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THE ENIGMATIC FIGURE OF BISHOP
SAHAK OF MANAZKERT

Among the numerous difficulties .that still
ttempt to study the history .of
beset any a swdy the hisory o
Fourth century Armenia, 0
been that of chronology. To
tractable has . chronology. o
date, vast amounts ofl ;nt%e?i:llﬂ)]re e e e
ed in the strugsg _
{D;l:rj Arsakuni Kings ’Lnto 1;5 Ergzcéntlﬁze:l?ct;:g:
similar problems have he :
:ir;(:l of the contemporary prm.lates t?g ,:hli ?;e
nian church. It is nqt my inten nin th
e ote to indulge in oné of the elaborate
D s ames that have sought to bolster the
numbers’ng of an absolute chronology. More
structu;l gI should like to limit myself to a
moct y’blem in the still debated.order of the
;Ttililaf:l?al succession in the. middle of the
e the time of the ChristianizatlonI 1cl>f ths
ljrom i kingdom by St. Gregory the Illumi
Arsak}mlhe reign of Trdat the Great, twodasci
P e o tthis succession have been reco;-l ee
pecs o he Armenian sources that hav
identicall by 1€ is the order of the

them. The first, he
ad'(in:izddirectly descended by blood from
pri

_called Gregorids:'
- mself, the so-ca
Gregory himset

— ufiwn Hayoc [= Bu-
Buzand, Parmuliv: "y

| See [Ps] Pawstos BU oy o, (Venice, 1933), IIL i
Patmutm.’.'f ’ S Patmufiwn H_"'
i, xix; IV 1 - iwnean, edd. (Tif-
: ix; the Katolikos
o 19 1, 5 'Xi’ o x;g'{i: (.’III]:], M. Emin, ed.
¢, Patmur Ha‘,: 5, 53; Tovma Arcru-
= TA), K. Patkanean, ed.
iflis, 1917), I, x—xi, pp-

1887; *P' Trlnfllrsltion Aristakes or the
the entire list is however

! P 4
Tiflis repr- o tann Arcruneac[

) her
59-60, 69, W St. Nersgs, ! 314; Stepanos
hronement tinuator, Jbid., p. 1% %€
ent nd Contl " jezeraka nlls_;s?s?:lki],psp.
oneci/Asoi (St. Petersburg, ), 1L 1, pP.
I;arlxaseand, ed’;3 u;(;ikf,s Ganjakeci Patmufiwn Hayoc
9. 73;

61), i,
6869, /0 >, r.nyan, ed. (Erevan, 19 .
6306 . Mehk‘oham:"zdan vardapet [Arewelci],

= KG]’ : 20, 24, :i= VVl L.
p. 12 15, 17',,,1,9;'ean Vardanay vardﬁptzg [;5Y46]’49;

Havakumn P2 4. (Venice, 1862), PP- 25 7% = o
l.gan ed., 2 F TN . uPatmutlwn Faman g

Al . rlvaneCh " otdeleniia impe’-atorskago

itar hna
NEX]:/IA], r “:y z;;:;lcesr;mggo obshchestva, X1V (St. Pe-
- rkheo

the Illuminator’s two sons, Aristakes
and Vrtanes;? his grand-son, Yusik son of
Vrtangs;’ Nerses the Great, the grand-son of
Yusik, after an interval resulting from the re-
fusal of the intermediary generation of Grego-

tersburg, 1869), p. 16; “Vkayabanutiwn surb hayrdpetac'n
Hayoc' Aristakisi, Vrtanisi, Yuskan, Grigorisi, Danieli
[= VA',” S. V. Abuladze, ed. Gruzinsko-armianskie lit-
eraturnye sviazi v IX-XI vv. (Tbilisi, 1944), pp. 62—68;
“Patmutiwn varuc ew nahatakuteanc erjanik hayrapetacn
Aristakisi, Vrtanisi, Yuskann, Grigorisi, ordwoc ew to-
tanc srboyn Grigori [= VA?,” Soperk (1854), X, pp.
47-58; “Yalags zarmic srboyn Grigori Hayoc Lusawordi
ew patmutiwn srboyn Nersisi Hayoc hayrapeti [= Vita],
Soperk (1853), VI, i-ii, xv, pp. 10-11, 14-18, 123; Mi-
xael Asori, Tearn Miyayeli patriarki Asorwoc zamana-
kagrufiwn [= MAs] (Jerusalem, 1870), pp. 601-602; Id.,
“Yalags Kahanayutean [= YK],” Ibid., Appendix (in the
1871 but not the 1870 ed.), pp. 33~34; “NKkaragir kargac'i
bani¢ Eznkan ericu [= LE']”, N. Akinian ed., HA, LI
(1937), cols. 518-519; “ZamanakK hayrapetacn Hayoc
[= LE2,” Ibid., col. 521; La Narratio de rebus armeniae
[= Diegesis], G. Garitte, ed., CSCO § 132, subs. 4 (Lou-
vain, 1952), § 2, 28, pp. 27, 30, which mentions the death
but not the enthronement of St. Sahak the Great; “La
liste grecque des catholicos arméniens et sa version géor-
gienne [= LG', LG%,” Ibid., pp. 402-403, 406-407;
“Une nouvelle liste de catholicos dans le ms arménien 121
de Paris [LP),” Ch. Sanspeur, ed. and tr., HA, LXXXVII
(1973) § 2-7, col. 186; Samuel of Ani, Samuz! Kahanayi
Anecwoy hawakmunk i groc patmagrac . .. [= SA], A.
Ter Mikelean, ed. (Vatarsapat, 1893), pp. 65-68; “List of
katolikoi [= LS'),” Ibid., p. 270; “Sar hayapetacn Ha-
yoc”, attributed to John the Katotikos [= LS?), Ibid., p.
272. In most of the above cases, though not in that of the
Vita, the accounts of the Gregorid primates parallel
MX rather than BP.

* A number of sources underscore the fact that St.
Gregorys younger son Aristakes preceded his elder broth-
er Vrtangs on the patriarchal throne, but only BP, 1II, v
gives an explanation for this reversal of seniority. Cf. MX,
11, xci; JK, p. 41; Asolik, 11, i, p. 63; KG, p. 15; VA, p.
65; VA% p. 51; Vita, p. 11; LE', col. 518, etc.

3 On occasion, St. Grigoris, Yusiks twin or elder broth-'
er, Bishop of Aluank (MX I11, iii) or Virk and Atuank
(BP, 111, v-vi) is intercalated into the list. See e. g LEf,
col. 521 1.7; Diegesis § 2; LG' § 4; LG* § 4 (grigoli). Th.lS
is not, however, the norm and it is not found in the main
Armenian sources which relate his martyrdom. but do not
confuse him with the main line of Armenian primates.
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rids — Pap and Atanagings — to assume the
perilous dignity of patriarch after the murder
of their father Yusik; and finally, after a sec-
ond and longer interval, Sahak the Great, the
son of Nerses, with whom the house of the Il-
luminator came to a close in the male line af-
ter six generations. The second point of con-
sensus among the sources relates to the ear-
liest group of patriarchs composed of the first
five successors of St. Gregory. This group is
also characterized by an invariable order:
Aristakes, Vrtanes, Yusik, Daniel of Taron,
murdered before his consecration, and Paren
or Parnerseh of Astisat, the first non-Gregorid
incumbent to hold the patriarchate, and
whose pontificate, like the aborted one of his
immediate predecessor, resulted from the un-
willingness or unworthiness of Pap and Atana-
ginés.* The fundamental axiom guiding the
patriarchal succession reflected in all the early
Armenian sources was that the primacy of the
church was a hereditary office belonging to
the Gregorid house, just as the kingship be-
longed to the Ar§akuni or the command of the
all‘my, the vuppunybinn [Fheh, Was a preroga-
tive of the Mamikonean family.* The historian
Movses Xorenaci comments that Pafnerseh
was chosen, “since there was no man from
Gregory’s family”.¢ Even more emphatically,
the Buzandaran Patmutiwnk attributed to Ps.

