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PREFACE

THE object of this book is to present a sketch of a
notable man who lived in notable times. The author
was attracted to the task not by the consciousness of
possessing all the requisite qualifications, but rather
by the belief that some work of the kind was wanted ;
in that Theodore of Studium is well worth knowing,
and that very few English people have, as yet, had
much opportunity of knowing him. It is earnestly
hoped that those who read through this book will
realise how, in this one life, were focussed many
great historical tendencies which gave their character
to the churches and the civil societies of the Middle
Ages. But beyond this they will, it is hoped, profit
by being brought nearer to one who, with all the
fanlts over which no veil is here thrown, had in him
the elements of real greatness. The fascination of
Theodore’s character has been felt by most of the
historians of that period, even by some who have had
the minimum of sympathy with his religious principles.

The sources are indicated in the footnotes. The
chief original authorities are, of course, the works
of Theodore himself and the Byzantine chroniclers,
especially Theophanes® and his Continuator. Of the
editions of Theodore’s works some account is given
in the Appendix at the end of the book.

! For convenience’ sake, I give references to the Bonn edition of
Theophanes rather than to the oupe:iiior recent edition of De Boor.
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With regard to the general history of the period,
it is pleasant to be able to name three Englishmen
whose works are of the highest value: Finlay, whose
“ History of Greece” has been re-edited by Mr. Tozer ;
Dr. Hodgkin, whose researches into this period chiefly
relate to Western affairs, but who illuminates any
branch of history which he has occasion to touch
upon ; and Professor J. B. Bury, who, in his “ History
of the Later Roman Empire,” and still more in his
invaluable notes to Gibbon, has done very much for
those who desire to study both the times of Theodore
and Theodore himself.

Of smaller monographs, those on Theodore by
Dr. Carl Thomas and Dr. G. A. Schneider have been
found very useful. Dr. K. Schwarzlose’s Bilderstreit
is a most luminous study of the whole iconoclastic
controversy. Schlosser’s Bilderstiirmende Kaiser is
still useful, but more valuable for the purposes of
the present work has been the little treatise, De Studio,
of Abbé Marin.

The writer has to thank Dr. Edwin Freshfield, of
the Mint, Chipstead, for the beautiful photographs of
portions of Studium as it now is, and of the Golden
Gate, and also for the loan of some very helpful
books; and Dr. Kenyon, of the British Museum, for
permission to reproduce a part of a page of a Studite
Psalter (facing p. 146). She has also to thank her
brothers, Professor Percy Gardner of Oxford, and
Professor Ernest Gardner of London, for help in .re-
vising the proofs.

CAMBRIDGE, August 1905.
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THEODORE OF STUDIUM
HIS LIFE AND TIMES

CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION—GENERAL OUTLOOK FROM CONSTAN-
) TINOPLE IN THE MIDDLE OF THE EIGHTH
CENTURY

IN the south-west corner of the city of Constantinople,
near to the Seven Towers and the Golden Gate, stands
the Mosque called MirAchor Djami, formerly the basilica
of St. John of the Studium. Few passing travellers
know of its existence, and even archeeological explorers,
seeking, as a rule, either the purely classical or the
purely oriental, have given it but little attention. The
hour will soon be too late, as both the Church and
the remains of the monastic buildings adjoining are
speedily disappearing, and in the words of a recent
traveller, “it seems certain to perish in a few years
if nothing is dome.”' Yet those who have studied
the beautiful early capitals, with the rich and delicate
acanthus foliage and the crossing cornucopias, and
have admired the proportions of the Church whence
the marble pavement and the tasteful decorations have
long since been removed,’ cannot acquiesce readily in

1 W. H. Hutton, “ Constantinople,” p. 234.

? A few beautiful capitals have been brought to England by Dr. Edwin
Freshfield and placed by him in the Church of the Wisdom of God,

Lower Kingswood, Surrey. See illustrations p. 10 and p. 174.
A



2 THEODORE OF STUDIUM

this loss to all lovers of early Christian art. To
those who know even a little of the history of the
Monastery and of those who dwelt in it, the dese-
cration and neglect may seem matter for regret but
hardly for surprise. ' For it only reflects the compara-
tive indifference with which, at least till recent times,
not only the reading public in general but the whole
academic world has regarded the post-classical period
of Greek history. Yet that period comprises the
early developments of Christian doctrine and monastic
diseipline in regions which, after all, were near to
their original home. And both from the point of
view of the ecclesiastical investigator and of the more
general historian, the part played by Studium is by
no means contemptible. It has well been called “ the
Clugny of the East.” Yet in some ways, Studium
has rendered even greater services to the Church and
the world than were accomplished by Clugny. Like
Clugny it became the parent of many centres of religious
life and arduous labour; like Clugny it maintained
the cause of spiritual authority against material force ;
but it had a task greater from an intellectual stand-
point than any which fell singly to any particular
monastery of the West, in keeping alive the torch of
ancient learning. If neither Clugny nor Studium
escaped from exaggerations in the pursuit of their
ideals, it is surely now time to estimate aright the
services rendered by both and the constancy shown
in both to the causes which claimed their devotion.

It is not, however, with the general history of
Studium that we are at present concerned. That
history had begun very long before the times during
which the subject of this biography lived, nor did
bis connection with it begin early in his life—even
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in his active life. In fact, to his biographers it may
seem an additional proof of his strongly-marked char-
acter that a place in which he spent comparatively
little of his laborious life became afterwards so closely
associated with his memory that the Studium of earlier °
days, great and rich as it must have been, has merged
its historical interest in that of a community of which
it was in no sense the parent. The origin and char-
acter of the Monastery will concern us when we come
to the beginning of Theodore’s rule and the influence
of which it became the centre. At present we will
attempt to discriminate the leading features of the
period when Theodore first saw the light, and which
made up the physical and social environment of his
earlier days.

Theodore, commonly called the Studite, was born.
in Constantinople in 759 aA.n. It may be allowed
that the general indifference to the study of the early
Middle Ages, especially to that of Eastern Europe,
before the ninth century, if not justifiable, is more
or less explicable. The reader is confused by weari-
some spectacles of palace intrigues, monotonous wars,
hair-splitting theological controversies seasoned by
bitter personal venom, and he finds in the East few
if any men of power to give interest and significance
to the current of events. But, on the other hand,
he finds after every time of unusual depression, a lift-
ing of the clouds, the advent of a stronger dynasty
or a new policy which wards off immediate dangers,
and gives the Empire a new lease of life. For if in
other things Byzantium was the danghter of Rome,
she was pre-eminently so in that peculiar recuperative
power which won for the City the title of ““Eternal.”
Readers of Roman history are puzzled to account for
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the fact that so cumbersome a vessel, with so many
defects in construction, should have weathered so many
storms. But from early times onward, ever and anon,
when foes without and dissensions within had seemed
likely to bring about a final destruction, some able man
or some fortunate conjunction of men and circumstances
had effected, if not a regeneration of the state, a re-
adaptation to altered conditions. 8o had it been more
than once before the days of Augustus; so again in
his time; in that of Diocletian and Constantine; in
that of Justinian; later on, in the days of Heraclius
and in those of Leo the Isaurian. Permanent success
was granted to none of these re-organising emperors.
Yet the work accomplished in each case was a service
to human civilisation. For the Empire was through
many ages the only guardian of Helleno-Roman culture
against the untamed barbarism of the North and the
organised fanaticism of the East.

The leading questions to be thought out, worked
out, or fought out during the latter part of the eighth
century and the succeeding period, and also the
champions of rival causes, were on a larger scale and of
more general interest than those of the two centuries
preceding. This becomes manifest if we take a most
cursory glance at the chief events happening about the
time of Theodore’s birth. England will not concern us
in our present studies, but we may notice that England
was coming more into the stream of European progress,
since just then Offa of Mercia seemed to be attaining
that superiority over the other kings in Britain which
afterwards passed over to the West Saxons, and the
same Offa, while doing something towards the creation
of a united English nation, was also tightening the
bonds between England and Rome. Again, it was
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about four years before Theodore’s birth that the

Englishman Boniface was slain in the midst of his
missionary labours on the continent—labours that
indicated an aspiration after a united Christendom, and
helped to bring about a lasting result through tem-
porary failure. In Western Europe, Pippin the Frank
was at that moment fighting against the Saracens in
Spain, and by his victories, in conjunction with the
remains of the Visigothic people, wresting Narbonne
from the Mohammedsgns, and thereby restricting their
power to the regions south of the Pyrenees. Five

years previously, in 754, Pippin, on receiving the rite ;

of coronation at the hands of Pope Stephen II., had
exchanged the title of Mayor of the Palace for that of
King of the Franks, and two years later he had made
that arrangement in Italy which was the beginning of
the temporal power of the Papacy. For in the year,
which, as'Dr. Hodgkin' has pointed out, almost exactly
corresponds with the date—on the other side of our
era—of the foundation of Rome, the Power which, in
spite of changes in situation and in constitution, still
claimed to hold the undying authority of the * Respub-
lica,” had lost all hold on Italy by the fall of the
exarchate of Ravenna into the hands of the Lombards
(751 A.p.). The Lombards were speedily to be ousted
by the Frank, who at first conquered not for himself
but for the successor of St. Peter. But the emperors,
especially those of the strong Isaurian dynasty that
began with Leo IIL, were not likely to view so
serious a loss with equanimity. Whether Italy and
the Empire would be permanently loosened from the
ties, both secular and spiritual, which had bound them

1 «Jtaly and her Invaders,” Vol. VIL. book viii. ch. viii. p. 164.
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\‘together was still an open question in the early days
‘of Theodore.

