Antıoch
and aCo of erug Thıs mater1al has been placed In sections secti1ons dedi-
cated the astasıus and Justin In the Chronmnicle Oof Seert and In
Marı. Thıs asSsSOcC1atıon between heretics and continues the earlıer style
of Socrates and Theodoret, and thıs eccles]jastıcal hıstory represent
other continuatıiıon of the fıfth-century eccles1astıcal histories. ““ For thıs author,
the West 1S sıte of heresy, the or1gin-place of the Jacobites. and the LNOTEC pOSI-
tive image of the Constantinopolıtan patrıarchs AS Dyophysıtes 1S absent.

eastern author has urther developed thıs continuatıiıon by addıng 1na.
section about the Jacobite MmMI1ISSIONS In Hıra, centred the attıtudes of the Nasrıd
dynasty, IC WOU remaın bone of contention between Jacobites and the
Church of the East untiıl the end of the sixth century. ” Hıra played ost Dal-
tiıcularly ımportant Jacobite communıity that threatened CONnvert the Nasrıd kıng
himself. Thıs Hıran section indıicates that thıs hıstori1an sought correlate the

appCaTranCce of the Jacobıites In WEeSsT and Castl, and provıdes of datıng
thıs continuatıion, IC Was probably composed, received in the east and adapted
between the reign of Justin c.5208) and the collapse In the fortunes of the Nasrıd

dynasty (c.604) MOST probably In the reign of the ast Nasrıd kıng, al-Nu män ILL,
wh: converted Christianity.  156 However later Ffermınus ad QUCIN 1S a ISO DOSSI-
ble

1372 ote the paralle. uUusSsCcC of Melkıte materı1al Irom Qustäa ıbn LUgä and the |1ves of the5both
f1C A1C NOT reflected In the er medieval compilatıons of the Church f the ast

133 Wood, Chronmnicle of Seert, 740)
134 Chronmicle Of Seemt, I1/1, X(?) XAX(?) AAIL,X
135 Chronıicle of Seert, 11/1, XN The ruler In question 1S Mundhır ıbn Nu’män.
136 (n thıs figure and the composiıtıon of hIStOTYy In hıs reign SCC Wood, °‘Hıra and her histories’

(forthcoming). For Nu ‘ man’s importance In afer uslım Arabıc SOUTCECS SCC Toral-Nıehoff,
‘IDie Tauflegende des Lahmidenkönigs Nu ’ män: Eın Beispiel für syrisch-arabische Intertextualli-
tät-”: in eitecke (ed.) Syrologentag IT (Constance, H
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Jacobiıte 0111‘C€S137

Fınally, the Chronmicle Incorporates SMa amount of materı1al the Jacobites
that 1S °‘neutral’ in tone record of Jacobiıte bıshoprics ounded In the east and
TI1e ıfe of the famous Jacobite patrıarch of Antıoch. Anthanasıus the amel-
driver. ® Thıs materı1al 1S NOT attrıbuted, but ıts alongside markedly antı-
Jacobite materı1al INAay indıcate that ıt has been NCIUude Dy the compiuer imself.

The Sasanıan oya Histories*”

In section Hormizd 1 the Chronıicle of Seert explicıtly STates that Its
aCCount 1S derıved from the Persian OYya. nals, the 1ıddle Persıian Waday-
Namagz. Thıs text 1S NOLT extant, but UrvVIves hrough Varlous, hıghly varıcd n_

14()S10NS In Arabıc and New Persian SuC AS al- Tabarı, al-Dınawariı and Ferdows1i).
Indeed, these varlıatl1ons ATC that ıt INaYy be better 1n of ıt hıstorI1-
cal tradıtiıon rather than single TCXT T hat sald, all of these Versions ShOWwW S12NS Ol
central,; legıtimıst edıtıng In the reign of Khusrau L and provıde the throne

141speeches, CIVIC foundatıons and martıal ee of the Sasanıan
The of the explıcıt reference the Annals In the section devoted