Pawstos Buzand, elaborates after the refusal
of Pap and Atanagings,

4

BP, 111, v, xii, xiv—xvi; MX, II, xci; I11, xi, xiv, xvi;
JK, PP. 40-41, 44-45; TA, 1, x, pp. 59-60, who does not
mention Parnerseh; Asolik, pp. 63-64, 68-69; KG, pp.
12, 215, 17-18; VV, xviii, xx, pp. 41, 43, 45-46; VAl1 and
VA_. t?oth of which end with Daniel and consequently
omit his successor; Vita, i, pp. 10~14, which omits Daniel
as do almost all the remaining sources; MAs., p. 601; YK
Pp. 33-34; LE', col. 518; LE? col. 521; Diegesis § 2 LG:
i 2-6; LG? § 2-6; LP, col. 186, which includes Daniel;
.fA, Ep_. 65-66; LS', p. 279; LS? p. 272, The form Paien is
ound in BP, whereas Pafnerseh is the one favoured by
E\}/:X afnd the sources following the same tradition, hence
ﬁ{s name is one of .Ehe ir‘ldices for the identification of the
unllauon of the various lists. Unless referring to a partic-
bcacr worl;l from the opposipg tradition, the form Pafen has
. n use here as the earlier and probably the more accu-
,l_dtj The 1f1clusion or omission of Daniel between Yusik
:}r: Ptar‘t:n.is c.learly inconsistent. The probable reason for
15 variation is that Daniel, although duly chnsen in the
absence of a Gregorid candidate, did not live to be conse-
crated at Caesarea and to assume the patriarchal dignity.

there was no one who could give them [the
Armenians] spiritual guidance as high-
priest. Then they took counsel as to whom
they might find as their spiritual leader,
and the common agreement was that they
should find someone from the princely
house of Grigor, who might occupy the
throne of his fathers.’

The indispensability of a Gregorid candidate,
if any were available, is reiterated for both Pa-
ien’s successor Sahak® and the yearned for re-
turn of the patriarchal dignity to the Grego-
rids in the person of St. Nerses the Great,’

£

5 On the tradition of hereditary offices in Ar§akuni Ar-
menia, see inter alia, N. G. Garsoian, “Prolegomena to a
Study of the Iranian Elements in Arsacid Armenia,” H}’_x,
XC (1976), cols. 182, 210-213 n. 44; repr., Id., Armenia
between Byzantium and the Sasanians [= Armenial
(London, 1985), pp. 19-24 and n. 44,
¢ MX, 111, xvi, .. D my gy uyp Juak q'i'i"f".[’f'
plinnpbgfri q¢wni:bpub< mfh Ju,:m[:cmmtrg Swpaim‘,, Wi .l" Cf. JK,
D. 45, Yt g sl ng wgp guniph oppngy Fobanl” phnrbght
gl Pusn ubpubs winchs Ugupounnk, - - .’ See also below, n.
32.
" BP, 111, xv, oL g np gaypy np winwf inpbp imgw qpwsuw-
itw_’mr.qum_pbmbz Umtu.r funp{'m.pr!. :u[:u.lpt!ial B qn qnghy frep=
buug s Urpirp. g .f!wnf by b wifbubgni wn Sunnugnuly, qfr p
effrls nwnl bdum‘bm_!?fimi: %p[t:l.np[r gty ap lpusg gh G quifdnn
<mp5i:”2
¢ BP, I11, xvii, 8 .Jwﬁ.ﬂf dunlurbulyf Sfruputs b:np<byt.ui:
wpfuwpSopk funpénepr, 17643 " wpun pgh q‘-'u.r.;pmu{bmm.pbw%h
qlyusfr fplypesen Pt o by Uusus pppbe ¢ e &l poemutl
Dppogrpp wyind wpdwif (since Pap an'd Afanagings were
unworthy and Nerses presumably still too young) wuyu
iufu.rf:bgm_g[:i- qa'm4mli 't wlnc fr winsdk qu.u.mldri; Uru:[vw'imu
ulynuynuy AT
fuibBI;),uin, 111, “U'ufm walﬁ[xmg Iy un argu prul [unfr":gpr}fr wilt—
g B win. Sl np wie b Al b Fhisgrpnsg mwii_i'h‘f‘z’if%ﬂ;
plry guagnd quicelh gl qwruuf‘bn'pq.m.ﬂba.b : Embelis lﬂg;l._
usual the account of BP which it generally follows, ttfe i
ta, ii, p. 15 ties the salvation of the realm to the choice of
Nerses. “U‘“l““' inwﬁ:w&&w_q,g uspfump Sy b usyp d-ruap rf by he
Furprusphuslyurs S| pilugluay, B g (v Sinop !l'r'fim;
[ Zm‘;ns wipfunupéfruy b2k g qugft w@inp [ Jumk uppny
* . Cf. also KG, p. 19, * -« b fuimpbfrd - - - Sungpa
el % . also Lazar Parpeci
ughun guspdbusise gy sk opggY pbarrb A% S Ml
Patmuftiwn Hayoc [= LP], G. Ter Mkrtcean and St. Ma

yasean, edd. (Tiflis, 1904), 1, xvi, p. 26, for the Armeni-

ans’ unanimous request for the return of the last Qregq—
f the Syrian anti-Patri-

rid, St. Sahak, after the death o -
arch, Samuel, . . . g peugfh quaLpp b quitnupunn b guinwp
T
s gop abpduiideyg wiihyogg b
Junpunps of sapriprasesglien [ qop uby it

unpp Q‘ptrq.np[m b bn[r’ﬂ: qwl.tﬂ‘“?if,- cet
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whose election, “renewed . . . the moral lustre
of this realm of Armenia_”.‘" Inde_e?, the
theme of «renewal’”’ attending Nerses‘ elec-
tion after the first hiatus in the Gregorid suc-

cession pervades the pertinent sections of the

Buzandaran Parmuftiwnk and is underscored

by the repetitions .of‘ the verb “Fenet:’:*,
wunprghd” in the descriptions of the Patr;}arc s
activities." The concept of the patriarc atelas
2 hereditary office rather than a pure;ly eCCt ;13'
siastical dignity s likewise evxderzit iE-em bl:
use of the secular term for the head o al_nc_’

clan, GuuSungb, in reference 0 the religious

primate.’2

Up to the perio
Gregorid succession,

d of the first breach in the
then, and even in the

se of the first non Gregor'id, I?arehn, XO sg-
i s disagreement is discernible in the Arm
rl_OL:1 sources. But with the death of Paren, two
nia :

. i themselves
. tions manifest
dictory tr adi %
f:OHt;f: accounts of the patriarchal order. The
in

j i i I'CCS,
0

e e
Shbp by wubfl g:.u[r,gw_,in. of unr's

e ‘12 s
v BP v, u, [’quq-w'-"f'""lgbd' by, wnyhiughy oppen 3
'u:u4wul£rmm.pt"m" U gl

Sghenp
p pasd quesls Lipsppacs qlrughl spuyduw drre v

Zw,;"&‘ . 79), o :}n[:b'u Sopls

[uwtrq‘u ++ (Venice ed., P- e !

i e o 7D T
Q‘l‘f"%"['t' :uﬂuwblwih"ﬂq" cne )

e Ml nglwg 4 ]

e ;s?nrgturn from exile, . - - whuw® ﬁ“PZ‘T
ers! fnugh blghn
. wpe wngfunipr Sl B fwprrg ¥ b nﬂ{'i, "'.*JLb :lw =

b u{W.r*’“"“"‘mf'll - 218), “lpube ofrinkp gl “‘1’1‘ L
Ao 7] u
i e vV, XX1 (p bwiibwf.”b [‘wi-llti’t[“' he 'lerf”i‘”’.l i l}‘i
foarg A0 Cf. the preceding note for
gy bn DUPRE, p. 18 for the almost identical
Dwrnesnd quafdnn Uhpguelym=
pogly quiffan Suaggprasusgbstin
by ulea-wn.mugfvb
A Y wal also appears

- ummﬁ: ({3 ». The theme of rene

B S iy gt bl Bg-ed propenp gy

in L k™ re ',,.,,cmqumﬂl'ﬂ"'” see abo-
o ur L A s =

5 u{% ey fg:t The equation of spiritual ?gdfg
; e con d . e Vita, ii, p. 16, "U

ve I 1 -Or 1 arliculaﬂ)’ glear it Ut Sinpgapipawy uneppe
cular offices i P ks e iope fi i Mpg o
np " v wnfuwp fi prf b

b, 1 u:w_l‘““fb‘"t'b ?:Plgnibt’h‘; gfbﬁggr‘iphy on the
wath o ‘:m.,, I s rye .of (:he term nahapet, see N.