For these events in the West were closely connected
with movements which began in Theodore’s native city
of Constantinople, and which largely determined the
character both of his mind and of his fortunes. At
this time, as we have already seen, the Empire was
making successful resistance to external foes and to
internal disorders. Constantine V. (Copronymus or
Caballinus), who had been reigning for nineteen years
when Theodore was born, was pursuing the general
lines struck out by his father, Leo III., first of the
Isaurian house. It was Leo who effected a brilliant
repulse of the Saracens from the walls of Constantinople
in 718 A.D. (“really an ecumenical date,” as Professor
Bury remarks),' since from this time forth the great

. Omeyyad dynasty declined in power, and Christendom

was saved from immediate danger. Leo and Constan-
tine were constantly carrying on war with the Saracens
in Asia, and, speaking generally, they were successful.
At the same time the Bulgarians were constantly in-
vadmg Thrace; and in the year of Theodore’s birth,
‘Constantine suffered a defeat at their hands, which was
Ldequately avenged a few years later.

‘We have again to reckon Leo and Constagtine among
the later Roman legislators or codifiers. Tha Ecloga, a
compendinm of the laws to be acknowledged in public
and private life, was published in 740, and was accom-
panied by codes relating particularly to military,
agricultural, and naval matters respectively. The
Isaurians were careful administrators, and looked them-
selves into the financial details of the Empire with a
view to accuracy and economy.

1 « History of the Later Roman Empire,” vol. ii. p. 405.
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Strange indeed must it seem that men of such glear
heads, with great organising faculties, patient in
carrying out their designs, apparently conscientious in
the discharge of their duties, free to all appearance
from either petty scruple or misleading sentimentalism,
should have superfluously embarked on an enterprise
which well-nigh cost them their power in the ancient
home of their empire, and which aroused an opposition
to their policy among the ablest thinkers and most
capable workers of those who owned their sway.

The bearings of the Iconoclastic Controversy on
the whole life of the time, the conflicts which it
involved among theological conceptions and practical
principles, will concern us much in the course of our
inquiries. The origin must remain obscure. Here
we will merely point out & few of the most notable
events in connection with it which occurred before
the beginning of our narrative. It was most likely
in the year 726 that the first edict against images
was issued by Leo III. Whether or no the great
voleanic disturbances which took place in 725, near
to the island of Thera, had seemed a demonstration. '
of Divine wrath against idolatry in the eyes of an|
Emperor whom his direst foes would not accuse of *
superstition ; whether he was following the policy of
the Caliph Yezid, who had begun operations against
images a few years before ; whether he was influenced
by the injunctions of Jews, heretics, or renegade -
Catholics—are questions we must postpone for the
present. The order was issued on the authority of
the Emperor only. His attempt to obtain the assent
and support of the Patriarch Germanus signally failed,
as did apparently his efforts to win the approval of
the heads of the Academy which represented and
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fostered higher education in Constantinople. The
lower classes of the people were, as might naturally
be supposed, violently averse to the proposed changes,
and apparently the first actual sufferers in the con-
flict were the workmen employed in hewing to pieces
a mosaic representing Christ which stood above the
gate called Chalce.' Probably the measures which
followed a State Council—oddly called a Stlentium—
in 739 were, no less than the previous ones, due to
Leo’s personal initiation and authority. The Patriarch
Germanus was formally deposed, and a more pliant
ecclesiastic, Anastasius by name, was set on his
throne. :

Meantime, a strong opposition had arisen in the
West. Pope Gregory II., on receiving notice of the
iconoclastic decrees, had at once protested in writing :
“That the Emperor ought not to concern himself
with matters of faith nor to change the ancient
doctrines of the Church as taught® by the Holy
Fathers.” The subsequent action of the Pope is
not easy to trace. Italy was in a seething state, and
the iconoclastic decrees seem rather to have pre-
cipitated than originated a widespread revolt against
the Emperor, to which heavy taxes had already
given provocation. According to the principal Greek

! Or possibly it may have been an image in the stricter sense. Ac-
cording to one account, it was itself called Chalce ; according to another,
Antiphonates. See note in Hodgkin, loc. cit. p. 456. In any case, the
image was in a lofty position, though some accounts represent the first
edict as only directed against such pictures as were situated within reach
of the worshipper, and thus liable to be physically saluted. For the whole
controversy, see Theophanes (our chief authority) and Mansi, Historva
Concsliorum.

! Theophanes, Bonn edition, p. 621. Observe that this opposition of
Gregory IL to Leo does not rest on the probably spurious letters assigned
to him.
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authority, Gregory stimulated this resistance; ac-
cording to the more probable accounts of the Latin
writers, he tried to restrain it. Policy at that
juncture might have prompted the same course of
action as that which was prescribed by loyalty and
desire for peace. In 731 Gregory III, having suc-
ceeded to the Papacy, called a synod of Italian
bishops, which denounced the penalty of excom-
munication against all despisers of the holy images.
The religious difference was now added to the earlier
Italian complications. The Emperor withdrew both
Illyricum and Southern Italy from obedience to the
Roman See. When the Pope required outside help
against the Lombards, Constantinople was the last
quarter whence it might be hoped for. The result,
most momentous for the whole course of European
history, was, as we have seen, the armed interven-
tion of the Franks, and the abeyance of imperial
authority in the West, till it should be restored
under very different auspices, with new duties and
new supports.

The iconoclastic policy of Constantine V., who
succeeded his father in 741, seems to have been
more thorough-going and systematic than that of
Leo. He attempted to gain support for his measures
by means of a Church Council; but as none of the
great patriarchs were present it is not counted ex-
cept as the pseudo-council of Constantinople of 753.!
It had been preceded by “ Silentia,” or councils, in
various cities, was attended by three hundred and
thirty-eight bishops, and was presided over by Theo-
dosius, Bishop of Ephesus. In the iconoclastic decree

1 754 (1. For difficulties in the chronology of this period, see Bury
LRE, ii. p. 425.
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which it passed, the favourers of images were placed
in the dilemma of choosing between Monophysitism
or Nestorianism ; either they must be endeavouring
to represent the Divine Nature to the human senses,
which would be blasphemous, or they must be dividing
the nature of Christ, which would be heretical. As
we shall see hereafter, this argument had as much
force as most dilemmas on the minds of those who
had learned to parry intellectual blows, and not much
more on those who, if they could not lodge them-
selves between the horns of a dilemma, would have
little standing - room for their religious opinions.
What is of more immediate interest to us is the
ceaseless warfare waged from this time forward be-
tween the iconoclastic emperors and the monks.

It is by no means easy to decide whether Con-
stantine V. persecuted the monks because they upheld
the icons, or whether icons and monks together pro-
voked his detestation as maintaining a particular type
of piety which he personally disliked, and which seemed
to him undesirable for the public cause. He and his
father, whether attracted or not by the simplicity of
Mohammedan doctrine, had seen Mohammedanism at
work, and they knew that a religion without asceticism,
without external symbols, without saint-wolghip or
religious orders, possessed a power in the fied and
on the march which enabled ordinary men to forego
private inclinations and face imminent death.

For centuries there had been a recognised incon-
sistency in Christian lands between the ideal reverenced
by the pious and the claims of the state on the ser-
vices of the citizen. To practise celibacy when many
countries were perishing for lack of men, to gather
into separate communities at a time when the public
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service demanded a patriotic zeal of the most active
kind—to love to dwell on hidden mysteries and to
make much of fine points of metaphysical subtlety,
when sound practical sense was the one thing needed
to save the state—all this might move an irritable
patriot to secularism and dispose an autocratic ruler
to persecution. It was not only the monks, but also
laymen whose religious practices and feelings resembled
those of the monks who moved the ire of Constantine.
The tendency to call on a sacred name—of Christ or
of the Virgin—in a moment of unexpected peril, the
habit of frequent church-going, the observance of vigils
and fasts—became a crime in the eyes of one who had
practically the power to decide what should constitute
crime in a despotically ruled empire. To compel
monks to give up their wealth might seem necessary
for the threatened security of the state. To enforce
the breach of monastic vows was undeniably intolerant,
but not beyond the reach of justification under stress of
circumstances. But to expose to public ridicule and
to visit with severe penalties those practices which
popular piety approved and clerical learning justified,
was to throw down the glove to the religion of the
people. Constantine was not an argumentative theo-
logian, like some of his predecessors and followers.
Yet he could form a telling argument, sharpened with
a point of ridicule, as when, & propos of the worship
of the Virgin, he asked an ecclesiastic what was the
worth of a wooden box that had once held gold?
But if the theological emperors had sometimes made
themselves undignified, the persecuting emperors soon
made themselves hated. It is difficult to give them
credit, as some of their Protestant apologists would
do, for a desire to reform religion and to make the

N
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people more rational in their piety. How much of
a real reforming spirit is to be found among those
who carried out the iconoclastic policy we shall have
to inquire hereafter. Our present object is only to
obtain a general view of the conflicting tendencies in
Church and State at the time when our narrative
begins.

" One word more before we pass from this prelimi-
nary survey to the main subject of our study; we are
apt, when we read of anarchy and of barbarian in-
vasions, both in East and West; when we see the
same kind of ecclesiastical discussions going on all
over Europe; when we realise the deterioration of
art and literature in the lands where, a few centuries
before, they had reached so high a point of develop-
ment—to fancy that by this time Greeco-Roman civil-
isation was all played out, that the name “Roman
Empire” was as inapplicable to the dominion of Con-
stantine as to that which was founded half-a-century
later by Charles. Yet such a view would be erroneous.
In spite of decadence in many realms of culture, in
spite of dangers which had robbed the Eastern Empire
of its ancient security, and of disorders that hindered
the ordinary course of civilised life, in spite of the loss
of many treasures and traditions of ancient times, and
the gradual drifting away of Constantinople from the
yet more venerated home of cultare and of order, yet
after all the city where Theodore was born and bred
was at that moment the focus of the best civilisation
that existed, and contained within itself enough of the
ancient world to vindicate it from any suspicion of
encroaching barbarism. Remote indeed seems the
Constantinople of the eighth century from all our
modern ideas and ways, yet the London or the Paris
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of those days might perhaps seem still farther re-
moved from us than that *“queenly” city. For there
men could still enjoy the delights and refinements
of Greek life, and admire the masterpieces of Hellenic
art, as they strolled from hippodrome and theatre to
church and monastery, from the busy harbours of
the Golden Horn to the secluded garden of the old
foundation of Studium.

