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THE FORMATION OF THE CLASSICAL 1554 RECRUITMENT IN ROMAN ARMIES FROM JUSTINIAN
TO HERACLIUS (ca. 565-615)
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General Editor: Lawrence 1. Conrad Michael Whitby

Volume 1

8. Recruitment in Roman Armies from Justinian to Heraelius

(ca. 565-615) 21T=2 W9
Michael Whitby
@ ®
ate Antiquity
on the Eve of Islam
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. \}V\‘Q \i‘ﬁ 1 Introduction

edited by \;\\&1\ N = THE NATURE of Roman armies in the sixth centurylis rightly regarded as
Averil Cameron %\W\ N2 important for an understanding of military and administrative developments
3‘\?‘9‘;)” 36 > in the seventh century, when late-Roman atrangements were eventually
R %Q\ superseded by the Byzantine system of military organization based on the

themes: there may be disagreements about the date of the change and about
whether it was a grand reform instituted by a particular saviour of the state
or a gradual and piecemeal transformation, but it is accepted that change
occurred. For the sixth century there is a relative abundance of evidence
concerning warfare, not just in the Greek historians Procopius, Agathias,
Menander Protector, and Theophylact Simocatta whose classicizing works
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- 1 The dates of my title arc approximate, a convenient half centuty, but it is not my intention
B AT A ‘ to describe in defail the armies of Fustinian (for which see A. Miillex, “Das Feer Tustinians
s ey o nach Prokop und Agathias”, Philologus T1 (1912), 101-38; K. Hannestad, ‘Les forces
militaires d’aprés la guerre gothique de Procope”, Classica et Medievalia 21 (1961), 136-83;
John L. Teall, “The Barbarians in Justinian’s Armies”, Speculum 40 (1965), 294-322) nor
to grapple with the problems of possible military reorganization by Heraclius, which arc
being examined by others. Relevant material from outside these limits will, however, be
examined. Thanks are due to all participants in this Workshop for a series of stimulating
sessions as well as for specific comments on an earlier version of this paper, 1o Peter

AS H GAT E Heather and Mary Whitby for reading the paper even though they could not attend the
Workshop, to Mark Whittow for acting as discussant, and to Averil Cameron as organizer

AT =
V. ARIORUM of the Workshop as well as editor of the proceedings.
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‘ ] HBERACLIUS PERSIAN CAMPAIGNS AND THE REVIVAL
General Editor: Lawrence L. Conrad OF THE FAST ROMAN FVIPIRE 622630

James Floward-Johnston

Volume 1

9.

I fam Carmal ;
Heraclius’ Persian Campaigns and the Revival of the East Roman

Empire, 622-630 /
, 341 =~
James Howard-Johnsion gg%

Late Antiquity
on the Eve of Islam

The Fast Roman empire seemed doomed to destruction in the winter

of 621/2.! From the outbreak of war in 603, the armies of the Sasanian

Shah Khusro II had advanced slowly but remorselessly into the heavily

defended frontier provinces south and north of the Taurus® By the

winter of 609/10 they had broken down the Romans’ elaborate system

of defence-in-depth and stood on the banks of the Euphrates. They

BAA OOE YAYIL ‘ _ bregched this innermost line of defence and penetrated into Syria in
i < ¥R ”VILA[\&DéKQAN 610.% In the north they did likewise a year later, thrusting deep into
bONRA GELEN DOKU?" Ch Anatolia, where they seized Caesarea in Cappadocia.* The new
‘,"é > emperor Heraclius flung all his forces into a final, desperate bid to

halt the Persian advance. He expelled them from Anatolia in 612 but

was then decisively defeated outside Antioch in 613.° Thereafter the

edited by

Averil Cameron
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é R Thl‘%;i’/@;"l_]f&fi 5?‘““"\"5% ! Sources are cited in translation wherever possible. Page or chapter references given

| aiam r;f/{'é%i 5’&1.&},&5’3 W*E:ﬁm by the translator will guide the reader to the relevant passage in the original text.

i }fxﬂmphmsm : * The serics Translated Texts for Historians (cited henceforth as TTH) may be singled
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> 237[{_ out for the range of texts made available to a wide readership and the quality of the
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2 Fullest coverage of the early phases of the war is to be found in a seventh century
Armenian history formerly attributed to Sebeos (trans F. Macler, Histoire d'Héraclius
par Uévéque Sébéos (Paris, 1904}, pp- 56-6%; a new English translation by RW.
Thomson is in preparation for TTH); there is supplementary material in the Syriac

R T Chronicle to the Year 724 and Chronicle to the Year 1234 (trans. ‘A Palmer, in The Seventh

Century in the West-Syrian Chronicles, TTH 156 (Liverpool, 1993), pp- 17-18, 119-43).

The only recent works on this last great war of antiquity are A.N. Stratos, Byzantium

in the Seventh Century 1: 602-634 (Amsterdam, 1968), a compendium of surviving

source material and secondary authorities, which does not subject the primary

sources to the rigorous critical serutiny which they demand, and B. Flusin, Saint

Anastase le Perse et Uhistoire de la Palestine au débul du VII siécle 1z Commenlaire (Paris,
] 1992), an account focused on the life of a seventh-century Don Quixote (ed. and

AS H GAT E trans. in vol. 1, Les textes (Paris, 1992), pp. 40-91).

% Chronicle to 724, p. 17; Chronicle to 1234, p. 127 (and related texts cited in n. 287).

VARIORUM 4 Sebeos, pp. 63—4; Vie de Théodore de Sykedn, trans. As]. Feswgiére (Brussels, 1970) 1,
p- 129.

5 Anatolia: Sebeos, p. 65 Vie de Théodore, Pp. 128-4; Nicephorus, Breviarium, ed. and
trans. C. Mango, Nikephoros Patriarch of Constantinople Short History, Corpus Fontium
Historiae Byzantinae 1% (Washington, DC, 1990), pp. 37_41. Antioch: Sebeos, p. 67.
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THE HERACLIAN DYNASTY IN MUSLIM ESCHATOLOGY
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1. Tiberius in Islamic tradition

By far the richest source for the early history of Muslim eschatology
is the unpubhshed Kitab al-fitan of Nu‘aym ibn Hammad (d. 228/843).1
In it we find the following tradition ascribed to the Prophet:?

It is at the hands of the fifth of the family of Heraclius (al Hiragl) that the
Wars (malahim)® will take place. Heraclius may rule (sic: wa-qad yamliku
Hiraql); then after him his son Constans (Qusta) son of Heraclius; then his son
m,onstantme (Qustan;m) son of Constans; then his son Justinian (Ustfnan) son
of Constantine; then the kingship of the Romans (Rilm) moved (sic: kharaja)
from the family of Heraclius to Leo (Llyun) and his son after him. But the
kmgshx;g will return to the fifth of the farnily of Heraclius, at whose hands- the
Wars will take place. .

! For a general discussion of the work, see J. Aguadé, «La unportanma del “Kitab
al-Fitan” de Nu‘'aym b. Hamm3ad para el estudio del mesianismo musulméan», in
Thstituto Hispaho-Arabe de Cultuta, Actas de las Jornadas de Cultura Arabe e Islémica
(1978) ‘Madrid, 1981, drawn to my attention by M. 1. Fierro. For three recent studies
based Iargely on its materials, see W. Madelung, «The Sufyam ‘between tradition and
history», Stidig Islamica, 63 (1984); id., «Apocalyptic prophecies in Hims in the
Umayyad agen, Journal of Semitic Studies, 31 (1986); and S. Bashear «Apocalyptic and
bther materials on early Muslim-Byzantine wars: a review of Arabic sources», Journal
of the Royal Asiatic Society, third series, 1 (1991). An edition of the Fitan has been
prepared, but not yet published, by Lawrence 1. Conrad.

2 Nu‘aym ibn Hammad (d. 228/843), Kitab al-fitan, ms. British Library, Or. 9449,
f. 130b.8. Hereafter I shall refer to this work as Fitan, and designate this particular
variant «F2», In this and the following translation I have emended the names
where corrupt; details are given below, notes 43. This tradition is cited by Bashear
(«Apocalyptxc and other materials», 189 . 112).

3 Here and below, I use the terms «Wam and «Wars» to translate the Arabic
malhama, plural malahim. In esc atological contexts the reference is normally to infidel
attacks on the Islamic lands. -
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GADOR-WHYTE, Sarah. Christian-Jewish conflict
in the light of Heracliug' foreed conversions and the
beginning of Islam. Religious conflict from early
Christianity to the rise of Islam. Ed. Wendy Mayer
and Bronwen Neil. Berlin & Boston: De Gruyter,
2013, (Arbeiten zur Kirchengeschichte, 121},

pp. 201-214.
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MUHAMMAD HAMIDULLAH

UNE AMBASSADE DU CALIFE ABU BAKR AUPRES DE
I’EMPEREUR HERACLIUS ET LE LIVRE BYZANTIN DE
LA PREDICTION DES DESTINERS

Dans les rapports diplomatiques de I'Islam avec ’empereur
Héraclius 1, il y a une épisode qui, malgré ’abondance de détails,
n’a pas, &4 ma connaissance, encore attiré ’attention des cher-
~ cheurs. Cela d’autant plus étonnant que, avec des différences de
forme le récit se retrouve dans les sources arabes aussi bien que
byzantines. Les deux récits semblent étre tendencieux. Mais lais-
sons-les parler d’abord, avant de chercher & les élucider.

DONNEES BYZANTINES

Dans son ouvrage Civilisation byzantine (Paris 1950, p. 291—2),
Louis Bréhier met en relief les faits suivants:
wLivres Prophétiques. — Il existait dans la blbhotheque
impena,le un hivre qui prédisait les destinées de Byzance, avec des
peintures représentant les empereurs. I’existence d’une élucubra-
tion de ce genre est attestée par des étrangers auxquels on Pa
montré (cf. Léon VI, empereur, Iiscours et oeuvres diverses,
P. G. 107, Leg. 39). D'aprés Antoine [arch]évéque de Novgorod,
Léon le Sage avait copié un livre pareil sur un rouleau qu’il dé-
eouvnt dans 1e tombea,u du Prophete Damel (ef Antome Le

} Voir aussi mes articles: IFriendly Eelations of Islam with Christianity
and How they Deteriorated (dans: ,,Journal Pakistan Hist. Society“,
January 1953, p. 41—45); La lettre du Prophéte a Héraclius et le sort
de Uoriginal (dans: ,Arabica®, 1955, p. 97—110); cf. en général mon
livre Le Prophéte de U'Islam (Paris 1959), chap. Byzance.




: # Antidch, frg. 110, in Constantine VII, Excerpta de insidiis (ed. C. De Boor, Berlin

~duce a complete scholarly edition of the Vita for the first time, adding
M ‘\en}?—two hitherto unknown chapters.? Several of these newly edited

*'this new edition provides. THis 8 (l;ly, rather, will concentrate on political

Byponbinsscte Lazbrebni fph (61973 Waerchen

NEW EVIDENCE ON THE E:?;RLY REIGN OF HERACLIUS

i
W. E. KAEQ#%K, JR. | CHICAGO

, -
' The excellent new edition of the Life of St. The¢:><:1or\{:l gf‘{%;keon by A.]J.
Festygiére offers important new information on the end of the reign of
Phocas and thgi‘;ﬁ;s{i three years of Heraclius’ government. Th. Joannou
utilized'/'only the Marcianus manuscript, and by consulting the Athens
and, especially, the Patmos manuscript, Festugitre has been able to pro-

hapllers are of special relevance for an improved understanding of the
obscure political and military history of the early seventh century. Although
he includes a commentary on the new text; ‘;‘Flg;’ﬁtugiére concentrates in it
primarily upon religious and philological topics. There remain a number of
items of political, military and social significance which deserve further
elucidation. It is, however, not my intention to discuss here the }Wany
additional useful details of reli ious, social and economic history which

'add military history. .

The single most important new item of political history which the

ﬁstugiére edition provides is the revelation in chapter 152 that even after
tlle seizure of Constantinople by Heraclius, after the slaying of Phocas and
of his brother Domentziolos the magister (2 officiorum) and of Leontios the
sacellarius and of the General Bonosus, Heraclius did not immediately
succeed in extinguishing all resistance by those authorities and troops who
had been loyal to Phocas during the civil war from 608 to 610.% According
to the monk George, who composed the Life, 2 “K omentiolos brother of
¥
t A.-]. Festugidre, Vie de Théodore Saint de Sykédn [Subsidia Hagiographica, 48.]
(Brussels 1970} I xxiv—xxix. Th. Joannou published an edition of the Life of St. Theo-
dore in his Mwquela &yrohoyud {Venice 1884) 361-495. All of my citations from the Life
of S5t. Theodore of Sylieon refer to the Festugitre edition. The first volume contains the
‘i‘)e‘pct,'th_e second volume contains a translation, commentary and the text of two ab-
breviations.

2 Vie de Théodore, ¢. 152, lines 19-67 (I 122-123 Festugitre), for the description of
the revolt; cf. c. 161, line 187 (I 144 Festugitre). Execution of Phocas and his closest
collaborators: Chronicon Paschale (ed. L. Dindorf, Bonn 1832) I 699-701; John of

1905) 150; Nicephorus, Historia syntomos (ed. C, De Boor, Leipzig 1880,5). Pre-
" viously known historical background: N. H. Baynes, The Military Operations of the
' Emperor Heraclius. United Setvice Magazine, N. 5. 46 (1913) 526-533, 659-666; 47

(1913) 30-35.
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W. E. Kaegi, Jr., New ?o\ideﬁqx.,bn the early rez'gmﬂaf Heraclius 3o§

ﬁlhocas;’ (Ii:)p,em(ﬂf\ou) l;egan‘_lg.J &Zé%ellioﬁ'after he brought ﬁis arrr\ly from
e east to Ancyra for winter'quarters (line 19). This “K iolos™
thc'ar rank of patrikios (lines 29——36, 3 7,6?,) “ ? i OmentIOI?S h(ﬂd
here is no modern authoity, to m ‘

; ofity, tg.my knowledge, who mentions a
!)rot;u:r of Phocas by the‘nar}ge iof Komf:ntiolo;sy.V His nafr‘le appéars only
in chapters 152 :fmd 161. In thxs{Vi a; much confusion exists in the prirﬁary
sources concerning ‘other relatives of Phocas. One should at least consider
the P0_551b1}:ty that Komentll‘ohlds‘ibrothér of Bhocas” is an error for “Do-
m;nt}zlloéos , nephe\y of P-hquhs,,‘wlﬁ‘)p was patrikios and curopalates, and
who had been mentioned in the imediately preceeding lines 10-18 <;f the

same chapter 152, being called Ao@w.szé)\ou 05 xopomardtov (sic). Only'

the Patmos manuscript exists forthig i
xigts forthis s i gi
e Rt o st oy f 1t this ection of the Ylta, and Festugiere
ha. 0 ite taing many errors. Festugieére himself does not
empt to discuss _thls Komfzntiolos” in his commentary. The Patmos
Ezg;scrq?ttl's vergr Imco}r:msteﬂ{; &gﬁ“its spelling of Domentziolos; it qontains
variations.® In chapter 161, line' 187, the Pat i
1 i r 101, ine' 187, 1tmos manuscript once
again re‘l“ers to thfa death of ‘‘Konentziolos™ with this slightly altez‘-gd spel
ling. If “Romentiolos™ is an i ! ono. for
tél;l éleventh-century Pz.lrié‘ % jbreviation of the Vita (Paris ms. 1534 =
1749b) also contains ths name ““Komentiolos™ (but does not explain

his relationshi & et o
ship to Phocas).4 The ingorrect substitution of “Komentiolos™ | ‘

for “Domentziélos’ or * idlos” ] i
s’ or ‘‘Dominentzidlos” or ‘ Domnitziolos’ has occurred in

other texts.® Domentziolos, the neph (N g ‘
OS’,iﬂ‘.liel néghew of Phocas (and presumably son of Y

3 . ' ‘\H“ \“"\“ ‘7_“‘ I i !
. xx?:}:}l::’;i p;zls‘t‘ciu%:hty an;.:l numerous rrors ofthic Patmos (P) ;:panuscriﬁt: Festugitre
(o ;aried g1 li;: prefers thﬁ;%‘pe}l}‘ng Aopvtrliodog throughout the text, although
manuseript: Ao vfp;é;ngs of }hlg‘olngmally Latin name, especially in t};e Patm%s
i Fest‘; iért) -VAL ov, Q&IIZO, h\r}? 2 (} 96 Festugiére); Aopwiv{iéhov, c. 128, line 1
name of Doilentzyiolc?: :zecnm)(‘:gi’sgia;:%dli I;erzzrg 211f7 glﬁst}k,%iige). ot Spelling’ o e

tziol ! 4 1 ed father of Domentzio
;})\a'lzﬁs6ilcs;;) (\;a:ir]eé 1]:21) edgferent text :‘ ‘Aouw‘tCio)\ov, in T‘heophanesl,1 Chigiégja;l}ﬁgj
e Co;.;st . > .E(;r, Ié?l‘PZ}g ‘1883),‘31 298; Aouwelloiov in John of Antioch,
e Do Boor). o » Exc. eﬂl\néxd (1§0 De Boor); Aogpevribhov in Nicephorus’
Hist. (5 De B - Phocas appoints ‘hl‘S hefhew Domentziolos (probably son of "Do:
e Booglag;ster) as p.atrzégo;ta:nd curopalates: Theophanes, Chron. A, M. dog6
592) e o t};e or }:varfungs :ﬁéamst c‘onf}lsing Domentziolos the bq‘other. with
Romentziolos the (nep ‘:Wl.) J. B. l?sury, Hxstory of the Later, Roman Empire from
bt Bysance avanisl)’slsla;m (ItDDaidb A, Di) (1st ed. London 1%1989‘) II199 n. 1; P. Gou--
§1951) k197 n. 4: Qn curopalates: E. Stein, Histoire

du Bas-Empire (Pari Tt Py C
pire (Paris 1949} 11 7397465 Ji. B. ‘Bury,_‘I'HXﬁe Imaperial Administrative '

System in \‘thei\i%\l‘inth Centu ‘itish! A
ithelp ry [British{ A
19411\;_1'. 3 New York n. d.) 33-3£.. \‘ L
The ézreeu’l'l;;:;)_c.i;)rg C'i‘ ];61, line 187 ‘2[ 1‘44’ “Fésjtugiére)., Paris abbreviation: Vie de
Foagibee) Domengt z;o]osecf:(;?:s ﬁgmpntzx?los appears once in c. 161, line 187 (I 144
of:.llsz' o, Festug'ére}g ‘awi.)car HT the text a.fter‘ itscitation at theb;ginning
Cons?a;}gnceai;aﬁf %nother Doment;!dlqs garlierin the sixth céntury, Menander fr, =
gonstantine eni’n x:celg:ta de lega@pwbusﬂed: C. De Boer| Berlin 1903, 188 andgx;ostés)
P gis o;Ls:vrnvS)\ou.‘)(Yet this same Domentziolos is mistakenly spelled

0 ) . | i ‘.

demy SUppIej‘,k‘ tental Papers, 1.] (London!

Faa 4’:;””' Loy 1‘ 5
507 Ve aﬁ’;f“s@ 5;5‘{”_«??9 rﬁ@ﬁfvg{@f
' ’ }‘i |H‘ i) ‘? ? . |

i ) i | .

