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Abstract: This paper analyzes the use of titles for holders of various ecclesi-
astical offices in Philostorgius’s Church History in the Epitome of Photius and com-
pares it with the way they are used in the Church History of Eusebius, in the works
of the ecclesiastical historians Socrates Scholasticus, Sozomen, and Theodoret,
and in the Bibliotheca of Photius. Compared to the wide range of titles for various
ecclesiastical offices that had become established in the Church in the first half of
the fifth century, the Church History of Philostorgius in the Epitome of Photius
presents a rather modest selection: bishop (énickomog, dpylepede, £popog), pres-
byter (mpeoPitepog), deacon (didkovoc), monk (Hdvoyog), and clergy (kAfpog,
mpopa). The paper shows how frequently each of these terms occurs, how their
use in Philostorgius’s work differs from that of other selected authors, and how their
meaning changed with the development of church organization. Particular attention
is paid to the term £popoc.
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This paper explores the ecclesiastical hierarchy as described by Philostorgius
in Photius’s Epitome of his Church History, focusing on the titles of individual orders
of clergy. By the second century, a hierarchy of orders was formed in the Church,
which included bishops, presbyters (sometimes also identical with énickomot),? and
deacons (didxovog, later also referred to as Agvitng).3 Later the orders of subdeacons

1 The idea for the topic of this paper was inspired by Ralph W. Mathisen’s study
“The Orders of the Clergy in the Opus imperfectum in Matthaeum,” presented at the inter-
national conference Opus imperfectum in Matthaeum: The Text in Its Contexts held at the
University of Fribourg on October 19th—21st, 2023, which served as a guide and model. The
paper was written as part of the program Slovenian History (program no. P6-0235), funded
by the Slovenian Research and Innovation Agency (ARIS).

2 J. G. Mueller, Presbyter, Reallexikon fiir Antike und Christentum 28 (Stuttgart
2018), 97-112; K. Pennington, The Growth of Church Law, The Cambridge History of
Christianity, vol. 2: Constantine to c. 600, ed. A. Casiday, F. W. Norris (Cambridge, 2007),
387-388.

3 T.Klauser, Diakon, Reallexikon fiir Antike und Christentum 3 (Stuttgart 1957), 897.
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(bmodudkovog, third century)4 and archdeacons (&pydidxovog, TpwTOdIAKOVOC, ar-
chidiaconus, fourth century)> were added, along with others in due course, as the
church organization continued to develop with the expansion of Christianity.6 In the
fifth century, Pope Zosimus? explained that a boy that entered the ranks of the clergy
as a child is first a lector (until age twenty), then an acolyte (dk6AovBocg) or subdea-
con for four years, and a deacon for at least five years, before he can advance again
and become a presbyter and after an unspecified time eventually a bishop.8 The ac-
tual time before receiving the next spiritual order was not so precisely determined as
given by Zosimus, but it may have varied.? According to the Apostolic Constitutions
(Constitutiones Apostolorum),10 from the end of the fourth century, the orders in the
hierarchy of the Church were énopkiotig (¢€opkiotng) ‘exorcist’, yaAtng (wool,
yaAtedol) ‘singer’, avayvmotng ‘reader’, dmodidkovog ‘subdeacon’, Soukovicoa
‘deaconess’, didkovog ‘deacon’, Tpecfitepog ‘presbyter’, and énickomrog ‘bishop’.
In addition to these orders, opoloyntig ‘confessor’, mopOévog “virgin’, and ynpa
‘widow’ are also mentioned, but it is said that they are not ordained.!! In texts writ-
ten before the middle of the fifth century, the term dpylenickomog “patriarch’ is also
present, but it is not found in the Apostolic Constitutions.12

4 P. van Geest, Ordination, Brill Encyclopedia of Early Christianity Online, (2018),
https://doi- org.nukweb.nuk.uni-1j.si/10.1163/2589-7993 EECO_SIM_00002476.

5 T. Klauser, Diakon, Reallexikon fiir Antike und Christentum 3 (Stuttgart 1957),
900. Among the authors discussed in greater detail in this paper, the title is found in Socrates
(h.e. 7.7.2) and Sozomen (h.e. 4.28.6-7, 6.30.8, 7.19.6, 8.9.1, 8.15.2).

6  For the gradual development of the role and importance of bishops, see R. Van
Dam, Bishop and Society, The Cambridge History of Christianity, vol. 2: Constantine to c.
600, ed. A. Casiday, F. W. Norris (Cambridge, 2007), 343-366.

7 Zosimus papa, Epistola ad Esicium Salonitanum episcopum (PL 56, 572-573 =
PL 20, 671). See also G. D. Dunn, The Clerical Cursus honorum in the Late Antique Roman
Church, Patrologia Pacifica Tertia: Selected Papers Presented to the Asia-Pacific Early Chris-
tian Studies Society (Scrinium 9), ed. P. Allen, V. Baranov (Piscataway, NJ, 2013), 129-132,
https://doi.org/10.31826/9781463235642.

8 See also G. D. Dunn, The Clerical Cursus honorum in the Late Antique Roman
Church, Patrologia Pacifica Tertia: Selected Papers Presented to the Asia-Pacific Early Chris-
tian Studies Society (Scrinium 9), ed. P. Allen, V. Baranov (Piscataway, NJ, 2013), 122—-124,
https://doi.org/10.31826/9781463235642.

9 T. Klauser, Diakon, Reallexikon fiir Antike und Christentum 3 (Stuttgart 1957), 898.

10 Const. App. 2.26, 2.28, 8.16-28, 47. Details on the number of holders of various
offices within the church hierarchy during late antiquity and at the beginning of the Middle
Ages are provided by R. Van Dam, Bishop and Society, The Cambridge History of Christian-
ity, vol. 2: Constantine to c. 600, ed. A. Casiday, F. W. Norris (Cambridge, 2007), 352.

11" Regarding the exorcists, it is also stated in the Apostolic Constitutions (8.26) that
the office is not ordained. It is classified among the minor orders, after the subdeacon, reader,
and singer. For the offices of ordines minores, see B. Domagalski, Ordines minores, Real-
lexikon fiir Antike und Christentum 26 (Stuttgart 2015), 398-459. Epiphanius of Salamis
lists bishops, presbyters, deacons, and subdeacons among the priests, and he separates lec-
tors, deaconesses, exorcists, translators (épunvevtai), gravediggers (komarai, fossores), and
doorkeepers (Qupwpot, ostiarii) from these clerical positions; Epiph. exp. fid. 21.8—11. Of the
offices listed (except the exorcist), the following are also mentioned in the Apostolic Consti-
tutions: lectors, deaconesses, and gatekeepers (mviwpot); Const. App. 2.26,2.28,3.11, 6.17.

12" On the vague terminology in the ecclesiastical hierarchy see C. Rapp, The Elite
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Although the focus of this paper is on the Church History by the Anomoean/
Eunomian Philostorgius, it also examines whether it is possible to detect devia-
tions in his use of terms compared to Eusebius of Caesarea and pro-Nicene Greek
ecclesiastical historians of the authors’ time, Socrates Scholasticus, Sozomen, and
Theodoret. Attention is also paid to the extent to which the terms used could be in-
fluenced by the fact that Philostorgius’s work was not preserved in its original form
but only through adaptations by other authors. Because the work was preserved to
its greatest extent in Photius’s Epitome, attention is primarily dedicated to this ver-
sion.

As Ralph W. Mathisen pointed out,!3 the problem faced in analyzing and
interpreting the meaning of the terms is the fact that the terms used by the authors
do not always have the same meaning and do not always denote the same functions.
Therefore, sometimes the exact meaning of a term is not easy to grasp.