[The autharities for this introductory sketch are numerous, and
many of them have been already cited. The principal original
authorities are the Chronographia of Theophanes, and the docu-
ments in Mansi’s Concilia. Among modern guides we have Bury’s
“Later Roman Empire,” the last three volumes of Hodgkin’s
¢Italy and her Invaders,” Gibbon, with Professor Bury’s notes,
Hefele's ¢ History of Church Councils ” (last volume), and Schwarz-
lose’s Bilderstreit.]
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CHAPTER II

BIRTH AND EDUCATION OF THEODORE—FORMATIVE
INFLUENCES OF HIS EARLY LIFE

Ir the time of Theodore’s early days was one of great
agitation in matters political and ecclesiastical, he
may be said to have grown to manhood in the very
thick of the fray. For his native city, Constantinople,
was the great centre of all the movements and contests
of the time, and the family into which he was born
was, on both sides, intimately connected with the
administration of the imperial government and intensely
susceptible to the religious influences around.

We have the advantage of possessing two * Lives ”
of Theodore,' one of which, at least, seems to have
been the work of a follower and disciple, and the still
more valuable records given by himself in his funeral
discourses on his mother Theoctista® and his uncle
Plato.® True, the ““Lives” do not satisfy our curiosity
on some points, and have the failings usually found
in works written primarily for edification; while the
Orations labour under the disadvantages which en-
cumber all distinctly panegyrical discourses. Nor do
the various sources always agree as to details. Never-
theless, they give us a good deal of material for
forming, not only a fairly clear narrative, but also

1 For these two lives, see note at the end of this chapter. I shall refer
to the shorter one as Vita B, to the longer as Vita 4.,
* Oratio xiii.
3 Oratio xi.
x4
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a vivid picture of the persons and events most im-
portant to Theodore during a great part of his life.
Theodore’s father was a certain Photinus, who
held a post in the imperial treasury—in Latin his /\
position is called ‘“regionum vectigalium queestor”®
—his mother, alady of good birth, Theoctista, daughter '/
of Sergius and Euphemia, “ distinguished as to family
and no less admirable in character.” Biographers, of
an age when word-play was considered elegant, liked
to dwell on his “luminous” father and his ‘God-
created” mother. But in fact the luminary only
shines for them by a reflected light, and hardly any-
thing is recorded of Photinus except his prudence,
piety, and deference to his wife. It is even uncertain
at what approximate age he died® He seems to have
had three brothers, like-minded with himself in religious
disposition.® With Theoctista the case is otherwise.
Her son—who seems to have been the eldest, at least
of her boys—always cherished a sincere admiration and
affection for her. In a letter, written while she was
suffering from a dangerous illness, he extols her self-
denying life, and expresses his grief that the cares
of his office, more binding than iron chains, prevent
him from coming to her. When she actually died—
probably some time later, as he seems to have been
actually present with her at the end—he pronounced
to the monks under his care a discourse of great
interest, as giving the portrait of a pious and wealthy
lady in fashionable Byzantine society. Theoctista

! Vita B, 2. rapias éxpnudrice tédy Bacixdy pépeov.

3 He is not mentioned in Theodore’s letter to his mother, among those
of the family who are already departed (Lsb. i. Ep. 6), but I have not
found any mention of him as living.

3 For the three brothers of Photinus, see note at end of this chapter.
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had lost her parents in the great plague® which ravaged
Constantinople in 749, and which was regarded by
the orthodox as a judgment on iconoclasm. Her
brother, Plato, was able to work his way up by diligence
and industry, becoming first a notary, then a clerk
of the imperial exchequer, fulfilling the functions of
an office the honour—and probably the emolument—
of which went to his negligent guardian. Theoctista,
meanwhile, was allowed to grow up without education,
till, with an energy equal to her brother’s, she took
the matter into her own hands. This does not seem
to have been till after her marriage, which was probably
an early one. Her ideas of matronly duty did not
allow of her giving the daylight hours to literary
occupation, but she found time for her studies late at
night and early in the morning. Thus she taught her-
gelf letters ypaumari{es éavryy 5 codn xai ovveri(e, and
being, even in early youth, of a religious turn of mind,
committed the Psalter to memory. Meantime she
adopted a severely ascetic life, wearing a dress like a
widow's, eating little meat, fasting rigorously, especially
in Lent, while making-believe to take part in necessary
banquets, and keeping her eyes downcast when she
attended improper spectacles. Her attention to her
children and to her household duties was assiduous.
She seems to have cared more for the comfort of
her servants than for her own, since, besides their
ordinary allowance of bread, wine and bacon, she
always saw that from time to time, especially on
feast days, they had some fresh meat, fish and other
delicacies. Being a careful housekeeper and a strict

~

1 See Theodore’s “ Life of Abbot Plato,” 3, 4, and Theophanes, cf.
355. The accounts are ghastly and inexplicable. Both speak of coloured
crosses appearing on the clothes of the victvms.
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disciplinarian, and naturally of a quick temper, it
sometimes occurred that acts of theft or negligence
would provoke her to exercise the prerogative of
mistress over slave, and deal not only reprimands but
sharp blows. On such occasions, however, penitence
speedily followed. Retiring to her room, she would
slap her own cheeks, to realise the pain she had given,
and then would send for the injured servant and make
humble apology. Hospitality and liberality to the
poor and the sick were marked traits in her character,
and her care for her own children was constant and
watchful. She kept her daughter secluded from worldly
follies, and instructed her in the Scriptures and in the
care of the sick. Every night, after her children had
gone to bed, she visited them and signed them with
the cross, and in the morning, on arising from her
scanty night's rest, she aroused them to join with
her in early prayer.

These children seem to have been four in number, *
Theodore, Joseph, Euthymius, and a daughter whose - \
name is not known.! They must have been closely
attached to one another, and receptive of the same
kind of impressions. At the age of seven Theodore
was brought under outside influences, those of his
instructors in letters.

The names of Theodore’s teachers are not preserved
for us. We do not even know whether the teaching
that he received was private or shared by others.
Grammarians and rhetoricians had always stood high in
Constantinople. Special immunities and privileges had

! Some writers take the expression éfadéA¢n in Vita B, 15, to mean \
that the Empress Theodote was sister's daughter to Theodore, which _\
would imply that there was another decidedly older sister in the family.

But it seems more likely that Theodote was Theodore’s cousin.
B
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. been granted to them by many successive emperors,
and salaries were guaranteed to them by the state,
though there is no ground for supposing that they were
quite independent of the fees of their pupils. Besides
teachers, books abounded and were probably easy of
access. Here, however, we come upon a difficulty.
We have already noticed a curious story, which hardly
claims our acceptance, of an Academy at Constanti-
- nople burned down by Leo III, along with the pro-
+_ fessors who acted as librarians and refused to execute
the iconoclastic decrees. This academy' is said to
have been presided over by a Doctor, who bore the
title * (Ecumenical” and was supported by twelve
colleagues. However this may have been, we know,
on the testimony of Themistius, that Constantine the
Great founded a library. It was later increased by
Julian, and under Valens it was cared for by four
Greeks and three Latin librarians. In the time of
Basiliscus and of Zeno, it was wholly or partially
burned and refounded, and its later station was in the
Octagon, near to the part of the city called Chalche.
Now if it was just in that region that the first removal
of images was begun, we should find some reason for
Leo’s consultation of the doctors and for his displeasure
at their unwillingness to remove the images, without
resorting to the hypothesis of a permanent Council of
Learned Men or the strange act of imperial incen-
diarism. Such speculations apart, however, we should
like to be able to determine whether from the time of
“"Leo to that of Bardas, as some historians say, there‘\;
was really no first-rate public library in Constantinople, :»,\

! The locus classicus here is Zonaras, iii. 340. For Libraries and
Librarians in Constantinople see discourse in Constantinopolis Christiana,
by Ducange
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since that would touch a question of importance for
our present purpose: how far Theodore, during the
years of his education, was familiarised with the chief
works of classical antiquity. The silence of Theophanes
would lead us to suppose that the great library was
there, even if diminished in size. Books must have
been easily procurable in Constantinople, or the ravages
of fires could not thus have been redressed. One man
at least who was Theodore’s younger contemporary,
Photius, afterwards Patriarch of Constantinople, was a
scholar of encyclopedic learning, and yet the period of
his education would, if the great fire is admitted, have
fallen within the time during which the Library was
in abeyance. '

It might be thought that such an important point
as the acquaintance of Theodore with Greek literature
ought to be easily decided from his biographies or from
his own works. But here our biographer, in want of
material, falls back on commonplace statements with
moralising commentaries. He tells us how diligently
and successfully Theodore prosecuted his studies in
Grammar, Dialectic (“ which those skilled in it call
philosophy ”), and Rhetoric, and dwells much on the
good conduct and piety which marked his student life.
“ Grammar” should, of course, include general litera-
ture, but it was quite possible, then as now, for a
student to acquire sufficient knowledge to pass muster
in a crowd without going beyond compendia and books
of extracts. The study of Dialectic was, of course,
based on Aristotle, and it may be said that a belief
in the power of argument was a legacy of the Pagan
Greeks to the Eastern Church. Rhetoric was in the

! There was in Photius’ time a college which had been founded by
Bardas. But whence came its books?
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same way an instrument for religious teaching which
had to be acquired along the lines of secular instruction.

. The fact that Theodore became proficient in these

subjects would not. by itself prove that he received a
broadly based Greek education.

Nor do his writings help us to decide the question.
He does not make first-hand quotations from the
classics, though this by no means proves that he
was personally unacquainted with them. We might
imagine that if he had read Plato, he could hardly have
kept himself from quoting Platonic passages where
they would evidently have been capable of interpreta-
tion on his side and against the iconoclasts. But after
all, in quoting those of the Fathers most deeply imbued
with Platonic philosophy,—particularly Basil—he may
have thought that to go beyond a Christian Father to
seek the origin of his principles in a heathen philosopher
would have weakened rather than confirmed any cause.
Yet there can be no doubt that in so far as Theodore
and those of the same school were Platonists in mind,
they preferred to take their Platonism, or at least to
exhibit it, at second hand. Similarly, in our own days,
many theologians acknowledge principles which have
been ultimately derived from Kant and Hegel, -while
they may have as little actual familiarity with those
philosophers as any of their readers or audience.