Jioi i . o i

. " ' L

r

Ll L .
ncorrect'form, the érror is a very old one, for - |

. : » o " .
A J{;A@ fi§,§i‘,_pj;&a“§{mm:f & o T by



4 A. FAILLER

INDEX DES MANUsCRITS (voir le stemma, p. 197) 25 )’ 224 - R

: 1%
Shuols Byimhiies, 33 (
Alexandrie Alexandr. gr. 99 : 166168 Leoue Des J P ocis (333
Athénes  Arken. gr. Gennadeiou 40 : 192-193 .
Escorial  Scorial. gr.Q110:128n, 12, 180-182, 183, 185, 187-188, 209 :
Jérusalem Hierosolymit. gr. Timiou Staurou 4 : 129, 14, 180, 182-1 84, 185, 187-1 88, 207
--Madrid Matrit. gr. 4752 : 184-1 85, 186, 187188, 198, 207
Matrit. gr. 4818 : 185-186, 187-188, 198
Munich Monac. gr. 442 (= A) .
. description et datation 126-131 . TWO NOTE
. divergences avec B et avec C 136-160 '
- source commune de AB 161-163 S ON HERACLIUS
. apographes 178-188 .
- Projets d’éditions 198-202
. titres de P'ouvrage, des livres €t des chapitres 202-208
7. marginalia et caractéristiques textuelles 208-210
Oxford Bodleian. gr. 16912 : 196 n. 81
Paris Coislin. 137 : 191 )
Coislin, 138-143 : 193-195, 196, 200, 206 :
Coislin. 144 : 200 n. 10 i
Paris, gr. 1242 : 131 . 20 :
Paris. gr. 1721 : 193
Paris, gr. 1723 (=b):126n. 6, 132, 133, 134 n. 25 et 28, 160, 165, 166, 167-
168, 178, 189-192, 192-193, 194-195, 196, 199-201, 202-203, 205-206, 210 -
n. 26 :
Tubingen Tubingens. gr. Mb 13 : 129 n. 15, 187-188, 198, 203, 209
Vatican Barberin..gr, 198 (= B)
1. description et datation 131-134
2. divergences avec AC et avec C 136-160
- Source commune de AB 161-163
4. source de V 169-170
5. apographes 189-195
6. modéle de I’&dition princeps 201-202 .
7. titres de Pouvrage, des livres et des _chapitres 202-208
8. marginalia et caractéristiques textuelles 210-212 '
Barberin. gr. 199 : 126 n, 6,131,133 n. 24, 134 avec o, 25
Barberin, gr, 203 (=0
1, description et datation 134-135
2. divergences avec B et avec AB 136-160
3. source de C 161
4. source de V 169-170
5
6

AV A WK -

Walter Emjl KAEGI, Jr

. apographe 195-196
. modeéle de ’édition princeps 201-202
7. titres de Iouvrage, des livres ot des chapitres 202-208
8. marginalia et caractéristiques textuelles 212.215
Barberin, gr. 204 : 126 n. 6, 133 n, 24, 204
Urbinat. gr. 80 : 168
Urbinar. gr, 110 : 166-168, 203, 207
Vatican. gr. 163 :203n. 15 . b , .
Vatican. gr. 914 : 167 1. 12 . . Corruption of the Byzantine arm
Vatican. gr. 1490 : 195.196 " 201- ;
Vatican. gr. 1775 (= V) : 126 n. ¢, 133, 134, 138, 148, 151, 164-178,
203, 211, 214, 215 184
Venise  Marcian, gr. 404 (= a): 126 . 6, 128 n. 12, 178-180, 181, 182, 183,
185, 187-188, 196, 203, 207

1. .
Manvuscrits perbus 1, Germanicus : 199-200, 209 gﬁr‘;;’“’”hrp aschale : Bonn, p, 707-709,
2. Parmensis : 165-166, 167, 204 n, 16 As ¢ sronology of the letter ; Chron; P,
] ! St ! ; : nicon Paschale (Bonn, p, 705-707). Al
3. Scorial. gr. A16 [1] : 182 n, 43 RATOS, 76 Buldvrior aray 27 o 150,
4. Scorial. gr, 111 12 [497) : 182 1. 48 ReSesten, no 1gg ynies, T b Athens 1965, 248-251, 283293 F. Do g,

N. H. BAYNES, The Military Operations of the

¢ Uniteq Service Magazine, N3, 47, 1913, p. 318-320, Fmperor Heraclius,

03 ocax




Theophanes’ Account of the Reign e
of Heraclius , Byrake Papers, 178 fuilelios Syioivie

Jenny Ferber Hhudasy Cmpr«u. ,(Q,oswr-- A A9 wlay M‘}Q
Combrrra, 438, 22-41

The basic reference work on Byzantine historical writers still remains that of
Krumbacher. He defined, or invented, a series of fundamental differences
between history and chronography which link the writer’s social background to
the method he uses for composition, the form he chooses to write in, the subject
matter his work covers, the style in which he writes and finally the public who
reads the work.! This all-embracing bipartite system of categorizing Byzantine
historical writing has more recently been examined from various angles and its
~overall validity called into question. The central questions of the relationship
between chronography and the other forms of historical writing, whether
chronography can be distinguished from history, and if so on what grounds, have
thus been reopened.

Beck in his article on the Byzantine “monk’s chronicle” firstly questioned
Krumbacher’s idea of the social division between the writers and readers of
history and chronography and concluded that the chroniclers’ social origins were
not as Krumbacher had assumed. That is, they were not written by lowly monks
for an ill-educated audience and thus distinct from histories written by men of
high culture and social position.? This led Beck to examine the type of the
Byzantine monk and the nature of monkish writing, looking for evidence of social
differences in the works themselves. He concluded that there will be different
degrees of “monkishness” between different monks’ chronicles.? In Theophanes’
case, Beck argues, an examination of his writing shows that, far from representing
the Studite monks’ party which arose in the cighth and ninth centuries, he
opposed it on a number of issues* and stood by his high social position and ties.$

Beck also examined Krumbacher’s judgement on the content of
chronographical writing, questioning the view that church interest is paramount.
He concluded that the examples show that the more or less theologically coloured
tendencies of the chronicles do not obscure the view of the reign as a whole or the
imperial majesty.¢ Indeed he suggested that interest in imperial majesty is in some
cases paramount.” In dealing with Theophanes’ treatment of Heraclius I hope to
show that at least for this reign the two areas of religion and imperial majesty are
inextricably interrelated.

Beck concluded that while chronography is a uniform genre there is no firm
Bround for distinguishing it from real history, In the genre of history the
concentration of the historian on a particular period of time forces the annalistic
elements into the background in the interests of a united and continuous
presentation of the phases of one reign. In the case of Theophanes’ Chronographia,
although the annalistic clements predominate, there remains, I believe, a cohesive ‘3
account of each reign. 3

This assessment must depend on the degree to which one sees the task of Y
chronography as one of purc compilation, as was suggested originally by T

| o .
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interpretation one allows to chronography. Proudfoot sees Theophanes as an
“unoriginal compiler™ and states that ‘“the only accurate assessment of the
Chronographia which is fundamental must be based on knowledge of his sources”
and that ““Theophanes apparently used all the information available to him and
therefore it is a reasonable assumption that his work represents the sum total of
historical sources from the seventh century, that is, an indication of the general
state of Byzantine literature from the seventh century to the ninth”.10 However,
there are elements in both the content and structure of Theophanes® work which
show historical interpretations peculiar to Theophanes and not mindlessly lifted

- from his sources. It must be recognized that the way an historian (or

chronographer?) uses his sources will be determined by his own system of
categorization and choice of points of focus. At the same time his opinion of what
makes the study of a period meaningful will, of course, have been reached jn the
light of his sources. While the evidence which we have might suggest, as
Proudfoot claimed, that Theophanes used all available sources, any approach to
chronography which allows the chronographer any faculty of interpretation must
also allow the possibility of other sources available to him being rejected, on
whatever grounds, and the possibility of sources being juggled and distorted in
line with his views.

One scholar who by implication allows chronographers this interpretative
faculty is Tinnefeld in his study of Byzantine ““‘Kaiserkritik”.!" He argues that
Theophanes’ criticism of emperors grows more intense the closer it gets to his own
time, culminating in his account of Nicephorus I, It may be partly because what
Tinnefeld is looking for is “categories” of criticism that this progression in
intensity of criticism is so obvious. He points to this progression in a few areas we
can assume would have concerned Theophanes — e.g. Iconoclasm and hence
Monotheletism, Arabs and Bulgars in the Empire and perhaps fiscal policy. If one
looks only for criticism of an emperor, applying this too narrow perspective, one
ignores — in Tinnefeld’s case intentionally — the other aspects which contribute
to Theophanes’ judgement of each emperor’s reign. Rather than being a purely
derivative “innocent” or “objective” account taken uncritically from the sources,
punctuated occasionally with criticisms in line with specific interests relevant to
his life-time, Theophanes’ account of Heraclius’ reign is carefully structured and
the sources edited to show both positive and negative features, An intensification
of criticism as it approaches contemporary history should not be taken as implying
a lack of evaluation and unwillingness to make a judgement in more distant
history,

Another way of looking at the source question is to say that it is our lack of
knowledge of the “perspective” of a chronographer that causes us to miss the fact
that he is interpreting his sources. This is an alternative to saying that he gave no
interpretation, on the assumption that he had only the sources we can identify.

An cxamination of Theophanes’ account of one reign, that of Heraclius,
suggests that his work is in fact a meaningfully categorized whole, and not a
patchwork of sources. In doing this I have not gone into any detail on his use of
even the sources which are available to us, in particular George of Pisidia, but
have taken his text as it stands and, in order to elucidate some of the issues which
appear to have been of concern to Theophanes, 1 have for the sake of time and
clarity made some bold judgements about his purpose. I have sometimes made
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Ariens. Celui-ci acquiesce immédiatement. Fusébe de Nicomédie presse
I'affaire d’Arius. Constance veut a nouveau réhabiliter completement Arius.
Alexandre de Constantinople s’oppose fermement a ce projet. Grice a sa
priere persévérante, Arius meurt avant la réconciliation, dans une latrine
publique».

On vient de lire un condensé¢ de BHG 1279 ou, si l'on préfere, du
cod. 256. Rien ne prouve pour autant que Gélase de Césarée ait situé la mort
d’Arius sous le regne de Constance 11,

Tout travail de restitution d’une ceuvre perdue est une entreprise difficile
et perilleuse. 11 est, en particulier, une erreur méthodologique dont il faut se
garder. L'exploitation d’un détail isolé n’autorise jamais a déduire que
I'emprunteur a prélevé le morceau entier. En d’autres termes, nous ne
sommes pas du tout surs que, hormis la mort d’Arius, les autres péripéties
du «r. 34» aient rien 4 voir avec Gélase de Césarée.

L’ensemble des données du récit s’analyse selon une combinatoire facile
a schématiser. Les axes sont

- A Samedi
B Dimanche %1
C’ Constantin .
D Constance 11

On aura: AC Athanase-Socrate-Sozoméne
BC Gélase de Césarée )
BD Rufin-BHG 1279-cod. 256-Histoire de |'Eglise d'Alexandrie

Dans un systeme clos joue la loi d’entropie: ce qu’une narration gagne
en virulence, elle le perd en vraisemblance. C’est ce qui explique la lente
derive caracterisée plus haut. Mort le samedi, Arius est la victime malheu-
reuse d’un concours de circonstances et surtout de I’age canonique qu’il a
atteint. Apres le concile cecuménique de Constantinople, la Propagandaabtei-
lung de Théodose et de la faction nicéenne triomphante avait tout intérét a
le presenter comme frappé par la vengeance divine (BC). A un stade ultérieur
(BD), le méme office a jugé bon de mettre en exergue le role d’Alexandre
de Constantinople et de fustiger celui de Constance 11. Opération utile, car,
du méme coup, on soulageait de sa derniére palinodie la mémoire de
'empereur Constantin, " 'Joamdorodoc. On ne peut assez répéter que
Ihistoire est toujours celle des vainqueurs.

w1086

e o ol AN
Lunmadion, b E‘:f’( } 36
! |

HERACLIUS AND THE THEME SYSTEM :
NEW LIGHT FROM THE ARABIC

This is the first of two articles which address the much vexed
question of the origin of the Theme System in the Middle Byzantine
period. It is an entirely new approach to the old problem as will be
seen from a perusal of its contents.

The phrase, Byzance aprés Byzance, coined by the Roumanian
scholar, lorga, is a felicitous and fruitful one. Its field of application
can with great profit to both Byzantine and Arab history, be trans-
ferred to the Diocese of Oriens, south of the Taurus, which in
Arab-Islamic times was called Bilad al-Sham. In a communication
adressed to the Symposium on Bilad al-Sham, held at the University
of Jordan in Amman, 1983, the present writer has noted that Arab
historians and historians of the Arabs are agreed that the Jund system,
according to which Bilad al-Sham in Byzantine times was divided from
the very beginning of Arab-Islamic rule, was inherited from Byzan-
tium ; and he has argued that the Jund system was none other than the
Theme system which Byzantium had applied to Bilad al-Sham in the
short period that elapsed from the Persian withdrawal from Oriens in
A.D. 628 until the arrival of the Muslim Arabs on the thirties and the
battle of Yarmuk in A.D. 636. In the history of Arab-Byzantine
relations, this is the most outstanding example of institutional assi-
milation.

The second article that follows will assemble the data relevant to the
Theme System and its association with Heraclius and will re-interpret
them in the light of the conclusions reached in this article. A wide
range of problems, new as well as old, related to “Heraclius and the
Theme System” will also be examined. The fundamental article,
however, is this first one since it is the foundation on which the second
is built: Hence the desirability of having it published in a Byzantine
periodical so that Byzantinists may carefully examine it.

This first article has already appeared in the Proceedings of the
Symposium on Bilad al-Sham during the Byzantine Period, edd. M. A.
Bakhit and M. Asfour (Amman, 1986), vol. II, pp. 45-52. I should
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NEW EVIDENCE ON THE EARLY REIGN OF HERACLIUS

W. E. KAEGI, JR.|CHICAGO

The excellent new edition of the Life of St. Theodore of Sykeon by A, J.
Festugitre offers important new information on the end of the reign of
Phocas and the first three years of Heraclius’ government. Th. Joannou
utilized only the Marcianus manuscript, and by consulting the Athens
and, especially, the Patmos manuscript, F estugicre has been able to pro-
duce a complete scholarly edition of the Vita for the first time, adding
twenty-two hitherto unknown chapters.! Several of these newly edited
chapters are of special relevance for an improved understanding of the
obscure political and military history of the early seventh century. Although
he includes a commentary on the new text, Festugitre concentrates in it
primarily upon religious and philological topics. There remain a number of
items of political, military and social significance which deserve further
elucidation. It is, however, not my intention to discuss here the many
additional useful details of religious, social and economic history which
this new edition provides. This study, rather, will concentrate on political
and military history. ' :

The single most important new item of political history which the
Festugitre edition provides is the revelation in chapter 152 that even after
the seizure of Constantinople by Heraclius, after the slaying of Phocas and
of his brother Domentziolos the magister (Poffictorum) and of Leontios the
sacellarius and of the General Bonosus, Heraclius did not immediately
succeed in extinguishing all resistance by those authorities and troops who
had been loyal to Phocas during the civil war from 608 to 6102 According
to the monk George, who composed the Life, a ““Komentiolos brother of

! A.-J. Festugitre, Vie de Théodore Saint de Sykébn [Subsidia Hagiographica, 48.]
(Brussels 1970) I xxiv-xxix. Th. Joannou published an edition of the Life of St. Theo-
dore in his Mvnpela dyiodoyued (Venice 1884) 361-495. All of my citations from the Life
of St. Theodore of Sykeon refer to the Festugitre edition. The first volume contains the
text, the second volume contains a translation, commentary and the text of two ab-
breviations,

* Vie de Théodore, c. 152, lines 19-67 (I 122-123 Festugiére), for the description of
the revolt; cf. c. 161, line 187 (I 144 Festugiére). Execution of Phocas and his closest
collaborators: Chronicon Paschale (ed. L, Dindorf, Bonn 1832) 1 699~701; John of
Antioch, frp. 110, in Constantine VII, Excerpta de insidiis (ed. C. De Boor, Berlin
1905) 150; Nicephorus, Historia syntomos (ed. C. De Boor, Leipzig 1880, 5). Pre-
viously known historical background: N. H. Baynes, The Military Operations of the
Emperor Heraclius. United Service Magazine, N. S. 46 (1913) 526-533, 659-666; 47
(1913) 30-35.
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Phocas” (Kopevriéhov) began a rebellion after he brought his army from
the east to Ancyra for winter quarters (line 19). This ‘“Komentiolos” held
the rank of patrikios (lines 29-30, 37, 65).

There is no modern authority, to my knowledge, w
brother of Phocas by the name of Komentiolos. His name appears only
in chapters 152 and 161. In this Vita, much confusion exists in the primary
sources concerning other relatives of Phocas. One should at least consider
the possibility that “Komentiolos brother of Phocas” is an error for “Do-
mentziolos”, nephew of Phocas, who was patrikios and curopalates, and
who had been mentioned in the immediately preceeding lines 10-18 of the
same chapter 152, being called Aopviviéhov 0B xopomaddrou (sic). Only
the Patmos manuscript exists for this section of the Vita, and Festugitre
has clearly noted that it contains many errors. Festugiére himself does not
attemnpt to discuss this “Komentiolos” in his commentary. The Patmos
manuscript is very inconsistent in its spelling of Domentziolos; it contains
many variations.? In chapter 161, line 187, the Patmos manuscript once
again refers to the death of ‘““Komentziolos” with this slightly altered spel-
ling. If “Komentiolos” is an incorrect form, the error is a very old one, for
the eleventh-century Paris abbreviation of the Vita (Paris ms. 1534 =
BHG 1749b) also contains this name “Komentiolos™ (but does not explain
his relationship to Phocas).4 The incorrect substitution of ‘“Komentiolos”
for “Domentziolos” or ‘‘Domnentziolos” or*‘Domnitziolos™ has occurred in
other texts.> Domentziolos, the nephew of Phocas (and presumably son of

ho mentions a

* On the poor quality and numerous errors of the Patmos (P) manuscript: Festugitre
I xxv-xxvi. Festugitre prefers the spelling Aopvit¥lorog throughout the text, although
there are varied spellings of this originally Latin name, especially in the Patmos
manuscript: Aopviv{iblov, c. 120, line 2 (I 96 Festugitre); Aouvivlibhov, c. 128, line 1
(I 103 Festugitre); Aopviv{nddoy, c. 148, line 27 (I 117 Festugiére). The spelling of the
name of Domentziolos the magister and presumed father of Domentziolos the curo-
palates also varies in different texts: Aopevrliodov, in Theophanes, Chronographia,

A. M. 6102 (ed. C. De Boor, Leipzig 1883) I 298; Aopwirlloroy in John of Antioch,
frg. 110 = Const. VII, Exc. de insid, (150 De Boor); Aopevribiov in Nicephorus,
Hist. (5 De Boor). Phocas appoints his nephew Domentziolos (probably son of Do-
mentziolos the magister) as patrikios and curopalates: Theophanes, Chron. A. M. 6096
(292) De Boor). For warnings against confusing Domentziolos the brother with
Domentziolos the nephew: J. B. Bury, History of the Later Roman Empire from
Arcadius to Irene (395 A. D). to 800 A. D.) (15t ed. London 1889) I1 199 n. 1; P. Gou-
bert, Byzance avant I'Islam (Paris 1951) 1 197 n. 4. On curopalates: E, Stein, Histoire
du Bas-Empire (Paris 1949) 11 739-746; J. B. Bury, The Imperial Administrative
System in the Ninth Century [British Academy Supplemental Papers, L] (London
1911, r. p. New York n. d.) 33-35.

¢ Vie de Théodore c. 161, line 187 (1 144 F
Théodore I1 297298, The form Komentziolos
Festugitre). Domentziolos ceases to appearint
of c. 152, line 10 (I 122 Festugiére).

* Inthe case of another Domentziolos
Constantine V11, Excerpta de legationib
the correct spelling is Aopevridron. Yet

estugiére). Paris abbreviation: Vie de
appears once in c. 101, line 187 (I 144
he text afterits citation at thebeginning

earlierin the sixth century, Menander frg, g =
us (ed. C. De Boor, Berlin 1903, 188 and notes)
this same Domentziolos is mistakenly spelled
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v Abhronolo’gi‘cal N‘v'(‘)t‘e on 'thé First
Persian Campaign of Heraclius ( 622)

N. OIKONOMIDES
The main sources concerning Heraclius’ first cam aign against
the Persians are: (a) The poem of George Pisides, known under
the Latin title Expeditio Persica;' Pisides, an eyewitness, com-

-, posed and read his panegyric poem shortly after the end of the
.~ campaign, when the em‘acror returned to Constantinople.? (b) A

chapter of the Chronic e of Theophanes the Confessor (1818)
concerning the events of the year 622 the first part of this
hapter, concerning the preparations and the beginning of the
ampaign (p..302,.L: 32=p. 308l 1
h‘aﬁg_‘hmbee‘n‘preserved;n;he‘js;econ.c.i_ art (p. 308, l. 17-p. go6,1. -
et i1 letely upor the poein of Pisides.* Of the

ety e

Ak Bl e : Frovs by R
dﬁgﬁ nt commentary by A. Pertusi,
Pisid '

gt A lon and Jmportant commentary by A, F .
Giorgio di a, Poemi, I: Panégine Epici ,{'ghidiq Polristica et Bywantina, 7: Ettal,
1959), pp. 84-136 (text and transl.), PP- 186—75 (commentary). In the
ollowing, we use the abbreviations: Pisides in order to refer to the text; and

. Pertusi in order to refer'to the commentary, .