L i e C 2

m!vr"“""";) gq d mgnlﬁcanTh ¢ Epic Histories attributed to
etymO%® o and U TU0 o] (Cambridge, Mass.,

. 5, V.
cnd;x 111, SGniws Spu quigy unfu
s s,

conforming to the version found in the Histo-
ry of Movses Xorenaci, give St. Nerses as the
immediate successor of Paren, or rather Par-

"nerseh, the form they prefer, although a possi-

ble hiatus of one year is indicated in the Vita
of Saint Nerses." According to this tradition,
the successive patriarchs following Yusik and
the brief interlude of Daniel of Tardon were:
Parnerseh, Nersés the Great, and a certain
Sahak or Sahak, “a member of the family and
descent of Bishop of Atbianos.””** On the cont-
rary, the Buzandaran Patmutiwnk, only par-
tially echoed for the latter part of their listing
in the sequences given by Eznik the priest,
Michael the Syrian, and the “Greek List of
Katolikoi” published by Garitte, reverse the
position of Sahak and present the following
order: Paren, Sahak, “from the house of the
descendants of Bishop Albianos,” St. Nerses,
and Yusik [II] “who was a descendant of At-
bianos Bishop of Manazkert.””"*

W MX, I, xvi, xx, =xxxix, “[Pap] <wpluwnpbuy
Jm.qbwg b bq.frm qmﬁ.l Jl-uqq,g‘ be f J‘wn.wirq.m_ﬁbﬁl; Uuu:tuuhnu,
npad whnch Uusbusly Yyngp, -« e [ o pp. 45, 51, calls him
Swwl, as do Asolik, pp. 69, 73; KG, pp. 18,19, 23; VV,
XX, xxiv, pp. 46, 48, who introduces Cunak between
Nerses and Sahak; Vita, i, iii, pp. 14, 18, which mentions
no patriarch between Nerses and his son, St. Sahak; MAs,
xi—xiii, pp. 601-602; LE', col, 518; LE?, col. 521, which
unexpectedly puts both Parnerseh and Sahak after
Nerses; Diegesis, § 2, which then skips directly from
Nerses to § 28, the death of St. Sahak; LG*§6,7,9;LP§
5-7; SA, pp. 65-66; LS', p. 270; LS*, p. 273. The form of
the problematic Atbianid primate is given as Sahak in BP,
whereas MX and the other lists alternate between Sahak
and Sahak. The Georgian version LG* § 9 gives Saak. The
form Sahak has been preferred here as the more common,
but there is no dout that all the variants of the name ren-
der the Armenian version of Isaac.

5 BP, III, xvi (Pafen, xvii (Sahak); Iv, iii (Ner-
SES); XXix, ”bq_ln Sl Sl Suypunybnfrl 'bbpufruts lpurgngg
[Frugunpi q’mui qem_ufrli buyfurlpragriny mp Lp pr quuvwlih U-rlpluu'im-
uf bupulnunup Umﬁwa‘&pmn"l Gin Spunfury noby Gl quabin fo
Suypungbunps, . . . The insertion of Yusik II immediately
after Nerses of the other sources, is accepted by YK § 15,
p. 34 and LG' § 8. As observed in the pa:eceding note, VV
adds Cunak between Nerses and Sahak, and LS
col. 521 has a Sahak after Painerseh, but both come after
Nerses. To my knowledge, BP is alone in recording Sahak
between Paien and Nerses. Even the Vita which usually
derives from its account abandons it on this occasion for
the opposite tradition, i, p. 14 (Painerseh, iii, p. 18
(Nerses).
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Unable to reconcile these irreconcilable lists
modern studies have also failed to reach a con-
sensus. Some scholars, beginning with the
first History of Camdcean, followed among
others by de Morgan, have accepted the “re-
ceived” tradition of Movseés Xorenaci and
most of the Armenian sources.'® Others, Gel-
zer, Tournebize, Leo, and more recently, van
Esbroeck and Ananian among them, have pre-
ferred the version found in the Buzandaran
Patmutiwnk."" Akinian concentrated primari-
ly on the successors of St. Nerses, while giving
alternate possibilities for his predecessors. He
further sought to solve part of the problem of
t}}e divergent traditions by identifying St.
Nersés’ immediate successor — Sahak the de-
scendant of Bishop Atbianos — according to
Movs‘és Xorenaci with both the Yusik [II]

identically placed and characterized in the:
Buzgndarqn Patmutiwnk®™ and the dubious
patvrlarch Cunak or Conak installed by King
Afrsak I1, who is mentioned exclusively by Ps.
Pawstos, with a distant and inaccurate echo in
the .nr'luch later works of Vardan Atewelci and
Mxitar Ayrivaneci.” Grousset lumped both

5 M. C x i
- Caméean, Patmufiwn Hayoc i skizbane asyarhi

mincew cam Tearn 1784, 3 vols. (Venice 1784-1786)
chlronologlcal appendix, pp. 51-52; J. de 1,\/[organ His-
:jo:re du peuple arménien Paris, 1919), p. 364. !
b E. 'T.ourniblz?, h.’istoz're politique et religieuse de
436‘”;,?316 [= Hrsto:re] (Paris, 1910), pp. 59-62
A ,191,6360, Hayoc patmufiwn, 1 (Tiflis, 1917; repr?
i ,e - )i pp.-428ﬁ442, 520-521; H. Gelzer, . Die
iy gd eizl_armt?fllschen Kirche®, Bericht iiber die Ver-
o (.I : 96;) on. sichs. Gesell, der Wiss. zu Leipzig, XL-
R d,lllap. 12]~125;_P. Ananian, “La data e le cir-
. .Le f;ua'consecraznone di S. Gregorio illumina-
Pazn;aw,) Ca;ic\)jn, LXXIV (1961), pp. 351-360, tr. from
i “éh _ T (1959), CXVIII (1960); M. van Es-
: ronique arménienne,” Analecta Bollandiana,

LXXX/3-4 (1962
omits Paren, etc. ) PP- 433-434, where he unexpectedly

18
MX, 111, xxxix: BP, V, xx
the respective texts.

' Bl s ]V XV, V i [l ﬂ(u [ wrhir ll‘
3 3 V, XXIV, p. 48, L ‘!‘"5‘"’(5 Ly 1
bt Lrbpu[m[l gn[ Eu.ull 0y luuli HJ' L -[’
q L HiLne i, b Wi C Sl
1

(R:;,X,m.l; lllg,.ugm.i;bmg i e. from the region of Manazke t)”
» p- 16. Despite the obyi o
% 1ous anachronism in VV, si
Wi € ¢ i S]
glmdkhhad]been appointed by Arsak I1 and not }:is ZE:
".1p, these ‘dtc testimonies are interesting as corrobora
tions of BP’s account; N. Akinian, ,,Die Reihenfolee d
Bischife Armeniens des 3. und 4. Japirh %ie -
. rhunderts*

(219-439) {: RE’H?EHfO!ge]’ Analecta Bollandiana

ix. See above nn. 14-15 for

versions together to obtain an unwieldly and
unworkable list and also proposed the identifi-
cation of Sahak with Yusik [I1] and Cunak.”
The only serious attempts to find an explana-
tion for the confusion created by the two tra-
ditions on the predecessor and/or successor of
St. Nersgs were made first by Ormanean, who
also suggested the triple identification Sa-
hak/Yusik/Cunak, but then went on to make
of Sahak or Sahak St. Ners€s’ vicar [uhr w-
ww$] and substitute, although he put Sahak’s
actual pontificate after that of Nerses in keep-
ing with the primary Armenian tradition;
and finally, in the perspicacious, if brief, anal-
ysis of Ananian.”

Certain valid objections to some of the pro-
posed hypotheses are already well known.
Gelzer long since observed that Cunak, mean-
ing “have not/have nothing” could hardly be a
personal, but only a nickname.? Moreover,
Ananian rightly observed that the irregular lo-
cal ordination of Cunak, scornfully character-
ized by Ps. Pawstos as, “the slave of the slaves
of the King,” hardly matched the circum-
stances of Sahak’s traditional consecration at
Caesarea of Cappadocia.” Ananian’s objec-

LXVII (1949), pp. 80-85. The impossible chronology
proposed in this article does not concern the present dis-
cussion. Akinian also repeated his triple identification in 2
note to his publication and study of Koriwn, “Patmutiwn
varuc S. Mastoc vardapeti Knnutiwn ew bnagir,” [= Mas-
toc], HA (1949) = M. yitar Tonagirk, p. 284. Sece below
for the discussion of this identification.

»  R. Grousset, Histoire de I’ Arménie des origines jus-
qu’en 1071 (Paris, 1947), pp- 125-136, 148.

21 M. Ormanean, Azgapatum (Constantinople, 1912),
I, cols. 161-162, 186187, 224, xvi—xvil.

2 See above, n. 17; . Markwart, ,,Die Entstehung der
armenischen Bistiime [= Die Entstehungl, Orientalia
Christiana, XXVII/2 (1932), 143-233, which has sur-
prisingly little to say on the sgbject under consideration,
except for the comment on Cunak, for which see next
note.
n Markwart, Die Entstehung, p- 222, ,,Es ist zuniichst
klar, daf3 Cunak [Habenichts] kein Eigenname, sondern
ein Spottname ist, daf3 wir somit den wirklichen Namen
des Mannes nicht kennen.” .

% Ananian, La data, P. 359; the same objection
was made by van Esbroeck, Chronique, p. 434. Cf.