The facts remain, of course, that the Greek classics
were to be read in the Byzantine libraries, that
Theodore had a deep respect for books and learning,
and that he did seriously devote himself to prolonged
and arduous studies, both during his early youth and
in later years. At the same time, we know that the
accumulation of learning was not only a possible fact
but one actually accomplished by some of his con-
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temporaries. Yet even with some of the undoubtedly
learned, the curious position of conscious intellectual
indebtedness to a system and to persons whose autho-
rity had been repudiated, had involved a want of that
sense of proportion which is essential to real literary
culture.

Take for instance John of Damascus, an elder con=\
temporary of Theodore, who had been, as his biographer °
tells us, well instructed in all Greek learning, and who .
wrote both an elaborate Dialectica and an account of
One Hundred Sects or Heresies prevalent in his own
or in earlier days. He actually confounds, or seems
to confound, Pythagoreans with Peripatetics, and the
chief mark of the Platonists seems to him to be the
socialistic ideal of Plato’s ““ Republic.” If Theodore had
ever wished to convert heathens, or even to demonstrate
the superiority of Christianity to Paganism in any way,
we should have known whether his knowledge as to
pagan philosophy was clear or confused. But neither
pagan philosophy nor ancient history was required to
yield him arms for the dialectical contests of his life.

Theodore’s zeal for knowledge, as he conceived it,
and his familiarity with the Scriptures and with the
Greek Fathers, is evident all through his writings.
And no less clear is his appreciation of the need
of clearness in terminology, and careful observance of
logical forms, on the part of those who undertake to
prove or disprove any controverted doctrine. In one
of his letters, addressed to a young monk who seems
to have been writing about what he did not understand,!
he reproaches him bitterly for using technical terms—
such as relative, type, and the like—without having

1 L1, ii. Ep. 151.
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acquired the grammatical and philosophical skill that
would have enabled him to use them accurately.

In rhetoric or eloquence Theodore certainly obtained
a high place, all the more, perhaps, if, as his biographer
says, he despised the empty verbiage which encum-
bered the study. Hisstyle can hardly be called simple,
but when he was purposely aiming at a practical end
and could afford to throw his oratorical flowers away,
he could speak very vigorously and much to the
point. He must have studied poetry with care, as
far as the laws of versification are concerned. As to
his readings in the poets, we have no evidence. But
he learned to write elegant verse in the classical metres,
and also to compose according to the new and ela-
borate ecclesiastical system of hymn or ode writing,
in which accent was gradually beginning to supersede
quantity.

What help he had at home in his studies, we are
not able to say. In one of his letters' he mentions
a commentary on St. John as of (which may mean
either belonging to or written by) his father according
to the flesh. But it hardly seems likely that Photinus,
of whom we know so little, should have been a theo-
logical writer,.though it is quite probable that he was
a lover of books.

Theodore’s quiet years of early study seem to have
lasted till he was twenty-two years old. This fact
suggests the question whether, in his studies, any
practical objects were set before him,—whether he
were preparing himself for any profession or calling.
It might be supposed that his disposition and tastes
would have inclined him towards the clerical profes-

1 31 of Cozza-Luzi Collection.
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sion,—but we can hardly find any clear traces of such
a profession at Constantinople just at this time. The
leading ecclesiastics seem in many cases to have been
promoted from the ranks of the laity—though this
was, of course, against canonical rule—or else to have
entered the Church through the cloister. It seems

most probable that before Theodore definitely gave “K

up his life in the world altogether for one of monastic

seclusion, he was regarded as likely to follow some ¥

such lines as those of his father and uncle, and to rise
gradually to a position of wealth and standing in the
Imperial Service. This consideration brings us to the
highly interesting question whether Theodore, and Plato
before him, acquired in the Offices of the Government
the neat and business-like handwriting for which they
both became famous. We must return to this subject
later.

There was probably no actual need for Theodore to
earn a livelihood, as his family had landed possessions,
especially in Asia Minor, and his father’s office must
have been a lucrative one. Of one fact we may be
sure—that he mixed in the upper society of Constanti-
nople, and acquired that knowledge of men and
manners, with habits of courtesy and social tact, which
mark his correspondence, and entitle him all through
life to the title of gentleman. Possibly to those who
do not realise the excessive and scrupulous etiquette
and ceremony which distinguish Byzantine society, his
urbanity may seem to have a tinge of servility. In
any case, it is an important fact that in early life
he learned to know men and society, and that he was
not an alien to the aristocratic world in which he was

1 See chap. xii.
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obliged later to seek for partisans. And there seems to
be something quite genuine in Theodore’s appreciation
of piety and purity as he discerned it among the reli-
giously disposed of the members of the upper circles.
To him the monastic life was 'always the highest.
Any man or woman who had adopted and forsaken it
was to be regarded as one who had put the hand to
the plough and looked back. Yet the example of his
mother and probably that of other members of his
family had shown him that even in the world a good
and pure life might be lived. He always seems to
have felt tenderness for children, and to have admired

-conjugal affection and fidelity. He can never be ac-

cused of having such an exclusively monastic standard
of excellence as to discourage efforts towards virtuous
living under the ordinary conditions of society.

It may be remarked that the high and honoured
position of Photinus and Theoctista, taken together with
their recognised piety, would lead us to doubt whether
the persecutions of Constantine Caballinus touched
those of the laity who, while disapproving his anti-
monastic and iconoclastic policy, did not incur sus-
picion by offending any of his strongest prejudices or
feelings. After all, Constantine had a daughter who
was notable for her piety and had a nun for her god-
mother.! If, during his reign, the family had shown
any intentions of forsaking the world, the case might
have been otherwise.

An interesting point in Theodore’s account of his
mother is her freedom from the superstition of her con-
temporaries,—the very trait which the iconoclasts were
always holding up for opprobrium in their opponents.

1 See Bury : “ Later Roman Empire,” bk. vi. ch. v., note at end.
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She refused to allow in the case of her children the
curious ceremonies practised on new-born babes. Pos-
gibly the view that such ceremonies were derived from
the Devil may itself be regarded as savouring of
superstition. But the prevalence of belief in magic and
the resistance made to it in the name of Christianity
is a fact to be taken account of in the controversies of
the times. If almost everybody was credulous, the
anti-iconoclasts had no monopoly.

The strenuous piety of Theoctista and her resistance
to the worldly ideas and practices of her neighbours
was encouraged by the reputation and influence of her
brother Plato, although during the days of persecution
he was not able to show himself openly in Constanti-
nople. Plato had early conceived a desire to flee from
the world, and he executed it in somewhat dramatic
fashion. He left Constantinople with one servant,
crossed the straits, and wandered away to a desolate
region till he came to a cavern into which he entered.
He then gave his head to be shorn by his attendant,
put on a vile garment, and sent the man back with his
ordinary clothes to the city. The servant departed
weeping, and Plato went on his way till he came to
the monastery of Symboli, in Bithynia, over which a
holy man Theoctistus presided as abbot.! Plato was
admitted to the abbot’s presence, and replied satis-
factorily to the questions put to him. Nevertheless
Theoctistus feared that a man of gentle birth and good
social position would find such a life as that which he
contemplated too severe for his endurance. But Plato
would take no repulse. * Father,” he exclaimed, ““I
give up all to you, mind and will and body; treat

1 The name suggests kinship to the family of Plato and Theoctista,
and we are told that the family had possessions in Bithynia.
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your servant as you will ; he will obey you in every-
thing.” Thus Plato began his life as monk. As time
went on, he never relaxed either in active labours or
in private discipline. In course of time his reputation
grew, and on the death of Theoctistus he succeeded to
his office. '

These were the years of persecution. But better
times were at hand. In 775, Constantine Caballinus
died, and was succeeded by his son, Leo IV., commonly
called, from his mother’s race, the Khazar. Leo did
not at once reverse nor did he actually continue the
ecclesiastical policy of his father. He does not seem
to have been a strong man, and he was in a very
difficult position, as he had several grown-up brothers
of doubtful loyalty, a young son, whose succession he

~ wished to secure, & very ambitious wife, and probably a

feeble physical constitution which made a long tenure
of power improbable. Ireme, the Empress, was an
Athenian, a devoted venerator of images, and from in-
clination or policy inclined to favour the monks. At
first it seemed as if a compromise would be made. Leo
showed himself ““ & friend of the God-bearer and of the
monks,”—not, however, of the icons. On the death
of the iconoclastic Patriarch, a man of learning and

L ‘good reputation was appointed to succeed him, Paul

of Cyprus, who had attained the ecclesiastical grade of
Lector. Paul seems to have hoped for a restoration
of the old state of things, but Leo, urged perhaps by
the fear of a faction which had risen in insurrection
under some of his brothers, began after a time to use
strong measures against the opponents of iconoclasm.
What kind of policy he would ultimately have adopted
is uncertain, as he died in 780, after a troubled reign
of five years, leaving his throne to his son Constantine,
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aged ten, and under the guardianship of his mother
Irene.

The Empress had now a fair field for carrying out
her own ideas. Whatever her moral character may
have been, she was certainly a woman of capacity.
She proved herself more than a match for the
recalcitrant uncles, and her respect for the monastic
state was rather oddly shown in her orders for the
tonsure of the most illustrious rebels. The patriarch
Paul, penitent and miserable, desired to retire from an
office in which he had not acted up to his convictions.
Happily, death saved him from any such humiliation.
His last request,—that the question of the icons should
be decided by a General Council—was accepted as an
obligation by his successor. This was Tarasius, a
layman of distinction, whose political experience was
likely to stand the Empress in good stead. He did
not in the subsequent history prove himself a very
strong champion of the monastic cause, but his
influence, when freely exercised, was in favour of
the monks and of the icons.