In comparison to the wide range of titles for various ecclesiastical offices
that had become established in the Church by the first half of the fifth century,
Philostorgius’s Church History offers a rather modest selection. In Photius’s Epitome
of this work, the following ecclesiastical positions and functions are cited: bish-
op (émiokomog, apylepevs, £popog), presbyter (mpecPitepog), deacon (Sudkovog),
monk (povayog, once), and clergy (kAijpogc,!4 once also mAipopa,!S seven times).
The function of a bishop, as the most important in the church hierarchy at that time,
is mentioned most often. Bishops are usually referred to by the term émickomog,
which appears fifty-two times and is therefore the most frequent title for orders of
the clergy in the Epitome. However, the term is not the only one that Philostorgius/
Photius used to refer to bishops. In addition, the term for the episcopal function
or dignity, émiokonn|,16 is cited four times in the Epifome, and once the participle
¢miokonnoog,!’ from the verb émokonéw, appeared with the meaning of perform-
ing episcopal office.!8 However, the terms énickonog, émiokont|, and £nioKOTNGOC
are not the only ones used to indicate the dignity of a bishop and his office in
the Church. The terms apytepevg for a bishop and dpyiepwcivn for his office are
sometimes cited instead of them. The term dpyiepevg is written four times!9 and

Status of Bishops in Late Antiquity in Ecclesiastical, Spiritual, and Social Contexts, Arethusa
33(3) (2000), 381.

13 Seen. 1.

14 Philost. h.e.2.5.2,5.1.5,6.1.1,6.1.3,6.1.5, 7.4.5,9.7.

15 Philost. A.e. 10.1.1.

16 Philost., s.e. 3.12.2: v émokonnv tiig Akelovdpeiog (the see of Alexandria),
3.12.3: v émoxomnyv (referring to the see of Alexandria); 3.19: Zexovvdov kal Zéppa €ig
¢mokomny OV Aétiov mpoyeplopévav; 4.3.2: 10 pev agiopa tig ¢mokomnig (referring to the
title of the bishop of Rome).

17 Philost., h.e. 4.12.2: Evd06&106, O T0TE TiG AvTioyeing EMGKOMAGUG.

18 Cf. Philost., .e. 3.12.4: kaxel dujyev td k0O’ £ovTOv émokomovpevog (and there
spent his time looking after his own concerns; translated by Philip R. Amidon).

19 Philost., .e. 1.8: v év Nikaiq cvotijvat covodov v fj petd tdv dAAmv apylepimv
0eod (high priests of God) kai Bacidéa tov Apaceiog éniokonov mapeival kai MeAétiov tov
Yefaoctovmoremc; 2.10: Tekevtioovtog 8¢ ToD Tavtg ThG TOAEMS Apylepéms Are&dvdpov,
tov Nwkopndeiog enotv EvcéBiov €ig Tov TG VEOKTIOTOV TOAEMG APYLEPATIKOV LETOCTIHON
Opovov (He says that at the death of Alexander, the archbishop of the city, Eusebius of Nico-
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apyiepwoivn two times.20 Two times the adjective dpyepatikog?! is also used. The
following terms, which refer to bishops in the Epitome, are £popog (four times)22
and words related to it: épopdw (once),23 épopeia (once),24 and ¢popevo (twice).25
In two cases, the verb iepdopon (iepdcBar) and once the noun iepwoctdvn are used to
denote the function of bishops, and in one case a bishop is referred to by the phrase
TG 0¢ Kota Xvpiov Aaodikelog émotat®v.26 In addition to the terms above, the

media, moved to the archiepiscopal throne of the newly founded city; translated by Phil-
ip R. Amidon); 5.1.4: 6 8¢ Axdkiog ... avatpéymv éni v Kocapeav taig ynpevovoaig
éxiknoiong apyepeic kabiom (Now Acacius, ..., returned to Caesarea and appointed high
priests to the widowed churches; translated by Philip R. Amidon); 7.8.2: ¢nickonog fiv Tfig
Avtioxeiog 6 Baporog. Novpepravd 8¢ 1@ Popaiov actiel 1], g éviot, Aekip gact katd o
Tva Saipove yvopuny éunecetv mAnbvovong tig exkAnciog eiceAbetv &v adTf. TOvV 8¢ ye T0D
0e0d dpylepéa KaTd T& TPOTVLANLY GTAVTA TOD Ve ... (When Babylas was bishop of Antioch,
some demon, they say, put it into the head of the Roman emperor Numerian, or, as some say,
Decius, to enter the church when it was full. But the high priest of God stood in the entrance
of the church ...; translated by Philip R. Amidon).

20 Philost., A.e. 1.3:"Ot1 00T0g 6 dVGGEPNG PNGL TAG YNPOVG THG dpYlEPOSHVNG €T’
"Apetlov pepopévag avtov parlov AAEEavdpov mpotiuncovta £00tod, TepteAdelv adTd® TodTog
katompaéoobar (The impious fellow says that the votes for the archbishopric were in favour
of Arius, who preferred Alexander to himself and managed to have them transferred to him;
translated by Philip R. Amidon); 2.11.2: tov 8¢ ABavdciov kpatvvipevoy 1a kob’ Eavtdv, wg
Amo TOD KOO ThG TOAEMG TPOG PAGIAEN YPAWAL TV EIG THV APYEPOCVUVNY AVAPPNGLY 0OTOD.
1OV 8¢ vopicavta kowilg BovAfg elvat TO ypdppa, Emymeico thv kotoyfv tod Bpovov (But
when Athanasius had secured his position, he sent the emperor an announcement of his eleva-
tion to the archbishopric that was made to seem as though it had come from the city itself. The
emperor, thinking that the letter had been written by the city council, endorsed his possession
of the throne; translated by Philip R. Amidon).

21 Philost., h.e. 2.10: Televtnoavtog 8¢ T00 TOWTNG TRG TOAE®S ApYlEPEDS
Ale&avdpov, Tov Nikoundeiog enoiv EvcéBiov €ig Tov Tig veoKTIoTOL TOAEMG APYLEPATIKOV
petaotijoot Opdvov (He says that at the death of Alexander, the archbishop of the city, Euse-
bius of Nicomedia, moved to the archiepiscopal throne of the newly founded city; translated
by Philip R. Amidon.); 2.11.5: §101t pfy mop’ adT@V AvAGYOLTO TV APYLEPOTIKNY XElpoBesiov
vnootijvan (because he had refused to accept ordination to the archiepiscopal office from
their hands; translated by Philip R. Amidon).

22 Philost., 4.e. 1.9: 10 8¢ &AAo oTipog T@V Apelavav ¢épopav (the remaining group of
Arian leaders; translated by Philip R. Amidon); 3.4.3: kot épopov Aafeiv mapd tdv opodoEmv
a&iopa (he received the dignity of bishop from those who shared his beliefs; translated by
Philip R. Amidon); 3.12.5: Aétiov 8¢ tOv épopov Tig [okaotivig (Aetius, the bishop of
Palestine; translated by Philip R. Amidon); 3.15.6: énel §” 6 Avidviog épopog éyeyovet (but
when Antony became bishop; translated by Philip R. Amidon).

23 Philost., h.e. 3.6.5: moAAfiG 8¢ TG TIAG Topd ToD PocAEDG META TV EMAVOSOV
a&lmbeic, moAv pev idlav épopav ovk ékinpoocato (He was shown great honor by the em-
peror upon his return, although he did not receive a city of his own as his see; translated by
Philip R. Amidon).

24 Philost., h.e. 3.15.2: 6¢ éx tiig épopeiog TOpov €ig Vv Tiig Avtioyeiag petéotn
(who had transferred from the see of Tyre to that of Antioch; translated by Philip R. Amidon).

25 Philost., .e. 8.17.1: O@eddmpog pév, pnotv, exdnrotatog éyeydvel, tig év Opdkn
¢popedav Hpaxdeiog (the most renowned was Theodore, bishop of Heraclea in Thrace;
translated by Philip R. Amidon); 9.8.3: étebviiet yap Evyéviog 6 tadtnyv épopedwv (Euge-
nius, its bishop, had died; translated by Philip R. Amidon).