- % Pertusi, p. 15; L. Sternbach, Rozp‘rauo"Akademii Umiejetrw!ci, Wy'dzial

) Filologiczny, gnd Ser., XV (Krakow, 1900), 2956, i ., "

8. Theophanis Chronographia, ed. C. de Boor, 1 (Leipzig, 1883), pp. sos, L.
32306, 1. 8 (in the following referred to as Theophanes), : ‘

4. Inthemargins of his edition of Theophanes De Boor has given references
to the corresponding lines of Pisides. A very close comparison of the two texts
shows that Theophanes has followed Pisides so closely, that he eventuall
repeats himself; e.g., the army manceuvres organized by Heraclius before the
beginning of the operations, are described twice: on p. sos, 1. 12-~17,
following Theophanes’ unknown source, and on p. 804, rl $~11, following
Pisides. The important elements of information concerning the campaign
itself, ignored by Pisides and provided by Theophanes, are: the name of the

1

17)iis based -on sources that ... . .




THE MISSION OF DIHYA AL-KALBI
AND THE SITUATION IN SYRIA

Suliman Bashear

Dihya al-Kalbi is usually described in Islamic sources as an early
coﬁs)/(ert and a companion closely associated with Muhammad through
family ties. He is said to have been a wealthy rrfcrchant \f'ho oft;n
gave the Prophet presents, and a handsome man in whose -1ma‘g§ the
angel Jibril was seen conferring with Mubamm'ad or even flght_mg on
the side of the Muslims. But above all, Dihya is known f?r being the
Prophet’s messenger to the Byzamilne emperor Heraclius, and for
orting the emperor to convert to Islam. '
o I-glowcvcr,pt:to agreement seems to prevail on any of these issues.
The reports on Dihya's personality, his rclations'hlp with Muhammadi
his record in early Islam and his mission in Syna are obscufc and ful
of contradictions. Some scholars have even cast doubt§ on his repor_ted
nasab. Others have considered him a legc.nfiary flg.ure,.a:.ld wide
disagreement prevails concerning the historicity of his mission. The
present study is an attempt to contribute to the debate on this last issue.

The legend

In spite of the extensive coverage of Dihya's personality afmd actmfles
in a wide range of early as well as late sources, t‘he information
available regarding him is insubstantial and highly obscurf:.
Furthermore, his personality and role in early Islam are shrouded in
comple‘:'t::y\s:g. name "Dihya", which is non—Arab:lc, ax}d prob:?bly of
Latin/late Greek origin, has a distinctly “angelic” ring to it -and
harmonizes with reports on the strong resemblance popularly perceived
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between its bearer and the angel Jibril! Dihya’s nasab points to Bana
’Amir b. ’Awf, a minor branch of the powerful tribe of Banu Kalb,
which adopted Monophysite Christianity and played a major role in
the history of Syria during the transition from the late Byzantine and
early Islamic periods? But the complex reshuffling of tribal formations
and the emergence of new groupings and leaderships under Muiwiya?
may possibly account for the fall of Dihya and other members of his
branch into oblivion® This could probably explain the conflicting
reports concerning the role of different Kalbite branches and

1 Tt means "chief”, and is conceivably an Arabic distortion of dux. More on the
Dihya-Jibril resemblance will be said below. The angelic association of this
name is clear from the tradition often adduced in lexical and biographical
sources, which says that every day 70,000 dihyas enter the Celestial House, each
of them accompanied by 70,000 angels. Ibn Manzir, Lisan, Cairo 1341 H,
18/276-7, Suhayli, Rawd, Cairo 1970 6/325; Halabi, Insan, Cairo 1320 H. 3/272
Cf. the title "archangel” conferred on Michacl in The Letter of Jude, 9.
Examples attesting (o the currency of the name Dihya among the Qudat
Christian tribes of Syria occur in Ibn al-‘Adim, Ta’rikh Halab, Damascus 1951
1/44; Tbn Hazm, Jamhara, Cairo 1977, 105; Ibn Khaldan, ‘/bar, Fez 1936 4/268

2 The source for Dihya’s genealogical line is usually Ibn al-Kalbi's Jamhara ; it is
reproduced with minor variations in subsequent sources. Ibn Sa‘'d, Tabagat,
Beirut 1959, 4/249; Jamhara, 458, ‘[bar 2/23; Ibn al-Athir, Usd Cairo, 1285 H.
2/130; bn ‘Abd al-Barr, Isti‘ab, Cairo nd. 2/461; Ibn Hajar, [saba, Cairo 1971
2/384; Ibn Badrin, Tahdhib, Damascus 1332 H,, 5/218. On Banil Kalb, see: JW.
Fiick, sv. "Kalb*, EJ. 2 4/495, MJ. Kister, s.v. "Kudaa" EJ. 2 suppl. 315-8,
idem, "Mecca and the Tribes of Arabia", typescript, 16, 20, 28

3 Y. Hasson, Sugiot Nivharot ..., unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Hebrew

University, Jerusalem, 1983, 61-65.

4 The most prominent among them is Usima b. Zayd who, like Dihya, quickly

disappeared from the scene. Dihya is said to have died around the middle of
Mu‘wiya's reign. Ibn Sa‘d, 2/251; Ibn Quiayba, Ma'arif, Gottingen 1850, 168;
Nawawi, Tahdhib, Cairo nd, 185; I'sii'ab 2/461; Sakhdwi, Tuhfa, Cairo 1957 2/4);
Khazraji, Khulasa Cairo 1322 H, 95, Dhahabi, Siyar, Cairo 1957 2/396 and
Ta'rikh, Cairo 1368 H, 2/222; Isaba 2/384; Safadi, Wafi, Wiesbaden, 1982 17/5.
Cf. Ibn Badrin 5/219, where he is said 1o have died in Egypt. This probably led
Goldziher to assume that Dihya died without descendants. The Zahiris, Leiden
1971, 164. Evidence to the contrary occurs in Tabari, ed. de Gocje 2/1794, 1805,
1836; cf. also P, Crone, Slaves on lorses, Cambridge 1980, and Dhahabyi, Siyar,

ibid.
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LE HADITH D'HERACLIUS :
UNE CAUTION BYZANTINE A LA PROPHETIE |
DE MUHAMMAD &,

Louis POUZET

Universit¢ Saint Joseph, Beyrouth (Liban)

['islam naissant, on le sait, a senti la nécessité d'asseoir son influence et sa crédibilité,
aussi bien vis & vis de lui-méme que des peuples qui s'y rattachérent, en soulignant que la
religion nouvelle comportait ce que nous pourrions appeler des "pierres d'attente” dans les
grands mouvements religieux ou civilisations qui le précédérent. Mais également sur le plan
politique, en cherchant une caution dans les paroles ou les attitudes des "décideurs”
contemporains de la venue du Prophéte. Deux exemples peuvent étre rappelés ici; I'un tres
connu, la reconnaissance par le moine de Busrd des signes de la prophétie sur le corps du
Prophete alors adolescent, telle qu'elle nous est rapportée selon de nombreuses relations, dans
les Tabagat d'Ton Sa‘d I; l'autre relatif 2 un événement plus tardif 2 : la confirmation
apportée par un moine des environs de Bagdad au calife al-Mansar, du bien-fondé de la
construction de sa future capitale & cet endroit méme 3.

Le texte que nous allons étudier se situe dans la méme ligne et rejoint ce "genre
littéraire", avec cette différence cependant qu'il est plus long. qu'il fait partie — comme
hadith rapporté par des garants sirs et inclus dans le Saiife de Bukhari - de la Tradition
islamique elle-méme, et qu'enfin il se rattache a I'un des personnages les plus marquants des
débuts de l'islam, I'empereur Héraclius lui-méme.

Il ne s'agit en effet ici rien moins que de la reconnaissance confirmée par des
témoignages dignes de foi et d'autres séries de preuves, du caractére prophétique de la
personne de Muhammad, par l'empereur byzantin. Reconnaissance éclatante, disons-le tout
de suite, mais non suivie d'effet ni par un engagement personnel de I'empereur, ni par la
conversion a l'islam des principaux officiers de sa cour.

1. Cf. l'annonce faite, en saint Jean, de la venue de Muhammad, en jouant sur le mot de "Paraclet”.

2. T.L, p. 150 et suivantes.

3. Cf. al-Kamil fi t-Tarip d'Ibn al-Atir, in loco. Le moine, interrogé par al-Mansar lui répond que, d'apres
ses "livres”, un certain Miqlas doit venir fonder une ville en ces lieux. « Clest, lui répond le calife, le
sobriquet que 1'on me donnait durant ma jeunesse. »
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TZIKERT in 1071. David Komnenos, brother of the
ruler of TreBIZOND, took Herakleia Pontike in
1205 and made it capital of his domain, called
Paphlagonia; he lost it in 1214 to Theodore [
Laskaris, who made it a major frontier bulwark.
Thereafter it was usually called Pontoherakleia.
The Genoese had a colony there after 1261 and
bought the city from the weakening empire in
1360; they held it until the Ottomans captured it
after 1453.

Late antique Herakleia Pontike occupied a high
hill by the sea and spread into the adjacent plain;
it withdrew to the hill after the 7th C. The aty’s
walls, rebuilt by David Komnenos, and its Las-
karid citadel, are preserved as well as a basilical
church perhaps built by Theodosios 11.

(For Herakleia Lynkestis, see PELAGONIA.)

Lit. W. Hoepfner, Heraklewa Pontike (Vienna 1966). Foss-
Winhield, Fortifications 150f. -C.F.

HERAKLEIOS (‘HpdkAetos), emperor (from 5
Oct. 610); son of the exarch of Carthage; born
ca.575, died Constantinople Feb. 641. Herakleios
seized power when he arrived with an African
fleet to overthrow the “tyrannical” PHokas (G.
Résch, JOB 28 [1979] 51-62). The Greens and
Patr. SErGI0s [ supported the overthrow. Hera-
kleios found the empire in trouble: the Slavs and
Avars were nvading the northern Balkans; the

Persians exerted severe pressure on the eastern
frontier. The general KomenTiOLOS revolted
against Herakleios in Ankyra, and in Antioch the
partisans of Phokas were still at the helm (Kaegi,
“New Evidence” 308-30). The first years of Hera-
kleios’s reign witnessed a new Persian offensive,
commanded by SHAHRBARAZ and SHAHIN, which
resulted in the Persian capture of Jerusalem in
614 and occupation of Egypt from ca. 619 to 629.
Herakleios entertained the idea of transferring
the capital to Carthage but gave up the plan at
the request of Sergios and the population of Con-
stantinople.

Unable to fight on two fronts, in 619 Heraklelos
concluded a truce with the Avars. After reorgan-
izing the army (reinforcement of cavalry and light-
armored archers), in 622 he mobilized his forces
in Asia Minor, won several victories, and invaded
Armenia. The crucial battle took place in 626,
when SHaHRBARAZ reached the Bosporos and to-
gether with the khan of the Avars besieged Con-
stantinople. The attack on 7 Aug. failed; both the
Avars and the Persians retreated. In 627 Hera-
kleios was able to invade Persia, inducing panic:
CHOSROES II was overthrown and KAvAD-SHIRTYA
signed a peace treaty. This victory has been seen
as the occasion celebrated in the series of Davip
PraTEes. As a result Herakleios was able to recover
the TrRue Cross, which had been captured by the
Persians. The success was but temporary: in 634

SELECTED GENEALOGY OF THE FAMILY OF HERAKLEIOS

Herakleios m. Epiphania
1
l
HERAKLEIOS THEODORE,
m. (1) Fabia-Eudokia kouropalates
m. (2) MARTINA
| ] 1 1 1 |
Eudokia HERAKLEIOS CONSTANTINE Flavius Fabius (?) HERAKLONAS Marinos Martina daughter Theodore
m. Gregoria
Constantine Theodore David Augoustinos ~ Febronia

CONSTANS I Theodosios

CONSTANTINE IV m. Anastasia

]
Herakleios

JUSTINIAN I
m. (1) Eudokia
m. (2) Theodora

Tiberios

Based on Grumel, Chronologie 362,
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HERAKLIDS

Le Hir, ed. (1967); L’Heptaméron, Michel Frangots, ed.
(1943, repr. 1967, 1975); Nicole Cazauran, L'Heptaméron
de Marguerite de Navarre (1976); Betty Jean Davis, The
Storytellers in Marguerite de Navarre’s Heptaméron
(1978); Lucien Febvre, Amour sacré amour profane, au-
tour de I'"Heptaméron” (1944, 1971); Jules Gelernt,
World of Many Loves: The Heptameron of Marguerite de
Navarre (1966); Pierre Jourda, Marguerite d’Angouléme, 2
vols. (1930); Emile Villemeur Telle, I'oeuvre de Margue-
rite d’Angouléme ... et la querelle des femmes (1937);
Marcel Tetel, Marguerite de Navarre’s Heptaméron:
Themes, Language and Structure (1973).

Francors RicoLoT

[See also French Literature: After 1200.]

HERAKLIDS, an imperial Byzantine dynasty de-
scended from Heraklios the Elder, prominent gen-
eral and exarch of Africa, who was of Armenian ex-
traction, and his son, Emperor Heraklios (7. 610~
641). The dynasty, which included such energetic
soldier-emperors as Constans II (641-668) and Con-
stantine [V (668-685), terminated with the execution
of the controversial and impulsive Justinian IT (685~
695, 705-711) and his son Tiberius in 711. Scholars
have exaggerated the social and economic reforms of
the Heraklids, but the empire owed its survival, in a
period of grave external Persian and Arab threats in
the east and Slavic and Avar threats in the Balkans,
to the stubborn, persistent efforts of these emperors.

BIBLIOGRAPHY :

John B. Bury, A History of the Later Roman Empire
from Arcadius to Irene (395 A.D. to 800 A.D.), 2 vols.
(1889, repr. 1966); Walter Emil Kaegi, Jr., Byzantine Mili-
tary Unrest, 471-843: An Interpretation (1981), 120-208;
Andreas Stratos, Byzantium in the Seventh Century, 5
vols. (1968-1980).

WaLTER EMIL KAEGl, JR.

[See also Byzantine Empire: History; Constans II, Em-
peror; Constantine IV; Heraklios; Justinian I1.]

HERAKLIOS (ca. 575-11 February 641), Byzantine
emperor (r. 610-641), was born in Cappadocia, the
son of Heraklios, a prominent general and exarch of
Africa, who was of Armenian extraction. He was

HERAKLIOS

chosen emperor after his successful rebellion against
and execution of Phokas. He initially faced a multi-
tude of crises: political rivals, financial exhaustion of
the state, and the military threats of Slavs and Avars
to the Balkan provinces and of Persians to the east-
ern provinces. Heraklios eliminated his domestic ri-
vals and engaged in austere financial retrenchment
and emergency borrowing from the church. He
failed at first, however, to halt the Persians, who
overran Roman Mesopotamia, Syria, Palestine, and
Egypt, and wasted much of Anatolia. He finally suc-
ceeded in reforming his armies after rereading old
strategic manuals and imposing new discipline and
exercises. He broke precedent by personally engag-
ing in campaigns while emperor.

Heraklios raised new troops, made alliances, and
invaded Persia which in 628 was compelled to accept
his peace terms, including restoration of Byzantine
territories and the alleged relics of the true cross, and
the selection of an acceptable Persian king. He per-
sonally restored the cross to Jerusalem in 631 and
was the only reigning Byzantine emperor to visit Je-
rusalem. His efforts to find a satisfactory compro-
mise formula for Christology failed; he first accepted
Monoenergism, then Monotheletism in 638 with the
Ektbesis. Although he compelled many Armenians
to give a grudging assent to his policies, many Chal-
cedonians and hard-line Monophysites throughout
the empire refused. He assumed the imperial formula
Pistos en Christo Basileus (Pious in Christ emperor).
More serious, Heraklios failed, despite strenuous ef-
forts, to defend Syria and Palestine, which the Arabs
overran between 634 and 638, and Mesopotamia be-
tween 639 and 640. His uncanonical second mar-
riage to his niece Martina, and his sons by that mar-
riage, caused serious dynastic conflict at the end of
his reign. It is improbable that Heraklios engaged in

~ any major program of comprehensive social and eco- -

171

nomic reform, but his efforts to create a viable de-
fense against the Arabs probably contributed to the
ultimate emergence of the Byzantine themes. Basi-
cally, he was a bold and shrewd military commander
rather than a social reformer.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

George of Pisidia, Poemi, 1, Panegirici epici, in Agos-
tino Pertusi, ed., Studia patristica et byzantina, VII (1960);
Walter Emil Kaegi, Jr., Byzantine Military Unrest, 471-
843: An Interpretation {1981), 120-153; Paul Lemerle,
“Quelques remarques sur le régne d Héraclius,” in Studi
medievali, ser. 3, 1 (1960); Nicholas Oikonomides, “A
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THE MISSION OF DIHYA AL-KALBI
AND THE SITUATION IN SYRIA

Suliman Bashear

Dihya al-Kalbi is usually described in Islamic sources as an early
convert and a companion closely associated wﬂh Muhammad through
family ties. He is said to have been a wealthy rr}erchzmt »Tzho often
gave the Prophet presents, and a handsome man in whose image the
angel Jibril was seen conferring with Muhammad or even fxght‘mg on
the side of the Muslims. But above all, Dihya is known ff)r being the
Prophet’s messenger to the Byzgnﬁne emperor Heraclius, and for
exhorting the emperor to convert to Islam. _
However, no agreement seems to prevail on any of these issues.
The reports on Dihya’s personality, his relationship with Muhammad,
his record in early Islam and his mission in Syria are obscufe and full
of contradictions. Some’ ;stfholars have even cast doubts on his repor‘ted
nasab. Others have nghsidered him a legendary fig‘urc,.ar.ld wide
disagreement prevails concerning the historicity of his mission. The
present study is an (ttempt to contribute to thc debatc on thlslast issue.

The legend

In spite of,f‘ihe extensive coverage of Dihya’s personality a.nd activities
in a widé range of early as well as late sources, t.he information
availab‘ie regarding him is insubstantial and highly obscur.c.
Furthérmore, his personality and role in early Islam are shrouded in
mystery.
Cor‘r}plet';heyverr; name "Dihya", which is non-Ambic, ar}d prob:fbly of
Latin/late Greek origin, has a distinctly “"angelic" ring to i1, ‘and
ffharmonizes with reports on the strong resemblance popularly perceived
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The Mission of Dihya al-Kalbt 85

between its bearer and the angel Jibrl!
‘Amir b. ’Awf, a minor branch of the
which adopted Monophysite Christianity and played a major role. in
the history of Syria during the transition from the late Byzantine and
early Islamic periods? But the complex reshuffling of tribal formations
and the emergence of new groupings and leaderships under Mu’iwiya’
may possibly account for the fall of Dihya and other rpémbers of his
branch into oblivion® This could probably explain’the conflicting
reports concerning the role of different Kalbite branches and

Dihya’s nasab points 1o Band

&
/

1 It means "chief", and is conceivably an Arabic/distortion of dux. More oq the
Dihya-Jibril resemblance will be said belqw‘i The angelic association of this
name is clear from the tradition often adduced in lexical and biographical
sources, which says that every day 70,000 dihyas enter the Celestial House, each
of them accompanied by 70,000 aé;r{gels Ibn Manziir, Lisan, Cairo 1341 H,
18/276-7, Suhayli, Rawdq, Cairo 1970°6/325; Halabi, Insan, Cairo 1320 H. 3/272.
Cf. the title “archangel® conferred on Michael in The Lewer of Jude, 9.
Examples atlesting to the cufrency of the name Dihya among the QudaT
Christian tribes of Syria och{r in Ibn al-‘Adim, Ta’rikh Halab, Damascus 1951
1/44; Ibn Hazm, Jamhara, Cairo 1977, 105; Tbn Khaldin, ‘Ibar, Fez 1936 4/268.

2 The source for Dihya’s génealogical line is usually Ton al-Kalbi's Jamhara : it is
reproduced with minp/f variations in subsequent sources. lbn Sa‘d, Tabaqa,
Beirut 1959, 4/249; {émhara, 458, ‘Ibar 2/23; Tbn al-Athir, Usd Cairo, 1285 H.
2/130; 1bn “Abd alyBarr, [sti°ab, Cairo nd. 2/461; 1ba Hajar, Isaba, Cairo 1971
2/384; Ibn Badrid, Tahdhib, Damascus 1332 H, 5/218. On Band Kalb, see: LW,
Fiick, sv. "Kalp", E1. 2 4/495; MJ. Kister, sv, "Kudaa" £4. 2 suppl. 315-8,
iderm, "Mecca a/nd the Tribes of Arabia", typescript, 16, 20, 28.

3 Y. Hasson,;@ugiot Nivharot . .., unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Hebrew

University, Jerusalem, 1983, 61-65.