Hormizd mplıes that, 1ıke the other °“addıtional‘ strands of hıstory that WCIC

into the Chrıstian ragı tradıtion, the 5900)s WAas maJor moment for inclu-
SION. Up thıs poımnt, sect10ons the Persian WAas focussed theır CIVIC
foundatıons and WAals, the tradıtional materI1al of the X waday-Namagz that 1S
chared ACTOSS the dıfferent medieval historlans. But after the aCCESSION of Hor-
mI1zd, the Sasanıan roya materı1al 1S INOTEC focussed the and Itfs ealıngs

137 WOo0od, Chronicle of Seert, Z
138 Chronmnicle of Seert, 11/ 1l LXXXVILL-LXAXAXAIAX;
139 Wood, Chronmnicle of Seert, IDA
14(0) ubın, °Ihn ql Mudgaffa’ and the aCCOuntT of Sasanıan hıstory In the Arabıc eX prenger 30°,

FSAT (2005) 52-93
141 In arge lıterature, SC uyse, ate Sasanıan soclety between oralıty and 1teracy In Curtis

and Stewart S The Idea Of Iran Ihe Sasaman Fra (London, 140-153 and Sha-
azl, ‘(n the Xwaday-Naämag’, In Amın and Kasheef S TIranıca Varıa, Papers In
Honor of Ehsan Yarshater (Brull, 208-229 (In 0Ca hıstories and eIr s1ıgnıfıcance, SE

Nöldeke, The TIranıan 'alI0Na. EDIC (tr Bogdanov) repr. Philadelphıia, 12210 and 66;
Bosworth, ‘Sistan and ıfs 0Ca histories’, Iranıan Studıes (2000) 31-48; Rubıin, ‘Nobiılıty,
monarchy and legıtimatıon under the ater Sasanıans’ In Haldon and Conrad S The
Byzantıne and Islamıc Near Fast. Vol. Jıtes 0OId and New (Princeton, Z DE and
Poursharıatı, Decline and Fall Of Fhe Sasamıan Empire: The Sasanıan-Parthiran Confederacy anı
the rab onquest Of Iran (London/ New YXOIK.; CSD 49-57 and 85-91 Greenwood, FA
COTDUS f early mediıeval Armenıuan Inscr1pti1ons’, DOP 58 (2004) 27-91, al AaA for the uUusSec f
Khusrau’s reign datıng ormula In rmen1a.
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wıth Chrıistian elites. 1# The Samıec tendenCcy 1S isıble In the Syriac Khuzıstan
Chronmicle (composed c.660): for historl1ans writing under the ast Sasanıan
shahs, and immediately after the fall of the dynasty, ıt that SOINC Chrıistians
Sa  S themselves ASs continuators of Persian roya tradıtiıon AS ell as ‘patrıarchal
hıstory' ase Ctesiıphon. FOr hıstorlans whose lost works AdIC referred
Dy 1aSs of Nısıbıs In the eleventh CCENTUTY, Allahazkha and of Beth Garmal,
the reign of Khusrau CGVENn provıde datıng reference for events, In WadYy that

144had nNnOT been irue for al y of HIS predecessors.
TIThe uUuScC of Sasanıan roya histories In the Chronicle ot Seert before the reign of

Khusrau Call be grouped under TO@a tendencies. P The first 1S the straıght-
forward transmıssıon OTf materı1al Iirom the 1ıddle Persian SOUICCS, IC INaYy
contradıct the Chrıistian VIEW of cshah Thus secti1ons the chort-Iıved reigns of
TdasnNır 379-83) and Shapur 111 (383-8) the AaCCOUNT of Yazdegard I’s I1UT-

der. mirror the bıas of al-Tabarı redaction of the Xwaday-Namaz and describe
theır quarrels wıth the nobiılıty and Yazdegard’s °siınful' reputatıon at; ITONI-
cally, In part irom hıs favour the Christians).  146 Sometimes thıs materı1al
has been fleshed Out wıth narratıves that WeIiIC readıly avaılable In other OUTGES