26 Philost., h.e. 8.17.1: ...who was bishop of Laodicea in Syria; translated by Philip
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term Opdvog is used sixteen times to denote an episcopal seat/chair or bishop’s ca-
thedra, also indicating at the same time the bishop’s office and its power,27 and the
term mopotkio twice in the meaning of ‘bishopric’.28

In the Epitome, presbyters are mentioned much less often than bishops.
Only the term mpecfutepog is used to denote this office, and it appears ten times.29

R. Amidon.

27 Philost., h.e. 2.10: 1ov Nikopndeiog enoiv EbcéBiov eig 1oV Tiig veokticTov mOAEmg
apyepatikov petaotijoar Opoévov (Eusebius of Nicomedia, moved to the archiepiscopal
throne of the newly founded city; translated by Philip R. Amidon); 2.11.2: 10v 6¢ vopicavta
KOwfg PovAfig elvan TO ypaupa, Emymeicot v Katoyxny tod Opdvov; 2.18: ¢nei Ipnydplov
¢uepadnKet tetehevtnroTa, MG el EVOVG Amd THG Vewg elg ThHv ékkAnoiov yopioat kol TOv
Opovov avorafeiv (Learning that Gregory had died, he made his way just as he was straight
from the ship to the church and resumed the throne; translated by Philip R. Amidon); 3.3:'0nt
onoiv wg 6 Kovotavtiog yvovg ABavaciov tov Aleéavdpeiog Opovov dvarafeiv,...; 3.15.3:
avt’ avtod 8¢ EdAdhiog tov Opdvov Eoyev; 3.18: Ot onot Prafravov kot [TavAivov, ol kai
petd todta tov Avtioyeiog Opovov elyov dwvendpevor (He says that Flavian and Pauli-
nus, who later shared the see of Antioch; translated by Philip R. Amidon); 4.3.2: 1ov pév
‘Ociov &ig v ¢avtod mapowkiov v KovdpovPnv tig Toraviag émaverdeiv kal tod Bpdvov
dpyewv (Hosius [he says] returned to his bishopric of Cordova and governed his see; trans-
lated by Philip R. Amidon); 4.4.1: Evd6&ov, enotv, ék T'eppavikeiog petactmoduevol ot
opodoéot emPifalovot 1@ Opdvy (those who shared the same views brought Eudoxius over
from Germanicia and installed him on the throne; translated by Philip R. Amidon); 4.12.2:
Evd06&106, 6 toTe Tiig Avtioyeiag émokonnoag, botepov 8¢ Kai 1oV Kovotavivoumorewg
omeAbwv Opdvov; 5.1.1:°0t1, pnoi, petd todto Akakiog Toug mept Bacilelov kai Evatdbiov,
..., kaBopel T@v Opovev (He says that afterwards Acacius deposed Basil and Eustathius and
the company from their sees; translated by Philip R. Amidon); 5.1.1: Evd6&106 ¢ Avtioyeiog
Kavotavtiov yvoun aviikabwpvetor 1@ Opovw (Eudoxius from Antioch was enthroned as
his successor with Constantius’s approval; translated by Philip R. Amidon); 5.1.5: MeAétov
8¢ Mg ZePaoteiog TV Appeviov petanepydpevog dvtt Evdo&iov 1@ Bpdve éykabidpiet
([Acacius] also summoned Meletius from Sebaste in Armenia and enthroned him in place
of Eudoxius; translated by Philip R. Amidon); 5.1.6: tod 8¢ tiig Avtwoyeiog émdp&og Opovov,
Oepuog v 100 dpoovsiov dmépuayog (but once enthroned in Antioch he became a doughty
defender of the consubstantialist doctrine; translated by Philip R. Amidon); 7.2.2: T'ewpyiov
SwpBapévtog, 1OV oikeiov Bpodvov 6 ABavéoiog ... avorapPdveror (Once George was
slain, however, Athanasius resumed his own throne; translated by Philip R. Amidon; 7.4.3:
pUnyavaTol Tovg v aitiong EkBePANUEVONG TV EMOKOTOV Kai TOVG Avt’ EKeivav EYovTag ToUGg
Opovoug &ig morepov cuppaéot (he thought up the idea of kindling war between those bish-
ops who had been banished on various charges and those who had replaced them in their
sees; translated by Philip R. Amidon); 9.14.1:0O11, televticavtog Ev{wiov Tod Avtioygiog, 6
AwpdBeog € Hpoxdeiag tiig @pdkng mpog tov ékeivov pebiotatat Opdvov. In Philostorgius’s
Church History, the term is not only used to denote an episcopal office and power. It can also
have other meanings: a seat of a praetorian prefect (3.28.4) or a throne of a usurper (10.8).

28 Philost., A.e. 4.3: tov pev ‘Octov &ig v éavtod mapokiov v Kovdpoopnyv tiig
‘Tonaviog émoaveldeiv; 6.4.3: kai BatTov avtov eig Ty idlav énavadpapely Ekélevey mopotkiov
(ordering him to return at once to his own see; translated by Philip R. Amidon).

29 Philost. h.e. 1.4: AAEEavdpov Tva mpesPitepov Bavkolv emovopalopevov; 2.8:
0g ... mpecPitepdg T€ Kotéotn Topd TOV Opoepdvav (the information refers to Agapetus);
3.15.5: v 10D mpecPutépov ta&w (the information refers to Antony, Aetius’s teacher, who
was first a presbyter and later a bishop of Tarsus); 3.15.6: npeoButepog 8¢ qv 6 Agdvtiog,
3.17.1: 'Ot Agdvtiog, pnotv, Ov 0 Eunpocbev Aoyog TpecPotepdv; 6.1.2: Ttvog TV €V alTH
npecPutépov, Hovyiov todvopa; 8.17.2: Tiig év Kmvotavtivoumdret ékkinoiag tpecfotepot;
9.9.1: mpeoPitepog Avictog; 10.1.1: oi 3¢ tadng TpeoPitepor Actépidg te kai Kpromivog;
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Among the holders of this function are eight persons that the author mentions by
name: the Alexandrian presbyter Alexander Baucalis, Philostorgius’s fellow sectar-
ian Agapetus, Leontius (later bishop of Antioch; twice), Hesychius, who incited the
Church in Constantinople against Eunomius, Philostorgius’s grandfather Anysius,
Asterius and Crispin (pro-Arian presbyters of Antioch), and Philostorgius’s fellow
sectarian Eudoxius (the ascetic).

Deacons30 are also mentioned relatively rarely. For their rank only the term
ddxovog is used, and it appears five times.3! In addition to the term didkovog, one
also comes across the term dwaxovia (four times) to define a diaconate (the office
of a deacon).32 In one case, the part of the church used by ministers (the sacristy),
dtakovikdv,33 is also mentioned. Whereas various persons that were directly con-
nected to Philostorgius or Aetius, were adherents of Eunomius’s doctrine, or were at
least of pro-Arian orientation, are mentioned as presbyters, almost only Aetius (five
times) and Eunomius (three times) are mentioned as deacons.

Putting aside Philostorgius’s fondness for Aetius and Eunomius, it can be
summarized that, compared to deacons and presbyters, the role of bishops was cer-
tainly seen as more important—or at least more prominent—in key events in the
history of the Church, which is why they are mentioned much more frequently
in Photius’s Epitome of Philostorgius’s work.34 As already shown, in addition to
the term émicikomnog to designate bishops, the terms dpylepevg and épopog are also
used. In the past they all denoted holders of various functions.35 However, whereas

10.12: mpeoPutépov 6¢ Ty TaEtv.
30 The oldest evidence for the existence of the function in the Church is Phil. 1, 1; the

virtues that candidates for bishops and deacons must possess are presented in 1 Tim. 3, 1-13;
see T. Klauser, Diakon, Reallexikon fiir Antike und Christentum 3 (Stuttgart 1957), 888—889.

31 Philost., A.e. 3.4.3: xai 6 kai €ig Babpov drakdvov mapayyeirot (He even entered
the ranks of the deacons; translated by Philip R. Amidon [the information refers to Theophi-
lus the Indian]); 4.8.4: v 1€ Yepotoviav 10D drakdvov vmodéyetan (the information refers
to Eunomius); 4.12.1: BaoiAelog €1epog ..., dlakovav £t taéy Eyov; 4.12.2: Aétiog pév ai
Edvopog ... dokovev ékatepog Babuov avéyov; 4.12.5: ovk épacav 6Elv ETGKOTOVE GVTOG
Swdvy mepl doypdtmv gig Adyovg kabioctachor ([they] said that those who were bishops
should not dispute with a deacon about doctrine; translated by Philip R. Amidon [the infor-
mation refers to Aetius]).