There was now no need for Plato to absent himself

from Constantinople. His vows had not been such as
to preclude him from exercising social influence, and
when he returned to his old surroundings, the spell
of his strong character was first felt by his sister

and her children, and especially by Theodore. This .

influence brought about a renunciation of all secular
life on the part of the whole family. It was not a
difficult matter to accomplish, as they possessed estates
in Bithynia, a province where ascetics and ascetic
communities seem to have flourished. In the late
troubles, the religious houses for women had become
disorganised, but Theoctista would be able to live

~ ~
Pl
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“cellular fashion” with her little daughter, while her
husband and his three brothers, her son Theodore and
his brothers, Joseph and Euthymius, could probably
be accommodated in suitable places of retirement,
possibly all of them under the direct supervision of
Plato himself.

Theodore gives a pathetic account of the parting
of mother and sons. The wave of enthusiasm seems
to have carried away the whole family, yet at the last
moment the youngest boy, Euthymius, felt his heart
fail, and clung around his mother’s neck, imploring
that he might remain with her. But her answer was
inexorable: “If you do not go willingly, my child,
I with my own hand will drag you on board the
ship.” This seems an inhuman speech, but in point
of fact there seems to have been quite free consent
to the breaking up of the family on the part of all
its members, and in the case of Theoctista, the ties of
family affection were not snapped by the adoption of
a new life.

If Theodore himself felt any weakness, he is not
likely to have expressed it. It seems to have been a
good deal by his persuasion that the final step was
taken, and he had found a hero-model as well as a
spiritual father in his uncle, with whose fortunes
his own were hereafter to be very closely linked.

If, from :this critical moment, we look back on
Theodore’s early life and training, we see how fitly it
had prepared him for the part he was to play in life,
as religious controversialist, as monastic reformer, and
as party leader. Family surroundings had fostered his

" natural tendency to emphasise the religious side of

life and thought, and his reading had been in great
part theological. Yet he had learned to look at reli-



-

BIRTH AND EDUCATION 29

gious questions, not perhaps in what we should call
a philosophic aspect, but at least as a genuine Greek
must look at all matters which are to be discussed
according to logical principles, and contemplated under
the forms of the old philosophies. The practices which
he had observed in his mother, the example of asceti-
cism shown in his uncle, their utter disregard of all
worldly considerations where higher interests were
at stake, had helped to form in his mind a type of
the devout and self-denying life which was to serve
as the model of many influential communities. And
his intercourse with men and women of various char-
acters and modes of life had given him a certain
power of discerning character and of appealing to re-
sponsive feelings, which was essential to his success as
champion of a fluctuating cause. At the same time,
apart from any such evident advantages as a youth of
his great capacity might derive from friends, teachers,
and society, there was nourished in him one quality in
which so many of his contemporaries were notably de-
ficient ;—a single-heartedness in all his efforts, and an
entire loyalty to duty, sustained by a firm belief in
his own vocation to serve the cause of righteousness
and truth, the cause oppressed by all the forces of an
autocratic government and an unsympathetic world.

NOTES ON CHAPTER II

I. “The two Lives of Theodore.” These are printed n extenso
in vol. xcix. of the Patrologia. The second is the shorter, and
is now acknowledged to be the work of Michhel the Monk, a
Studite and younger contemporary of Theodore. The other and
longer biography is evidently based on the shorter ome, but
contains some additional matter, especially concerning the earliest
stage of Theodore’s monastic life. It was formerly attributed to
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Michael, whose name it bears in two early codices, but since
that authorship has been assigned to the other life, this one has
been regarded as the work of a certain John, or of Theodorus
Daphnopates.

IL. ¢ Brethren of Photinus.” The three converts of Plato
have, in interpretation of the documents, been regarded as three
brothers of Plato (Vita B), or as brothers or sisters or brothers and
sister of Theodore (Vita 4). Or. xiii. 6, would seem to be conclu-
sive in favour of the view that they were brothers of Photinus. But
it seems strange that we hear no more of them.



CHAPTER III

FIRST YEARS OF THEODORE'S MONASTIC LIFE—DISCI-
PLINE—THE SECOND COUNCIL OF NICXEA AND IT8
CONSEQUENCES—THEODORE ORDAINED PRIEST

TaE time at which Theodore forsook the world was one
of great disorganisation in Eastern monachism. There
was, however, much zeal for asceticism and a strong
desire for a regulated common life evident in many
quarters, and wanting only the call of a leader and the
gkill of an organiser to reconstruct the tottering fabric
and make it far more stable than it had been before.
It was, perhaps, well for Theodore that the first years
of his profession were for him a period of quiet and
seclusion. The place to ‘which he and his family had
retired was a country estate called Boscytium, not far -
from Saccudio, where Plato was abbot. It was in
the form of a crescent, well planted and breezy, with
pleasant flowing water.! Either here or at Saccudio,
under the direction of his uncle, Theodore superin-
tended the building or rebuilding of a church dedi-
cated to St. John the Evangelist, both the floor and
the walls of which were adorned with rich mosaics.
For a task of this kind, his familiarity with the noble
buildings of Constantinople must have well fitted him.
In the zeal for his newly adopted vocation, he was
eager to accomplish the very lowliest of monastic

! The description of Boecytium in Vita 4, is almost identical with
that of Saccudio in Vita B.
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duties, such as digging in the garden, helping the
sick brethren in their labours, and cleaning out the
domestic buildings.' But this work was not incom-
\( patible with serious study, and in fact it was through
/ " \reading the ascetic works of Basil that Theodore became
8o active in both practising and enforcing the rules as
to labour, seclusion, and regularity in prayer and in

work, which were held to be binding on all monks.
This brings us to the difficult question : under what
kind of rule did the monks of the Eastern monasteries
live towards the end of the eighth century? If they
had been asked, they would doubtless have replied :
“under that of the great Basil” Yet in the genuine
works of Basil, and even in the spurious ones?® which
Q. were accepted as his by Plato and Theodore, we fail to
see anything like a rule such as those of the great
Western orders or like that which Theodore subsequently
drew up for Studium, and which, as we shall see, was
copied by many other communities. What Basil gave
was mostly in the form of answers to questions, direc-
tions as to the application of the fundamental prin-
ciples of monachism to the needs of social life. The
principles are in great part taken as set forth in Secrip-
ture, especially in the Gospels, and a large portion of
his exhortations are equally suitable to the laity and
to professed monks. They are not delivered on autho-
rity, but deduced from Secripture and reason, yet the
principle of authority is uttered with no uncertain
sound. In fact, it might seem to some devotees that
! Vita A, vii. and B, 6. It is not quite clear whether in Vita 4
this work was carried out in Boscytium or in 8accudio. It would seem

more probable, according to Vita B, that it was in Saccudio.

2 In the Migne edition of Basil, there is a scholium, purporting to

be by Theodore, defending the genuineness of the Constitutiones Ascetice,
Patr, Gr., xxxi. p. 1319.
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the principles of authority and of asceticism were often
at variance, since excessive fasting, or the indulgence
of individual leanings to one or another kind of work
or of discipline, was tightly controlled by the appli-
cation of the maxim that “ We ought not to please
ourselves.” The Basilian writings generally, though
austere in parts, breathe a spirit of what has been
called “sanctified common sense,” and allow scope in
a wise leader to consider all the circumstances in cases
where he has to decide in apportioning works and
penalties. Obedience, poverty, labour, devotion, and
abstinence, except under strict limitations, from female
society, are rigorously insisted upon. But the rules
laid down are not very minute, and often allow for
variety in following them out.

Nevertheless this ‘“rule of Basil” was, and was
rightly, regarded by the Eastern monks as their
chief, almost their sole authority. The other impor-
tant sources of monastic law were the decrees of
Councils, necessarily varying in range and purport,
and the imperial legislation,’ especially that of Jus-
tinian. In the ‘“Novels” we find rules as to the
appointment of abbots, the length of the novitiate,
the dealing with runaways, and similar matters which,
as we have abundant evidence, were not always scrupu-
lously observed, but which helped to form the basis
of subsequent legislation. The matter need not be
discussed further, till we come to Theodore's reforms
and regulations in his later post as abbot of Studium.
Here we need only note that he was acting on received
authority, when he either stimulated or supported Plato

1 On early monastic rules in the East, see the admirable monographs: " |

Meyer, Dic Haupturkunden fiir die Geschichie der Athos-kioster ; and Nissen,
Die Regelung des Klosterwesens. ’
C
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in bringing the monks of Saccudio to consent to a far
more stringent rule than they had hitherto followed.
Their asceticism, be it observed, is of an active and
social kind. Solitary life, however lofty in its possi-
bilities, had come to be regarded as so liable to abuse
as to be only tolerable in rare cases. Such a case,
probably, was that of Theoctista, whom Plato desired
to live “cellular fashion,” probably because there was
just then no well-managed nunnery at hand.

Meantime, the united bonds of affection and respect
between uncle and nephew were ever becoming stronger.
They seem to have lived in constant intercourse, and
Theodore must before long have taken up his abode in
Saccudio, for we hear no more of Boscytium after the
first. Here, however, a chronological difficulty meets
us: in the Lives of Theodore, it would seem as if he
did not take up the monastic profession till after the
Second Council of Nicsea, and it would also seem that
Plato became abbot of Saccudio at the time of the
family migration. We need not concern ourselves to
ask what had become of his previous monastery, that
of the Symbols. In those days, a small community of
the kind might easily dwindle and vanish. But the
one statement we have as to Theodore’s age—that he
was made abbot at the age of thirty-five, having
followed the life of a monk for thirteen years®—is
, difficult to reconcile with the supposition that he
entered monasticism only in 787. And again, in
Theodore’s own Life of Plato, we are told of Plato’s
choice as abbot (though Saccudio is not named) before
the Council, of his refusal to take higher ecclesiastical
offers subsequently made to him, and of his return to

1 Vita A, xvi.
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his monastery after the Council. Again, among the
signatories to the resolutions passed at Niceea, his name
appears as Plato, monk and abbot of Saccudio.’ Either
hypothesis has its difficulties. According to the gener-
ally received chronology, the family renunciation and
migration followed the return of Plato to Constantinople
soon after the death of Leo, and he must have left
his little flock, probably under the superintendence of
Theodore, during his attendance at the Council of
Niceea. But whether Theodore heard of the delibera-
tions and resolutions of that Council before he left his
paternal home at Constantinople, or while he was under-
going his novitiate at Saccudio, there is no doubt that he
followed them with a deep interest, and welcomed with
delight the triumph of the icons and of the cause of
the monks.