IThus the section Shapur IL though ıt C4 hım ° Dhu al-Aktaf (‘he of the
shoulders’) In accordance wıth the other Arabıc redactions of the Xwaday-Namag,
provıdes explanatıon of h1s epıthet and draws Itfs narratıve irom Roman eccle-
s1astıcal history (hıs fear of Constantıne and hıs attacks 1s1bıs). He supple-

147thıs AaCCOUNLT wıth lıst OTf the CIHEeSs that Shapur ounded In Khuzıistan.
Occasıonally, the narratıve of the cshah’s ee has been sed provıde the

chronologıcal setting tOr events in church hIStOrY, EVECN though the events of the
chah’’s reıgn and those In church hıstory ATIC often nNnOoTt elated beyond oftfe Sa Yy
that ‘the chah favoured the Chrıstians the catholicos’. T’hıs 1S especılally NOTeEeWOT-

147 Chronmnicle of Seert, 11/ 11, e Thıs materı1al In the style of the Xwaday-Naäamag (as
preserved by al-Tabarı) 18 continued al 1C mplıes ıt W das composed shortly er
Khusrau I1°s restoratıion.

1453 K huzıstan Chronmicle, ed and UB Gui1dı, Chronica Mınora (Parıs, 15-39 € 1528397
(translatıon). Sect1ons ATIC Iso translated Dy (jreatrex In (jreatrex and Lieu, The Roman
FEastern Frontier and the Persian Wars. bart 3653-650 Narratıve Sourcebook (London,

On the K huzıstan C(hronmnicle ıw Watt, “"IThe Portrayal of Heraclhıus In Syriac Hıstorical
Sources’, In Reiink Stolte, The eI2N otf HeraclımusK(_TISIS and Confrontation
(Leuven, 63-79; Howard-Johnston. Wıtnesses OLl C(LTISIS. Hıstorians anıHıstories

Seventh-Century Miıddle Fast (Oxford, 128-135; Nautın, ”’auteur de 1a M nNTO-
nıque ANONYINC de (Gu1d1” lie de Merw'. RHR 199 (1982) 3()3-313

144 Quoted In 1AS of Nısıbıs, . 1242175 See also Assemanı, 1lla, 216 Greenwood, ‘Sasanıan
hıstorıes and apocalyptıc expectations: re-evaluatıon of the Armenıan hIStOTrYy attrıbuted
Sebeos’, 115 (2002) 323-397, al 372 7-346 d1iscCcusses the USC and adaptatıon of the Persian roya
hıstorıes wıthın the almost C  em  Ta Armenıan hıstory f ps.-Sebeos.

145 T’hıs form of materı1al 1S SCECMN In Chronmnicle OF SCETE 1/1, 1 1/11, LIAX; LV 11/ 1 N: AI:; AIl;
AIV: AANE

146 Chronicle of Seert, 1, and E X  <
147/ Chronmnicle of Seert, 1/ 1, z
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thy durıng the re1gns OF ava and the cshort-Ived cshah Valash who rule: 11e€ he
Was imprisoned. The tact that church polıtıcs In thıs decade Was especılally IMpoOT-
tant INaYy have that the rapı change In the roya patrons whose record Was

preserved ın the patrıarcha hıstory prompte later hıstor1ans explaın these
polıtıcal events wıth what materı1al they COM from translatiıons from the
ıddle Persian. ”® Sıimilarly, Shapur I’s reign have prompte inter-
est because of hıs role In the populatıon exchanges that led the foundatıon of
Gundishapur (a maJjor Chrıstian settlement), and Shapur’s fame A the patron of
Mani. P The mater1al avaılable the author of thıs Was primarıly lıst of
CIVIC foundatıons and bulldıngs and A TIe legend attached COI of these foun-
datıons, Hasa Shapur NCAalr Kashkar, and SCCHT have been selected irom
longer ACCOUNT of hıs reign SuC A those preserved In al-Tabarı) hıghlıght HIS