4 The most prominent among them is Usima b, Zayd who, like Dihya, quickly

disappeared from the scene: Dihya is said to have died around the middle of
Mudwiya's reign. Ibn Sa'd, 2/251; Ibn Quiayba, Ma‘arif, Gottingen 1850, 168;
Nawawi, Tahdhib, Cairo nd, 185; IsiTab 2/46L; Sakhdwi, Tuhfa, Cairo 1957 2/45;
Khazrafi, Khulasa Cairo 1322 H, 95; Dhahabi, Siyar, Cairo 1957 2/396 and
/gn‘kh, Cairo 1368 H, 2/222; Is3ba 2/384; Safadi Waft, Wiesbaden, 1982 17/5.

~/Cf. Ibn Badrin 5/219, where he is said to have died in Egypt This probably led
Goldziher to assume that Dihya died without descendants. The Zahiris, Leiden
1971, 164. Evidence to the contrary occurs in Tabard, ed. de Goeje 2/1794, 1805,
1836; cf. also P. Crone, Slaves on Horses, Cambridge 1980, and Dhahabi, Siyar,
tbid.
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powerful tribe of Banu Kalb,
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ENCYCLOPAEDIA IRANICA, Vol. XII, 2004 NEW YORK. pp. 2o(-0.2 .
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ments (Studies in the Khalili Collection of Islamic Art,
Volume III), Oxford, 2001; = Corpus Inscr. Iran., Pt.
1. Inscriptions of the Seleucid and Parthian periods
and of Eastern lran and Central Asia. Vol. VI. (esp.
Glossary, p. 193, s.v. npoSoroyyo adj. “Hephthalite;”
nBodaXo noun “Hephthalite,” etc.).

D. C. Sircar, “Three early medieval inscriptions:
1. Kabul inscription of Shahi Khingala,” Epigraphia
Indica 33, 1963, pp. 44-47. This is probably the most
reliable edition, but the editor was under the misappre-
hension that the title Shahi, ordinary Middie Persian
designation for “King,” necessarily implies a connec-
tion with the ninth-century C.E. dynasty of the Hindu-
Shahis and their immediate predecessors. His dating of
the Ietter-forms as sixth-seventh century C.E. is more
convincing. Donald Stadtner, “Two fifth-century Bo-
dhisattvas from Afghanistan,” South Asian Studies 16,
2000, pp. 37-44. M. A. Stein, ed., Kalhana's Rajata-
rangini or Chronicle of the Kings of Kashmir. I. San-
skrit Text with Critical Notes, Bombay, 1892; repr.
New Delhi, 1989. Idem, tr., Kalhana's Rajatarangini:
A Chronicle of the Kings of Kashmir, Translated, With
an Introduction, Commentary, & Appendices, 2 vols.,
Westminster, 1900; repr. Delhi, 1979. Idem, “White
Huns and kindred tribes in the history of the Indian
North West Frontier,” Indian Antiquary 34, 1905, pp.
74-85. Robert W. Thomson, tr., The History of Lazar
Parpec’i, Atlanta, 1991. G. Tucci, “Preliminary report
on an archaeological survey in Swat,” East and West
9/4, December 1958, pp. 276-328. The inscription of
Khingala is summarily edited on pp. 327-28, n, 29. Geo
Widengren, “Xosrau Ano#irvan, les Hephthalites et les
peuples Turcs,” Orientalia Suecana 1, 1952, pp. 69-94.

(A. D. H. BIVAR)

HERACLEIDES OF CYME (1l ca. 350 B.C.E.),
Greek author of a “Persian History” (Persika) in five
books, which survives only in a few fragments. These
fragments are collected by Jacoby (Fragmente IIIC,
no, 689). In the first two books, bearing the particular
title Paraskeuastika, the land and people of Persia were
described in detail. The work is exploited by Plutarch in
his “Life of Artaxerxes,” but it is above all the verbatim
citations preserved in Athenasus that provide interesting
glimpses into life at the Achaemenid royal court under
Artaxerxes II. In Frag. 1 (Athenaeus 12.8), there is men-
tion of the three hundred women who guard (phylas-
sousi) the King and at night sing and make music under
brightly burning lamps; the ruler is said to choose from
their ranks the concubines (who inter alia accompanied
him on the hunt). Next, Heracleides introduces the one
thousand “Apple Bearers” (mélophoroi), Persian aristo-
cratic members of the royal bodyguard, drawn from the
elite band of the so-called “Imumnortals,” In addition, the
citation contains items of information about the royal
throne of gold (set beneath a sort of purple baldachin)
and also about the Great King’s special customs when

moving about, whether within the palace (on foot but
always over carpets from Sardis) or outside (by carriage
or on horseback).

The still more impressive Frag. 2 (Athenaeus 4.26)
gives details of Persian feasts and the luxury of the table.
It treats the political, social, and economic dimensions,
in effect the “ideclogy,” of royal and aristocratic ban-
quets and drinking parties (symposia). Particular atten-
tion is given to the relatjonships and encounters between
ruler and aristocrats, especially the “royal table com-
panions” (syndeipnor), as expressed in specific forms of
repasts taken in common. It further describes the connec-
tion between provisioning the king and reciprocal royal
munificence and between service to the king and the
awarding of honors by him. Finally, in Frag. 5 (Athenaeus
2.31) there are detailed accounts of the royal honors
and rewards bestowed on meritorious Greeks (Entimus
of Gortyna, Timagoras of Athens, and Antialkidas of
Sparta) through the granting of material benefits and
proximity to the ruler.

Bibliography (for cited works not given in detail, see
“Short References”): P, Briant, “Table du roi: Tribut et
redistribution chez les Achéménides,” in P, Briant and
C. Herrenschmidt, eds., Le tribut dans I empire perse,
Paris, 1989, pp. 35-44. Idem, “L.’ean de Grand Roi,” in
L. Milano, ed., Drinking in Ancient Societies, Padua,
1994, pp. 45-65. Idem, Histoire de I'Empire perse,
Paris, 1996, pp. 266-366. H. Sancisi-Weerdenburg,
“Persian Food: Stereotypes and Political Identity,” in
J. Wilkins et al., eds., Food in Antiquity, Exeter, 1995,
pp. 286-302.

(J. WIESEHOFER)

HERACLEITUS OF EPHESUS, Greek philoso-
pher traditionally credited as the first to have written on
the magi. Heracleitus, son of Bloson, may be regarded as
Ephesus’ most eminent native son during the early Per-
sian period. He flourished ca. 500 B.C.E.. (Diogenes Lagr-
tius 9.1), and came from a venerable aristocratic line
with whom the sacerdotal office of basileus was heredi-
tary; but he is said to have relinquished this rank in favor
of his brother. Further biographical details are derived
from traditions of questionable historicity. Thus, he is
credited with having called upon the tyrant Melankomas
to resign (Clement of Alexandria, Stromateis 1,65.4 St.);
he is said to have declined the request of Darius I to
introduce him to Greek culture (the [alleged] correspon-
dence between them, which probably first appeared in
the second century C.E., is to be found in Diogenes Lagr-
tius 9,13 £.).

Heracleitus’s philosophical reflections were set down
in a prose work, usually quoted in later times by the title
peri physeds. It is said to have consisted of three parts:
one on the Universe, one on Politics, and one on the
Gods (Diogenes Laértius 9.5 f.). Tradition has it that he
himself deposited it in the Temple of Artemis. There are
many indications that the work as a whole bore the char-
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He had a thick beard which he wore cut “in the royal pattern”. Strange to
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HERACLIOS AND THE INTERNAL SITUATION
IN BYZANTIUM

With this Chapter we begin the reign of Heraclios’ dynasty, which is to
terminate with the death of his great-great-grandson Justinian Ir.

A new period commences for Byzantium with the definite dissolution
of Justinian 1 Roman Empire, which from now becomes Greek. The
emperors themselves never wished to admit this historic fact and always
were to try and maintain the shadow of the Roman Empire.

When Heraclios came to the throne, the state of the empire was really
hopeless. The State presented a picture of decomposition and its moral
collapse was unprecedented.

1

Heraclios, as we have already mentioned, came of rich and distinguish-
ed lineage. His family originated from Cappadocia *, although Ducange
and others allege that it was of Armenian descent %

Many of his ancestors had distinguished themselves throughout the
history of Byzantium. During the reign of Leo 1 (457-474 A.D.) one of
them had been sent with an army into the desert and after beating the
Vandals conquered Libya and Tripoli ®.- We have aiready described his
father in Chapter v.

Heraclios was born in about 575 A.D. and when he ascended the throne
was 35 or 36.

Byzantine chroniclers describe him as middle-aged (middle age came
very early in those days) with an upright carriage, a flat chest and beauti-
ful blue eyes. He was of medium height with a fair skin and blonde hair.

t Constantin Manasses, I. 3664 — Jean de Nikiou, Ch. 109 - Amantos I. 288.

2 Ducange, Historia etc., p. 117 — Grousset, Arménie etc., p. 273 — Diehl, L'Afri-
que etc. — Pernice, I'Imperatore etc. p. 25.

3 Theophanes p. 117.

92

relate, on coins he appears sometimes clean shaven, sometimes with a
short beard and on other occasions with a long one. He had an athletic
figure and was extremely strong *. Ephraemios calls him a second Hercules
in strength.

Opinions are greatly divided over Heraclios’ character. The continual
changes which are apparent throughout his reign have given rise to many
views.

Pisides gives a picture of it which is, however, not entirely clear. In his
view, Heraclios was a perfect human being. All the virtues united in his
soul, both courage and wisdom. Quoting Aristotle, he likened him to the
perfect geometrical figure, the square (tetramorphos) °. But it must be
borne in mind that Pisides was an enthusiastic admirer and friend of
Heraclios.

Heraclios was extremely highly strung, with great bursts of enthusiasm
and fits of deep depression. We cannot tell whether the laws of inheritance
played an important part in his make-up. He was subject to a strange
allergy, fear of water. He was terrified of dying by water and his friend
Stephen had prophecied that he would die in this manner. On this account
he built dykes round all the cisterns in the City and turned them into
paradises of vegetation. It must be remembered that all his descendants
showed a certain lack of balance. The last of them Justinian 11, was subject
to crises which indeed were little short of lunacy.

There was a sensitiveness about his character which was stronger than
either his intellect or his will-power. He was both generous and humane,
proclaiming that imperial power must be reflected more through love than
fear °. He was a good organiser and very industrious. But here we see the
contradiction which occurs in his character, for he often seemed to be
both sluggish and hesitant, as if there were some other force inside him.
In tight corners this energetic person would seem indolent and indifferent
and in search of compromise solutions, as if he had no desire to impose
his will but merely come to an agreement. )

As a soldier Heraclios was brave and often over daring. He always set
an example, fighting in the front line and eventually became an experi-
enced general, though he was not a commander of genius as has been

4 Cedrenos, 714 — Leo the Grammarian p. 147 - Manasses, 1. 3667 — Ephrae-
mios, Cesars, p. 1346.

8 George Pisides, Exp. Pers. L. 81.

6 George Pisides, Exp. Pers. II. 88/90.
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bitterly and bravely. The wives of the Arabs?l! also were active in
the engagement. They had removed the pegs of the tents and with
these forced those who wished to withdraw back into the carnage.
It was a fight to the finish.262 Some 40,000 Byzantines and 35,000
Arabs took part. According to Nicephorus (p. 24) many imperial
troops and officers perished. Sébéos records that 2,000 officers were
slain. All the sources describe the defeat and the massacre of the
Byzantine army. The Sacellarius Theodore fought heroically and fell
in the heated struggle. Vaanes also fought bravely, and one source
states that he was killed,?s3 whereas another version records that,
afraid to face the wrath of Heraclius, he sought refuge in a monastery
of Mt. Sinai where he took the vows and became a monk under the
name Anastasjus.?6*

The Ghassanid Djabalah survived the battle and embraced Islam .98
Nicetas, son of Sahrbaraz,? also survived. A lengthy romantisized
story has been constructed round the latter.

been accepted by all scholars. Caetani, Annali, I1I, 608; Goeje, op. cit.,
p. 121; Margais, op. cit., p. 192; Bréhier, Vie et Mort etc., p. 56; Becker in
C.M.H., 11, 344; Lambros, History etc., V, 714—715; Hitti, op. cit., p. 152;
Lammens, op. cit., I, 56; Huart, op. cit., I, 235; Honigmann, in E.I. old ed.,
V, p. 1223.

261 Many Arab women accompanied their men in the latter campaigns.

262 Baladhuri, op. cit., p. 207.

263 Michael the Syrian, II, 421; Anonymous Chronicle Guidi; Anonymous
Chronicle of the year 1234; Mirkhond, op. cit., p. 79.

264 Futychius, p. 1101; Goeje, op. cit., p. 122.

265 Djabalah was the last leader of the Ghassanid tribe. He soon embraced
Islam, but he could not bear the severity of the new religion and the equality
of the early Muslims, so he returned to Christianity. It is reported that he
settled in Constantinople with many of his followers. According to the tradi-
tion, he settled finally at Kharsana, near Melitene in Asia Minor, with 30,000
of his followers (Goeje, op. cit., p. 151).

266 Michael the Syrian, II, 421; Abul Faradj, p. 94; Anonymous Chronicle of
1234, p. 191. According to Michael, the son of Sahrbaraz went over to the
Arabs and settled in Emesa when the city was recovered by the Arabs.
Another version (Patkanian, Essai d'une histoire, etc.) states that he was
made prisoner during the battle after which he embraced Islam. Later he
wrote Umar suggesting that he be given an army to conquer Persia and
subject it to him. Umar appeared to like the idea, but the daughters of
Chosroes II, who had been captured and held prisoner in Medina, pointed
out the deceitfulness and so on of the family. Following this, Umar com-
manded that he be put to death by crucifixion.
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1

During the engagement Amir ibn-abi-Wakkas?%” had arrived bear-
ing with him the orders of the Caliph Umar to Abu Ubayda by
which the latter was to assume complete command in Syria. Amir
fell in the battle. Ubayda kept his appointment secret from all the
others until the battle ended in order to avoid discord amongst the
Arab leaders and not to displease Khalid ibn-Walid who was then
generalissimo of the armies (See Note VIII).

The Byzantine cavalry that had survived the massacre of Yarmuk
attempted to slow down and halt the Arab advance in the plain
of Djabiya, but it failed to do so0.2%8

3.

When Heraclius, who was then at Antioch, learned of the destruc-
tion of his army at the river Yarmuk, he realized that Syria was lost
to the Empire. He could not quickly assemble a new army. He had
required more than 15 months to raise the army that was lost at
Yarmuk. Surrounded by an oppressive atmosphere, tired, aged,
with no means of recuperating his losses and with the hatred he
detected round him, he realized that he could do nothing for the
moment.?®® Under the circumstances, he decided to return to
Constantinople. He was accompanied by Martina and “the child.”??
It is recorded that when he was about to cross through the passes of
the Taurus range to enter Cilicia, he bade a sad farewell to Syria.
Nearly all chroniclers record what he had said. ‘‘Peace be with you
Syria, what a beautiful land you will be to the enemy.”’?"

Heraclius departed in the month of Shaban of the 15th year
(September 636).22 According to a Syrian tradition,?® Heraclius
ordered that the whole of Syria be plundered. The Syrian writers

267 Baladhuri, op. cit., p. 208.

268 Dussaud, Topographie Historique de la Syrie, etc., p. 333.

260 Theophanes, p. 337; Cedrenus, p. 745; Mirkhond, op. cit., p. 81; Elie Bar
Sinaya, p. 82; Goeje, op. cit., p. 123. '

270 Nicephorus, p. 23.

271 Baladhuri, op. cit., p. 210; Mirkhond, op. cit.,, p. 81; Eutychius, p. 1098;
The Chronicle of 1234, p. 196; Michael the Syrian, II, 424; Al Makine, p. 29;
Coeje, op. cit., p. 123; Caetani, Annali, ITI, p. 609. .

#72 Goeje, op. cit., p. 123; Eutychius, p. 1098. The latter records the third
year of Umar. The third year begins in August 636.

278 Michael the Syrian, II, 424; Abul Faradj, p. 95.
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" 'THE HERACLIAN DYNASTY IN MUSLIM ESCHATOLOGY

MICHAEL COOK
Princeton University

1. Tiberius in Islamic tradition

By far the richest source for the early history of Muslim eschatology
is the unpublished Kitab al-fitan of Nu'aym ibn Hammad (d. 228/843).
In it we find the following tradition ascribed to the Prophet:?

It is at hands of the fifth of the family of Heraclius (@l Hiragl) that the
Wars (malahim)® will take place. Heraclius may rule (sic: wa-gad yamliku
Hiragl); then after him his son Constans (Qusta) son of Heraclius; then his son
Constantine (Qustantin) son of Constans; then his son Justinian (Ustindn) son
of Constantine; then the kingship of the Romans (Ram) moved (sic: kharaja)
from the family of Heraclius-to Leo (Liyin) and his son after him. But the
kingship will return to the fifth of the family of Heraclius, at whose hands the

Wars will take place. (\¢ \\aigqf. /(T;EU% N YN

! For a general discussion of the work, see J. Aguadé, «La importancia del “Kitab
al-Fitan” de Nu‘aym b. Hammad para el estudio del mesianismo ;nusulmén», in
Instituto Hispano-Arabe de Cultura, Actas de las Jornadas de Cultura Arabe e Islamica
(1978), Madrid, 1981, drawn to my attention by M. 1. Fierro. For three recent studies
based largely on its materials, see W. Madelung, «The Sufyani between tradition and
history», Studia Islamica, 63 (1984); id., «Apocalyptic prophecies in Hims in the
Umayyad age», Journal of Semitic Studies, 31 (1986); and S. Bashear, «Apocalyptic and
other materials on early Muslim-Byzantine wars: a review of Arabic sources», Journal
of the Royal Asiatic Society, third series, 1 (1991). An edition of the Fitan has been
prepared, but not yet published, by Lawrence L Conrad.

2 Nu‘aym ibn Hammad (d. 228/843), Kitab al-fitan, ms. British Library, Or. 9449,
f 130b.8. Hereafter I shall refer to this work as Fitan, and designate this particular
variant «F2». In this and the following translation 1 have emended the names
where corrupt; details are given below, notes 43f. This tradition is cited by Bashear
(«Apocalyptic and other materials», 189, n. 112). )

3 Here and below, I use the terms «War» and «Wars» to translate the Arabic
malhama, plural malahim. In eschatological contexts the reference is normally to infidel
attacks on the Islamic lands.
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The first penetrations of Byzantine territory 75

completed occupying old and probably disused camps and. positions. Those
with experience from the era before the Persian invasions would have
suffered from a fifteen-year absence of Byzantine authority. Under those
circumstances, the best that the Byzantines could have done would have
been, in so far as budget and numbers of troops permitted, to reoccupy the
old Byzantine positions until new surveys and strategic decisions copld be
made about any changes. That would have been the situation at the time of
the battle of Mu’ta, in September, 629.

THE PILGRIMAGE OF HERACLIUS

The dating of Heraclius™ visit to Jerusalem to 21 March 630 (or, less likely,
631) is important for the history of his reign, for the history (}f ]eru‘salcm,
and, although this has been neglected, for the history of Byzantine resistance
against the Muslims in Palestine and Syria.?® Heraclius came to Jerusalem,
Palestine, and other parts of southern Syria when the Muslim threat was
maturing and growing more evident, at a time when it would have beep more
difficult for ar least some report of Muslim expansion to escape his ears,
especially when he was making a personal visit to the area that was about to
be threatened. Ibn Hisham reports that Heraclius came to Jerusalem by way
of Emesa/Hims, and indeed it is probable that carpets, scented with
aromatic herbs, were strewn on the pathway that he personally trod.? Such
an act of splendid humility would have impressed itself in t*w minds of
contemporary observers, who preserved it by oral tradition and it thus fc'n%nd
its way into Muslim tradition. Any possible planning for an cxPcdxtxon
would have possibly created the kinds of rumors about Byzantine con-
centrations that found their way into al-Wagqidr’s Kitab al-Maghazi.
Heraclius® pilgrimage indisputably left a strong imprint on the memory of
some Arabs, whose reports found their way into the narratives of some
Muslim traditionists.? o

It is conceivable that Heraclius did learn of religious activities w1th1r.1 Fhe
Arabian peninsula but rejected the risks of some vague military exped‘ntlon
there and instead ordered that the Ghassanid tribal leadership escort him to
Jerusalem. His route to Jerusalem in 630 passed through territories that the

e M. Anastasii Persae (12 Usener). A. Frolow revised that date to _630, in an important
?rcttiil:, “la Vraie Croix et les expéditions d’Héraclius en Perse,” REB 11 (1953)‘ 88—:10;.
Grumel proposed 21 March 631, a date that has some logic but was per'suasw.cly‘ rejecte ] y
Cyril Mango, who prefers 630: V. Grumel, * La Reposition dg la Vraie (Eronx a Jcrussf em
per Heéraclius. Le Jour et 'année,” ByzF 1 (1966) 139-49; Cyril Mango, 4 Deux cFudcs sur
Byzance et la Perse sassanide,” TM 9 (1985) 112-13. P. Speck, Das geteilte Dosster_(Bonn
1988) 355-77, unconvincingly argues that Heraclius restored thc'cross to Jerusalem in 628.