To us, looking back on the struggle of conflicting
forces during that critical period, it seems that another
and greater cause was at stake than either that of mosaics
or that of monasteries, that if Irene and Tarasius had
known how to make the most of their position, the
breach between East and West might have been healed,
and the supremacy of one Empire and one Church
established for the Middle Ages and possibly for Modern
Europe. For, as we have seen, it was the ecclesiastical
policy of the Isaurian Emperors that had served as pre-
text and as goad, if not as original motive, for the suc-
cessive acts of unfriendliness between Rome and the
East whick were speedily ripening into hostility, and
which bore the seeds of permanent alienation. If then
this Council, cecumenic or universal in reality as in pro-
fession, had sought not only to assert the same standard

1 Mansi, Hist. Cone., vol. xviii.
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of faith and ritual for East and West, but also to adjust
the rival claims of patriarchal powers, and particularly
to establish a modus mvend: with the Papacy in Rome,
and if at the same time the Imperial Court at Byzantium
had drawn nearer to the other great Court of Chris-
tendom, that of the Frankish champions of Papal power,
then we may fairly say that the unity of Christendom
would have been secured in ways passing the dreams of
the most visionary catholics and cosmopolitans, Charles
the Great would never have been crowned in Rome,
the Crusades would not have failed for want of unity
and a policy in militant Christendom, Greece would have
continued to dominate the barbarian world, and there
would have been no Renaissance needed, for there would

have been no death .or trance of ancient culture. But

neither Empress nor Patriarch was equal to the emer-
gency—perhaps neither of them in any way discerned
the greatness of the issues of the moment. It seems
hardly too much to say that if Theodore the Studite had
been ten years older at this time, in which case he
would doubtless have taken a leading part in what was
done, the cause of unity, at least in the ecclesiastical
sphere, might have triumphed, since Theodore, as we
shall see hereafter, had no scruple against acknowledg-
ing the far-reaching claims of Old Rome, and felt no
remarkable deference to the See of Constantinople.
And if ecclesiastical unity had prevailed in East and
West, imperial unity would have had a longer and
more vigorous life, there would have been no “Holy
Roman Empire” as a separate and Western institution,
and the whole course of European progress would have
taken a different direction.

But after all, amid the great complications of
Eastern and Western affairs, it would have required
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breadth of view, tenacity of purpose, and diplomatic '

skill in an unusually happy combination to avert the
great cleavage. In Italy, at that time, there were
at least three great powers or interests, besides many
minor ones, the conflicts and combinations among which
claimed the attention of the Eastern Church and Court.
First there was Pope Hadrian 1., irritated at the with-
drawal of ecclesiastical provinces formerly under his
sway, and at the reduction of power and revenues
which he had suffered at the hands of the Greeks, or
subjects of the Empire, whom, till they had purged
themselves of heresy, he might vituperate as ‘‘ unutter-
able.”! He declared that they were in league with
the Lombards of the coast to carry off slaves, and he
suspected them of various machinations among the
doubtfully loyal dukes and princes who ought to have
acknowledged the Papal authority. Then there was the
great King of the Franks himself, Charles, now also
King of the Lombards, who had received, along with
the Lombard crown, a weight of cares in those Italian
regions which had been imperial, or ruled by semi-
independent dukes or princes, and endless oppor-
tunities of friction with the Papal power. For though
Hadrian was far too wise to be anything but polite
—not to say adulatory—in addressing his powerful
protector, there was a pardonable querulousness in the
appeals he made for help in Italy to the hard-worked
warrior who had to provide against Saxons, Avars,
and Saracens, not only against recalcitrant bishops

14 Nec dicends Graci.” Letter of Hadrian to Charles, probably of date
778. No. 63 in Codex Carolinus, Migne’s Patr., vol. g8. The relations of
Byzantium and Italy in these years have been worked out from Frankish,
Papal, and Greek sources by Dr. Hodgkin and Professor Bury; (Cf.

Gasquet, L’Empire Byzantin et la Monarchie Franque;) also by Otto
Harnack.
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of Ravenna or an intriguing Duke of Spoleto. Again

, there were those lesser powers, Lombard in origin, but
never effectually controlled by the Lombard kings, of

Kwhich the most important just now was that of Bene-
ventum under Arichis. This Prince was an enlightened
man, favourable to letters and to building. He was
not very loyal to Pope or King, and had been in com-
munication with the late emperors. His wife, Adelperga,
was a daughter of the last Lombard King, Desiderius,
and her brother, Adelchis, had fled to the Byzantine
Court. But the policy of the Beneventines was not
altogether philhellene if, as the Pope believed, they
were intriguing with a disloyal governor of Sicily,
whom Irene had to recall, but who subsequently found
refuge with the Saracens.

The wisest and broadest policy for the Byzantine
court, so far as we can judge, would have been first
to make sure of Charles, and secure such an amicable
and intimate union with him that the North-Italian
question, as between the two great sovereigns of the
civilised world, might have been permanently settled ;
next, to obtain the hearty co-operation of the Pope in
the Conciliar Action now to be taken for the restora-
tion of the icons; and finally, to have mediated an
agreement between the Beneventines and their spiritual
and secular superiors. Unfortunately none of these
lines of policy was effectually pursued. An abortive
attempt at an alliance with Charles proved worse than
nugatory. The attempt to win over the Pope was not
sufficiently respectful of his dignity to make him a
cordial friend, however much he may have sympa-
thised with the religious policy of the Empress; and
the Beneventines were allowed to slip away from
Greek influence, so that the later attempt to reinstate



FIRST YEARS OF MONASTIC LIFE 39

the Lombard prince was defeated by his nearest
kinsfolk.

At first, however, Irene conceived a wise and bold
project. This was to unite her son Constantine in
marriage with Rothrud, the eldest daughter of Charles
and of his best-beloved wife, Hildegard. The embassy
sent with ‘this object from Constantinople reached
Charles during his second visit to Rome, in 781. The
arrangement was made and confirmed by oath. We
do not know the political conditions, but we are told
that a certain Greek eunuch named Eliseus was sent
to the Frankish Court to instruct Rothrud, or Eruthro,
as the Greeks called her, in Greek letters and speech,
and in the ways of the Roman Empire. It would be
interesting to know how Eliseus fared. At the Court
of Charles he would probably have found other pupils
besides Rothrud anxious for instruction in Greek, and
if he had been a powerful man, he would undoubtedly
have made his mark. As the engagement lasted for
six years, Rothrud and probably her sisters and com-
panions (for Charles cared much for the education both
of his sons and of his daughters) may have acquired
considerable knowledge of Greek literature, though
probably it was in matters of ceremonial (76y) that
the courtier chiefly sought to instruct her. But at the
end of that time, the contract was broken off by Irene
herself. Her motives are not clear. It can hardly
have been that she now felt so secure of the Pope as
to consider it safe to dispense with the King,—for the
Papal assent to the Council of Nicea had not yet been
obtained. Her action has with great probability been
attributed to mere personal jealousy. The advent
of a daughter-in-law so strangely connected and so
differently brought up from the ladies of the Court
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might have introduced a new and dangerous element
into the Palace, and have lessened the influence of the
Queen-mother, whose love of power was undoubtedly
great. Be this as it may, Irene broke off the marriage
alliance, and sought as bride for Constantine an
Armenian lady, Maria by name, a pious woman,! but
not attractive to the young bridegroom, who seems to
have set his heart on marrying the Frankish princess.
Charles was able to console himself so far as Rothrud
herself was concerned. He always preferred to keep
his daughters with him, he used to say. They followed
him on horseback when he rode abroad, and studied
under his directions at home. But the rebuff which he
had received from Irene coloured his views of the
Eastern Court generally, and prevented him from
acknowledging the orthodoxy of the Greeks, even
after it had been recognised by the Pope himself.

/ Meanwhile Tarasius and Irene had both written to
Hadrian I. announcing the change in the patriarchate
and in the attitude taken up by the Court towards the
images ; also their intention of holding a Council for
the purpose of correcting past errors. In Irene’s letter®
(that of Tarasius has not survived) the Pope was asked
either to come himself or to send representatives, the
charge both of mission and of prospective arrangements
being entrusted to the Governor of Sicily. The answers
sent by the Pope were friendly in the main, but cautious
and not too yielding. He approved the religious objects
of the new rulers, but touched on sundry grievances:

1 Theodore wrote to her, Ep. 81 in bk, ii. and 218 in Cozza-Luzi
Collection.

3 The substance of these letters is given in the full epitome of Hefele
(“ Hist. Ch. Councils”), English translation. For unabridged account see
Mansi, vol. xviii.
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the uncanonical appointment of a layman, in the person |
of Tarasius, to the Patriarchate of Constantinople; the
retention by the Patriarch of the title ecumenical or
universal, which had caused offence since the days of
John the Faster of Constantinople and Gregory I. of
Rome, and which, even if softened in meaning, seemed
to trench on the prerogatives of the successor of St.
Peter; and the provinces withdrawn from Roman
jurisdiction by Leo the Isaurian. The last point was
naturally the most important, and the only one,
perhaps, that could effectually postpone a good under-
standing. He sent with his letter to Irene two
ecclesiastics, both named Peter, an arch-presbyter and
an abbot respectively. They were received as man-
datories sent by the Pope to represent him in the
Council. But it was by no means clear that they were
technically authorised to assume any such position, and
at a later time, when, for a short period of his life,
Theodore wished to minimise the authority of the
Seventh Council,' he could say that Rome had not
sanctioned its acts, since the messengers who had
come thence and bad taken part in its deliberations
and decisions, had really been sent for quite a
different purpose.