Bp, ]V. XV, “qgm,'hurl‘ adt whm® .- Lp u:n[lru[i [: n.c.n[rl'lwg
. Cf. 111, xvii, for the consecration of Sahak at

m[l_ganu!;’ ]
aspect of this Caesarean

Caesarea. The traditional
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tions are all the more pertinent that a Bishop
descended from the distinguished ecclesiasti-
cal house of Albianos of Manazlfcrt could
hardly be the object of Ps. Pawstos c_ontemp-
tuous identification.” Still more crqcmlly', Ps.
Pawstos implies unmistakably thz‘tt C'upaks or-
dination as Patriarch was invalid. First, be-
cause all the Armenian Bishops sui}‘nmoned by
Arsak 11 to perform his consecration had_re-
fused to attend so that the only ecclesiastical
dignitaries ultimately Pr§ant at the ceremony
were the Bishops of Aljnik and Korduk, whcisc
sees in the southern Marchlands of the A'rsa-
kuni kingdom may have put them part:a}ly
outside the jurisdiction of the Arm}c:man
church at that time.* Second, becai?)u.sit € or-
dination performed by only two D1s ops, as
inimum of three mandated a}t the
a, made it uncanonical.”
an’s suggestion that: Ps.

against the min
Council of Nicae

Likewise, Ormane

e

i tion in the cases
i avi nly from 1ts men > case!
et e g St, Nersts, BP, III, xii, xv1,
soliks mistaken assumption,
1so been performed in the case of

i ed i ia by his
11, i p- 63 ordained in Armenia .
Aristakes, who had beet elay Patmutivn Hayoc,

. Agatang: i
father St. Grcgor}'.nc(:jf St,gKanayanC', 4. (Tiftis, 1090),

G. Ter Mkrtcean 2
& . ut_
decclxil- { is all the more clear that, © |
s This comem] citations, the word wnpml occurs only
" p, which normally uses the more ho-

n » and that the compiler of

.. occasion
on this @ ‘ servant, pret ™
ourific Sty e bother t0 record the anti-Patri-
n

i even ; a5
not . il precedmg two'not.es. The emi

ual R0 house of Albianos, rivaling on occa-
i en pointed out 100 often

ition © )
nenttilj:jlo Gregond:?ol:]asszz inter alia, N. Adontz,
e confirma e "o i G. Garsoian, ed
3 Justinian, N. G. , ed.
enia if period Ofp 266, 274-275, 286, 288, etc.,
o pval 1970); BE: of some exaggeration; E.

: ilt ;
and 0 havs .bc;]:,,gel:,sthe Kirche in ihren Bezie-
r:'jchen Kirchen (LeipZig, 1904), pp.

- Ly D;e Eﬂf.ﬁ'f?hung' pp. !59, 164—165,

69: oLe: w“ Lpunfuw g P““i“”‘-”l" Iynghy il

p, IV: S L gh  Bljtght  dhm
Iw[gnql,ftnum.p[uit Zl-u_;ny! [ ng

w b 1 uJi’ U.,Ldbbwy b '{npq.m.my b

. puyy M

. R F:‘-:Zm pr g dbn b phyf [ -

Pawstos’ Sahak of Manazkert had merely
served as a vicar until the death of St. Nerses
is difficultly reconcilable with the circumstan-
tial description given in the Buzandaran Pat-
mutiwnk of Sahak’s journey to Caesarea at
the beginning of his career accompanied by a
brilliant retinue headed by one of the senior
royal officials, the Hayr mardpet, and com-
posed of the Prince of Gardmanajor and ten
more magnates, followed by the report of their
“honoured” return to Armenia. An account
which matches the unchallenged consecration
of Paren of AstiSat found in the preceding
chapter of the Buzandaran Patmufiwnk. Fur-
thermore, Ps. Pawstos and the Armenian
sources in general do not fail to distinguish be-
tween the Patriarch and his deputy or locum
tenens in either the case of St. Nerses and
Bishop Xad of Marag, or in that of the later
administrator of the see, Yovsep of Hotocim,

qplpruncfdft s Spunfualafr Pluq.wLﬂ[I[‘l'b”. Gelzer’s
supposition, Die Anfédnge, p. 155, that the Bishops of Alj-
nik and KorduK were refugee Bishops in partibus and
pensioners at the Arsakuni court is untenable, as was ob-
served by Ter Minassiants, Die armenische Kirche, p. 17.
For the ambiguous and autonomous status of the southern
Armenian March lands ruled by local princes vis-a-vis the
Argakuni crown, see Adontz, Armenia, pp. 25-37, 84-93,
and my forthcoming Epic Histories, Introduction and
Appendix II, s. nn. Aljnik, Korduk. It is also possible that
the Armenian bishops were affronted because no council
had been called to assist in the selection of the new pri-
mate, as was the custom. Cf. BP, 111, xiii, xiv, xv, xvi, xvii;
IV, iii, and below n. 38. The fact that the council had been
duly called earlier and given its sanction, 111, Xvii, is one
more factor separating the legitimate selection of Sahak
of Manazkert and the dubious imposition of Cunak.

2 Njcaea Canon, iv, E. J. Jonkers, Acta et symbola con-
ciliorum quae saeculo quarta habita sunt (Leiden,
1954), p. 40. Cf. J. Gaudemet, Léglise dans I'empire ro-
main (IVe—V* siecles) (Paris [1958]), p. 338. The late Vita,
which normally follows BP, turns Cunak into a palatine
priest “qud fr gt pusSuwiuyghy” and rounds out the num-
ber of ordaining bishops to three, ix, p. 66 “hugfulmuyaut
Puiniing’ Penpy, b begfwlpopmt, Uy dtitusy " Suwiliwnen, b b
ysgrnss Uidbeagtng " Upnf 3, + - .7 but this assertion seems
pure fantasy since the three hierarchs are otherwise un-
known and the see of Garni is not attested in this period.
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even though they unanimously praise the vic-
ar’s virtues or even sainthood.?

Given these objections, and despite the
weight of the opposed Armenian “received
tradition,” the testimony of the Buzandaran
Patmutiwnk, the earliest and most detailed
account of Fourth century Armenian history
espe;:ially in its ecclesiastical aspect, is not to
be lightly discarded.” Consequently, the iden-
tity and position of Sahak of Manazkert in the
patriarchal succession still remains elusive,
and another attempt to gather all the scat-
tered pieces of information into a lectio diffi-
cilior may not be altogether unwarranted.

The first factor underlying the entire dis-
cussion of this period that must be remem-
b-ered is the already noted unanimous in-
sistance of all the native sources that the Ar-
menian patriarchate was essentially hered-

1tary. and a prerogative of the Gregorid house,
d.esplte the uncanonical nature of this tradi-
tion for the Church at large. Only the youthful
Incapacity or absence of a Gregorid candidate
could preclude his selection and the reluctant

—————e

28 . e
BP, 111, xvi~xvii. The account of his journey stresses

that Sahak was sent to Caesarea, “Mudupmp wpunnnimy gbp-
l,pptz‘?-w.r,.m,,” and that his return was equally “honoqug-
ble “sunnmmy.” The parallel with Pafen’s journey is com-
plete. except for the presence of a different set of Armeni-
an dignitaries and a slightly less pompous tone in the first
case. '.l‘!-lese slight divergences incidentally preclude the
possibility of an automatic repetition in the second case.
On the clear identification of patriarchal vicars or locum
tenentes.'see BP, 1V, xii-xiii and MX, III, xxxi for Xad
?‘nd Garitte, Diegesis, pp- 94-96; and N. G. Garso'l'an,
Se;:ular Jurisdiction over the Armenian Churcl;
(IVe_v]Is centuries) [= Secular Jurisdiction],” Okea-
nos. Essays presented to [hor Sevéenko = Harvard
Ukrainian Studies, 7 (1984);
244-247, for the interesting cas
noted that despite his identific
knowledged the eminence of t
I, col. 162,
¥ At a distance of three
value of this testimon
Die Anfiinge, p. 111,
hunderts von Trdats

repr. 1d., Armenia, pp.
e of Yovsep. It should be
ation, Ormanean, also ac-
he Albianids, Azgapatum,

Quarters of a century, the
y was ac'knowledged by both Gelzer,
’;F(iiir die Geschichte des IV. Jahr-
. ode bis zur Reichstheilung ist das
Ge:schlchtswel;k des Faustus eipe historischeg Quelle
ersten Rangx::s s and Ananian, Lg dgtq, p. 356, “. .. & pre-
ch'lbnle'segmre il Biwzandaci anziche il I(hore’na;c'"l ' essen-
0 1l primo pit vicino all’ i i i eoidi
o prim p epoca degli avenimenti, e pitl in-

turn to one of the most eminent ecclesiastical
dignitaries in the realm.*® Yusik’s sons may
still have been too young as well as “unwor-
thy” at the time of his death, when the Arme-
nian magnates sought out the elderly Daniel,
the supervisor of all the southern Armenian
churches, if not of the entire realm. But at his
death, Pap and Atanagin€s, in spite of their
patent opposition, had the diaconate forcibly
imposed on them and their subsequent reject-
ion of the dignity of their house was viewed as
having brought the full weight of Divine retri-
bution on their guilty heads.® Only such a cri-
sis as the one provoked by their refusal and
death, compounded by the youth or absence of
Atanagings’ only son Nersgs, could sanction
the acceptance of Paien and Sahak, who,
“were not from the house of Gregory,” as the
Armenian sources still remembered centuries

later.?