1 5()role In the populatıon transftfers.
The second pattern ısıble In the authors sed In the Chronmnıicle 1S fo make

causatıve aSSOCI1at1iOons between the actı1ons of cshah and hıs attıtude the Y1IS-
t1ans other events In the Chrıstian hıstories. For instance, Vahram In the
IM CENTLUTY 1S saı1d have been favourable the Chrıstians, EVEN learnıng
Syr1aC, untiıl he changes hIis attıtude because of the Manıchees, whose unpleasant
reputatıon unfaırly rubs ff the Christlans and en hım persecute them
both. } Opposıtion the Manıchees and roya persecution had both been 1ImpOor-
Lant events In the patrıarcha hıstorıies and In the CENTLUTY hagıographies: here
the hiıstori1an have connected the [WO events ASs Dart of wıder disassoc1a-
t1o0n of Chrıstianı irom CX of asceticısm.

The varıety In the deployment of the roya histories wıthın the Chronicle
points, therefore, the varıety of agendas of the dıfferent hiıstorl1ans who used the
ee of the Sasanıan 1InNgs fOo elucıdate Chrıistian NIStOTY: seit the C of
churchmen agaınst indıgenous secular chronology, describe AaCTS of roya
foundatıon, lament persecutıion. Thıs varıety also hınts al the INallıy dıfferent
a reconcıle Sasanıan hıstory wıth that of the church, and the INanYy levels
IC the relatiıonshıp between the church and ıts rulers COMl be read. ere

WETIC, thereiOre; IHNalıy dıfferent combıne the roya hıstories wıth the
Chrıstian past

145 (Ahronıicle O Seert. 11/ 1, >< 8!-
149 ote Kettenhofen, ‘Deportations 11 In the Pathıan and Sasanıan per10ds’, In Blr and

Shahbazı, ‘Gundıshapur’ In SE
15(0) Chronıicle of Seert, 1, 11 1-2
151 (hronmnicle of Seert, .
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4352TIhe Melkıte ‘Hıstory of the Roman Emperors
T’hıs chaın of OUTITCECS 1S unusual because ıt 1S ate: Dy A  $ °the VCal OT the
Greeks’, commonly used In West Syrıan chronicles such AS the Chronmnıicle S19
the (Ahronıicle 2A65 Its On tend be sımple and the sect1ons dIC short
Coverage 1S iımıted the characterıistics otf CIMNPCIOT (Maurıice 1S good and VIT-
tUOUS’, Tıberius ‘favoured the DOOr’): UCCECSS alılure In Wal,; sketch of relı-
O10US polıcy and the of natural disasters and eclıpses. Interest In the
perors’ posıtion In rel1g10us ffaırs 1S probably the Key CONCCIN, wıth other InTOTr-
matıon nNCIHGdeEe adduce divine favour dıspleasure at imper1al polıcy
Sections alsSO nclude otfe of reign length, 16uthat thıs chroniıcler Was

also interested In establıshıngur chronology.
TIhe of natural disastersu place of composıtiıon In Roman

Mesopotamıa yrı1a, SINCE the cıtles of Nısıbıs, Reshaıina and La0odıcaea AF all
referred LO, though the chronicler 1S certamly of wıder events However, the
chroniıcler clearly avOours Chalcedonıian such ASs Tıberius and aurıce
and condemns Anastasıus AS dupe of Severus. IC mplıes composıtıon In
Syriac-speakıng Melhlkıte circles.

The OT thıs LexXT 1S hard determiıne. Detaıls Lourth-century
In the C(hronıicle have been deriıved irom the eccles1astıcal histories rather than
thıs SOUTCE T’hıs SOUTITCEC only STarts o1ve expande narratıve AaCCOUNT ONCC ıt
reaches the assassınatıon of aurıce Dy Phocas Constans 1S the last CIMNPCIOT
referred LO, and thıs INaYy IMDIY date of composition In the mıd-seventh CENTUTY.
Thıs mater1al 1S rarely cross-referenced other materı1al, and it 1S absent fIrom
Marı and "Amr, ® that It WAas late inclusıon In the ragı hıstorıical
tradıtion, and it INaYy ave been personal ‘d1scovery' of Seerfts author/compuer.