But there was a second difficulty in the way of
assembling a council. To be general, or cecumenical,
a council must be attended, personally or representa-
tively, by the five Patriarchs of Old and New Rome,
Alexandria, Antioch, and Jerusalem: New Rome was
on the spot; Old Rome might be regarded as present
in the person of the two Peters; but Egypt, Syria,

1L4b. i. Ep. 38. Even if, as Baronius supposes, this part of the
letter is not by Theodore, we see that such an objection could plausibly
be made,
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and Palestine were so hopelessly cut off from Chris-
tendom and so entirely within the power of the
Mohammedans, that even the summons of Tarasius
could not reach them. But the Court and Church
were equal to the emergency. The Patriarch of
Jerusalem had lately declared himself in favour of
the icons. Antioch and Egypt were held to be
represented by a certain John and Thomas respect-
ively, who were sent by certain oriental monks
(* apyuepeis) with letters of credence to Tarasius and
the Fathers in Council. Their names accordingly
appear among the first in all the lists of signatures
to the decrees of the Council.

But there was a third and yet more dangerous
hindrance in the way. We have seen that the icono-
clastic emperors possessed the confidence of the army.
It does not seem probable that the soldiery was more
free from superstition than any other part of the
nation, but it was distinctly anti-clerical, and perhaps
also opposed to female rule. The first meeting of the
assembled Fathers was to be held in the Church of
the Apostles at Constantinople. It was to be a
solemn occasion ; the Patriarch, and the orthodox and
unorthodox bishops, with abbots and priests, were
assembled in the main part of the building, while
the Empress and her son were in the portion usually
assigned to the catechumens. Suddenly there was a
rush of armed men into the church; the life of the
Patriarch and of his partisans was threatened. The
household troops were called in, but could effect
nothing. The iconoclastic captains prevailed, and the
bishops of that party raised a shout of triumph. The
Patriarch and the orthodox escaped by flight, and the
Synod was temporarily dissolved. But Irene again

.
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showed herself not easily to be beaten. She devised
means by which, on pretence of a necessary expedi-
tion against the Arabs, the recalcitrant troops were
withdrawn from the city and replaced by others,
drawn from the East, in whom she could trust. Her
chief agent in this matter was Stauracius, *patrician
and logothete,” a correspondent of Theodore’s in later
times. When the Court had also withdrawn and the
loyal troops had obtained possession of Constantinople,
the tumultuary bands were disarmed and dismissed.

The way was at last clear. But it seemed de-
sirable that some other city should be chosen for the
meeting place of the Council. The place selected,
from its convenient situation and its halo of orthodox
sanctity, was Nicea in Bithynia. Here the Fathers
met again, under the presidency of Tarasius, rather
more than a year after the abortive attempt made at
Constantinople.

The proceedings of this Synod have been chronicled
at great length. Only the more important of them need
concern us here. In the very first session, three notable
iconoclastic bishops read their recantation, and were not
only pardoned but allowed to take part in the Synod.
When seven more followed their example, some remon-
strance was raised on behalf of ecclesiastical order, but
whether from charity or from fear, leniency prevailed,
though the penitents were not allowed straightway
to resume their places. The question of image-worship
was taken up and discussed during several sessions.
The letters from the Pope and from the East, already
referred to, were read, though the portion of Hadrian’s
letter to Irene which brought forward the Papal
grievances was prudently omitted. Arguments from
the Scriptures and from the Fathers relating to images
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were read, with a summary of the arguments used
on the other side, and a lengthy refutation. These
argaments may be left till we come to consider the
controversial works of Theodore. Here we need only

_say that if, as is most probable, Plato had some hand
: in drawing up the arguments and counter-arguments

by order of Tarasius, it is not unlik his nephew

. had a share in the work. Or if Theodore had not yet

embarked on polemics, he must have now become
familiar with the theoretical ground of the controversy,
and with the authoritative passages of Seripture and
of Patristic literature which served as watchwords on
either side.

Far the most important work of the Council was
done in its seventh session, when a decreg was passed
that holy pictures, of Christ, the Vlrgln angels, and
saints, were to be portrayed on vessels, garments, and
walls, for salutation and honour. This honour, however,
was distinguished from the worship due to the Divinity
only, in words that cannot adequately be rendered in
English, though perhaps adoration corresponds loosely
to Aarpeia, reverence to wpooximais. Such as it was,
however, the distinction was already familiar, and it
was to be used a good deal hereafter. It need hardly
be pointed out that no representation of the Deity,
in other form than that of the human Christ, was in
any way sanctioned or approved. We may observe
in passing that as yet there was no difference made
between painting and sculpture, or representation in
two or three dimensions, such as came afterwards to
be recognised in the Eastern Church.

After the chief dogmatic declarations of the Coun-
cil had been made, with the customary anathemas of
the heretics on the other side, certain canons were
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passed, mostly relating to monastic discipline. The last
session was held at Constantinople. The Empress and
the young Emperor signed the decrees, the Fathers
departed, and the work of restoration, as regards cult
and discipline, seemed to have been accomplished.

But there were threatening clouds, some near at
hand, others in the distant West. Certain of the most
zealous and uncompromising of the monks were dis-
gusted at the lenity with which former iconoclasts had-
received not merely absolution, but restoration to their
priestly functions. Chief of the recalcitrants were a
certain Theoctistus, and Sabas, whom we may probably
identify with the abbot of Studium of that name.
Tarasius was in a difficult position. On the one hand,”
the Empress was urgent for a policy of pacification.
On the other, amid so much shiftiness and want of
principle, he could ill afford to offend the most zealous
of his allies. Then again the circumstances of his own
consecration were not such that he could pose as a
consistent supporter of the canons; while the charge
of simony brought against his colleagues and even
against himself might be difficult to refute. Any
hitch would cause an alarm cry against the vali-
dity and the cecumenical character of the Council.
Tarasius seems to have hedged, to have denied his
knowledge of inconvenient facts and his responsibility
for the very light penances inflicted. He is not
greatly to be blamed if there was, after all, no great .
principle at stake, and if his diplomatic action pre- -
vented a schism. True, Sabas and Theoctistus continued
to be alienated, but they seem to have been in a very
small minority. Even Plato continued on good terms,
for the present, with the Patriarch. Still, if Tarasius
had been able to keep turncoats out of office, he might
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have made a reactionary policy less easy than it proved
in the sequel. Meantime he professed great zeal in his
efforts against simony, and on this side he hoped for
the support both of Pope and of monks.!

Pope Hadrian, meantime, withheld his sanction.
He seems to have been ready to acknowledge the as-
sembly as a lawfully constituted local synod, but not
as an cecumenical council. Tarasius had made no
concession about the withdrawn dioceses and “ patri-
monies of St. Peter,” and again, if the Eastern Church
had become orthodox as to images, it still” omitted the
JSilioque clause in the Nicene Creed. Hadrian seems
to have hesitated till his death, which occurred in 795.
Towards the East he was critical, perhaps querulous.
But towards the West he became almost an apologist
for the policy of the Empire.

These curious fluctuations and combinations are
seen in the correspondence of Hadrian with Charles,
King of the Franks. In 790, a remarkable document
was drawn up by the learned men of Charles’s Court*
treating of the whole subject of the images and of the
behaviour of the Byzantine rulers. Certain survivals of
the theocratic idea,—expressions of very exalted char-
acter applied to the Emperor and all that emanated
from the imperial person—were severely reprobated
by that authority which, within twelve years, was to
assume distinctly theocratic pretensions on its own
behalf. The images were justified on what may be
called common-sense grounds, in virtue of their educa-

1 The account of these affairs is in the histories of the Council, but it
is treated more at length by Hergenrither, in his Introduction to *Life
of Photius,” than by most modern writers. Among the chief sources are
two letters of Theodore, 38 and §3 in book i., which offer many problems,

3 Lsbrs Carolins; published, as is Hadrian’s reply, in vol. xcviii, of
Migne’s Puatrologia.
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tive and stimulating effect on Christian devotion, not by
reason of intrinsic claims to adoration. This does not
seem fundamentally different from the distinction be-
tween wpooxivnais and Aarpeia,but the difference between
a policy of tolerated diversity and one of compulsion goes
much deeper. Four years after, a Council was held at
Frankfort, which passed a decree the exact significance
of which is very difficult to determine. It condemned
the action of the late Council Aeld at Constantinople,
in that it had declared that honour and worship were
to be paid to the icons just as to the Holy Trinity.
Overlooking the mistake as to place, we can hardly

say that the theological misrepresentation was the
result of the density of the Western mind compared
with the subtlety of the Eastern. It shows, not a

N/

failure to understand, but a culpable and voluntary a

misunderstanding ; not a confused impression of truth,
but a clear statement of its contrary. It is not too
much to say that this has often been the attitude of
West to East.

Meantime, it may be that the clash of arms, which
has often drowned the voice of the laws, had also ex-
tinguished that of theology. In 788,' the Byzantine
Court had actually taken the field on behalf of the
Lombard Pretender. The year before, Arichis of
Beneventum had been obliged to submit to Charles,
after an invasion of his principality, and a young
Beneventine prince, who, on the death of his elder
brother, became his father’s heir, had been carried off as
hostage. Soon after, Arichis himself died, and Charles

3 This was before the sending of the Libri Carolins, and may partly
account for the irritation shown by Franks for Greeks. But it does not
explain the want of understanding as to the main points at issue, which
distinguishes the writings of 794.
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-adopted the magnanimous and bold policy of sending

young Grimwald back to rule over the Lombards in
Beneventum. Grimwald, for a time, remained loyal to
his powerful patron, so that when his uncle (on the
mother’s side) Adelchis, with troops under the com-
mand of imperial officials, ‘landed in Calabria, they
found no support, and were defeated in a decisive
battle.  Adelchis returned to Constantinople, and
Charles ruled as undisputed King of the Lombards.!