% BP, 111, Xiii, “be ng wy np b lfpt el quilyfr 9‘[1[:11."[1[1
qayp ap. qp wybgui pulf gt Swpfbwenp quicsilfiis b unpus i}
Bt wpdwp Swpgl q gy Wnfuubgl f wpneg: be wy o np bpy
np qmn.mzimlvmmp[n.‘b qpy fusenprc@hurh pwSwhwpubinn=
Pl ‘[bpwllwgngpluuﬁ‘b ng ml;pm.i:wl[mi:,:nwﬁil <pw-f:..ui1mmw'p-
e Pt Qunnwpby , vpugmunfb yufangbp :'Tourneblze, His-
toire, p. 488 queried the overwheh‘nmg importance of th.e
hereditary ecclesiastical succession, but Gelz.er,. Die
Anfinge, pp. 132, 136 equated it with the transmission of
the high-priesthood among the Hebrews, and all the Ar-
menian sources stress it, as has already been observed.
See also n. 32.

s BP, III, xv, “q[v Yyuarg sy gy whyunbuy  webuyp qdbn-
Tngpr it uwpllwa.mq.m.pbw'b Y Swplbguh Duryls b
Ui biku: flpng ping mnb Swpbuwyp quiwlngb $nabuop upunn-
mp ... CRLII, xix, and below, n. 37.. .
2 See above n. 30. The reaffirmation of tl:le G|:eg0f|d
prerogative spans a millenium in thg.Arm.eman hlstono(;
graphical tradition. From BP, 1V, iil, which first note
that Nerses had left Armenia to be educated. at Caesarea,
although it places him back at the Ar§alfu'm f:ourt at the
time of his election, whereas MX, lll', Xvi, ms1sts.that the
future patriarch was getting married in Con§tantxpoglc at
that very time. The memory of the.(;vreg.ond claim 1s 1150
less clear in the much later identlflcauor’l’s of LP § 8,
“Punsbpubls” ng b gl gl wy) b smuwpuning KG, ,},). ltc,
“. . . qPunbbpubs o, np qunh uppn‘ﬁ: Sppanph ne € -
Given the late date of the Vita, and its frequeqt maccurat
cies, its claim that the patriarchal throne remained vacag-
for a year after Pafen’s tenure gsee. above n. 13) ca?1 ptr?he
ably be disregarded especially in view of the fact t6a
other Armenian sources give 2 pont}flcatc? ot: 4 to 6 years
to Sahak irrespective of his position in thelr.llst. The com}
ment in the Vita may be no moreé than a dim memory 0

Gregorid loyalism. (See below n. 49).
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It is against this background of a deePly in-
grained tradition of hereditary offices inher-
ited from Armenia’s Iranian pa§t that 0{1_]y
force majeure dictated the selection of P'arep
of Astisat and Sahak of Manazkert and their
consecration at Caesarea with all the pomp re-
quired of this ceremony.” Anofher factor may
also have influenced the.ir choice, a}lthough it
cannot have been the primary one 1n the eyfis
of the contemporaries or even oper'lly ad-
mitted. After the death of C.ons.tantlr‘le th'e
Great, the Armenian court beginning wn;l ’!‘1-
ran found it necessary to conform tIc_>I the 1;1;:
nizing policies of his su.ccessors. ;nce, he
presence of a royal ofﬁleal such as t ,Z mard

heading Sahak’s retinue, whereas Arment-
pet B idates appear to have been
an patrlarchal candl.a p e e,
accompanied excluswe'ly by hereditary g“

1l the other journeys to Caesare.a,

s be a hint of the turn at that time
may Perhepe y more theologically pliant
toward | anazkert, as against

?t?: ?flf(l)i;:il;)lc Nicaean orthodoxy that had al-

st Yusik his life.”* Finally, the chaos
ready COSt an war in Tiran’s tragic last years
of the Pe;s;vc interfered with traditional prac-
may ago that as it mays 10 flaw can be found
tices. B¢ tos’ account of the two non:Grego-
in Ps. P'aW:’_on and consecration, nor 1s’there
rids’ ierlif)(:ls: reason to challenge Sahak’s ap-
any §

earance at this point in time-.
’ er different circumstances Vat-
ccession of the next King, ArSak
O n of peace precluded the tolera;
. o o
' i stitutional irregularities. A sensePS
tion Ot: v der unrnistakably permcates- )
1n’g ment that Armenia now revived
s sia te on his throne, every of -

Altogeth

i1, “every magnd

/ .+ Gee above N 26, 28. N

» BpIIL xvi-xvil is 1V, iv. On the posxtmp of (tihe

» Cf. BP, L Xl;,official rather than 2 hereditary dy-
oya

mardpet &5 aEpic Histories, Introduction and Appendix
Yy

e m . 3
se icy of the Ardakuni Kings in the

ut, nizing P! ‘Politi orthodoxie
the Ari2 soian, “Politique ou
; ;a?;:ntury, N.G. nC:: ;lécle," [= Politique], REArm,

r, Id., Armenia, iv; also

’ nie au q . H €
71 Armé( p. 297 320; 1 Pry_ o Attempt to Re-

. L ' urth centu -
lk «Armenid in the l‘::rmenia’ and 'Loyalt.y ,MREArm,
P ¢ Concepts 16-352; repr. Armenia, iii

ficial in his station.”* The presence at this
juncture of an adult Gregorid candidate in the
person of Yusik’s grand-son, Ners€s, made
imperative the same regularization of eccle-
siastical affairs for the completion of the re-
forms that had been inaugurated by the new
King. Clamorously demanded by the Armeni-
an council and the army, the “legitimate”
Gregorid Nerses was ordained, perhaps also
against his will, and duly consecrated at Cae-
sarea. The renewal of the church, as of the
kingdom, was now complete.

What then was the fate of Sahak of Manaz-
kert ? There is no mention of his abdication,
removal or death in the Buzandaran Patmut-
iwnk, as was observed by Ananian, who sug-
gests that the former interim Patriarch, if still
alive, merely returned to his hereditary see of
Manazkert, thus giving way to the superior
claim of the Gregorid house.*® Far from being
unduly far fetched, this very pattern of episco-
pal exchanges was in fact to be repeated in the
next generation. With the extension of Sasa-
nian control over Armenia in the Fifth cen-
tury, the King of Kings Bahram V (the Viam
II of the Armenian sources) expelled Nersés’
son, the legitimate primate Sahak the Great;
from the patriarchal see and, with the coni-
vance of the Armenian magnates, installed in
his place, “a certain priest named Surmak
from the village called Arcke in the district of
Bznunik [who came] from a priestly family

s BP, Iv, ii, “bu unpngbgue qruspfugue inkpr @it Pugau-
unpr Pt zuqmuuuuil bpliphy apugby b qunanffitub, Sodunfbd~
ep dpuguitgheg gusion, b gopdurlpy el g pugusbghep gusfns”

» BP, IV, iii-iv. Nerses’ protestations of unworthiness
may be no more than the ubiquitous topos for episcopal
candidates, but his ordination to the diaconate was hardly
more gentle than that of his father and his uncle, . . . fu-
quunpt Upguly piagh - - - Spunfurgbp qines [Vbputu] funghy. ghepm]
wnwbe. qlbpub . . [ gug funleuy Spunfusgbp. b plg Infpy qufer
Jhpnes wpunnifnbubl quugl b g ugeenneuphuy Spunfusgbps z[uud'w'il
nugp, b phphh Swhiqbpd ln bpplpnuwg qebgniguibbhl tnfis. un
Spusfuwys, b Ynghght qdbpncbf byghulpnuy % ... Pun y b
sy qing dbmnanply b um[rllwz.mqm.ﬁ[n.b:” Cf. above n. 31 for
the forcible ordination of Pap and Atanagings; also nn.
10-11 and 36 for the ecclesiastical “renewal” — matching
the secular one — that followed Nerses’ consecration.