2 |bn Hisham 1: 192; al-Tabarf i 1562. 3 Waqidi 760.

Ghassanids normally controlled. His elite praesental army probably
accompanied him to Jerusalem.*® The date of 630 for Heraclius’ visit to
Jerusalem makes more plausible the reports in Iraqi tradition that Heraclius
learned of the threat of a Muslim invasion while he was in Palestine (tradition
of Azdi, Ibn A‘tham al-Kifi and Sayf) or Damascus (according to Ibn Sa‘d
and Eutychius).*® But even at that date he could scarcely have conceived of
the scope of their imminent military campaigns. The clash at Mu’ta is more
comprehensible because of the understandable Byzantine desire to secure the
area east of the Dead Sea in the second half of 629, in September, before the
emperor’s personal pilgrimage to Jerusalem the following March. It was
necessary to try to avoid any embarrassing beduin raids during that
pilgrimage.

Whether or not Heraclius ever delivered a speech of the kind that Azdi
reports that he gave in Palestine — certainly there is no Byzantine text that
confirms this — it is more possible that he learned something of a threat of
Muslim or Arab troubles and threat of invasion, and attempted to make
some defensive preparations against it. No contemporary Christian source
shows any awareness of a threat of Arab or Muslim invasion or defensive
preparations against such an eventuality. Sophronius of Jerusalem in early
634 states that the Muslim incursions hit ‘“‘unexpectedly.””®*® Heraclius
cannot have begun his major emergency defense measures for the security of
Palestine and Syria in early or middle 630. But he may have made provisional
military arrangements at that time and may have become aware of potential
problems with Arab tribes east of the Dead Sea and of the ‘Araba.

Azd7’s Iraqi tradition gives no dates, but implies that Heraclius learned of
the imminent Muslim threat while on pilgrimage to Jerusalem and there, as
well as at Damascus and Hims, began to alert the populace for defense, and
finally made his base of operations at Antioch in northern Syria. He did really
depart from Jerusalem, after his pilgrimage and restoration of its patriarchate

.in early 630, and went immediately to Damascus.?® He probably did not

return to Damascus until early 634, where he was, according to Eutychius,
when he learned of the defeat of the Byzantines 12 miles from Gaza, at
Dathin. The fact that he apparently made this second trip gave him an even

¥ See remarks of John Haldon, Byzantine Praetorians 173-8.

¥ Caetani, Al 2. 1: Ixvii, erroneously assumed that Heraclius visited Jerusalem in 629 and was
restoring the cross there at the time of the battle of Mu'ta, which harmed his understanding
of events, their sequence and interrclationships. Heraclius spent the winter of 6289 ac
Amida, met with Shahrbaraz at Arabissos in July, 629, returned to Constantinople in
September, 629, and brought the fragments of the cross to Jerusalem in March, 630. In 631/2
he participated in the synod at Theodosiopolis, in Armenia. Azdr 28-9.

% Sophronius, PG 87: 3197D.

 That statement of Azdi and lbn ‘Asakir is confirmed by Eutychius and by version “C” of
the Antiochus threnody on the Persian capture of Jerusalem in 614,
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Chapter 1

THE PROBLEM OF BYZANTIUM AND
THE EARLY ISLAMIC CONQUESTS -

R

CHALLENGES IN THE SOURCES AND METHODOLOGY!:
INTRODUCTORY REMARKS

The Roman emperors and Augusti were always of the same opinion,
which I am telling you, not only those who stayed in Rome, but also
those who stayed in Byzantium [Constantinople}], including Constantine
the Grear, Julian, Jovian, and Theodosius. Sometimes they stayed in the
east, and sometimes in the west, but they stayed in Byzantium
{Constantinople] very little. At that time all the provinces were tranquil
including all of Europe and Africa, and the best part of Asia as far as
Euphratesia, and the lands of Adiabene, Armenia, Syria, Phoenicia,
Palestine, and Egypt, and even the great and much-prized Babylon were
subject to the Romans. But from the time great torpor fell on men, rather
like an epidemic, nothing good has happened to the Roman Empire.!

Such was a late eleventh-century Byzantine retrospective diagnosis of the
causes for the loss of so many former territories of the Roman Empire. The
author, Kekaumenos, simply attributed the downfall of the empire to the
proclivity of emperors to avoid leaving the capital for the provinces. This is
an inquiry into only a part of the same phenomenon that vexed Kekaumenos:
the character and causes of the Byzantine loss of Palestine, Syria, and
Byzantine Mesopotamia to the Muslims in the 630s and 640s and the
immediate consequences of these developments for the Byzantine Empire,
especially Anatolia, for its armies, and for its worldview. The answer, of
course, cannot be as easy or tendentious as was that of Kekaumenos, who did
not even mention Islam as a possible cause. For some scholars of Islamic
history, this subject may appear to be ill conceived, because for them there is
no reason why the Muslims should not have defeated and supplanted
Byzantium. No adequate Byzantine historical research exists on these

1 Kekaumenos, Soveti'i i Razzkaz’i Kekavmena, e¢d. and trans. by G. G. Litavrin (Moscow :
Nauka, 1972) 298.
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uncontested. Though without a philosophical notion
it makes intelligence supreme in the direction of things
of the supersensible in regard to either God or the soul,
and penetrates deeply into the basic moral problem of

the common or universal in the incessantly changing’

circumstances of life. The fragments continue to inspire
philosophers, and can always be pondered over with re-
newed intellectual profit.

See also GREEK PHILOSOPHY,

Bibliography: HEeracriTUS, The Cosmic Fragments, ed. G. S.
KRR (Cambridge, Eng. 1954). DIoGENEs LAERTIUS, Lives of
Eminent Philosophers, tr. R. D. Hicks (LoebCILib; New York
1925; reprint Cambridge, Mass. 1942). P. E. WHEELWRIGHT,
Heraclitus (Princeton 1959). J. OwENs, “The Interpretation of
the Heraclitean Fragments,” An Etienne Gilson Tribute, ed. C. J.
O'NEwL (Milwaukee 1959) 148-168. W. K. C. GUTHRIE, 4 His-
tory of Greek Philosophy (Cambridge, Eng. 1962—- ) 1:403-
492. M. MARCOVICH, Pauly-Wiss RE suppl. 10 (1965) 246-320.

[J. OWENS]

HERACLIUS, BYZANTINE EMPEROR

Reigned Oct. 5, 610, to Feb. 11, 641; b, Cappadocia,
¢. 575. Heraclius, son of Heraclius, Exarch of Africa,
who was of Armenian origin, played a principal part
in his father’s revolt against the unpopular Emperor
Phocas (602-610), He sailed to Constantinople with
an expeditionary force, overthrew and executed Phocas,
and was proclaimed emperor. By his first marriage, to
Eudoxia, he had a son, Heraclius Constantine, and a
daughter, Eudocia. His second marriage, to his niece
Martina (631), brought him both two additional sons,
Heracleonas and David, and sharp ecclesiastical crit-
icism.

Heraclius spent his entire reign in a struggle against
grave external and internal dangers. In 611 the Persians
overran successively Syria, Anatolia, Palestine and
Egypt; and in 614 they took Jerusalem and removed the
Holy Cross to Persia. In a series of brilliant campaigns
(622-628), Heraclius broke the Persian power in
Anatolia and Armenia, carried the war into Persia
(627), and caused the fall of Chrosroes and the ac-
cession of Kawadh, who consented (April 628) to
restore occupied territory and the Holy Cross to the
Byzantine Empire. Heraclius personally returned the
Cross to Jerusalem amid popular rejoicing (March 21,
630). However, Heraclius not only was unable to pre-
vent Slavic occupation of much of the Balkans, but
also failed to check the Arab conquest of Palestine,
Syria, and Egypt in the name of Islam (634-642).

Heraclius may have attempted to generate a re-
newal of social and cultural aspects of the Byzan-
tine state, including, perhaps, the establishment of
the themes, or military districts. To conciliate his
Monophysite subjects, he issued an edict (610) that
was orthodox in appearance, but that cast doubt upon
the Council of *Chalcedon. Patriarch Sergius I of
Constantinople induced him to accept monoenergism,
which taught a unity of energy and activities in Christ
as a consequence of the unity of wills (c. 621-622).
Heraclius imposed this doctrine upon reconquered
Armenia and other eastern provinces in 626-628, and
in 631 persuaded the Jacobite bishops in a synod at
Mabbug to accept monoenergism. In 633 he forced
the Armenian Catholicos Ezras to accept this concept;
and in the same year Cyrus, Patriarch of Alexandria,
also agreed to this formula. Nevertheless, Monophysite
opposition persisted in Egypt and Syria while the

NEW CATHOLIC ENCYCLOLEDIA, Washington ’}Qﬁf(chrim 1981). voi: VI, s. 10(';.57 DN: 42267
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Chalcedonian position was strongly reaffirmed by
Sophronius of Jerusalem and *Maximus the Confessor.
In 634 or 635 Heraclius forbade further discussion of
the question.

Recognizing the failure of monoenergism, Heraclius
officially proclaimed a new formula in his edict Ecthesis
(638), asserting the doctrine of Monothelitism, which
proclaimed a perfect harmony and unity of the divine
and human will in Christ. Pope *Severinus refused to
accept this explanation; and when, in reprisal, Her-
aclius’s troops seized the papal treasures, Pope *John IV
openly condemned Monothelitism. The Monophysite
Patriarch of Alexandria, Cyrus, accepted the doctrine,
but most Copts and Jacobites did not follow him. Her-
aclius’s interventions in ecclesiastical affairs ended in
failure.

See also MONOTHELITISM.

Bibliography: 1. OrTiz DE UrBINA, EncCatt 5:468. Beck
KTLBR 430-432. O. Vorx, LexThK? 5:237-238. DSLGER Reg
1:162-217. L. Breuier, Fliche-Martin 5:75-150. A. PERNICE,
L’Imperatore Eraclio (Florence 1905). Ostrogorsky 83-100. A.

FroLow, RevEtByz 11 (1953) 88-105, true Cross. P. LEMERLE,
Studi medievali 3d ser. 1.2 (1960) 347-361.

[W. E. KAEGI, JR.]
HERALDRY

Heraldry, the science of hereditary symbolism, is a
discipline of modern origin, deriving from the practice
of medieval heralds who put together collections of
coats of arms—colored emblems or devices that . de-
veloped from the decorations on the coats of arms of
warriors. They are hereditary when the shield is famil-
ial, and uniform or constant if they represent an eccles-
iastical person. Soon after their origin, armorial bearings
were adopted by noncombatants such as ecclesiastics,
women, and secular and religious corporations. This
article is concerned only with the evolution of eccles-
iastical heraldry, its juridical aspect, its characteristics,
and its application.

Origins. Heraldry in the Church originated with the
seal. Religious seals are nearly contemporary in origin
with those of barons, civil officers, and institutions hav-
ing the right to use seals. The oldest is that of Richard,
Archbishop of Bourges (1067). The secular lord was
generally represented by his ‘arms appearing on the
shield and a little later on the caparison of his horse.
The ecclesiastic, on the other hand, whether he was a_
cardinal, bishop, canon, abbot, or priest, appeared in
person on his seal, usually without arms. .

Obviously the representation of mitered prelates in
the act of blessing, with crosier in hand, is of great in-
terest to the historian of ecclesiastical vestments, such
as the chasuble, amice, cincture, stole, pallium, maniple,
and gloves. See EPISCOPAL CEREMONY AND VESTURE. As
early as the 13th century, however, ecclesiastics are
seen bearing armorial devices. Bishops at first had only
the heraldic bearings of their rank or see: Miles of
Nanteuil (1229), Robert of Cressonsart (1240), and
William of Gretz (1261) carried the armorial bearings
of the See of Beauvais—a cross cantoned by four keys.
But these insignia of ecclesiastical rank were replaced
by family arms by, e.g., Guy of Vergy, Bishop of Autun
(1223), Guy of Rochefort, Bishop of Langres (1263),
and Nicholas of Fontaine, Archdeacon of Valenciennes
(1236), who became bishop of Cambray in 1247,

From this time on, the seal and ecclesiastical arms
followed a parallel development. Heraldic bearings in-
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There is of course the difficulty to establish when and how many

S times was he sent, <md his appearance in many locations in Syria and

"y possibly other places.*”) But this in itself makes the Hamidulla- (Caetant
% debate over dating irrelevant.

Finally, the reports concerning Hiragl's attitude to Muhammad in

¢ Tabiik may shed some light on the reason why that expedition was

| called off. However, it is to more reports concerning this attitude that

cept the idea that Dihya probably delivered more than one message or
that he was not necessarily sent always with a letter.”")

Connecting Tabiik with Dihya’s mission is interesting because the
reports concerning it may shed some light on that expedition whose :/
aims, nature and circumstances remain a mystery. Concerning Muham-/ -

mad’s relations with Hiraql. Tbn Hanbal’s report says that the latter

wrote to the Prophet in Tabuk saying innt muslim.®') Ibn ‘Asak
brings the above mentioned Sami tradition according to which Dihy
said about Hiragl: “agarra bi-risilats Muhammad.”*®) Was this the rea-
son for calling off the expedition? The Islamic sources are completely
silent except for denying that Muhammad received Hiraql’s presents
in Tabiik sinee no presents are allowed from a musrik.*®)

To sum up there are clear indications of the existence of substantial Dihya was clearly not the only active preacher in Syria as the inci-
following of Muhammad in Trans-Jordan where Dihya probably prea- dent of Harit B.°Amr in Busra, mentioned above. testifies. In what
ched to the extent that such existence could affect internal tribal stri- follows occasional reference to another “messender” in Syria. Suja‘
fe. There is no trace of military role of his, and the idea accepted upon B. Wahb will be made. There is even an indication that Dihya was joi-

some scholars that he was sent as a “secret agent” by Muhammad be- ' ned from Bugra by a third one, ‘Adl B. Hatlm )
As for destination the information that we have covers Busra. Ilya

(Jerusalem), Damascus, Hums and possibly other locations. Added to
the confusion one also notices that the names and titles given to the
: man whom Dihya met widely differ from cne source to another. They
‘azim ar-Riam, sahib ar-Ram or even

we shall turn now.

Hiragl in Syria — The Sources

cause of his background oceupation and the knowledge of Syrian lim-
mes does not hold. ™) The origin of this idea lies probably in the atmo-
sphere of cireulating magazt traditions towards the end of the second
century when, in the absence of any tangible military record of Dihya
he was p]esented as being sent “sirriyyatan wahda” — i.e. one man ex- are: hiraql, qaysar, malik ar-Ram,
pedltlon ?) Note must also be made of the fact that Dihya was said to ' usquf ‘ala nasara as-Sam.

be one of the du%t (preachers) which the Prophet sent and which are Such confusion warns of the complexity of Diliya’s mission corre-
36) A description which fits the reli- sponding probably to the situation in different parts of Syria concer-
ning the attitude towards Muhammad. Thus it is to the contents of
traditional reports that one must turn rather than argue w hether the
visit of gaysar to this or that place “historically coincided™ with Di-

hya’s arrival in it.>") But first a note of identification must be made

otherwise known as messengers.
gious nature of the arguments these du%t had with the people they
were sent to. !

30y Halabt. ibid.

3 Musnad 3/277. on our soureces.
2y Ibn Badran 5/220. In Maqiizt's Imta® 1/308 we read: “qabbole {-kitab i _—
watarafa bi-l-nubwwra.” In Istiab 2/461 and Usd 2/130 we read: “fa-’amana 37y An isolated $77 tradition says that Diliya was sent not only to gaysar
biki . In Suhaylt 7/363: “wa-ittaba‘ahw.” and the Cassanids but also to Ban@ Hanifa. Maglisi, lithog. ed. 8/20. It is of
*3) In Halabi 3/277 we read: “fa-gala al-nabiyyu: Kadaba, innahu ‘ald nas- ! some interest to note 1bn Ishaqs indication that a Damascene senior religious
raniyyatihi wa-ft lafzin: Kadaba ‘adwicw I-l@hi, wa-l-ldhi innahu layse bi-mus- figure (ark@n) was involved in the contacts with Ban@ Hanifa and even ad-
lim, qilda al-hafizu ibnu ija-,riw rakimahu allah: fa-ald hada atlago sahibu l-isti- vised their King Hawda to follow Mubammad. Ibn Sayyid an-Nas. 2/270.
b [Ibn “Abd al-Barr] annahu ’@mana ay annehu azhara al-tasdige lakinnahu ;8) Halabi, who mentions this. says that ‘Adi was sent with him by Harit
lam yastamirra ‘alayh.” More on this debate in Subaylt, 7/364. j whom he desceribes as both “Szim bugrda™ and “malilk gassan.” 3/272. Other
34) H. Lammens and Ch. Pellat, op. cit., ibid. sources describe Harit as King of the (mta area of Damascus. Tt is also inter-
#3) Ihn Sa‘d 4/250-1: Ibn Badran 5/220; Safadi 17/5; Siyar 2/397; Isdba 2/ eqtmg to note that “Ad is reported by some sources to have joined the (Yassa-
384. On others who where also described as such see Balhi/Muqaddasi 4/222. : ni's dunmcr the ridda wars.
%) E.g.: Tbn Haldan 2/222. % S g%i A i f%g;‘ ) Ag indeed Hamidullah does in op. eit.. p. 103,
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The IVth International Conference on Bilad al-Sham

The Strategy of Heraclius

Walter Emil Kaegi, Jr., The University of Chicago
and The Institute for Advanced Study

The Muslim Conquest have received some quite valuable recent
historical inquiry, yet the strategy of the Byzantine Emperor Heracliu.s,
who reigned from 610 to 641, has recived much less. The primary sources in
Greek are very poor, and it is difficult to extract reliable conclusions from
the non-Greek Christian and Muslim ones. It is nevertheless possible to
make some observations. Modern military thinkers may make a tripartite
classification of topics of military thought into strategy, military
operations, and tactics, but such categories were alien to the Byzantines,
who knew of such ones as strategy, tactics, stratagems, poliorcetics or the
art of besieging a city, and naval warfare. Itis inappropriate here to discuss
the substantial Graeco-Roman corpus of military treatises and concepts
that the Byzantines inherited, copied and adapted for their own purposes.
There was no Byzantine grand strategy. Theere were collections of axioms,
stratagems, narratives of significant military case histories, warnings, and
miscellaneous reflections on warfare and craft and other bits of practical
advice, none of which was really rigorously organized and developed,
although they formed a substantial and unique corpus of military
experiences.

Heraclius had acquainted himself with some unidentified Byzantine
military manuals. These presumably included the so-called Strategikon
of Maurice, which was written around A.D. 600. Byzantine military
treatises have little to say about fighting the Arabs before the appearance of
Islam. Byzantine writers possessed some clichés about fighting the Arabs.
The Arabs cannot storm walls, according to Procopius of Caesarea.
Evagrius Scholasticus states that it is better to use Arabs to fight Arabs.
Heraclius’s court historian Theophylact Simocatta, who was himself from
Upper Egypt, speaks of the tendency of the Arabs to be unfaithful, namely,
to switch from one side to the other. These clichés reinforced more general
trends in Byzantine military thought. There was a Byzantine preference to
avoid decisive combat on the battlefield, and instead the desire to use clever
ruses and stratagems to defeat one’s enemy without much bloodshed.
Strategists counseled the use of timing, patience, and warfare of manoeuver
and attrition, instead of head-on battle. Yet given the dearth of information
in the military manuals about fighting the Arabs or about fighting in the
regions where the Muslims invaded, there were few written precedents for
warfare, strategy, or operations of the kind that were needed by the
Byzantines in the 630s; at least there is no record of any such works having
existed. '
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The Strategy of Heraclius Walter Emil Kaegi

These tendencies reveal themselves in any close investigation of the
activities of the Byzantines in their attempt to resist the Muslims. It is
proper to speak of a strategy of Heraclius. Arab historians definitely
attribute decision-making responsibility to Heraclius in all critical military
matters concerning Byzantine resistance throughout the span of the
Muslim conquest of Syria. Heraclius in fact was the first reigning
Byzantine emperor to visit Syria since the fourth century. Although his
knowledge of Syria was not exhausitve, he had visited key areas of it during
his pilgrimage to Jerusalem in early 631. He had some familiarity with its
terrain, climate, people, and communications. He was not far away in
Constantinople during the key events of the conquest. Although he did not
lead troops in person against the Muslims, he was continuously in Syria
from 634 to 636, and even before that he had been able to maintain close
communicaitons while trying to settle ecclesiastical problems in northern
Syria and his native Armenia. His bases of operations, first at Emesa or
Hims, and then at Antioch, permitted him to remain in reasonably close
contact with the battlefronts. He was not oblivious to the situation. The
Muslim sources suggest, in fact, that he was relatively well informed about
affairs and they may be right about this.