32 Philost., A.e. 3.17.1: &ig Swakoviov Tov pabntiv npoyepileton (the information re-
fers to Aetius); 3.17.1: 6 8¢ mpog pev 10 tig Sokoviag Epyov neotdn (the information refers
to Aetius); 4.5.1:'0O11 E0S0&106 pév, pnotv, ig dwakoviav Evvopov mpoyetpiletan; 8.4.4: peta
Vv kobaipecwv Tig dtokoviag (the information refers to Aetius and his deposition from the
diaconate).

33 Philost., h.e. 7.3.4: év 1 Tfig ¢kxkAnciog Srakovik® (to the sacristy of the church;
translated by Philip R. Amidon). For dwaxovikov see also T. Klauser, Diakon, Reallexikon fiir
Antike und Christentum 3 (Stuttgart 1957), 901.

34 One can probably imagine that the figures would be different if the author had
focused on the everyday life of Christian community rather than on important events related
to developments in the politico-ecclesiastical sphere. In presenting everyday life, the role of
presbyters and deacons would probably have come much more to the fore, and the role of
bishops would have been more in the background.

35 For instance, énickonog can also refer to a supervisor, or inspector, sent by Athens
to subject states; Aristophanes. Aves 1023.
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the terms énickomog3® and &popog were never used in the past to describe priests
of other religions, the term dpylepevg meant precisely that: a high priest in the pa-
gan religion and also in Judaism.37 The beginnings of the usage of the latter term
(&pyrepevg) for bishops can be traced back to Hippolytus of Rome,38 whereas the
traces of the use of the term énickonoc in the meaning of ‘bishop’ can be traced—
as the scriptures prove3®—back to the beginnings of the Christian community’s
formation. As already shown, the term &pyiepetc is rarely used in the Epitome. If
one compares the frequency of its occurrence (four times) with the number of the
cases in which the terms énickomog (fifty-two times) and €popog (four times) are
used to denote the function of a bishop, it can be seen that the term appears in only
slightly more than 6.5% of all cases. However, if, in addition to the terms that refer
directly to the function of a bishop, one also considers the terms that indicate the
episcopal see and bishop’s authority, the percentage reached by the terms dpytepevg,
apyepwovvn, and apyepatikdg is slightly more than 8%. If one compares the fre-
quency of use of the term €popog with that of other terms referring to bishops,
exactly the same result is obtained.

It is interesting to compare how the terms (&pylepevg, apyepwoivvn, and
apyepatikog) are used by the ecclesiastical historians Socrates Scholasticus,
Sozomen, and Theodoret of Cyrus, who wrote their Church Histories around the
same time as Philostorgius. In Socrates’s Church History,30 the term dpyiepevg ap-
pears only once, and it does not denote a bishop, but the dignity of Pontifex Maximus
assumed by Emperor Julian. In Sozomen, the term &py1epedc appears three times.41
The word twice refers to a high priest of a pagan religion (once again it is used to
denote Julian as a high priest / Pontifex Maximus). The term dpytepwoivn is also

36 On the use of the term in the non-Christian environment, see H. W. Beyer, H.
Karpp, Bischof, Reallexikon fiir Antike und Christentum 2 (Stuttgart 1954), 395-399.

37 B. Botte, Archiereus, Reallexikon fiir Antike und Christentum 1 (Stuttgart 1950),
602-603.

38 B. Botte, Archiereus, Reallexikon fiir Antike und Christentum 1 (Stuttgart 1950),
603.

39 Phil. 1, 1; Acts. 20, 28; see also H. W. Beyer, H. Karpp, Bischof, Reallexikon fiir
Antike und Christentum 2 (Stuttgart 1954), 400.

40 Socr., h.e. 3.1.39: mepuwv yap Kotd TOAELS TOVG TE VAOUG AVOiymV TOIG AydAlaoLY
TPocEPePeV Kai Eovtov apylepéa wvopalev (but everywhere opened the pagan temples, offe-
ring sacrifice to the idols; and designating himself [i.e., Julian] “Pontifex Maximus”; transla-
ted by A. C. Zenos).

41 Soz., h.e. 5.1.2: npdrepov ypotiavifev dokdv, apylepéa wvopalev ovtov (alt-
hough he had previously confessed Christianity, he declared himself [i.e., Julian] high-priest;
translated by Chester D. Hartranft); 5.16.5: Emctols TovAovod Baciiéwg Apcakiw dpylepel
Tohatiog (The letter of Emperor Julian to Arsacius, High-Priest of Galatia; translated by
Chester D. Hartranft); but 6.38.6: ovy olog 1€ yap eipt épev apylepéwg Gvopa kol Ty
a&img (I am not worthy of the honor of bearing the name and dignity of chief priest [i.e.,
bishop]; translated by Chester D. Hartranft).
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used three times,42 and it refers twice to the episcopal see of Alexandria and once to
the episcopal see of Constantinople. A similar pattern is found in Photius’s Epitome,
except that there the term refers only to the episcopal see of Alexandria.43

Much more often, the terms are used by Theodoret. The term dpylepedc was
written by him thirty-two times,44 dpylepatikdg ten times,*S and dpyepmoidvn sev-

42 Soz., h.e. 2.17.5:"Ey® 8¢ neibopon tov &vdpa todtov ovk dbeei mapeAdeiv Emt v
apyepwovvny (For my part, I am convinced that it was by Divine appointment that Athana-
sius succeeded to the high-priesthood; translated by Chester D. Hartranft); 6.19.1: “Yzo 6¢
T00TOV TOV YpOvoV étedevtnosy ABavaciog O Tig Aleavdpéwv ékkAnciog fyoduevog, apuel
TECGAPAKOVTA KOl £ EVianTovg TV dpylepmcivny avocag (Athanasius, bishop of the church
of Alexandria, died about this period, after having completed his high-priesthood in about
forty-six years; translated by Chester D. Hartranft); 7.7.9: énwg 6Tt pdAiota koddg te kal
ayafog ebpedein, @ d€ot motedout Tiig pueyiomg kal Pactievodong TOe®S TV ApYLEPOSOVIY
(so that the most excellent and best individual might be intrusted with the high-priesthood of
the great and royal city; translated by Chester D. Hartranft).

43 Palladius in Dialogus de vita S. Joanni Chrysostomi 7 (p. 39, 5) uses the term
apyepevg to refer to the bishop that heads the dioecesis of Egypt, the later patriarchate of
Alexandria.

44 Thdt. he. 1.7.2,1.7.3,1.7.7, 1.7.10, 1.9.14, 1.1.2, 1.21.9, 1.31.2, 1.33.1, 1.33.2,
2.7.1 (bishops); 2.8.57, 2.9.4 (Euphratas, bishop of Cologne, and Vicentius, bishop of Capua),
2.26.5 (bishops), 2.27.2 (Macarius, bishop of Jerusalem), 4.11.5 (Flavianus, bishop of An-
tioch), 4.19.3, 4.20.2 (bishops), 5.8.7 (bishop of Constantinople), 5.18.8, 5.18.12, 5.18.13,
5.18.15, 5.18.23, 5.18.24 (Ambrosius, bishop of Mediolanum), 5.21.5 (bishops), 5.21.8,
5.21.15 (Marcellus, bishop of Apamea), 5.22.3 (Theophilus, bishop of Alexandria), 5.37.2
(bishop of Constantinople?), 5.37.7 (Eunomius, bishop of Theodosiupolis).