#  Cf. Ananian, La data, p. 357. There is no mention of
Sahak, or for that matter of any ecclesiastical affairs. ex-
cept for the “deserved” deaths of Pap and Atanagines
(111, xix) between BP, III, xvii, the enthronement of Sa-
hak, and 1V, iii, the election of St. Nerses.
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from that district.”’* Soon removed from pow-
er by his own supporters, Surmak then went
back to his home district of Bznunik and ob-
tained the hereditary tenure of its see, “for
himself and his family.”* Subsequently, St.
Sahak returned, but was compelled to share
the patriarchal authority with another Persian
appointee, the Syrian Samugl, whereas Sur-
mak continued to flourish in his see of Bznu-
nik.** No mention of him is found thereafter in
the History of Movsgés Xorenaci, from which
we learn the preceding details, but the pre-
sence of a Bishop Surmak of Bznunik is re-
corded by both Lazar Parpeci and E}ise at the
time of the rebellion of the Vardananc in 450.
He must in fact have regained a considerable
measure of his patriarchal authority after the
death of St. Sahak, if we are to believe the lat-
er historian John the Katotikos, who, depart-
ing unexpectedly from his usual model for
earlier Armenian history, Xorenaci, states un-
equivocally,

... Yovsep of Vayoc jor succeeded him
[Sahak] on the patriarchal throne as vicar.
But at the order of Yazkert [II] Surmak
performed the office of ordination for six
years until his death, and then, St. Yovsep
[performed] the ordination for the Armeni-
ans.*

The return of Surmak to the patriarchal
dignity is also attested by Asotik and Vardan

¥ OLP L xiv, p. 23, . kg df Unepduly wincS fr qeownd
R ubug, b qbn 9k np lngh Updlit, S pusSusuglg quw-
ap.”” MX, III, Ixiii-Ixiv, also identifies Surmak as a
priest from Arcke, but TA, I, xi, p. 73, calls him a wild
SOlitary, “ioy by timn guununley webgu {p > . . . qUnpfusly [sic]
ST

40 .
MX, ]]I, ]X!V, F“-’Jﬂ' Unt.ru.ru.lfi ng wihy o nbicbuy pt q:.f'[r unf’

-+ g rd‘lL[JnJ quicwnfil qﬂanLwag qlagfudpnynunc B vl
‘J]""[’”{'ﬂ' wippuyky b fun by wqq.ml_:”
41 ¢
MX, 111, lxv—Ixvi, N Gunfncty] wnnbgloy p plos bugpu-
lInn!rmmg'n mp‘.'l.ud‘uql{bml hukp .. puyy I Un;.[!afwlin’:; Juigm
‘IF‘“j’tv qrpny """ Shdwgngy fuly qif pludpts wppaify Sprnfurinee Suw-
7:nm qpugding Wil <,'mu.1..uu.||'u,|‘h!v:H
42 « 2 .
‘JK) p- 58! [At St. Sahak's death] “ e qmﬁnn <J.UJPLU'
b [y urbq_umlm4nLﬁbm;rF Jquwfapybp Bru[,ut:[! ,gw";u.l'ltw_[
. lfmlyu_;h fr Spunfiwiul 8wuf£lrpm[r Um_[;J‘wll pmupl gdbn -
r[,rrm,[o”zw'.ll qpprcdi quucl ll_bg J[;Lzb,, Shrwe pusly. b g quoepp
8"!/!!!;!!‘1 [l d.’illi flru:rl[JanllL'Lr z“"J"g-” LP’ I, XXiii, p. 44 and E{’1§E
p. 28 list him among the signatories of the Armenians’ an-
swer to the letter of Mihr-Nerseh. Cf. Garitte, Diegesis,
pp. 94-96, 99, 102; Garsoian, Secular Jurisdiction, Pp-
244-247. See also next note.

Arewelci, and he is conceded a measure of le-
gitimacy denied to the contemporary Syrian
anti-Patriarchs through his inclusion in some
of the lists of Armenian Katolikoi.*® If then,
the shift of a Bishop back and forth between
his see and the patriarchal throne was possible
in the first half of the fifth century, it may not
have been unthinkable in the generation of Sa-
hak’s father, St. Nerses the Great. The subse-
quent events of the earlier pontificate, as we
shall see, appear to bear out such a theory.
The serene picture of ArSak II’s early years
and the return to normalcy with the retire-
ment of Sahak of Manazkert and the revival
induced by the reforms of St. Nerses depicted
in the Buzandaran Patmutiwnk did not prove
long-lasting. With the increasing attraction of
Constantius II to the cause of Arianism, theo-
logical strife increased in the Byzantine em-
pire and the victory of the Arianizing party af-
ter the Council of Seleucia held late in 359
was marked by the wholesale expulsion of its
opponents from their sees.” Under the cir-
cumstances, ArSak II, indebted to Constantius
for a series of recent benefits, had little choice
but to follow the lead of his imperial protector.
St. Nersés, who had maintained the Nicaean
tradition of his family, travelled the road of his
doctrinal colleagues into distant exile and did
not return to the Armenian court until the ac-
cession of Arsak’s son Pap some eight or nine
years later.”” Armenia could obviously not re-
main deprived of spiritual leadership for such

4 See preceding note. Also, Asolik, II, i, p. 76, “Uuw
(Ui pufiasly] wiilyuse s Be Sussgprargloasg. sty Upghony b Gy ng
[frebgwi.”” Surmak’s return and acknowledgement by the
Armenian episcopate is further supported by the account
of the council normally assembled to designate his succes-
sor, Id., 11, ii, p. 78; “bu ghun dhuwsSorcensiss Une pefuustypary drn mf ey
Susgpasgbuangs dusgng” (i pbuy qanp pusSurinyg nifi B ul
wimt, ... Cf. also, Diegesis § 33; LG' § 16; LG* §
15-17; LS? § 14, pp. 273-274, “Uncpifuwsly Suwlpusnsssdy wifFnnagh
uppry Uwlwlpuy fugbuy . .. wge Swg sl <o Puly gy -
epelens uppogy, qupdbuy acbfs qui@an apfs, wy koo wdu 2.7

“  Sokratés Scholastikos, Ekklesiastike Historia
[= EH], W. Bright, ed. (Oxford, 1878), II, xxxix—xli; So-
zomenos, Kirchengeschichte |[= EH], J. Bidez, ed. CGS §
50 (Berlin, 1960), IV, xxii-xxx. Cf. e. g. K. Baus, The Im-
perial Church from Constantine to the Early Middle Ages
[= Imperial Church/ (New York [1980], pp. 47-50, etc.

% On Nerses’ exile and absence from court as a sequel
to the Council of Seleucia of 359, see my “Quidam Nar-
seus — A Note on the Mission of St. Nerses the Great,”
Armeniaca, 1969; repr. Armenia, v. Nerses may have re-
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a span of time, especially since none_of the Ar-
menian sources mention such a hlatl'ls. Yet
none of them speaks of a new .BIGCI-IOH, let
alone a formal consecration, at this point. "ljhe
typical pattern throughout the eastern portion
of the Empire during {h.lS pelj1od of turmoil
was for pro- and anti-Arian Bishops to alter-
nate on the same see, as was the case for.Atha-
nasius himself at Alexandria.* Given this con-
temporary pattern, as well as_externlal .pre‘s-
sure, the simplest and most obvious sO ut_ion in
Armenia after the departure of St‘. .hllji:rsg.s ;]vas
the return of Sahak. The highly vist eé is ?(l;
of Manazkert (and not the unk.nown § 1:;@}0r
was clearly the most acceptable ncum de e
he pontificate in default of a descenden
the 2 oory. No objection had apparently
o Gmfiz \}lfﬁder similar conditions to his ear-
t?een o which had incidentally given him
L administrative ~experience.
G seek a new Caesarean
e wa§ notonzzgctt?on his rule since it had
consecratlon %

n. At the same time, Sahak’s
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gre; i Pawstos rather acid comment tha
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i erous colleagues.
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The return of Sahak of Manazkert to the
primacy of the Armenian church after 359
does not, however, rest entirely on mere anal-
ogy with contemporary or later practices, or
on purely hypothetical bases. During the brief
reign of the Emperor Jovian, a synod is known
to have been held at Antioch on the Orontes
late in 363. At this meeting, the extreme Ari-
an party of the Anomoians was condemned,
and both the Arianizing Acacian party and
their more “orthodox™ colleagues jointly sus-
cribed to the Nicaean creed, thus reversing
the position of the Council of Seleucia. In the
list of signatories of the “orthodox™ creed of
Antioch preserved in the Ecclesiastical Histo-
ry of Sokrates Scholastikos, the fourteenth is
that of Bishop “Isakokis of Greater Arme-
nia,”’* As was long since noted, there can be
no reasonable doubt that this Isakokis was
none other than Sahak/Sahak (i. e. Isaac) of
Manazkert making his peace with a now “‘or-
thodox”” Emperor and explicitly identified by
the form of his signature as presiding Bishop
of Greater Armenia. Had he still been at the
time no more that Bishop of Manazkert, he
would have been so recorded by Sokratés who
scrupulously includes the precise location of
each see, and no hierarch would have had the
authority to sign in the name of all “Greater
Armenia” except the primate of the ArSakuni

. b gy Sl Pl b nug g o, b ogiugbug
bp qfusquopSes bty B day, b ag bp [Fepbuy ud Lyunf guur-
Qasilysn’? BRIV, xiii. The “diplomacy” of Sahak should
not be construed as a suggestion of heresy, since this is
clearly contradicted by the praise of later “orthodox” au-
thors (see below n. 53). The theological position of the
mid-IV* century throughout the Mediterranean world
was anything but clear until the Council of Constanti-
nople of 381 and even thereafter, and various shades of
homoiousianism seemed more acceptable to many than
the unscriptural Nicaean homoousian formula. The most
likely hypothesis in Sahak’s case is that he belonged
somewhere among the moderates.