It is very erroneous to assume that the Muslim leadership was oblivious
to the role of sophisticated military thinking. Indeed some Muslim sources,
in particular Ibn ‘Asakir, indicate a Muslim awareness of the Byzantine
propensity to using clever machinations in warfare, and the need to try to
avoid being caught by them. A basic strategy of Abu Bakr, according to
Azdi, sought an opposite way to victory: seeking to cause the Byzantines to
concentrate masses of troops, draw them into a pitched battle, and defeat
them decisively. The Muslims wanted decisive battle, presumably because
of their numerical supriority, familiarity with the terrain and climate, and
their position. The Byzantine leadership did not wish it, except under
special circumstances. There was, therfore an asymmetry in strategy and
military operations of the two. Whatever the initial goals of the Muslims at
the very beginning of their clashes with the Byzantines, their strategy
quickly clarified while that of the Byzantine continued to be troubled with
various dilemmas. Byzantine strategic perceptions may well have resulted
from their own perceived numerical inferiority, as well as from their
inheritance of such strategic thought, although in its turn it may have
developed out of actual Graeco-Roman numerical inferiority on a number of
past occasions. '

Both antagonists sought to use military thinking to win. It isincorrect
to assume that the Muslims were deviod of it. In addition to the use of
rational order of battle as early as the battle of Mu’ta, according to the
Arabic adaptation of Aelian’s Tactics, other Muslim campaigning appears
toindicate that rational ,military calculation lay behind many moves. This

— 1056 —
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Theophanes, Chronographia, ed. de Boor (2 vols.) Leipsic 1883 - 1885. A
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"””cﬁ;and il vous était loisible d’éteindre le feu de la rébellion! La basse classe, tu

1

. le sais bien, est dépourvue de sagesse, et si elle ne trouve personne pour lui
* faire des remontrances et la mettre en garde contre les actes blimables, elle

- ne'se préoccupe pas des conséquences ficheuses que sa conduite lui vaudra |
~ commis:par les sujets, le sort des malheureux dont Jle sang a été versé, tout

bref,.de cette affaire, c’est toi qui portes la responsabilité; les crimes

ombe sur toi, étant donné que tu es un juge musulman, que tu sais
t'tes devoirs vis-A-vis d’Allsh Puissant et Grand, et que tu sais

: aussi ¢ que mérite celui qui rompt le pacte qui le lie & ]la maison prophétique,

- cest-atdire 3 Notre Mattre Abii I-‘Abbas al-Mangir.

i Cela dit,: nous envoyons dans cette région quatre cents soldats en armes,

choisis parmi 1'élite de I'armée de Notre Seigneur al-Mansiir, pour y rétablir

. T'ordre,.y éteindre le feu de la révolte et Ia pacifier, Celui qui y manifestera

des intentions de désordre sera obligatoirement chitié, conformément A

- laloi du noble Prophéte — qu’Allah le bénisse et le sauve | — Pour ce qui

est de toi, je te fais part, par Allih, de mon mécontentement, assuré que
je suis de ton affection pour cette dynastie fortunée, Comment, quand cette
agitation a pris naissance, ne nous as-tu pas averti par I'un de tes messagers ?
car:la population de ce pays tout entier vous témoigne soumission et obéis-
sance et se conforme 3 vos ordres. Si tu avais chargé quelqu'un du pays

‘de venir nous trouver, il n’aurait pu se dispenser de s’acquitter de ce soin,

Certains faits, toutefois, se sont manifestés 4 nous qui nous permettent
de “trouver votre conduite excusable, Nous n’avons besoin que de vos
picuses invocations en notre faveur et de votre bénédiction qui nous

.environne. Pour le reste, rassure-toi, s'il plait & Allih Puissant et Grand,

i.par’ Sa force et Sa puissance! Si le scorpion revient, nous reviendrons

vers lui, avec' la semel}e de notre chaussure toute préte A& I’écraser!
D’autant mieux que nous avons comblé de bienfaits les habitants de

' Tombouctou, nous leur ayons remboursé ce qui leur avait été Ppris in-

justement, L’armée ayant eu besoin de grain, nous 'avons acheté et payé
de notre propre or, par crainte de nous aliéner les coeurs des Tombouctiens;
nous avons eu’ besoin de chameaux, nous les avons achetés eux aussi,
tout cela dans notre désir d’épargner la population; nous ne lui avons
imposé aucune charge pénible, nous avons évité de la mettre & la géne
en quoi que ce soit. Tous ceux qui se sont réclamés de toi, nous les
avons bien traités | : »

Cela dit, nous envoyons donc Bami b. Barin, en compagnie du qa%d
Mustafi, avec quatre cents arquebusiers (rami) de I'armée de Notre Mattre
al-Mansiir, afin de remettre de I'ordre dans cette région ct Ia pacificr. C’est
A toi que revient le soin d'en informer les habitants de la ville et d’apaiser
leurs craintes : car leurs actes répréhensibles passés, nous savons qu'ils les
ont commis contre leur propre gré; nous leur avons pardonné, et leur en
faisons remise par respect pour vous, Salut |

Ecrit par l'esclave du Haut Régime : Mahmad — qu’Alldh le traite
avec faveur ! Ainsi soit-il |
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LA LETTRE DU PROPHETE A HERACLIUS
ET LE SORT DE L’ORIGINAL

PAR

MUHAMMAD HAMIDULLAH

ES auteurs classiques musulmans rapportent que le Prophéte

adressa, en méme temps qu’a certains autres souverains voisins,
une lettre & I'empereur Héraclius de Byzance. II lui écrivit d’abord
en 628, pour l'inviter 4 embrasser I'Islam: la réponse fut négative,
mais l'initiative méme du Prophéte causa un certain remous dans
les csprits, surtout parmi les Arabes évangélisés habitant le terri-
toire byzantin, qui la considéraient comme un affront intolérable.
Désespérant d’obtenir I'acquiescement de ’empereur et ignorant la
réaction violente des Gassanides de Syrie, le Prophéte crut devoir
se mettre directement en rapport avec les divers chefs arabes de la
région syro-palestinienne. Un de ses ambassadeurs, porteur d'une
lettre 4 l'intention du gouverneur de Busra (Hawrin), fut arrété sur
le territoire des tribus de Gassin; leur chef, Surahbil b. ‘Amr, le
mit & mort, sans se soucier des conséquences de cette violation
flagrante du droit international?. '

La petite expédition de Mu’ta, en 629, menée avec une armée de
‘trois mille hommes, constitua la réaction musulmane. Les troupes
mobilisées pour la gucrre contre les Sasanides, qui avaient occupé
la Syrie et 'Egypte, étaient encore sur place; avec elles, I'Empereur
courut au secours de son protégé gassianide. Aprés avoir subi de
lourdes pertes, le détachement musulman rebroussa chemin. Une
armée de trente mille hommes fut en conséquence réunie en 630,
et le Prophéte la dirigea lui-méme jusqu’a Tabiik; il s’adressa de
nouveau A I'Empereur, pour l'inviter 4 embrasser la foi islamique,
et, aumoins, a ne pas intervenir dans la liberté de conscience de ses
sujets 2. En méme temps qu'a 'Empereur, le Prophéte écrivit une
lettre spéciale & un grand évéque de la cour impériale (I'évéque

I. 11m SA‘D, 2/1, 92, ) )
2. Pour le texte de cette lettre, voir ABU ‘Unavp, Amuwal, § ss.
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Studia Islamica, 1999/ 83 , ()Q\(‘ 'S , 3 S-2

Muhammad and Heraclius :

A Study in Legitimacy
/\/’ ch:i f M/L(a\ 1o t/; L-CHE W

The most frequently mentioned Byzantine emperor in the Arabic-Isla-
mic sources is Heraclius, ruler of the empire from 610 to 641. He is also
the only one to have enjoyed the overwhelming approval of Muslim
chroniclers and historians, who bestow upon him distinguished attri-
butes and abilities. The available information on Heraclius in the Arabic-
Islamic sources is, however, scattered and does not provide us with
either a coherent picture or a consistent body of information. Studies
have mostly concentrated on Heraclius' presence in Syria as well as on
his role in the defense of this province during the Islamic conquests ().
By means of an analysis of the Arabic texts pertaining to Heraclius, this
paper will study the presentation of Heraclius in a new context as an
example of Islamic methods of image-building and the use of this image
in an effort to provide legitimacy for the prophetic mission of
Muhammad and for the newly established Muslim state. Arguing that
Heracljus' image is primarily attached to the legitimizing role that he is
made to play, the discussion will first review the characterization of
Heraclius' persona in the early Islamic sources. It will then analyze his
function as an ideal “witness” to the prophet Muhammad and to the
emerging umma.

Heraclius was a gifted emperor and as J. F Haldon has recently noted
“Heraclius is popularly and probably quite justifiably regarded by both
modern historians and by Byzantines as one of the empire’s greatest
rulers” (%). He ascended the throne following a revolt against Emperor

(1> W. E. Kaegi, Byzantium and the Early Islamic Conguests (Cambridge, 1992) and Suliman
Bashear in “The Mission of Dihya al-Kalbi and the Situation in Syria,” Der Islam 74(1997), pp. 64-91.

(2. E Haldon, Byzantiwm in the Seventh Century: The Transformation of @ Cuiture (Cambridge,
1990), p. 52.
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The Last Days of Petra

Peter Parr
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P. J. Parr, ‘Excavations at Petra, 1958-59", P.E.Q. 1960, plates XVIIIA and XIXA.

For this dating of the paving of the Street, see P. J. Parr, ‘A Sequence of Pottery from
Petra’ ( above, note 14 ), 370. '

in Dr. Hammond’s excavations at the Theatre an apparently similar accumulation of
water - and wind-laid soil ( his Period V ) overlies the destruction debris attributed hy him
to the 4th century earthquake. Dr. Hammond would see this, however, as evidence for
abandonment before the first re-use of the Theatre buildings after the disaster ( Period
V1), and not ( as I have suggested for the colonnaded street ) as post-dating the re-
occupation in the 4th—>5th centuries. There is no reason, of course, why the depositional
sequences in these two separate parts of the site should be identical, though some general
conformity might be expected. A number of points in Dr. Hammond’s interpretation of
the Theatre stratigraphy are open to question, however, and this is something I hope to
discuss on another occasion, See P. C. Hammond, The Excavation of tiie Main Theater at
Petra 1961-1962 ( 1965 ), pp. 13-19.

C. Vita-Finzi, ‘Observations on the Late Quaternary of Jordan’, P.E.Q. 1964, 19-31.

It must be stressed again that other interpretations are possible for example, that the
weathered debris is the product of a later destruction, and that the occupation levcl on the
paving is to be dated to after the 363 disaster. This scems unlikely to me, for a number of

reasons which will be discussed in the final report of the excavations.
P. I. Parr, ‘Recent Discoveries at Petra’, P.E.Q, 1975, 5-16.

P. }. Parr, ‘Recént Discoveries in the Sanctuary of the Qasr Bint Far'un at Petra’,
AD.AJL XII-XI11, 1967-68, 5-19.

F. Zayadine, ‘Recent Excavations at Petra’, A.D.A.J. XXVI, 1982, 376 .

Q.D.A.P. VII, 1938, Plans A and B.

P. J. Parr, K. B. Atkinson and E. H. Wickens, ‘Photogrammetric Work at Petra
1965-68', A.D.A.J. XX, 1975, 40-45.

P. C. Hammond, The Excavation of the Main Theater at Petra, London 1965, especially
11-21.

P. C. Hammond, ‘Excavations at Petra 1975-77°, A.D.A.J. XXIl, 1977-78, 88-90.

Ibid., 82-84. It is impossible to tell from this brief account what the dating evidence is for

Hammond's phasing, and references to ‘Byzantine’ material, for example, need 1o be
taken cautiously until more evidence is forthcoming.

I am grateful to Dr. Khairy for discussing his work with me and allowing me to use the

forthcoming first volume of his excavation report.

P. J. Parr, ‘Excavations at Petra 1958-59’, P.E.Q. July-Dec. 1960, 129.
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The IVth International Conference on Bilad al-Sham

The Dream of Heraclius and Islam
in an Ethiopian Source
Van Donzel, E.

In 1540 the devastating invasions of Ahmad ibn Ibrahim into Ethiopia
had reached their culmination point. Sahib al-Fath, aiso called al-Ghazi — the
Ethiopians call him Gran, ‘ the left-handed,” — had succeeded in forging
the various Somali tribes into a redoutable Muslim army, and had brought
Ethiopia almost to its knees. The country was in shambles, and King Lebna
Dengel pursued in his own lands. Ahmad ibn Ibrahim seemed invincible, and
the situation of the Christian kingdom desperate.

At this critical moment, the former superior of Dabra Libanos, one of
the most prestigious monasteries of Ethiopia, addressed to Ahmad ibn
Ibrahim a polemical work written in Gecez and called Angasa Amin, or Gate
of the Faith. cEnbagom, in English Habbakuk, was a Muslim from either Irag
or Yemen, who had been converted to Ethiopian Christendom. In his Anqasa
Amin he tried to prove to the Muslim conqueror that Christendom is the true
religion. His argumentation is partly based on the Qur’an itself. Strange as it
may seem, this procedure was well-known to and applied by many a Christian
apologist writing in Arabic, like Paul of Antioch ( Bulus al-Rahib ), Abu
Kurra, cAbd al-Masih al-Kindi and others.

The Anqasa Amin contains a passage in which cEnbagom gives his ver-
sion of the origin of Islam. He first writes at length about the well-known
monk Bahira, to whose murder by the Quraysh he attributes the interdiction
of drinking wine. It may be of interest to remark here that the famous Dutch
painter and engraver Lucas of Leiden, at the age of eighteen, made in 1508 a
copper-engraving of this event.

Then follows the story of the dream of Heraclius. 1 shall first summarize
cEnbagom’s version, then add a few comments.

During the reign of Heraclius — Harqal of Rom in Gecez, — the Chris-
tians provoked God’s wrath by committing unjust acts and by waging war
among themselves. Therefore, an angel appeared to Heraclius and announced
that “a circumcised people shail reign over you™. The emperor, thinking that
the Jews were meant, sent his soldiers throughout his lands with the order to
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The propensity to switch sides worked well with the Byzantine resort to
cunning in the search for military victory. Desertion and switching sides had
played a very important role in the Byzantine-Persian war between 603 and
628.34 Inducement to desert and treacherous seizure of the enemy leadership
typified internal strife early in the seventh century® and intensified volatility,
instability, and lack of cohesion even though their practitioners sought to
create cohesion.

The Byzantine troops stationed on the eastern frontiers had a long heritage
of military unrest. Problems of provisioning that seriously irritated civilians
and soldiers in the fourth® and sixth centuries® accompanied the late sixth-
century concentration of troops in northern Syria and Mesopotamia.®® Some
of these restive soldiers from upper Mesopotamia probably brought their
restlessness and readiness to mutiny along with themselves when they came
to help defend Syria and Palestine.

Fears about the cohesion of their own armies and dangers of unrest appear
to have acted as a restraint on the employment of Byzantine troops and as a
restraint on the freedom of their commanders to undertake certain military
operations. The dangers of unrest were quite real. Nervousness about the
risk of betrayal heightened tensions within the Byzantine armies, often at
critical moments.

Both Byzantine and Muslim armies were vulnerable to volatility. The
recent Ridda wars (local resistance movements in the Arabian peninsula that
opposed the Islamic government at Medina) had demonstrated the potential
fragility of the political loyalties of tribes, although hardly any tribe reverted
to polytheism.*® Byzantine leaders probably distrusted all Arabs and were on
the watch for desertion, whether from their own side or from that of the
opponents. They may well have hoped, through negotiations and playing for
time, to have found ways to induce some Arabs to break away from others,
as they and their predecessors had previously experienced. It is doubtful that
Heraclius, in the light of such sentiments, ever placed complete reliance even
on Christian Arabs for the defense of Syria.*® The Miracula of St. Anastasius
the Persian confirm that on the eve of the Muslim invasions there remained

34 Shahrbaraz: Ibn ‘Abd al-Hakam, Futigh misr (357 Torrey); Theoph., Chron., A. M. 6118
(323—4 De Boor); cf. Thomas Artsruni, History of the House of the Artsrunik’ (Detroit:
Wayne State, 1985) 162-3; Stratos, BufdvTiov 2: 63542 Cyril Mango, “Deux études sur
Byzance et la Perse sassanide,” TM 9 (1985} 105~17. 3% Kaegi, BMU 120—49.

3 (5 Downey, “The Economic Crisis at Antioch under Julian the Apostate,” Studies in
Roman Economic and Social History in Honor of A. C. Jobnson (Princeton 1951) 312-21.
But, }. Liebeschuetz, Antioch (Oxford 1972) 80-117.

37 Joshua the Stylite, Chronicle, c. 92-5, ed. and trans. by W. Wright (Cambridge 1882) 71-73.
Joh. Ephes. HE 3.3.6.28 (252 Brooks); S. Eutychii Patriarchae Constantinopoli Vita, PG 86:
2344, 38 Kaegi, BMU 64-88. * Donner, EIC 85-9.

40 Theophylact Simocarta, Hist. 3.17.7 (151 De Boor).
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a mortal hostility between some Samaritans and Byzantine soldiers, although
other Samaritans reportedly fought alongside Byzantines against Muslims
when Sergios was defeated near Gaza in 634.11

MILITARY LEADERSHIP OF HERACLIUS

Heraclius continued to be an energetic emperor, the embodiment of the
empire, at the beginning of and throughout the 630s. It is incorrect to assume
that illness had decisively incapacitated him. Although he visited Syria,
Palestine, and Byzantine Mesopotamia, he — like other Byzantine emperors
- never visited Egypt. However, he had a much better acquaintance with
topography, roads and communications, availability of food, climate, and
weather conditions in Syria, Palestine, and Byzantine Mesopotamia than had
any emperor since the end of the fourth century. He was both the first
emperor since Julian the Apostate to use Antioch in Syria as his base of
operations*® and the first emperor to take personal command of armies in the
field since Theodosius the Great.** Antioch was a good base for monitoring
and safeguarding communications between Byzantine troops in Syria and
Palestine and those in Anatolia and Byzantine Armenia. His presence there
underlined his personal interest in and commitment to a successful defense
of these threatened areas. He may also have consulted memoranda or
summaries of memoranda of earlier emperors and their military advisers on
how to fight various enemies, including the Persians.*® Heraclius reportedly
studied earlier military precedents from antiquity, but those were more
relevant for fighting the Persians than Arabs. Thus earlier Roman and
Byzantine precedents for concentrating troops at Antioch were probably of
little or no relevance, especially because Antioch had previously served as a
base of operations against the Persians to the east, not against Arabs coming
from the south and southeast.

Heraclius was the only reigning Byzantine emperor to visit Jerusalem. He
was familiar with the principal roads to Palestine, the formidable Taurus
mountain range, and the roads of northern Syria and Mesopotamia. His
cousin Niketas probably gave him first-hand reports on the problems of
leading armies from Egypt into Palestine and Syria, problems that Niketas
encountered in 610 and 613. Part of the time between 631 and 634 Heraclius
41 Samaritan poisoning of Byzantine soldier: Miracula, Acta M. Anastasii Persae c. 13 (256

Usener). But Samaritans (allegedly 5,000) aided Byzantine defense: Chronicon Anonymum

ad annum Christi 1234 pertinens, trans. by ].-B. Chabot (CSCO, Scriptores Syri, ser. 3, T.

14: 189-90 Versio); Palmer, Chronicles, part 2, text 13, sect. 49.

2 G. Downey, A History of Antioch in Syria from Seleucus to the Arab Conquest (Princeron

1961) esp. 380-97, 43 Kaegi, BMU 20-3, 126, 146-8.