The Monastıc Hagıographic Collection**
The restoratıon of celıbate monastıcısm under Aba Was ounded by swathe of
11  S monastıc foundatıons. The champıon of thıs monastıc renalssance WAas the
mı1ıd-sıxth CENTLUTY leader, Abraham of Kashkar, whose al Izla In the
mountaıns of northern Irag Was the “mother-house’ for ManYy Oof the monasterıes
ounded In thıs reg10n and elsewhere In the Sasanıan world. ”

1572 W00d, Ihe Chronıicle of Seert, 24()
153 Useful translatıons and discussıions In Palmer, The Seventh Century In the West SVYIIAN

Chronicles, 11 H (Liverpool,
1354 Wood, The (Ahronicle of Seert, 160-163
155 On Abrahamıc monastıcısm SS urther ullıen, Le monachısme Perse: /a reforme

’Ahbraham e TAan pDereE des MOINES de )rient (Louvaın, and Vıllagomez, The Fields,
Flocks anı Finances ot Monks. Economıic ıfe al Nestorıian MonasterIies, S5S0O0-850 (Los Angeles,
1998, unpublıshed PhD thesı1s).
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The founders Of these monasterI1es, beginnıng wıth Abraham hımself, WCIC

commemorated In ser1es of biographies that have een NCIHEE: In the Chroni-
cle. The termıinus of these biographies 15 hard establısh because of the Tea2 in
the manuscrI1pt, but comparıson the lısts f monastıc founders In Amr, IC 18
concentrated 560-660. wıth taıl that LTUNS nto the eighth CCENLUTY, INaYy suggest
that thıs Was indeed golden AYC for the expansıon of monastıcısm In the east

Ihe monastıc foundatıons commemorated In the Chronmnicle dIiIC VC sımılar
those celebrated Dy the nınth CENTLUY Ok of Chastıty, low-detaıl hagiographic
collection produce by Isho‘dna Of Basra Thıs sımılarıty led Pierre Nautın
uggest that that Isho‘dnah Was the author of the Chronmicle, but dıfferences be-

the biographies (n order, form and content) suggest instead that they sed
sımılar, seventh-century OUTCCS but that they represent independent COmpoOSs!I-
t10NSs and ACTS of collection. *® Some salnts of the fourth CENTUTY INaYy have also
been pDart of thıs collection, and these hagıographies probably represent the iInven-
t107n of sultably ancıent past for brahamıc monasticism.“

The collection of the monastıc hagiographies sed Dy the Chronıicle Of Seert
5 ıke the ook of Chastıty, have Occurred In the nınth CENTUTY. refer-
CHGeE the Abbasıd capıtal of Samarra In STOTY relatıng the deposıtion of
saınt’s body 1S probably A intervention by the author/compiuer of the ag10-
raphıc collection, who INaYy OT INaYy a(011 be the author of the Chronicle.  158 At alıy
rate, the hagıographies ATC relatıvely discrete from the rest of the text of the
Chronmicle and ATIC NnOT integrated nto the rest of the narratıve, 16 mplhıes that
they AdIiIC late addıtion the historical tradıtıon from previously separate tradı-
tion of monastıc hagıographies. Some of the hagıographies SCCIN aVe been

rouped Dy locatıon,. and of saınts’ lıves irom Hıra in south-western Irag
159

INaYy represent earher haglıographic cycle that Was preserved Dy the collector.
The hagıographıies themselves dısplay everal ‘agendas’ the part of the COIM-

pıler everal of the saılnts commemorated ete ATC also mentioned In other
hagiographies, and thıs allows us ascertaın IC detaıls ave een amplıfıed
rejected. ‘” In partıcular, the bıographıies play connectlons between monastıc