45 Thdt. h.e. 1.3.3: 1fg 8¢ KovotoviivoumdAemg Katd ToDTOV avTOV TOV KOpov
AléEavdpog Tig apyepatikiic nEodto Asttovpyiag (At this same period also, Alexander,
..., governed the church of Constantinople; translated by Blomfield Jackson); 1.23.8: tadta
eimav kol Tig dpylepatikig adtd yaprrog peradovg (After having said this, he conferred
upon him the episcopal dignity; translated by Blomfield Jackson); 4.6.7: totodtov 81} 00V Kol
VOV 10i¢ dpyrepatikois £ykabidpdoate kol (Seat now upon your archiepiscopal throne a
man of such character; translated by Blomfield Jackson); 4.7.4: éneidn) 8¢ kol tiig Oeiog Tod
novoyiov Banticpatog anpiavce dwpedg kal Ty apyepatikny £6é&ato xapv ([Ambrose]
then received the divine gift of holy baptism, and the grace of the archiepiscopal office; trans-
lated by Blomfield Jackson); 4.21.1: Enedr| 8¢ tolg dpylepatikoig avtov £vidpuoay Omkolg
(No sooner had they seated him on the episcopal throne; translated by Blomfield Jackson);
4.23.1-2: fimoev apyepéo npofAn0ijvar @ €Bver Moboiiv tva év nebopiw tig Aiydmrov Kkai
Molaotivig éoknvnpévov. Tavtv de&apevog 6 Baing v aitou, eig v Aleéavopelov
amoyOijvor Tov Bgiov dvdpa mpocétale, KAKEBey adTOV THV ApyLEpATIKTV DTodEEacHo YapLy
([Mavia] begged that to the dignity of high priest of her tribe might be advanced one, Moses
by name, who dwelt on the confines of Egypt and Palestine. This request Valens granted,
and ordered the holy man to be conveyed to Alexandria, and there, as the most convenient
place in the neighbourhood, to receive episcopal grace; translated by Blomfield Jackson);
4.23.5: peta tiiode Tig AEL0yGoTOL TOTEMG TV APYEPOTIKNY EIGOEEANEVOS XEpLY, TTPOG TOVG
aitoavtag napeyéveto (After receiving the episcopal grace of the right worthy faith Mo-
ses returned to the people who had asked for him; translated by Blomfield Jackson). In the
story of Mavia, the queen of Saracens, and the ordination of Moses, the term dpyiepedc is
also used in Sozomen (h.e. 6.38.6; see n. 39); 4.35.1: Kol Betpaviov 8¢, mavrodoni pév
ApTPUVOLEVOG dPETH, TAoNG 8¢ Thg ZkvBiog TaG TOLEIG APYLEPATIKDG IOVVELY TEMOTEVEVOG
(Betranio, a man distinguished by various virtues, and entrusted with the episcopal govern-
ment of all the cities of Scythia (= bishop of all of Scythia); translated by Blomfield Jackson);
5.4.2: Amapeiag d& v dpyepatiknyv émpéretov Todvvny nemictevkev (The see of Apamea
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en times.46 In all cases, they denote either a bishop or the dignity and sphere of au-
thority connected with him. Theodoret never expresses the function of a high priest
in a pagan religion with these terms.

In his Bibliotheca, Photius uses the terms according to the topic he is writ-
ing about: when writing about the history of the Jews he uses them to refer to the
Jewish high priests, and when writing about Christian Church he uses them to refer
to bishops and their authority.

However, they are never found with the meaning ‘bishop’ in the Church
History of Eusebius of Caesarea, whose work served the four aforementioned eccle-
siastical historians as a model and incentive to continue writing about the history of
the Church. The word apyiepedc appears thirty-five times47 and apylepmoivn ten
times43 in his work. They refer either to the dignity of Jesus Christ or to the func-
tion of the high priest among the pagans or among the Hebrews and Jews, but they
are never used as a designation for bishops. The term most often used to describe a
bishop is ¢nickomog, but other terms also appear, such as npecfutepog (in the mean-
ing of ‘bishop’),49 moyunv,50 or mponyodevog.sl

Among the terms used by Philostorgius to denote the function of a bishop,
it is also necessary to explore the use of the term £popoc. In Photius’s Epitome,
the word appears four times in the meaning of ‘bishop’. The word occurs twice
in Eusebius’s Church History, but it never refers to a bishop. In both cases, it de-
notes God, who oversees and knows everything.52 With exactly the same meaning,
the term is used twice by Socrates.53 Sozomen uses the word three times, once

Meletius entrusted to John; translated by Blomfield Jackson); 5.8.8: tov 8¢ Mé&wov, g tiig
Anolvapiov ppevoPfrafeiog petetnydta, Thg dpYLEpaTIKiS d&log YOUVOGAVTES dneknpuiay
(Maximus, as having participated in the insanity of Apollinarius, they stripped of his episco-
pal rank and rejected; translated by Blomfield Jackson).

46 Thdt., h.e. 1.2.9 (referring to Alexander, bishop of Alexandria), 1.3.1 (referring to
the bishops of Rome), 1.24.11 (referring to the bishop sent by Constantine to convert Iberians
to Christianity), 2.26.9 (referring to the bishopric of Cyrillus of Jerusalem), 2.31.5 (bishops),
4.6.6 (an episcopate), 5.35.1 (referring to Alexander, bishop of Antioch).

47 Eus., h.e. 1.3.2 and 5 (the high priests of the Jews), 1.3.8 (Jesus Christ is the only
high priest of all), 1.3.19 (Jesus Christ as the high priest), 1.6.3 (Hyrcanus, the high priest of
the Jews), 1.6.6 and 7 (twice) (the Jewish high priests Aristobulus and Hyrcanus), 1.6.9—10
(the high priest of the Jews), 1.7.12 (Hyrcanus, the high priest of the Jews), 1.10 (the high
priests of the Jews during Jesus Christ’s lifetime; seven times), 2.20 (the high priests of the
Jews), 2.20.5 (Jonathan, the high priest of the Jews), 3.8.3 (the high priest of the Jews), 4.13.1
(Mark Antony as Pontifex Maximus), 8.14.9 (a high priest set over pagan priests in every
province), 4.15.35 (Jesus Christ as the high priest), 8.17.3 (Galerius as Pontifex Maximus),
8.17.4 (Constantine as Pontifex Maximus), 9.4.2 (pagan high priests), 10.4.22-25, 68 (Jesus
Christ as the high priest; five times).

48 Eus., he. 1.3.2-11, 1.6.6-8, 1.10.2-5, 2.23.21-24 (the dignity of the high priest-
hood by the Hebrews and Jews).

49 Eus., h.e. 3.23.8.

50 Eus., h.e.3.4.10,4.11.6,7.3.1, 7.28.1., 7.30.1, 10.4.23.

51 Eus., h.e. 3.36.10.

52 Eus., h.e. 1.2.20: 8e0g 6 navtov £popoc; 6.9.8: t0d ndviev Epdpov Beod.

53 Socr. h.e. 1.9.33: 1@ twv Tdvtov opw 0ed; 1.34.6: 6 maviwv £épopog Bede.
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Table 1

bishops assembled at the

Eusebius of
Caesarea,

Photius’s Epitome of
Philostorgius,

Socrates
Scholasticus,

Sozomen,
Church History

Church History Church Hislai Church Hislorly

Theoderet, Church
History

Council of Nicaca 8.1 1.7.2,1.7.3,1.7.7,1.9.14
bishops assembled at the 1312
Synod of Tyre
bishops assembled at the
S)l/)nod of Serdica 2700, A0S
bishops of various 1.7.10,1.1.2,1.21.9,
o 5.1.4 1.33.1,1.33.2,4.19.3,
4.20.2,5.21.5
bishop of Constantinople 2.10 5.8.7,537.2
bishop of Alexandria 5223
bishop of Antioch 7.8.2 4.11.5
bishop of Jerusalem 2272
bishop of Apamea 5.21.8,5.21.15
bishop of Theodosiupolis 5377
5.18.8,5.18.12,5.18.13,
bishop of Mediolanum 5.18.15,
5.18.23,5.18.24
bishop of Cologne 7.8.57,2.9.4
bishop of Capua 7.8.57,2.9.4
Moses, req}xeﬁled bishop 6.38.6
for Mavia’s people
4.13.1,8.17.3,
Pontifex Maximus 8.17.4 3.1.39 Shil2
pagan high priests 8.14.9,9.4.2 5.16.5
1.3.8,1.3.19,
3 A 4.15.35,
Jesus Chns} as the high 10.4.22-25
DRest (four times),
10.4.68
132,135,
1.6.3, 1.6.6,
1.6.7,1.6.9,
1.6.10 (twice),
1.7.12, 1.10
the Jewish high priests (seven times),
2.20 (three
times), 2.20.5,
383