4 Earlier military memoranda: Kaegi, ** Constantine’s and Julian's Strategies of Strategic
Surprise against the Persians,” ASRB.
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raklios erkennt den Propheten

Ein Beispiel fiir Form und Entstehungsweise
narrativer Geschichtskonstruktionen

Von STEFAN LEDER, Halle (Saale)

Die gelehrte Beschiftigung mit der altarabischen Poesie wird in den dltesten
erhaltenen Quellen nicht nur dokumentiert, sondern auch reflektiert. Die
Formel, Dichtung sei das ,,Archiv der Araber* (. a5-5iru drwanwu I-‘arab),! um-
schreibt, dass man in der Poesie das Vermichtnis der Araber verwahrt sah, ,in
deren Sprache der Koran offenbart wurde, von deren Sprachgebrauch die ara-
bische (Hoch-) Sprache abgeleitet wird, und die ein Vorbild fir Weisheit und
Sitte darstellen®.? Fiir die narrative historische Uberlieferung, welche den
reichsten und wichtigsten Quellentypus fiir die Kenntnis der friihislamischen
Geschichte bildet, ist zwar keine vergleichbar schlagwortartig formulierte In-
wertsetzung aus alter Zeit bekannt, doch artikuliert sich ein Selbstverstindnis
der historischen Uberlieferung gelegentlich. In der Rahmengeschichte der
Abbar ‘Ubaid, welche Umstinde und Ablauf der Begegnung zwischen
Mu‘awiya und “Ubaid ibn Sarya darstellt, wird die Erwartung des Kalifen an
die Unterweisung durch den geschichtskundigen ‘Ubaid als der Wunsch nach
einem Erzieher (mu’addib), abendlichen Erzihler (samir), Berater (mu-
ganwim) und Wesir (wazir) formuliert.’ Dieser Auffassung entspricht, dass in
der Bildungsliteratur des adab, wie auch in der Historiographie, gerne der
sittlich und intellektuell bildende Wert von historischen Erzihlungen hervor-
gehoben wird.# Tatsichlich ist die narrative Darstellung aber mehr als cin
Vehikel von Bildungsinhalten. Fiir die identititsstiftende Vergewisserung der
in Stammesgruppen und Clans, in traditionalen Wertvorstellungen, religié-
sem Weltbild und islamisch-politischen Sinnbeziigen verwurzelten Menschen
war die in Erzihlung strukturierte Erinnerung an bestimmte dramatisch

! Vgl. ‘Ubaid ibn Sarya: Abbar ‘Ubaid, S. 352; vgl. auch R. G. Knoury: wPoésie et pro-
phétie®, S. 243-258; A. Arazx: , Al-Si‘ir®, S. 203-205.
2 al-Qurasi: Gambarat as‘ar al-‘arab, S. 3.
3 Abbar ‘Ubaid, S. 313.
4 Tbn Qutaiba: ‘Uyiin, 1, S. kaf; al-MasGdt: Murig, 1, S. 12.
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entende! Comprends (et) que ton cceur saisisse | Ta nation et toi-méme,
vous ressemblez A un roi qui a choisi une résidence (ddr), y a construit
une salle (bayt) et y a dressé une table (md’ida) ; puis, il a envoyé un
messager (rastil) pour convier les gens 4 sa table. Certains ont répondu
4 Yinvitation, d’autres se sont abstenus. 1l en ressort que Dieu est le
roi, la résidence est 1'Islam, la salle est le paradis et toi, Muhammad,
I'Envoyé. Quiconque répond 4 ton invitation, 6 Muhammad, entre
dans I'Islam, quiconque entre dans I'Islam entrera au paradis et qui-
conque entre au paradis mangera ce qu’il y trouvera» ®.

Ce qui caractérise ce songe, c’est que le contenu symbolique et
I'interpréiation en sont donnés concurremment. 1l ressemble aux ré-
ves symboliques de Joseph (Gen. 37,5-8; 9-10) dont la signification
parait évidente (). Dans ce cas, le réve et son interprétation forment
une unité indivisible, a tel point que le Talmud de Babylone les‘ com-
pare 4 une lettre cachetée (%).

Songe &' Héraclius

Parfois, le réve symbolique induit son interpréte en erreur; mais
Dieu qui le révéle, en fournit la clef. Le songe attribué a Héraclius,
empereur d’Orient (610-641), en est un exemple typique: Aprés la
reconquéte de la Vraie Croix qui avait été enlevée par les Perses en
614, Héraclius se rendit de Hims jusqu’a Jérusalem a pied, pour rendre

1. IsnSa‘p I, 1, p. 113 (tradition de Gé&bir b. ‘Abdalldh). A noter ici les récits
relatifs A la multiplication de la nourriture, rapportés par le méme biographe (ib.
p. 123 : le Prophéte rend abondant le lait de la brebis d’Umm Ma‘bad qui répend

4 ceux qui lul demandaient gui est 'auteur de ce miracle : ‘U)LP_JI Ky VI PRRRTY
ie (5-'\” ;  p. 124: Fitima se plaint & ‘All que toute la famille avait couché

sans diner et qu'il n’y a rien pour déjeuner. °‘All est allé acheter de la farine et de
la viande pour un dirham ; elle prépara le pain et cuisina. Quand tout était prét,
elle 'envoya chercher son pére; il le trouva étendn dans le sanctuaire, épuisé par
la faim. Mahomet s'appuya sur ‘Ali et vint avec lui. Arrivé, il vit bouillonner
la marmite et dit a sa fille : « Sers “A’i%al» Elle remplit une écuelle ; puis, il lul
dit: « Sers Hafsal» Elle fit de méme jusqu’a servir ses neuf épouses. Puis, il lui
dit : ¢ Sers ton fils et ton mari!» Ce qu’elle fit, I1lui dit alors : « Sers-toi et mange!s
Elle se servit, puis elle souleva la marmite; elle débordait encore. Nous avons
mangé, conclut ‘All, tant que Dieu a voulu » (Comp. I Rois, 17, 7 sqq. : Elie chez la

veuve de Sarephta ; Luc 11, 10 sqq. ; Mc. 4, 31 sqq. ; Mt. 14, 13 sqq. ; Mec. 8, 1 s99.;

Mt 15, 32 $44q.).
2. Sur ce genre de songes, cf. EHRLICH 58 s9q.; OPPENEHEIM, 206 sq.
3. Berakdt, 55%, cité ap. OppENHEIM, 206.

SONGE D'HERACLIUS 2735
grices & Dieu de sa victoire (). « On étendit les tapis 4 son passage .
et on y étala les fleurs. Quand il parvint 4 Aelia, il fit ses priéres en
compagnie de ses patriciens et des hauts fonctionnaires des Byzantins.
Le lendemain, il parut préoccupé, interrogeant le ciel de son regard.
Ses patriciens lui dirent: « O Roi, vous vous é&tes réveillé ce matin
préoccupé. — Oui, répondit-il ; j’ai vu en songe (urifu) cette nuit que
le « Royaume de la Circoncision est sur le point de paraitre»! Ils lui
dirent : « O Roi, nous ne connaissons d’autre peuple qui pratique la
circoncision que les juifs ; or, ils sont sous ta domination et ton autorité.
Ordonne & tous tes représentants dans 'Empire de couper la téte a
tous les juifs se trouvant sous ton autorité. Ainsi, tu seras débarrassé
de ce souci» (2). Juste 4 ce moment, alors qu’ils étudiaient ce projet,
arriva le maitre de Bostra, amenant captif un Arabe — Les rois avaient
coutume d’échanger des informations — ; il dit: « O Roi, cet homme
est un Arabe appartenant aux tribus moutonniéres et chameliéres ; il
parle d’un événement étrange qui s’est produit chez eux ; interroge-le »!
Alors, il le fit approcher d’Héraclius qui dit 4 son interpréte: « De-
mande-lui de raconter ce qui s’est passé dans son pays»! L’interpréte
le lui demanda. « Il est apparu parmi nous, dit I’Arabe, un homme
qui prétend étre prophéte; des gens I'ont suivi, d’autres se sont op-
posés 4 lui; il y a eu entre les deux partis plusieurs batailles; je les
ai laissés dans cet état». L’empereur ordonna de le faire déshabiller;
ce qui fut fait. Il vit qu’il était circoncis ; « c’est ce que j'ai vu en songe
s’exclama-t-il, et non ce que vous avez dit» (3)!
La figure de Waraqa b. Nawfal apparait, par rapport & Mahomet,
comme celle de Jean le Précurseur, par rapport a Jésus (*). Sa recon-

1. Cet événement eut lieu en 630, alors que Tabarl place ce récit dans la chro-
nique de l'an 6/627-8 ; la tréve dont il est question dans le texte, peut aller de an
5/626 (apres la bataille d’al-Handaq) jusqu’a la Prise de la Mekke (fin 8/629 - dé-
but janvier 630). Mais avant, en aolt 8/629, il y eut la bataille de Mu’ta, en ter-
ritoire byzantin, dans al-Balqd’ (Ien Hi$im, 794); ce qui pourrait rendre vraisem-
blable la capture de ’Arabe et le déplacement du gouverneur de Bostra, chef-lieu
du district du Hawrén, afin de faire entendre son récit 4 Héraclius.

2. A noter que les Romains prohibaient la circoncision aux Arabes de leur roy-
aume (cf. réf. ap. WELLHAUSEN, Resle?, 174-5); ce songe permet de conclure que
cette prohibition était encore en vigueur.

3. Tabari, 18, 1561 sgg. (récit ’Ab0 SufyAn qui aurait été interrogé a la suite

. de cet événement par Héraclius lui-méme, lequel découvrit, & partir des réponses

d’AbQ Sufyén, alors ennemi de Mahomet, tous les signes de la prophétie de ce der-
nier!)

4. On lul fait dire (44. 3, 14): 23,15 all 331 U epoldl s
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English translation*

THE PROPHET’S LETTER TO THE
BYZANTINE EMPEROR HERACLIUS

SunaiLan Ar-JaBuri

The art of writing is the most prominent milestone that
shows the advancement of nations and their values. This is
why a nation needs this art for recording its sciences, culture
and all that concerns their political, social and cultural affairs.

It is a matter of pride for our beloved region that it has
been distinguished in this art since the middle of the fourth
millenium B.C. We also take pride in the fact that the Arabs
had adopted a distinct script from the first century A.D.! (Plate
). It is known as the ‘Nabataean script’,? after the people of
Anbat.® The Arabs did not stop at that but took all care in
developing and simplifying the forms of some of their letters,
and invented some new forms more apt to their art of writing
insofar as fas! and wasl, conjunctive and disjunctive, characters
are concerned, as has been made clear in the inscription of al-
Namara dated 328 A.D." (Plate 2). The Arabs endeavoured
constantly to improve their alphabet to the best and most elegant
form. The period between the fourth and the sixth Christian
centuries is considered to be the stage of novelty and
development insofar as some Nabataean characters attained
new,® correct and elegant proportions and principles in this
period. This developed form is the Arabic script which was
developed in the age before the advent of Islam and which is

*From the original in Arabic.
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The Reign of Heraclius (610—641)

ith the exception of the reign of Justinian, that of Heraclius was the
cc longest during which the Ghassanids served as foederati of Byzantium.
What is more, it witnessed the restoration of the harmonious relationship
berween the Ghassinids and the central government that had obtained in its
golden period when Justinian ruled in the sixth century. The reign was also
the crucial one that terminated the proto-Byzantine period and ushered in the
middle period, after the two disastrous wars with the Persians and the Muslim
Arabs. The Ghassanids were involved in both wars. Hence the importance of 2
derailed discussion of their history in this period, especially as their role is
either unnoticed or misrepresented by modern historians. Moreover, as the
wars of the period are so badly documented in the sources, especially the
Byzantine ones, the new data on the Ghassinids, although modest, are a
welcome addirion to the history of these wars, particularly as they come from
contemporary Arabic sources.

The reign is neatly divisible into three periods or decades. In the first,
the Ghassinids fight with the army of Oriens against the Persian invader of
the diocese; in the second, after withdrawing to Anarolia, they fight with
Heraclius during his counteroffensive which ended victoriously with the barttle
of Nineveh: in the third, they fight in Oriens against the Muslim Arabs and
are defeated, together with the imperial army, at the Yarmiik in 636, which
virtually brings to a close their role as foederati in Oriens.

I. THE FIRST DECADE

This decade of the reign witnessed the advance of Persian arms against Byzan-
tium on all fronts in Anatolia and Oriens. What is relevant to Ghassanid
participation in this period is the Persians advance against Oriens.' During

} For the course of the war in chis decade and the nexe two, the reader may consult the
fairly recent work of N. Scratos, although the old work of A. Pernice (L’ imperatore Eraclio
[Florence, 1905]) has not entirely outlived its usefulness. These works provide the documenta-
tion for the general course of the war and also che relevant bibliographies. Hence these do noe
which concencraces on the Arab and Ghassanid profile of the war.

appear in this chaprer, ‘ ;
Oriens in the sources for cthis period and in modern

Anarolia receives more ateention than
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the reign of Phocas, they had made some impressive gains, and at the end of
the reign and the beginning of Heraclius’, they occupied Armenia, Meso-
potamia, and a portion of Syria. A Syriac source’ is very specific on the unfa-
vorable military position of Byzantium in 610, when the Euphrates had be-
come the frontier between the two powers and the Persians were in possession
of such Euphratesian fortresses as Callinicum and Circesium; and, in August
of that year, they captured Zenobia. This posed a direct threat to the Ghas-
sanids, since this occupation brought the Persians perilously near Ghassanland
and the limitrophe they were protecting from the Euphrates to Ayla. The
Persian advance against Oriens went through two phases: the operations of the
year 611 and those, after a lull of two years, of 613/14—and with it the virtual
fall of Oriens by 616/17, the prelude to the occupation of Egypt in 616.

1. The first phase: 611. The Persian general Shahrbariz advanced and
captured Antioch,’ then Apamea, and finally Emesa. Conditions were favor-
able in Oriens, especially after the chaos and disarray caused by the campaign
of Bonosus against the Monophysites of Oriens. The sources record a bartle.
Nicetas rushed from Egypt to stem the wave of the Persian advance, and a
battle was fought near Emesa at the monastery of St. Thomas. It is not clear;
from the sources whether it was a Byzantine victory or defeat. It may have
been a draw since the Persians halted cheir advance against Oriens for two
years (611-613), during which a lull prevailed in the fighting. :

The sources do not record Ghassanid participation in this phase of the
war, but this is not surprising. They are scant, and the participation of che
federates would not have been noted in them. The Ghassanids, however, must
have participated in this phase and must have given Niceras every assistance.
(a) Nicetas represented the house of Heraclius and the revolt against Phocas,
who had recently sent Bonosus to quell the Monophysite revolt in Oriens,
which he brutally did. The Ghassinids must have welcomed the defeat of
Bonosus by Niceras in 610 and hailed him as a deliverer from Bonosus and his

discussions; only the siege and fall of Jerusalem receive adequate coverage. This chapter will
now provide a few more data for operations in Oriens which will supplement the laconic
statements in the sources and will make more intelligible the course of the Persian advance in
Oriens. Walter Kaegi has already contributed to a betcer understanding of the reign of Her-
aclius when he analyzed two hagiographic works, the Vime of Theodore of Sykeon and Ana-
stasius the Persian; see below, notes 8 and 41.

2 See Chronicon Miscellaneum ad Annum Domini 724 pertinens, ed. E. W. Brooks, trans.
J. B. Chabot, Chronica Minora, CSCO, Scriptores Syri, ser. 3, vol. 4 (Paris, 1904), versio,
p. 113, lines 11~16.

3 Memories of Chosroes I's caprure of Antioch in 540 must still have been fresh in the
mind of his grandson, Chosroes 1I, whose megalomania may have driven him not only to
emulate but to outdo whar his grandfather had done against Byzantium during the reign of
Justinian. He obviously succeeded since the deepest penctration that Chosroes 1 effected in
Byzaatine territory. and in Oriens was the caprure of Antioch.




treaty gave Byzantium access, in Armenia, to a land rich
in the soldiers it desperately needed and, equally impor-
' tant, an opportunity to concentrate on other frontiers
/ where the situation had worsened. -

Confronted by a Visigothic resurgence in Spain and by
the results of a Lombard invasion of Italy (568), which
was steadily confining Byzantine power to Ravenna, Ven-
The ice, and Calabria-Sicily in the south, Maurice developed a
exarchate  form of military government throughout the relatively
of secure province of North Africa and in whatever regions
Carthage  were left in Italy. He abandoned the old principle of sepa-
and rating civil from military powers, placing both in the
Ravenna hands of the generals, or exarchs, located, respectively,

at Carthage and Ravenna. Their provinces, or exarchates,
were subdivided into duchies composed of garrison cen-
tres that were manned not by professional soldiers but by
conscript local landholders. The exarchate system of
military government seems to have worked well: North
Africa was generally quiet despite Moorish threats; and
in 597 the ailing Maurice had intended to install his sec-
ond son as emperor throughout those western possessions
in which he had clearly not lost interest.

But the major thrust of his efforts during the last years
of his reign was to be found in the Balkans, where, by
dint of constant campaigning, his armies had forced the
Avars back across the Danube by 602. In the course of
these military operations, Maurice made two mistakes:
the first weakened him; the second destroyed him to-
gether with his dynasty. Rather than constantly accom-
panying his armies in the field, as his 7th- and 8th-century
successors were to do, Maurice remained for the most
part in Constantinople, losing an opportunity to engage
the personal loyalty of his troops. He could not count on
their obedience when he issued unwelcome commands
from afar that decreased their pay in 588, ordered them
to accept uniforms and weapons in kind rather than in
cash equivalents, and, in 602, required the soldiers to es-
tablish winter quarters in enemy lands across the Dan-
ube, lest their requirements prove too great a strain on
the agricultural and financial resources of the empire’s
provinces south of the river. Exasperated by this last de-
mand, the soldiers rose in revolt, put a junior officer
named Phocas at their head, and marched on Constanti-
nople. Blues and Greens united against Maurice, and the
aged emperor watched as his five sons were slaughtered
before he himself met a barbarous death.

The ensuing reign of Phocas (602-610) may be described
as a disaster. Khosrow seized the opportunity offered him
by the murder of his benefactor, Maurice, to initiate a
war of revenge that led Persian armies into the Anatolian
heartiand. Subsidies again failed to restrain the barbari-
ans north of the Danube; after 602 the frontier crumbled,
not to be restored save at the cost of centuries of warfare.
Lacking a legitimate title, holding his crown only by
right of conquest, Phocas found himself confronted by
constant revolt and rebellion. To contemporaries, the
coincidence of pestilence, endemic warfare, and social
upheaval seemed to herald the coming of the Antichrist,
the resurrection of the dead, and the end of the world.

But it was a human saviour who appeared, albeit under
divine auspices. Heraclius, son of the Exarch of Africa,
set sail from the western extremes of the empire, placing
his fleet under the protection of an icon of the Virgin
against Phocas, stigmatized in the sources as the “cor-
rupter of virgins.” In the course of his voyage along the
northern shores of the Mediterranean, Heraclius added
to his forces and arrived at Constantinople in 610 to be
hailed as a saviour. With the warm support of the Green

: faction, he quickly bested his enemy, decapitating Phocas

~ and, with him, those the latter had advanced to high civil

§ . and military office. There were, in consequence, few ex-

A . perienced counsellors to aid Heraclius, for, among the

.. men of prominence under Phocas—and earlier under
Maurice—few survived to greet the new emperor. -

" THE 7TH CENTURY: THE HERACLIANS

AND THE CHALLENGE OF ISLAM

Heraclius and the origin of the themes,. The most
threatening problem Heraclius faced was the external
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menace of the Avars and the Persians, and neither people
abated its pressure during the first years of the new reign,
The Avars almost captured the Emperor in 617 during 5
conference outside the long walls protecting the capita].
The Persians penetrated Asia Minor and then turned tg
the south,.capturing Jerusalem and Alexandria (in Egypt),
The great days of the Persian Achaemenid Empire
seemed to have come again, and there was little in the re.
cent history of the Byzantine emperors that would eg.
courage Heraclius to place much faith in the future. He
clearly could not hope to survive unless he kept undey
arms the troops he had brought with him; yet, the fate of
Maurice demonstrated that this would be no easy task,
given the empire’s lack of financial and agricultural re.
sources.

Three sources of strength enabled Heraclius to turn de.-
feat into victory. The first was the pattern of military
government as he and the nucleus of his army would
have known it in the exarchates of North Africa or Ra-
venna. As it had been in the West, 5o it now was in the
East. Civil problems were inseparable from the military:
Heraclius could not hope to dispense justice, collect taxes,
protect the church, and assure the future to his dynasty
unless military power reinforced his orders. A system of
military government, the exarchate, had accomplished
these objectives so well in the West that, in a moment of
despair, Heraclius sought to return to the land of his
origins. In all likelihood, he applied similar principles of
military rule to his possessions throughout Asia Minor,
granting his generals (stratégoi) both civil and military
authority over those lands that they occupied with their
“themes,” as the army groups, or corps, were called in the
first years of the 7th century.