Meantime Theodore had rejoiced in the triumph of
the icons and was not, a8 yet, inclined to side with the
disaffected party of Sabas. His uncle was anxious
that he should receive priestly ordination at the hands
of Tarasius, probably with the view to his subsequent
promotion, either as abbot or as bishop. In later days,
Theodore pleaded the duty of canonical obedience to
justify his action on this occasion, since Tarasius seemed
to some of the monks tc be still under a cloud. But in
all probability be felt no compunction at the time, and
looked forward to an active career in a church now
restored to Catholic orthodoxy, in intimate alliance
with the secular authority, and in course, at least, of
justifying herself in the eyes of the whole world.

The study is a confusing one. The most abstract
of speculations on the relations of spirit and matter, the
most subtle distinctions in the possible attitudes of the
human mind towards the Divinity, were complicated
with territorial disputes in distant lands and palace
intrigues at home. But for the present these were

1 In Hergenrsther's account of these affairs it is assumed that the
breaking off of Constantine’s betrothal to Rothrud was consequence, not
(as it may have been) cause of Charles’s expedition against Beneventum,
Also the relations between Hadrian and Charles seem to have been repre-
sented as more cordial than we should gather from their correspondence.
Cf. Hodgkin, -
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nothing to Plato and Theodore, for the cause of the
icons was, to them, the cause of God. If questions of
ecclesiastical policy and of the supreme political autho-
rities had been adequately considered at the time ;—if
“the letters of the Greeks and the usages of the Roman
Empire,” in which Eliseus instructed the Princess
Rothrud, had, broadly understood, served as a basis
for the required harmony, possibly a more permanent -
settlement might have been achieved. However, some-
thing had been done, in that thought and devotion had,
in some- quarters at least, prevailed over physical force.
And if the assertion of principle against power should
again be!required, certain decisions had been authorita-

tively affirmed that would justify resistance even unto
death.



CHAPTER IV

PALACE REVOLUTIONS—THEODORE'S FIRST CONFLICT
WITH THE CIVIL POWER

Tre eight years following the Council of Niceea,
stormy and disastrous for the Empire, were probably
the most quietly fruitful and entirely satisfactory of
Theodore’s life. Not that he and the community to
which he belonged were so remote from the Court as to
be kept in ignorance of the party distractions by which
it was constantly agitated. Nor yet that the external
foes who were ever threatening even the provinces
nearest to the “ queenly city ” herself could be regarded
from Bithynia with indifference or contempt. But
rather that the opportunities now enjoyed by Plato
and Theodore for defining the rules of their monastery
and increasing its numbers and its influence seemed
to them to justify the suggestive name of the lady
to whom they owed this peace and leisure,—a name
which has a strangely ironical sound in the ear of the
historian.  Possibly the restoration of the Church
seemed to them the great work to be accomplished,
whether the ruling authority was to be designated as
Irene and Constantine, as Constantine, as Constantine
and Irene, or as Irene alone. And the restoration of
the Church was to be achieved by means of the monks.
If their view was limited we shall see hereafter that
it was not entirely fallacious. Here we may notice

that, in the course of a few years, the community of
so
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Saccudio had reached the number of one hundred
monks, living together in order and loyalty. -
It was towards the end of this period of repose
that a decisive change was made in Theodore’s posi- -
tion. Up to the age of thirty-five, for thirteen years
since his first religious profession, he had worked in all
things with and under his uncle, the abbot Plato. It
is quite possible, as his biographers would have it, and
as his own writings suggest, that Plato was much more \
ambitious for him than he was for himself. It was
Plato who had insisted on his consecration as priest,
and later, in the year 794, it was Plato who brought -}
about his appointment as abbot of Saccudio, while !,
he who had practically created the position, vacated /
it, and became a private monk.' The story of the
transaction is not without difficulties. One historian*
believes that Plato’s retirement from office was the
work of Irene, who wished for a more pliable person
to support her schemes, and who proved—not for the
only time in her life—deficient in judgment of
character. Nor does the abdication seem to have
involved anything like diminution of dignity in the
eyes of the world. To the chronicler Theophanes, |
Plato is, after this date, still abbot of Saccudio. And
to Theodore he is still the Father,—not in a mere
personal sense only, but as shepherd of the flock. The
most probable suggestion is that discerning troubles to -
come, Plato wished to be assured of his successor, and
followed the example of those Emperors who had their
sons crowned during their own lifetime. He had
sufficient confidence in the reverence and affection of

1 T fail to see the grounds on which Auvray concludes that Plato
withdrew, for a time, to Constantinople after Theodore’s elevation.
* Gfrorer, Kirchengeschichle, ii. 177.
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his nephew to rest assured that should he himself
recover from the illness under which he suffered—and

of which he did not minimise the symptoms—the life
restored would not be one of lessened influence and
prestige. Under these circumstances he summoned
the brethren around what he would have them believe

to be his dying bed, and obtained a unanimous declara-
tion in favour of Theodore. The manner of choice

, can hardly be called strictly legal or regular, especially
».' a8 we have no mention of any episcopal intervention

" or sanction, such as the legislation of Justinian de- . °

" manded. But it was not a time to wait for formalities,
even if it had not been the case—as we know it to
have been from many contemporary documents—that
the wishes of a dying abbot had a good deal of weight
in determining the choice of his successor. In point

v . of fact, Plato recovered, and for a period of eighteen

. years uncle and nephew lived together as practically

,.' _joint abbots, first of Saccudio, later of Studium, in

» such harmonious co-operation that it is difficult to see

" which was the prime mover in the several actions of

- their common life. In the older man, the frank
acceptance of technical subordination did not imply
any shrinking from responsibility. In the younger,
a bold and independent course of action was com-
patible with most dutiful reverence towards the
spiritual father from whom the most potent influences
of his younger days had been received. The spectacle
they afford of mutual deference with conjoint authority
forms a striking contrast to the miserable strife for
power between the two imperial rulers.

The enterprises of Irene against Lombards and
Franks in the West had, as we have seen, met with
nothing but disaster, nor had her troops which en-
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conntered the Bulgarians to the North obtained much
better success. These facts, rather than wicked envy
aroused by a spectacle of superior piety—as an orthodox
chronicler suggests—may account for the state of friction
in Court and army which favoured an attempt on the
part of the young Emperor to emancipate himself from
maternal control. He was now, in 790, twenty years old,
and he had come of a capable and warlike stock. His
mother had consistently kept him in the background ;
she had broken off a matrimonial alliance flattering to
his imagination and his hopes ; she had bound him in
wedlock to a woman for whom he felt no affection; of
late she had committed all affairs to her minister
Stauracius, patrician and logothete, whose authority
completely overshadowed, even in appearance, that of
young Constantine. Finally, misled, as it was reported,
by soothsayers, she was trying to secure the whole
imperial power for herself. But now at length her son
showed some spirit. He formed a design, along with
some men of high birth and office, to capture the Empress
and send her away to Sicily. If they had succeeded,
it is curious to think what new webs of intrigue
might have been spun. But Irene was beforehand
with them, as she had been with the uncles. An earth-
quake gave occasion for a migration from the city,
and this movement seems to have facilitated the cap-
ture of the conspirators. They were seized, scourged,
shorn, and exiled or confined. The Emperor himself
was beaten like a perverse child and kept in solitude
at home. Meanwhile the Empress continued to intrigue
with the soldiers, and to impose an oath that they
would not acknowledge the authority of the Emperor
8o long as Irene lived. But not all the military leaders
had sunk to so low a point. The decisive opposition
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came from the Theme of Armenia. There the demands
- of the Empress were flatly refused, and the troops de-
clared their loyalty to the Emperor, and their deter-
mination to acknowledge the dignity of his mother
only in the second place. A certain Alexius, bearing
the curious surname of Moslem, was sent to pacify
them, but instead of doing so, he allowed himself to
be placed at their head, while they imprisoned their
previous governor and proclaimed Constantine sole
Emperor. They were speedily joined by other troops.
Constantine was restored to liberty and established on
the throne. His partisans were apparently recalled,
and those of Irene, especially Stauracius, degraded and
exiled. Irene herself met with the mildest possible
treatment, being suffered to retire, with abundant
wealth, to a palace which she had herself built. This
is reckoned the first year of Constantine VI

If only Constantine had at this juncture achieved
some decided military success, his power might have
- been permanently established. An expedition which
he led against Cardom, King of the Bulgarians, seems
to have ended in panic and flight on both sides. He
next turned his arms against the Saracens who had at-
tacked Cyprus the year before, and were now threatening
or ravaging Cilicia. But here again he met with no
success. Very soon after he showed his weak if amiable
character by yielding to the persuasions of his mother
and her followers, and restoring her to liberty and to
some measure of authority, so that henceforth Con-
stantine and Irene became the objects of the people’s
acclamations. A wretched time followed. Alexius,
the governor of the Armenian Theme, was suspected
of ambitious aims, scourged and degraded. An ex-
pedition against the Bulgarians ended in failure and



FIRST CONFLICT WITH CIVIL POWER 55

the loss of some valuable lives, as well as of much
wealth. Another insurrection in favour of the un-
happy “uncles” was suppressed, but with such bar-
barity as to do more harm than good to the reigning
sovereigns. Tonsured before, they were now subjected,
one to blinding, the rest to the loss of their tongues.
Strange to say, a few years after they are again in
rebellion, and again captured, this time exiled. Five
melancholy spectres they flit across the stage, with
fresh loss of dignity and some added disability after
every failure, cleaving apparently to one another as
companions in misfortune. But probably a yet more
disastrous step was that by which the Emperor brought
himself into conflict with the more respectable and in-
dependent of the churchmen, in his repudiation of his
wife Maria, and his union with the lady of his choice,
Theodote.

This step, we are told by Theophanes, was taken
by the express advice of Irene, who was desirous of
acquiring popularity by bringing her son into general
hatred. If this were her motive, she succeeded ad-
mirably, so far at least as the monks were concerned.
Certainly they do not seem to have suspected her o