the dignity of the Hebrew
and Jewish high priesthood

1.3.2-11, 1.6.6—
8,1.10.2-5,
2.23.21-24

dppepooivy

the episcopal see of
Alexandria

1.3, 2.1

2.175,6.19.1

129

the episcopal see of
Constantinople

7.7.9

the episcopal see of Rome

JIESA]

the episcopal see of
Jerusalem

2.26.9

the episcopal see of
Antioch

5.35.1

referring to the bishop of
the Iberians

1.24.11

referring to various
bishops

2.31.5,4.6.6
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referring to the episcopal

see of Constantinople 200 Hlska, i3
referring to the b.lshop of 2115 4211
Alexandria
referring to the bishop of
Mediolanum Hath i
referring to Moses,
requested bishop for 423.1-2,4235

Mavia’s people
referring to the bishop of
Axum
referring to the bishop of
all of Scythia
referring to the bishop of
Apamea

1.23.9

4.35.1

542

referring to the omniscient Christian God,>4 once to Jesus Christ, the guardian of
Constantius’s Empire,55 and once to the pagan god Helios.56 Theodoret also uses
the term twice in the sense of the all-seeing Christian God,57 and in two subsequent
cases for referring to people in the role of protectors and overseers.58 However, in
none of the pro-Nicene ecclesiastical historians does the term refer to a bishop. Only
a slightly different picture is presented in Photius’s Bibliotheca. The term €popog
appears four times,3 and in one instance it denotes a bishop; that is, Maximus of
Jerusalem (Anon., Life of Paul of Constantinople).60

If one compares the frequency of the use and the meaning given to individual
terms by the authors under consideration, the terms dpyiepevg and £popoc definitely
attract attention. The word dpylepevg, in addition to its most frequent meaning (a
chief priest or a bishop), covers a range of semantic nuances. This is clearly shown
by the fact that in A Patristic Greek Lexicon almost two pages of fine print are de-
voted to it.

There are three deviations that immediately catch the eye: 1) very few ex-
amples of the use of the terms in the Church Histories of Philosorgius, Socrates, and
Sozomen, and 2) very frequent use in Eusebius and Theodoret, whereby 3) Eusebius
uses the terms exclusively to denote pagan and Jewish high priests and Jesus Christ,
and Theodoret to denote bishops, episcopal sees, and their authority. The leap in
the meaning of the terms found when comparing the Church Histories of Eusebius
and Theodoret is not surprising; what is surprising is the fact that the three eccle-
siastical historians that wrote their works between the creation of Eusebius’s and
Theodoret’s Church Histories hardly use the terms. Based on the material exam-
ined, the discrepancy cannot be reliably explained. It probably reflects several rea-

54 Soz. h.e. 2.28.6.

55 Soz. h.e. 4.18.2: 100 xvpiov Hudv Incod Xpiotod ..., 10D Kol Tiig ofg Pactieiog
€popov.

56 Soz. h.e. 6.2.11.

57 Thdt. h.e. 1.10.2, 1.30.1.

58 Thdt. h.e. 1.8.4,5.6.2.

59 Photius, Bibliotheca, codices 251 (Hierocles, On Premonition; used twice) and
279 (Helladius, Chrestomathy).

60 Photius, Bibliotheca, codex 257: Mé&&og 8¢ 6 ta@v Tepocordpmv Epopoc. How-
ever, Photius does not include the word in his Lexicon with the meaning of ‘bishop’, although
he interprets the word épopeia in the sense of ‘diocese’; C. Theodoridis (ed.), Photii patriar-
chae lexicon (E—M), vol. 2, Berlin — New York 1998, http://stephanus.tlg.uci.edu.nukweb.
nuk.uni-1j.si/Iris/Cite?4040:032:220098.
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sons: the rapidly growing role of the Christian Church in the Roman Empire and,
consequently, the increasing importance of its representatives, for whom new titles
were gradually gaining ground.6! The development shown in Table 1 was probably
also influenced by the area where the works were written. In Palestine and Syria,
where both bishops, Eusebius and Theodoret, wrote, the influence of Jewish tra-
dition was probably more present than in Constantinople and Cappadocia, where
Socrates, Sozomen, and Philostorgius lived and worked. In the Church Histories
of the latter three, the terms appear more often in Cappadocian Philostorgius and
in Sozomen, who was originally from Bethelea near Gaza. In addition, the fact that
Eusebius and Theodoret were bishops and therefore may have paid more attention
to the use of appropriate titles than the other three ecclesiastical historians, who
were laymen, could have also influenced the differences.

The next example that attracts attention is the use of the term £popog. Again,
it is a word with a long history, especially of denoting magistrates, of which five
ephoroi of Sparta are the best known.62 As has already been stated and as Table 2
also shows, Philostorgius uses the word to designate bishops. His work, preserved

Table 2
. . Photius’s
Eé;z':;z;t Epitome of Sciggj:ism Sozomen, Theoderet, Photius,
R Philostorgius, Sre Church History Church History Bibliotheca
Church History Church Histo Church History
Y
£popog, ...
. 1.9,3.4.3,
bishop 312.5.3.15 Cod. 257
episcopal see 3.6.5,3.15
God, who
R 1.2.20,6.9.8 1.9.33,1.34.6 2286 1.10.2, 1.30.1
knows
everything
Jesus Christ 4.18.2
Cod. 251
pagan gods 6.2.11 (twice),
Cod. 279
people in the
role of 5.6.2,1.84
protectors and

in Photius’s Epitome, is the only one among the works under consideration—except
for one example in Photius’s Bibliotheca—in which the word has such a meaning.
All other authors, including Photius, use the word to indicate either the Christian
God, who oversees and knows everything, Jesus Christ, pagan gods, or human indi-
viduals in the role of protectors and overseers. Although it is tempting to think that
Philostorgius’s use of the word could relate to the formation of a special Anomoean
church hierarchy in the summer of 362, this was certainly not the case. Even when
reporting on the independent Anomoean synod in Constantinople®3 and the appoint-
ment of Anomoean bishops there, Philostorgius does not use the term £€popog for the
ordained bishops, but the most common term, énickomog.

61 See also C. Rapp, The Elite Status of Bishops in Late Antiquity in Ecclesiastical,
Spiritual, and Social Contexts, Arethusa 33(3) (2000), 379-381, 392-398.

62 Photius also explains the word in his Lexicon in this way: (2468) £€popor év
Aoxedaipovt dpyovég giot, kKAnbévteg amo tod mavto épopdv; C. Theodoridis (ed.), Photii
patriarchae lexicon (E—M), vol. 2, Berlin — New York 1998, http://stephanus.tlg.uci.edu.
nukweb.nuk.uni-1j.si/Iris/Cite?4040:032:220295.