156 Nautın, ”auteur de Ia C< Chronique de Seert ‚E Isho denah de Basra’, RHR 186 (1974)-
1 FIıey, ISö‘dnäh ei la Chronique de Seert ”dOoT (1976) 447-459 The O00O0K of Chastıl  1S ed-
ted and translated Dy W Chabot, Melanges de l’archeologie el de P’hıstoire 16 (1896), 225:290)
The DE bulk of the monastıc haglographies In the o0k Of Chastıty A SeTt ın the ate C1X) and
early eventh centurIies, IC that the exXtant Chronmicle of Seert MOST f the
ales hat WOU ave een present In the Chronicle before the document’s mutiılatıon. Sımıilar
materı1al In 'Amr 1S ncluded the eve of 1STS of at the end of lemmas (esp
and ollows siımılar chronologıica: pattern.

157 Chronicle Of.Seeit, 1, N: 1/11,; KENE
158 C(Chronmnıicle of Seert, 11/ 1B S
159 Chronicle OF SEEIE 1, ACEHK NTr materı1al ıll be discussed In WO0o0od,

Hıra and her saınts’, (forthcoming).
16() Chronmnıicle of Seert, 11/ I, ETVEand e \A>
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founders and the catholıco1, as ell ASs the role of the monasterlıes as bulwark
161agaınst Jacobiıte ‘heretics’ Irom the WEest Both of these themes SCC111 rely

data Oun In the compiler’s seventh-century OUTCCS, but cComparıson other
nınth-century hagıographic collections reveals that they have been exaggerated In
the Chronıicle.

Conclusions

The Chronicle of Seert, and the other medieval compilations, provıde us wıth 1M-

portant evidence for the constituent of late antıque historical tradıtıon In

Irag, and for 1ts continuatıon under z  abh rule. hıstory of the catholico1 clearly
les al Ifs COIC, but thıs tradıtıon have broadened out al the end of the sixth
CCENTUTY, when the ee of the catholico1 WEIC interwoven wıth events al the Sa-
sanıan wıder internatıonal polıtıcs. The hıstorl1ans who al thıs tIme.
and after e alsoO inserted ser1es of foreiıgn hıistorical tradıt1ons into the PIC-
existing ACCOUN of the catholıco1, sometimes usıng thıs aCT of Juxtaposıition dis-
GEn moral INCSSaLc from hıstory. The MOST important of these addıtional OCS
of materı1al Was Roman eccles1iastıical hIStOrYy, IC Varıo0ous an attempted
continue into the SIixth CENLUTY, but sıgnıfıcant amount of Sasanıan hıstory Was

also NCIUCdE SOMEC of it adapted sult Chrıstian sensı1ıbiılıties.
Thıs PDIOCCSS of the inclusıon of HE  S historıical materı1al and ıts adaptatıon

ragı audıence dıd nOoTt StOp wıth the fall of the Sasanılans. Indeed, do a(011 1n
that Can precisely date alıYy section indıvıdually, only observe TOa trends In
the treatment Of thıs fore1gn materIı1al. I hat sa1ld, OCS of addıtional materı1al,
the monastıc hagıographies and the Melkıte h1istory of the SCCIN be
late addıtions, 1C do NOT SCC1HA have been deliıberately integrated wıth PIC-
exıistent forms of history-wrıting.

1S VC hard isolate the hand of the Chronic:  es compiuer hımself In allıy of
thıs But Can ST1 observe that [WO of the latest O1T166S used In the Chronmnicle Oof
Seert AIC of Melkıte or1g1n (the hıstory of the and the materı1al iIrom
Qustä ıbn Lüga). He has also NCIude: the h1ıstOry of the patrıarchs of Constantın-
ople, 1C had probably been employe In the Iragı historıical tradıtiıon for SOIINC

time. The absence of alıy of thıs informatıon In Marı and ‘Amr INaYy suggest that
the Chronicle’s author/compiler WAas relatıvely broad-minde In hıs attıtudes, and
prepare cıte informatıon that derived irom other confessional tradıtlions.

63 Chronicle of Seert, 11/ 11, ENIE IX KL
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TIhe Chronicle of Seert
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