#  Sokratés, EH, III, xxv, “looxdng *Appeviag
peydAng . . .” Sozomenos, EH, VI, iv, Cf. e. g. J. Be-
thune-Baker, An Introduction to the Early History of
Church Doctrine [= Introduction] (London, repr. 1949),
p. 196; H. Gwatkin, Studies of Arianism, 2% ed. (Cam-
bridge, 1900); Glanville Downey, A History of Antioch in
Syria (Princeton, 1961), pp. 398-399.
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realm.® Hence, some degree of stability seems
to have been achieved in Armenia between
359 and 363, despite the exile of St. Nerses,
through the reappearence of the earlier Patri-
arch.

Unfortunately for him, however, Sahak’s
presence at a council of Nicaean reconcillia-
- tion was to serve him ill. Jovian outlived the
Council of Antioch by only a few months and
the accession of the new Emperor Valens ear-
ly in 364 brought about an abrupt revival of
Arianism.*® Manoeuvering in an increasingly
perilous situation after his abandonment to
Persia by Jovian’s peace of 363, ArSak II may
well have sought a rapprochement with Va-
lens despite the opposition of the Armenian
episcopate.” As a result of the sharply altered
theological climate now prevailing, the former
Bishop of Manazkert found himself as com-
promised in the eyes of the new Roman au-
thorities as the still absent Nerses. Under the
circumstances, neither of them would be ac-
ceptable to the Empire or serve the King’s

“ It may also be worth noting in passing that the
period between the Councils of Seleucia and Antioch, A.
D. 359-363 matches exactly the span of four years most
commonly alloted to Sahak’s pontificate irrespective of its
position. These figures are obviously questionable, and
some lists, including BP do not mention the length of the
pontificate, but the span of four years is to be found in
MX, III, xxxix; Asotik, II, i, p. 73; KG, p. 23; VV, p. 48;
MA, p. 16; LG* § 9; LS, p. 270; LP § 7; etc., even the
three years given by LG' § 8 (Yusik II) and SA, p. 67 are
explicable. More surprising is the evidence of JK, p. 52
and the list attributed to him, LS?, p. 273 which give six
years, although JK usually follows MX for the early peri-
od. The identification of Sahak and of Isokakis was made
by Gelzer, Die Anfiinge, pp. 121-125; Akinian Reihen-
Sfolge, p. 85 and Id., Mastoc, p. 284; Ananian, La data,
pp. 359-360, who gave by far the most valuable analysis
of the patriarchal succession as an aftermath to his study
of the Christianization of Armenia. None of these studies,
however, paid sufficient attention to either the Armenian
social structure and its tradition or to the significant turns
in religious policy throughout this period.

® On the Nicaean character of the Council of
Antioch during the brief reign of the “orthodox” Emper-
or Jovian and the swift Arian reaction at the accession of
Valens, see Baus, Imperial Church, pp. 61-64; Bethune-
Baker, Introduction, pp. 186-187, etc.

' Ammianus Marcellinus, Libri qui supersunt,
J. Rolfe ed. (London-Cambridge, Mass., 1939), XXV, vii,
12-13; cf. BP, IV, xxi. See also above n. 35 on the reli-
gious policy of the IV® century Armenian court.

purpose, and Sahak must have found it nec-
essary to withdraw once more to his own see.
In this dangerous pass the best that ArSak II
could impose on his realm was the servile Cu-
nak, “who was a docile man . .. [who] had no
tongue whatever for rebuke or admonition,
but he agreed with the King in whatsoever he
did.”** As we saw earlier, the brief tenure of
the King’s sorry puppet can in no way be iden-
tified with that of the notable, even if tactful,
figure of Bishop Sahak. All the more so that
the sneer of Ps. Pawstos at Cunak’s spineless
docility runs counter to the memory of Sahak
as a “praiseworthy”’ man which lingered in
the memory of Armenian historians.” Ille-
gally and uncanonically foisted upon Armenia
through the King’s will alone, Cunak vanished
almost at once, presumably as a result of the
40wnfall of his patron, as the great invasion of
Sahpuhr II deported Arsak II to die in Persian
captivity, devastated and depopulated Arme-
nia and sought to re-impose Zoroastrianism
on the country under the rule of the apostates
Vahan Mamikonean and MeruZan Arcruni.*
No further trace of Cunak is to be found,* nor
do we find any reference to a primate in the
Armenian realm temporarily plunged into
chaos by the Persian domination.

52 BP, IV, xv, “b. tp gm.in.ul‘ uyp qgoly, ke ny plys
acvbp (bgne gwimpplubn @b fuel fupannne, wy Swvsbbug bp
Puquenphl qfity be G xyvpb'lrgbx” Given the context, qgokl
can hardly mean “wise”. It should rather be taken in the
sense of “tame’ or “‘shrewd’ to suggest that as the king’s
creature, Cunak was adept at staying on the good side of
his patron, or was merely submissive.

3 MX, III, xxxix speaks of Sahak as, “... ns Stmp
gnfaf@but . ..’ More enthusiastically, JK, p. 51 praises
him as, “w”v guflyf b 1 fr wnwphboc@bundp lumil[lg." The
more measured praise of MX may be a reflection of both
Sahak’s earlier dogmatic flexibility and of his ultimate
adherence to Nicaean “orthodox’ theology at the time of
the Council of Antioch but, pace earlier identifications,
the characterization of the two personages cannot be rec-
onciled.

“ BP, IV, Iv-lix; MX, III, xxxiv—xxxvi. The
Zoroastrian fire altar found under the main altar of the
cathedral of Ejmiacin and the newly uncovered one in
front of the bema of the basilica at Kasay, probably belong
to this period.

% The only mentions of Cunak outside BP, IV, xv
are the dim recollections in the much later works of VV,
p. 48 and MA, p. 16, who place him anachronistically be-
tween St. Nerses and St. Sahak in the reign of King Pap.
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It is only with the return of Ar3ak’s son Pap
to the Armenian throne and the gradu.al re-
turn to traditional ways in al} aspects of life ca.
368, that we hear once agan of t.he snt.uatlo.n
in the Armenian church. Renewing, like his
father at the time of his accession, t%‘le p;;lt-
terns mandated by cu§tom, and needll?g }: 3
support of the Armenian magnates who ha

riak, especially of the powerful

bandoned A \
l’i/Iamikonean sparapets, whose devotion to

the house of St. Gregory and to the pzriz); of
St. Nersés in particular 1s .well at;es}:;e ‘:1 ?13
_ willingly or not —now relns.tated t ed_ eg.xt i

mate”’ Patriarch Nersés t0 his former 1g;nty,
only to connive at his murder a few years later

in 373.7 |
One more indication, coming from .a: hsc;;rc,z
tside Armenia but contempora\_r): wi pto
i confirms both St. Nerses retu‘rnh °
o d the continuing presence of S‘j‘.a
o9 ankert late in Nerseés’ lifetime. WnFmg
?f Man;Z the Italians and Gauls,* St. Basil of
in 372 oincluded in his letter the names lclyf
Ca}esarea contemporary Bishops frqm the
thirty i of the Byzantine Empire and
. porttul):nds, who mus.t nf,cessartly haze
the adja%’ nd not Arianisers, since he
beet orthodor * e in third place in the
is own 10 asil did not see fit

for us, B
ey f his colleagues, who were

o his contemporaries.

a group of four Bishops men-

— the Gregorid Patriarchs
i tween
s The close conner ¥ :sse s stressed throughout BP,

ikonean : xi, for Vrt-

and mlk(:ﬁ: case of 3 g fiee\}ni' iv, xxx and

o g he spar pet vaits I 1!‘\1':: g’er’xer’ations of
. » praise . o in success!