63 Philost. h.e. 7.6.
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As follows from Table 3, Philostorgius uses the terms in connection with
the following bishops: Eusebius of Nicomedia, Theognis of Nicaea, Maris of
Chalcedon, and Theodore of Heraclea (the last three were important supporters

Table 3

Photius’s Epitome of
Philostorgius, Church History

£popog ‘

Eusebius of Nicomedia,
Theognis of Nicaea, and
Maris of Chalcedon at the
Council of Nicaea

Theophilus the Indian 343
Aetius of Lydda in Palestine 3.12.5
Antony, pro-Arian bishop of
Tarsus, Aetius’s teacher

Book 1 | Book 2 Book 3 Book 4 Book 5 Books 6-7 Book 8 Books 9-12

19

3.15.6

£popae
Theophilus of Indus has no
city as his episcopal see

£popein ‘

Theodore, bishop of Heraclea
in Thrace

8.17.1

of Eusebius of Nicomedia, and thus important representatives of the Eusebians),
Antony of Tarsus, Paulinus of Tyre, Theophilus the Indian, and Aetius of Lydda. All
these bishops were pro-Arian, but they did not all have the same views as Aetius.
Although at least some of the Eusebians—for instance, Maris of Chalcedon—sup-
ported Aetius at the end of the 350s, one cannot know the position of Eusebius,
Theognis, and Theodore regarding Aetius in the critical situation of 360, when the
Synod of Constantinople excommunicated him because they were already dead by
that time. However, it is known that Theophilus was Aetius’s supporter, and that
Antony and Paulinus were his teachers. Thus, Aetius of Lydda is the only person
in the group of bishops above that Philostorgius was certainly not in favor of. The
reason for his aversion was Aetius’s participation in the synod called by Maximus
of Jerusalem to rehabilitate Athanasius.64 Philostorgius thus undoubtedly also uses
the term €popog when referring to the bishops that were not supports of Aetius’s
doctrine.65 Furthermore, the possibility that the word could be in any way related

64 Philost. /.e. 3.12; Ath. apol. sec. 57. Regarding Aetius’s participation in the synod,
see also H.-G. Opitz (ed.), Athanasius Werke, 11/3. Die Apologien: Apologia de fuga sua
(c.19-27) — Apologia secunda (c. 1-43). Berlin, 1938, 137, https://doi-org.nukweb.nuk.uni-
1j.si/10.1515/9783111433639; P. R. Amidon (trans. and comm.), Philostorgius: Church His-
tory, Atlanta 2007, 51, n. 47.

65 Philost. A.e. 3.12.5: kai Tovg pév GAhovg ur Tpocdéyecbat, Aétiov & Tov Epopov
tiig IMolowotivig, émi mopvela katoyyedopevov kol Pouinbévia tfj mpdg Abavdiciov
gnyopnoet 0 aioyog emkaAvyachat, Tpdg TV ékeivov d0&ov avtopoiijcat dodvat 8 odv
Opmg o&vtata v Siknv, Tod aidoiov ducamévtog kai ckdANkKag Bpocavtog, Kal obTw Tod
{iiv éhabévta (None of them agreed except Aetius, the bishop of Palestine, who had been
denounced for fornication and, hoping to conceal his disgrace by yielding to Athanasius,
defected to his doctrine. But he paid a very heavy penalty when his genitals putrefied and
swarmed with worms, and thus he died; translated by Philip R. Amidon).
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to a specific Anomoean hierarchy challenges the fact that it is most often used in
the third book, in which the events before the formation of the separate Anomoean
Church are reported.

The aforementioned Aetius of Lydda is also interesting for other reasons.
The synod he attended was convened by the same Maximus of Jerusalem, who is
also mentioned in Photius’s summary of the Life of Paul of Constantinople by an
anonymous author. When Athanasius was returning from exile in 346, the synod
of Jerusalem, as has been written before, welcomed him on his way to Alexandria.
In addition to that, the third book of Philostorgius’s Church History, in which the
term appears most often, covers approximately the same period as the Life of Paul
of Constantinople. The anonymous author of this work reports the events he writes
about almost as Socrates does,%6 although he omits some information, and the order
of the events is not always the same as in Socrates. When writing passages that most
closely match the content of the Life of Paul of Constantinople, Socrates also relied
on Sabinus, a bishop of the Macedonian doctrine, and his lost work cuvoywyn.67
Could it therefore be possible that the author of the Life of Paul of Constantinople also
relied on this author? However, where Socrates refers to Maximus®8 as énickomnog,
the anonymous author uses the term £popog; for instance, where Socrates® uses the
term iepmovvn (referring to the episcopal see of Alexandria), the anonymous author
writes apylepwoivn.70

Because the focus is on the term €popoc—which, apart from the author of
the Life of Paul of Constantinople, has also been encountered in Philostorgius’s
Church History in the meaning of ‘bishop’—the information about the theological
orientation of the anonymous author is of course important. The latter consistently

66 Socr., h.e. 2.6,2.7,2.8,2.9.1,2.10.1-2, 2.10.19-20, 2.11.6, 2.12.1-2, 2.13, 2.15.1-
4,2.16.1-14, 2.18, 2.19.1-2, 2.20.1, 2.20.3-5, 2.20.7, 2.20.9-10, 2.22.3-4, 2.25.6-7, 2.26.6,
2.38.5-10, 2.38.31, 2.38.34-43, 5.8.1-5, 5.8.7-8, 5.8.12, 5.8.14, 5.8.20, 5.9.1.

67 F. Geppert, Die Quellen des Kirchenhistorikers Socrates Scholasticus, Studien zur
Geschichte der Theologie und der Kirche, I11/4, Aalen 1972, 118-121, 127. Other important
sources Socrates used in writing these passages was Novatian Auxanon, who was his oral
source, and Athanasius.

68 When writing about Maximus of Jerusalem (the report refers to the Synod of
Antioch (341) that the bishop did not attend), Socrates (4.e. 2.8.3) relied on Sabinus; F. Gep-
pert, Die Quellen des Kirchenhistorikers Socrates Scholasticus, Studien zur Geschichte der
Theologie und der Kirche, 111/4, Aalen 1972, 118.

69 Socr., h.e. 2.8.6.

70 In presenting the life of Bishop Paul of Constantinople, in his Vita Pauli confesso-
ris Symeon Metaphrastes, the most renowned Byzantine hagiographer from the tenth century,
follows the text of the anonymous author of the Life of Paul of Constantinople closely, usu-
ally quite verbatim (PG 116, 883—-896). See also W. Telfer, Paul of Constantinople, The Har-
vard Theological Review (1950), 32. When presenting the Synod of Antioch (341), he also
mentions that Bishop Maximus of Jerusalem did not attend it. Like the anonymous author,
Symeon Metaphrastes uses the term €popog to denote Bishop Maximus and dpylepwotdvn
when referring to the episcopal see of Alexandria (PG 116, 885 A-B). The same author also
uses the term €popog in Vita et martyrium sancti Luciani to describe the function of a bishop
when he writes about Peter, Bishop of Alexandria (PG 114, 401 D).
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expresses his theological point of view throughout the text and is undoubtedly pro-
Nicene. Thus, it might be assumed that the use of the term was not conditioned by
the writer’s theological beliefs.

From this it can be concluded that the way Philostorgius uses the term £popog
is probably not a consequence of his Anomoean/Eunomian orientation. In any case,
bearing in mind that Sabinus was a Macedonian bishop, then it might be possible
that the term could have been established among the followers of some other pro-
Arian doctrine.”! It also seems unlikely that it was the result of local usage because
the term does not appear in this meaning in the works of the three great Cappadocian
theologists—Basil the Great, Gregory of Nyssa, and Gregory of Nazianzus—who
were Philostorgius’s compatriots and contemporaries.

Nevertheless, it can perhaps be assumed that the term was used more fre-
quently in everyday life in connection with the function of a bishop than is ap-
parent from the texts examined. Although in his lexicon Photius explains the term
£popog as God, who is the overseer and spectator of everything, and the term
£popot in the sense of Spartan chief officials, he understands the term épopeio—TIlike
Philostorgius—in the sense of émiokonn (diocese).”2 As is briefly explained below,
the word €gopeia is also associated with the function of a bishop after Photius’s
time. In his article “At the Origins of ephoreia,” Zachary Chitwood explains the
meaning of épopeia in the Byzantine Empire, when the term denoted one of the
most important forms of monastic trusteeship. This form, which has no basis in
Roman law, was originally reserved exclusively for churchmen (in the function of
£€popogc,’3 an overseer of the lands of other churchmen or monks)74—as the author
notes and as the legal norms from the eleventh century, which reflect the law ac-
tually practiced in society, testify—because it was feared that church property (a
church or monastery) might otherwise fall into the hands of laymen.75 As Zachary
Chitwood notes, legal practices evident from the eleventh-century texts “reflect an
intermediate phase whereby the term which designated a bishop’s supervisory au-

71 For terms used for barbarian ‘Arian’ clerics, see R. W. Mathisen, Barbarian ‘Ari-
an’ clergy, Church Organisation, and Church Practices, Arianism: Roman Heresy and Bar-
barian Creed, ed. G. M. Berndt — R. Steinacher, Farnham, Surrey 2014, 170-172, 191. The
following terms were used for bishops: antistes, episcopus, patriarcha, praesul, primas, and
sacerdos.

72 Photius, Lexicon, s.vv. £€popog, Epopot, épopeia; C. Theodoridis (ed.), Photii patri-
archae lexicon (E—M), vol. 2, Berlin — New York 1998, http://stephanus.tlg.uci.edu.nukweb.
nuk.uni-lj.si/Iris/Cite?4040:032:220295. See also Z. Chitwood, At the Origins of ephoreia,
Byzantine and Modern Greek Studies 37(1) (2013), 55. Based on Photius’s explanations of
the selected terms in his Lexicon, it can be concluded that, when summarizing the content of
the works he read, Photius did not alter the terminology used by the authors of those works.
Thus, not only in the Epitome of Philostorgius’s Church History but also in the work of
anonymous author Life of Paul of Constantinople, the term €popog is used in a meaning that
is not given in Photius’s Lexicon.

73 Later, in the form of épopeia, an £popog could be a layman or churchman; Z. Chit-
wood, At the Origins of ephoreia, Byzantine and Modern Greek Studies 37(1) (2013), 58.

74 In the Peira, bishops are explicitly named as having the right of épopeia; Z. Chitwood,
At the Origins of ephoreia, Byzantine and Modern Greek Studies 37(1) (2013), 56-57, 61.

75 Z. Chitwood, At the Origins of ephoreia, Byzantine and Modern Greek Studies
37(1) (2013), 53-58.
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thority over the churches and monasteries within his jurisdiction began to indicate
the trusteeship of a bishop over independent religious houses.”’6 A more general
form of monastic trusteeship in the Middle Byzantine period was émitponn, which
has its origins in Roman legal categories. It was that of the énitporog and was not
reserved for churchmen only. By the middle of the eleventh century, the different
meanings of the two terms, £épopog and énitpomnog, had merged to such an extent that
they meant the same thing.7”

In modern Greek, the terms épopeio and €popog have no semantic refer-
ence to the function of a bishop or a diocese or to the church in general. The word
epopia still refers to a trusteeship but also has the following meanings: ‘revenue
office, department and tax office, excise office’. The meaning of the word £popog is
similar, denoting ‘trustee, curator, custodian’, as well as ‘tax inspector, director of
taxes’.78 All other terms used by Philostorgius to describe clerical orders retain the
meaning they had in Philostorgius’s time in modern Greek: enickomog, apylepéag,
npecPutepog, and d1dkovoc.

Anenka [leounnux
(Yuusep3urer y Jbyospanu, CrioBenuja)
HA3MBU HOCHUJIALIA IPKBEHUX CIIYXXBU
Y ®NJIOCTOPI'MIEBOJ HIPKBEHOJ NICTOPUIN

Unanak, Ha ocHoBy ®DuiocroprujeBe L[pkBene ucropuje y DOTHjEeBOM Ca}eTKy,
y nopehemy ca IpkBeHoM ucropujom EBceBuja, nenmma npkBeHux ncropuyapa Cokpara
Cxonactuka, Cozomena u Teomopera, kao u DorujeBuM aenom bubmmorxena, aHanmu3upa
ynotpeOy Ha3MBa HOCHJIALA Pa3IMYUTHX LPKBEHHUX CIyx0u y dunocroprujesoj LpkeeHoj
ucropuju. Y nopehemy ca MHPOKOM IaJeTOM Ha3WBa 3a Pa3IMYMTE LPKBEHE CIykKOe KOju
cy ce ycramwn y Lipkeu 1o npBe monoBuHe 5. Beka, @unocroprujesa LlpkBeHa ucropuja y
@DoTHjeBOM CaXeTKy JOHOCH NPHIMYHO CKpPOMaH H300p: emHucKomn (émickomog, apylepelg,
£popog), npesdurep (mpecPvtepog), hakon (Sidkovoc), MoHaX (LOVOYOC) M CBEIITCHCTBO
(xAiipog, minpopa). Hajuemhe ce y mery cnomume dyHknuja emuckona. C 003upoM Ha TO
Jla cy Kao HOCHOLM HajBHINNX (YHKIHMja Y TaJallkb0j IPKBEHO] XHjepapXHji Ha LPKBEHO-
MOJTUTHYKOM [TOZIPYjy MMAITH BPJIO BAXKHY YIIOTY M 9€CTO Cy OuTydy]jyhe yTuiuanu Ha norah)ama
y LipkBH, pa3syMJBHBO je Aa cy y Aeny o ucropuju Llpkse moceOHO nctakayt. MHOTO pehe ce
oMUY H3pa3u mpecPitepog U didkovoc. Mely n3pa3nma Koju 03HauaBajy emicKoIe, u3pas
émickomog je naneko Hajuemhe xopumrheH. [Ipeocrama nBa (&pylepevs, EQopoc) ce peTko
KOPHCTE, aJIi Cy BPJIO 3aHUMJBHBA, j€p N3BOPH JIETIO KaXKy KaKo € HHXOB 3Hauaj C pa3BojeM
L[PKBEHE OpraHu3alije MOoCTeNneHo Memhao. [loceOHa naxma y wianky nocsehena je uspasy
£popog. M3pas, koju je U3 mepuosa npe HacTaHka XpUIhaHCTBa HAjTIO3HATH]H Ka0 Ha3UB 32

76 7. Chitwood, At the Origins of ephoreia, Byzantine and Modern Greek Studies
37(1) (2013), 58-59.

77 Z. Chitwood, At the Origins of ephoreia, Byzantine and Modern Greek Studies
37(1) (2013), 61.

78 All explanations of words in modern Greek are from D. N. Stavropoulos, Oxford
Greek—English Learner s Dictionary, Oxford 1997 (ninth impression). See also G. D. Babi-
niotis, Ae€kd G vEog EMVIKNAG YADGGOG: e GYOMa Yo T GOOTH Ypnor tov Aégewv,
Athens 1998, 704.
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HajBHILIE Jp)KaBHe 3BaHHYHMKe y CriapTH, ofmabpanu XpuirhaHCKy ayTopu OOMYHO KOPHCTE
3anpencrassbambe bora win Vcyca Xpucra. @unocropruje je mel)y lrMMa roToBo jeIMHU KOjU
u3pa3 KOPUCTH Y 3Hauehy (QyHKIHMje enuckona. ako ce ped y U3BOpHMAa y OBOM 3HAYCHY
BpJ1o peTko cpehe, UMHH ce Jla je Ouila Telkhe MOBE3aHa ca yIOroM eIMCKOIa Hero ILITO Ce
Ha IpBU nonien YuHU. Y 11. BeKy u3pa3 £popeio 03HaYaBa yNpaBibatbe HaJl MAHACTUPHMA U
L[PKBaMa, LITO je OMJIO MOBEPEHO MCKJbYYHBO IpecTaBHUIMMA LIpKBE, YECTO eMUCKOIUMA.
Beh y 11. Beky n3pa3 Mema CBOje 3HaUCHE U HE YKIbYUyje caMo yIpaBJbame Koje Ou 0o
orpaHuueHo Ha npezacraBHuke Llpkse. [laHac peun gpopio U €POPOG Yy MOLEPHOM TPUKOM
jesuKy BuIIE HHUCY moceOHO moBe3aHe ca I[pkBom. Hacympor Tome, Ipyrd M3pasu Koje
dunocropruje KOpUCTH y cBojoj LIpkBeHoj HCTOpHjH 3a 03HAYaBabe HOCUIIALA PA3THUUTHX
LPKBEHUX CIY>KOH, 3aJp>Kalli Cy 3Ha4eHme Koje ¢y opMupaiy y mpBUM BeKOBUMa pa3Boja
LIPKBEHE OpraHu3aluje.
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