! iv e deVOtlUi;wamikonean to St. Nerses and

ok u d M ipvariably reduces oOr €x-

vassko Although M he Mamikonean in 1V® cen-

the link be-
18 o acknowledges th
nges o ian historys he n:?nating o the ';'a"ll_f;g;:;i;
a
° + o5, Sahakanoy$ to Flam
tweel;c’;h:ﬂly child ami):::ir::ch’ tercession for his son-
Saha a n d the

i : 11,
N e Ssit i
5 BP: V2 ¥ Gorsotan Po”lf’"“.ihﬁf’
source s murder D Vj‘. Deferrari ed. (London-
Ep. xcil, Ipog ’Iw?nbg le
as been dated by all scholars in A.

s in
li.
l followed by the other
313-320, for the

tioned — numbers twenty-five and twenty-se-
ven to twenty-nine in the list — must be germa-
ne to the present inquiry. They are *. .. Bar-
soumas, . . ., Chosroés, I6sakes,
Nersés, .. ..”"* As I already had the occasion
to note in an earlier study, the Syrian name of
Barsoumas = Barsauma and the equally Ira-
nian one of Chosroés = Xgsro/Xosrov point
unmistakably towards the extreme eastern ed-
ge of the Byzantine Empire or beyond. In such
a context, Narsés/Nersés and Iosakés/Sahak
can be none other than the two Armenian pri-
mates under discussion, still alive and ack-
nowledged as “orthodox™ by their great col-
league from Caesarea a year before the mur-
der of St. Ners€s.®

Retracing briefly the varied episodes pres-
ented, they appear to belong to an understan-
dable, if tortuous pattern. The fundamental
Armenian tradition pointed exclusively to
the Gregorids as the true holders of the pa-
triarchal dignity. They were to be designated
and consecrated at Caesarea whenever possi-
ble. '

In times of internal or external crisis, howe-
ver, a compromise with this tradition might

»  St. Basil, Ep. xcii, “Bapoodpag "Indvvng Xoopdng
Jocénng [var. ’loadxng Cloadng Clocdxic)
Népomng . .. The name of John found between Barsou-
mas and Chosrogs is obviously far too commeon to permit
any identi fication. :

® See N. G. Garsoian, “Nerses le Grand, Basile de Cé-
sarée et Eustathe de Sébaste,” [= Nerses le Grand],
REArm, n. s. XVII (1983); repr. Armenia, vii, pp.
148-149. The identification of St. Basil’s colleague Bi-
shop Tosakes with the Isokakis of the Council of Antioch
was made long since by Maran, “Vita S. Basilii,” PG,
XXI11, 2, but he did not have any occasion to refer to the
Armenian material which was not germane to his work.
Tournebize, Histoire, p. 488 perceived that the Bishop of
Manazkert who succeeded St. Nerses according to BP,
“Housig de la famille d’Aghpianos . . . est probablement
le personnage dont on voit le nom au bas de la lettre adres-
sée par Basile, en 372, au pape Damase et aux évéques ac-
cidentaux,” but he does not seem to have noticed the jux-
taposition of “Iosakes’ * name with that of Nerses, al-
though this was subsequently observed by van Esbroeck,
Chronique, p. 434. Ormanean, Azgapatum, I, col. 224,
suggested that Basil's “Iosacis” was an anagram of the
two Armenian names, Sahak or Sahak and Yusik, tht}s re-
conciling the two historiogaphical traditions: But this re-
construction, for which there is no authority, seemed too
far-fetched.
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have to be made, and the period under
consideration abounded in unexpected poli-
tical and ecclesiastical zig-zags whose rever-
berations unquestionably affected Armenia.
Hence, Paren of AstiSat and subsequently Sa-
hak of Manazkert could have been designated
and consecrated at Caesarea only because of
the absence of a member of the Gregorid
house to whom the aristocratic social pattern
prevailing in contemporary Armenia reserved
this dignity. An additional, but not in itself a
sufficient factor may have been the Arsaku-
ni’s perception that these two primates would
be better suited to the Armenian crown’s need
to conform in some measure to the Arianizing
policy of the Byzantine court, than the more
inflexible Gregorid descendents. The appear-
€nce at court of the “legitimate heir” to the
throne of his fathers, the great-great grand-
son of St. Gregory the Illuminator, coming
as it did at the very time that the new King
Arsak IT was restoring Armenia to its normal
stz}te after the Persian war that had ended the
reign of Tiran, required, however as a Sine qua
non, 'the recognition of Nerses’ superior claim
at .thlS point and the withdrawal of the interim
primate Sahak to the see of Manazkert simi-
lgrly recognized as the apanage of his family
smce_the days of his ancestor Atbianos. St.
Nefses’ subsequent exile together with other
antl.-Arian bishops in 360 warranted once
again t[le Ieappearance of the already conse-
crated Sahak of Manazkert who then presided
over the Armenian church until the aftermath
of the Council of Antioch. Faced simulta-
neously with the abrupt Arian reaction of 364
following the accession of Valens and the still
more formidable threat of the Persian invasion
which made Roman help imperative, Argak 11
now chose an ecclesiastical figurehead in the
person of the insignificant “C’unak,” while
both the duly consecrated primates stayed
away from the court, which soon dissolved in-
to chaos. Finally, the second return to autono-
my at the beginning of Pap’s reign mandated
the reinstatement of the traditional Patriarch
Nerses, Vyl}o could be removed from his hered-
itary position only through murder, while Sa-

hak survived, Presumably once again home in
Manazkert, until at least 377,

It is hardly surprising that later Armenian
writers were bewildered by this rapid alterna-
tion of primates at the head of the Armenian
church at a time when its direction presumab-
ly belonged to St. Nerse€s according to the na-
tive tradition with which they were still famil-
iar. The same held for the multiplicity of Sa-
haks and Sahaks on the patriarchal throne
during this period, including not only the one
under consideration with the various forms of
his name, but also a Sahak Koréeay whom the
Buzandaran Patmufiwnk lists as the third
successor of St. Nerses and who can under no
circumstances be identified with the earlier
descendent of Albianos,® and finally the last
Gregorid, St. Sahak the Great. Compounding
the confusion was the recall that Sahak of
Manazkert had not been consecrated at Cae-
sarea at the time of his replacement of St.
Nerses in 360; a memory that would be diffi-
cultly distinguishable in later times from the
rememberance of a break between the Arme-
nian church and Caesarea after St. Nerses’
murder, little more than a decade later.”
Understandably perplexed by the double
alternation: Sahak-Nerses—Sahak—-[Cunak]-
Nerses, Armenian historians appear to have
preserved the memory of Sahak’s unconse-
crated replacement of St. Nerses (which they
then conflated with the dim recall of an eccle-
siastical break between the Armenian church
and Caesarea after St. Nerses’ death), but not
that of Sahak’s first and entirely legitimate
tenure before the consecration of Nerses.
Consequently, they dropped the first appear-
ance of the Bishop of Manazkert from the pa-

& BP, VI, iii. Gelzer, Die Anfdnge, p. 122 also re-
marked that “Sahak dem Kurden [Koréeay]” could not
be a descendant of Albianos of Manazkert. Of Sahak Kor-
&eay, BP, or his continuator, merely says that he came
from the southern district of Kor&ayk without recording
anything about his family. The later sources Were ob-
viously confused: YK, p. 34 puts a Sahak, otherwise un-
identified, after Zawen as does BP; LE', col. 5 18 lists both
a Sahak and a Sahak between Nerses and Zawen, .where-
as LS?, p. 273 produces a chronologically impossible se-
quence in which Nerses is succeeded by, “Uwswl bnpuyp
wwbomnfs gl bugholn o

g’w’ép, Vl: xxli'::, éf.uﬁ’\eqn‘;luch briefer MX, 111, xxxix, etc.
Cf. also Gelzer, Die Anfiinge, p. 156, and Garsoian, Secu-
lar Jurisdiction, pp. 154-155 and Nerses le Grand,
pp. 236-237.
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triarchal lists and moved the second one from
its position during the Gregori.d Patr}arch’s
lifetime, where it would result in the incom-
prehensible or unacceptable simultaneous pre-
sence of two legitimate patriarchs, to the time
immediately following St. Nerses’ c_ieath and
thus preserved in some sense the mlddl? por-
tion of the earlier pattern. The gradual surfph-
fication which emerged from this unconscious
process undeniably produced a more coherent
and consequently a more accept-al?le b‘ut a less
accurate list of primates at 2 critical juncture

1 1 63
in Armenian history.

PR

& LE, col. 521 even manages to get both Pafnerseh and

Sahak after St. Nerses, but it at least preserves the cor-

: Par followed by Sahak.

equence: Painerseh | by _-
Led’lfhg greater interest and detail in a'lll matte&rs‘ pe;t;lgs
ing to religion and ecclesiastical affairs _foun in BP as
mga'nst MX is discussed in the Introduction to my

agai

Jation and study of the Epic Histories.

The more complicated sequence proposed
here must perforce remain hypothetical. How-
ever, it appears to fit both the earliest and
most detailed account of the events found in
the Buzandaran Patmutiwnk® and more gen-
erally our information concerning the turbu-
lent political and religious climate of the mid-
Fourth century, both inside and outside Ar-
menia, to a greater degree than any simplified
or homogenized alternative. The survival of
Sahak of Manazkert as late as 372 even raises
the intriguing possibility that he lived one
more year to succeed St. Nerses for the last
time. In such a case, the two historiographical
traditions could indeed be reconciled. But this
hypothesis, tempting though it be, must still
await further investigation.

.NINA G. GARSOIAN
Columbia University