Secondly, during the social upheaval of the past decade,
the imperial treasury had doubtless seized the estates of
prominent individuals who had been executed either dur-
ing Phocas’ reign of terror or after the latter's death. In
consequence, though the treasury lacked money, it none-
theless possessed land in abundance, and Heraclius could
easily have supported with grants of land those cavalry
soldiers whose expenses in horses and armament he could
not hope to meet with cash. If this hypothesis is correct,
then, even before 622, themes, or army groups—includ-
ing the guards (Opsikioi), the Armenians (Armeniakoi),
and the Easterners (Anatolikoi}—were given lands and
settled throughout Asia Minor in so permanent a fashion
that, before the century was out, the lands occupied by
these themes were identified by the names of those who
occupied them. The Opsikioi were to be found in the
Opsikion theme, the Armeniakoi in the Armeniakon,
and the Anatolikoi in the Anatolikon. The term theme
ceased thereafter to identify an army group and described
instead the medieval Byzantine unit of local administra-
tion, the theme under the authority of the themal com-
mander, the general (stratégos).

When Heraclius “went out into the lands of the themes”
in 622, thereby undertaking a struggle of seven years'
duration against the Persians, he utilized the third of his
sources of strength: the religious. The warfare that en-
sued was nothing less than a holy war: it was partly fi-
nanced by the treasure placed by the church at the dis-
posal of the state; the Emperor’s soldiers called upon
God to aid them as they charged into battle; and they
took comfort in the miraculous image of Christ that pre-
ceded them in their line of march. A brief summary of
the campaign unfortunately gives no idea of the difficul-
ties Heraclius encountered as he liberated Asia Minor
(622), fought in Armenia with allies found among the
Christian Caucasian peoples, the Lazi, the Abasgi, and
the Iberians (624), and struggled in far-distant Lazica
while Constantinople withstood a' combined siege of
Avars and Persians (626). An alliance with the Khazars,
a Turkic people from north of the Caucasus, proved of P
material assistance in those years and of lasting import

main Persian host at Nineveh in 627 and, after occupy- ¥ 4
ing Dastagird in 628, savoured the full flavour of triumph "
when his enemy, Khosrow, was deposed and murdcre{i- k
The Byzantine emperor might well have believed that, if
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The Reign of Heraclius (610—641)

he possibility of writing the ecclesiastical history of the Ghassanids dur-

ing the reign of Heraclius is slightly better than for the reign of Phocas.
The reign was long, and Heraclius’ policy toward Monophysitism is well doc-
umented. It emerges clearly from the sources as it is pursued from the very
beginning of the reign till its end. Although the references to the Ghassanids
are not plentiful, it is possible to set them against the ecclesiastical policy of
the reign and interpret them accordingly. A previous chapter in this volume
has treated the role of the Ghassanids in the military history of the reign and
has indicated their whereabouts during its three decades; so it has set the stage
for writing their ecclesiastical-history, the main features of which become clear
after a brief survey of the policy of Heraclius toward the Monophysites.

I. INTRODUCTION

The reign of Heraclius is not unlike that of Justinian in that one may follow
the emperor’s attitude toward solving the religious problem in his realm in all
its stages.' Heraclius began his reign with an understanding of the importance
of the problem posed by Monophysitism, in which he was involved even more
than Justinian. The people he belonged to, the Armenians, formed one of the
three main groups of Monophysites in the Byzantine East, the other two being
those in Oriens and in Egypt. His father, the exarch of Africa, had recently
come from the East where he had fought against the Persians, and he was
naturally familiar with the problem as it presented itself during the reign of
Maurice. Even before his departure from Carthage, Heraclius must have dis-
cussed with his father the problem of reconciling the Monophysites of the
empire with its Chalcedonians.

His motives in so doing are all easily recognizable. While he himself
sailed with the fleet against Phocas in Constantinople, his cousin Niceras
marched overland to Egypt and was to continue his march through Oriens.

! For the ecclesiastical policy of the reign of Heraclius, see the account of Frend, Rise
34.4—.52, flnc.l the extensive chapter in Stratos, Byzantium in the Seventh Centary, 1, 283L304:
with its bibliography. The material presented there has been reorganized in the three following

paragraphs; they treat Heraclius' comprehension of the problem, his motives in dealing with it
and the measures he took. '

powerful, and he needed them for the success of his adventure against Phocas.
Morteover, Phocas had alienated the Monophysites as recently as 609 when he
instituted harsh measures against them and sent them Bonosus and Cottanas.
Immediately after the fall of Phocas, both Heraclius and Nicetas had to fight
the Persians in Oriens, also full of Monophysites. Furthermore, this was
Ghassanid territory, and the contribution of these seasoned foederati would be
invaluable in the war with the Persians. Almost a decade later, Heraclius
would begin his counteroffensive against Persia in 622, and he begins it from
Armenia itself, Monophysite to the hilt, where he recruited troops for his
army.

It was then only natural that he should have engaged in a series of efforts
throughout his reign in order to conciliate the Monophysites. The highlights
of these endeavors were his conferences with their patriarchs and chief eccle-
siastics. It was also his cousin, the Chalcedonian Nicetas, who effected the
union of the two Monophysite churches of Egypt and Oriens in 616, when he
brought the two patriarchs, Athanasius and Anastasius, together. Even after
the disastrous defeat at the hands of the Muslim Arabs at Yarmik, Heraclius
issued the Ekthesis in 638. In all these endeavors, he had the support of his
patriarch in Constantinople, Sergius, a Syrian himself,” who did most of the
theological thinking behind these efforts at reconciliation with his Mono-
energism and Monotheletism, with clever emphasis on Monos as a sop to the
Monophysites.

Such an ecclesiastical policy could only have endeared the new emperor
to the Ghassanids, especially after their experiences with the anti-Monophysite
outburst of Phocas in 609/10. Even though they may have lost the edge of
their enthusiasm for an uncompromising support of the confession after the
exile of their king Mundir, they remained Monophysites until the very end of
the Byzantine period, and most of them crossed over to Anatolia after the
Muslim occupation of Oriens. Their history throughout the reign was that of
support for Heraclius, first against Phocas and then against the Persians, and
this has been treated in a previous chapter of this volume. With this support
must have been coupled their approval of the emperor’s friendly gestures to-
ward Monophysitism to which they belonged.

The sources for the Ghassanids on ecclesiastical matters are even less
informative than they are on their political and military contributions. Only
echoes have survived that can be treated in an ecclesiastical context. Most of
these come toward the end of the second decade of the reign, which is under-

2 And, according to Michael the Syrian and Theophanes, of Monophysite parentage; see
Stratos, Byzantium, 1, 287, and Frend, Rise, 344. On Byzantine contacts with Theodore, the
bishop of Pharan in Sinai, and the problems these contacts raise, see below, 983-84.
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Eine mittelalterlich-mohammedanische
Ausgestaltung der alten Uberlieferung von den
Siulen des Herakles, '

Siulen des Herakles* heifen bekanntlich in gehobener Aus-
drucksweise bis auf den heutigen Tag die beiden einander gegeniiber-
stehenden Felsen an der Qibraltarstrafe, Gibraltar auf europiischer,
der Djebel Musa auf afrikanischer Seite. Die Namengebung ‘scheint
bereits im 5. Jahrhdt. v. Chr. aufgekommen zu sein.- Urspriinglich
freilich verband man mit dem Begriff der Herakles- Séulen eine vollig
andre Vorstellung als spéter. Fine Stelle bei Strabo 148t erkennen?),
daB die #ltesten westlichen Siulen des Herakles in Gades (Cadix) stan-
den. Sdulen wurden von den Alten gern an den #uflersten Grenzen
eines Gebietes, das besonders gekehuzeichnet werden sollte, auch als
_Grenzmarke — z. B. selbst bei den Chinesen!?) — aufgerichtet. Ein
Séulenpaar spielte eine im einzelnen bisher nicht vollig aufgeklarte
Rolle im religiosen Kult senntlscher Volker, bei den alten Agyptern,
Israeliten, Phoniziern usw., die vor ihren bedeutendsten Tempeln oder
in ihnen oft und gern zwei gleiche Sguléen aufstellten®). So gab es auch
im phonizischen Melkart-Tempel zu Gades zwei eherne Sdulen, und
da Gades durch sehr lange Zeit der Endpunkt aller Mittelmeerschiff-
fahrt im Westen war, so kamen diese ,,Sdulen des Melkart®, deér bei
den Griechen ihrem Herakles gleichgesetzt ‘wurde, in den Ruf, sozu-
sagen das Ende der Welt darzustellen. Als dann etwa ums Jahr 530 v.C.
die Karthager Stidspanien sich unterwarfen, die eintriglichen Handels-
fahrten auf den ozeanischen Gewéssern monopolisierten und die Passage
der CibraltarstraBe allen nichtkarthagischen Seefahrern bei Todes-
strafe verboten, so daB die besuchbare Welt am Felsen von Gibraltar
fiir die Schiffahrt zu Ende war, lag es nahe, die beiden Felsen der
Meerengealsdie ﬁelgenannten Sgulen des Melkart-Heraklesaufzufassen:

1) Strabo’
?) Verhandlungen der Berliner Gesellschaft fiir Erdkunde 1889, 6L.
%) Herodot IT 102. — 1. Kon: 7,15—22.

2
082 — (L O7

ISLAMIC
GEOGRAPHY

Volume
305

TEXTS AND STUDIES
ON THE
HISTORICAL GEOGRAPHY
AND -
TOPOGRAPHY
OF
AFRICA

III

Collected and Reprinted
. by
Fuat Sezgin

in Collaboration with
Carl Ehrig-Eggert, Eckhard Neubauer

Tirldye Divanet Vaich
fslam Aragtimalan Merkezi
Rﬁ‘ﬁpﬁ?}&ﬁﬁni
Dem. No:j /- 45\&{/7
o
Tes. Mo: § D 1”? :

Institute for the History of Arabic-Islamic Science
at the Johann Wolfgang Goethe University
Frankfurt am Main

Séulen des Herakles ' 123

bis hierher sollte Heraklesaufseiner Westfahrt gekommen sein, und zum
Zeichen dafiir hatte er angeblich die Zwillingsfelsen aufgetiirmt.

In wie hohem MaBe die Geographie der mittelalterlichen Araber,
die bekanntlich in all ihrem wissenschaftlichen Denken sehr stark vom
Klassischen Altertum beeinfluflt wurden, diese hellenische Vorstellung
in sich aufgenommen hat, beweist'am deutlichsten eine AuBerung des
um 950 wirkenden groBen Geographen Masudi. Dieser meldet iiber
die Gegend der GibraltarstraBel):

»»An der Grenze, wo die zwei Meere, das Mittelmeer und der
Ozean, ineinarider flieBen, sind Pfeiler von Kupfer und Stein
von dem riesenhaften Konig Herakles errichtet worden.

Masudi fiigh noch hinzu:

,,Auf diesen Pfeilern stehen Inschriften und Figuren, die
mit den Hinden a,ndeuten daf man nicht weiter vordringen
kann.

Diese Bemerkung bedarf einer besonderen Erlduterung. Masudi kannte
die GibraltarstraBe nicht aus eigenem Augenschein, hat also lediglich
ein Geriicht medergegeben Die ,,Pfeiler*’ sind nattirlich eine Wider-
splegelung der ,,Sdulen’‘ des Herakles. Was aber die angeblichen Tn-
schriften auf eben diesen Siulen betrifft, so handelt es sich hier um
eine volkstiimliche Ausdeutung der Uberlieferung, daB hiermit das
Ende der zugiéinglichen Welt bezeichnet sein solle, eine Ausdeutung,
die bereits auf Lukianos zurtickzuverfolgen ist. Dieser in der zweiten

‘Hilfte des 2. Jhds. lebende griechische Schriftsteller schreibt nimlich

einmal?), es gebe drauBien imi westlichen Ozean eine Insel in 80 Segel—
tagen Entfernung; auf ihr stehe eine eherne Siule mit einer Inschri
,»Bis hierher sind Herakles und Dionysos gekommen.

* Die GibraltarstraBe war i. J. 206 v. C. durch die romische Er-
oberung Spaniens aus ihrer mehr als 300jshrigen Stellung als Ende
der fiir Hellenen und Romer im Westen erreichbaren ‘Welt befreit wor-
den, und einem Lukian war natiirlich bekannt, daB man eit in den
Ozean hinaus zu segeln vermochte. Er verlegte daher die ,,Siulen des
Herakles®* willkiirlich auf eine hypothetische Tusel im Ozean. Masudi
aber; der stets im Orient, meist in Bagdad, lebte, haftete noch an der
altitberlieferten Vorstellung, daB die Glbraltarstraﬁe selbst das Ende
der Welt darstelle.

Schon rund ein J: ahrhundert vor Masudi hatte der hochbedeutende
persische Geograph Tbn Khordadbeh, der lange Generalpostmeister im

1) Masudi: Meadow of gold and mines, ed. Sprenger London, 1841, 282.
2) Lukianos, vera historia Iib. 1.
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RULERS INVITED TO ISLAM

(The close of the 6th and the beginning of the
7th year of the Hijra)

Hudaibiga having promised a span of peace, it was time
to make the message of Islam known to the world. Hence
the Prophet (peacs and blessings of Allah be upon him) one
day called together all his Companions and addressed them
thus : “Listen, O’ people, God has sent me as His Messenger
and Apostle of mercy for all the world. Mind that you do not
fall into dissensions like the disciples of Jesus. Go and convey
the Divine message from me.”” Then he despatched letters to

the Byzantine Emperor, the Emperor of Persia, the King of
Egypt, and the Chiefs of Arabia inviting them all to the fold
of Islam. The names of thosc who carried the letters with
the names of the addressees are given below :!

1. Dehyah Kalbi to the Byzantine Emperor.

2. ¢‘Abdullali Ibn Hudhaifa Sehmi to the Chosroes of
Iran.

3. Hatib Ibn Balta‘a to ‘Aziz (Potipher) of Egypt.
4. ‘Amr Ibn Umayya to the Negus of Ethiopia.
5. Salit Ibn ‘Amr to the chiefs of Yamama.

6. Shuji‘ Ibn Wahb al-Asadi to Harith Ghassini, the
chief of Syna.

A few years back, the Iranians had invaded the Syrian -

territory and defeated the Romans of Byzantium. It has

1. Tabari, Vol. II1, p. 1559, and Ibn Hisham.
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“The
Byzantians have been overcome in a nearer land, and tiheg',
after the overcoming of them, shall soon overcome.

been referred to in the Holy Qur’dn in these words :

In some
few years, Allah’s is the command before and after.”
(30 : 24) Hiracleus of Rome (Byzantium) collected a large
force with huge preparations to avenge his defeat, and routed
the Iranians. To offer thanks for this victory, he came from
Hims to the holy city of Jerusalem, marching in state. Asho
marched the ground under his feet was covered with carpets
and the carpets strewn with flowers all along the route.

The Arab rulers of Syria, who held sway under the OW'
lordship of Hiracleus, were the Ghassinides, with their
capital at Basra or Busra, in the Damascus region (now
known as Hiran). In those days Harith Ghassini was
the ruler. Dehyah Kalbi delivered the Prophet’s letter to
Harith, who sent it to Hiracleus at Jerusalem. Oa reccipt of
the letter Hiracleus ordered his men to fetch to him any per-
gon coming from Arabia. By chance Aba Sufyin, with 'scwe
other Arab traders, was in those days staying at Ghaza.

The Emperor’s men brouOht them from Ghaza. ‘
1

Hiracleus held his court with all the display of maje;sty
and sat crowned in the midst of monks, priests and patriarchs
lined up on all sides. Addressing the Arabs he asked them
who was related to the new Prophet. Abi Sufyén declared
that he was his kinsman. After this ensued the follow}qg
dialogue : | |

Hiracleus :
Abd Sufyén :

Hiracleus

What is the family status of thls Prophpt?
He is of noble birth.

Did any one else from the family ever clalm
to be a prophet ?

1. The whole story of Hiracleus has been taken from Fathal-Biri,
commentary of Sakik al-Bukhari. In Bukharl itself the fact is briefly
described. Other details have been taken by Hafiz Ibn Hajar from|
other sources,

l
l
|
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- HERACLIUS AND MAHOMET

THE SPEED AND EXTENT OF THE ORIGINAL ARAB EXPANSION HAS ALWAYS
impressed historians. Mahomet died in 632: twenty years later
Palestine, Syria, Egypt and, Armenia had fallen to the new invader,
the remains of the Persian Empire had been obliterated and the new
religion had been carried to India. By 697, North Africa had been
completely conquered, by 712, Spain; by 720, the Arabs had
penetrated into the south of France.! Almost as impressive, however,
is the way in which this expansion was halted. In the West, the
Arabs had travelled far from their centres of origin, their impetus had
slackened and their defeat between Tours and Poitiers in 732 was
not so decisive an event as has at times been supposed. But, in
the East, their armies were continually recruited from bases in
Arabia and Iraq and their attacks continued with unabated vigour.
It was the Byzantine Empire, weakened by the loss of many territories,
particularly by the loss of Egypt, its richest province, which had to
withstand the full force of these attacks. After 660, a yearly series
of campaigns commenced against Byzantine Asia Minor. Between
672 and 678, Constantinople itself was almost constantly besieged.?
In the last years of the century, the imperial succession was disputed
and internal disorder was added to the pressure on the frontiers.®
Moreover, the Arabs were not the only enemies of the empire.
Previous to the Arab incursions, it had only just begun to recover
from a Persian invasion, and, during the whole of the century,
it had to maintain its defences against Slavs and Bulgars in the north.
Nevertheless, in 718, the Emperor Leo III was able to inflict a
crushing blow on the Arabs, Constantinople was saved and the danger
of an earlier Islamic penetration of the Balkans, with incalculable
consequences for Europe, was averted. How did the empire
survive ? Part of the answer must be sought in the work of the
emperors who reigned for the hundred years before Leo came to the
throne and whose work, therefore, has far more than a Byzantine
significance,?

The fundamental achievement of Heraclius (610-641), the ﬁrst
of these emperors, and one with which all the other developments
in the life of the empire during the seventh century were uldmately
connected, was a complete reform of the Byzantine army. The
essential problem of the later, Roman Empire had always been a
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"2 . 1ZAHIAR

'Ortacag’da, muhtelif zamanlarda, muhtelif sihalarda tesadif
edilen bu diialist akideli ziimrelere tiirlii tirli isimler  verilmekle
beraber, en umumt isim olarak Maniheen —yani Maniheizm men-

subu— tabiri kullambiyordu. Bunlar hakkinda umumi ve inanilabilir

bir eser olarak su kitab: séyleyebiliriz: S. Runciman, Le Manihéisme
médiéval, Paris 1949. Maniheizm’in Garb’ta Roma Imparatorlugu
sihasinda yayilmasi hususunda toplu maltmat veren gu eseri de
‘unutmamak lazimdir: Eon. de Stoop, Essai sur la diffusion du
- Manihéisme dans I Empire Romain, Gand Universitesi Felsefe ve Ede-
biyat Fakiiltesi galigmalan, c. 38, 1909. Biiyiik 4lim Fr. Cumon t'un
La Propagation du Manihéisme dans I Empire adh makalesi (Revu o’ Histoire
et de littérature religieuse 1910) ile, P. Alfaric’in Ecritures mani-
héennes (Paris, 1918) adh eserinin birinci cildinin mubtelif bahisleri
de unutalmamalidir. :

Islimlar arasinda daha ilk zamanlardanberi Jindfk diye amlan
—bu kelime bugiin bile Tiirkge’de “Akidesi bozuk,, ménasina Jindik
diye kullamlmaktadir— Maniheenler’in Islim diinyas: ile miinasebet-
leri hakkinda gunlara bakmiz: H. H. Schaeder, Manihder und
Muslim, ZDMG, vxxxu, 1928, 76-81. G. Vajda, Les Sindigs en

. pays d’Islam au début de la périede abbaside (Rivista degli Studi orientali,

XviL, 1937, P. 1753-220).
M 4 ni’nin Sliimiinden sonra daha yiizy1l gegmeden, Cin’den

ve Sarki Tirkistan’dan Kart/ a’ca’ya, yani Pasifil’ten Atlantik’e ‘

kadar biiyiik bir sihaya siir’atle yayilmak kudreti gosteren Mani-
heizm, en parlak devrini ve en uzun zaman devlet dini olmak

imtiyazim, Sarki Tirkistan Uygurlan arasinda te’min etmigtir. Mani

akidelerini kabtl eden Uygur Tiirkleri'uin dini-edebf eserleri ve
tiirlii tiirlii san’at mahstlleri, Tirk medeniyeti tarihinin eski ve
emsalsiz yadigarlanidir. §arki Tirkistan’da 1000 tarihlerinde altun
devrini idrik eden Maniheizm, Simali Afrika’da Vandallarin
istilan1 ile ortadan kalkmig, fakat Suriye ve Mezopotamya’da Hiris-
tiyan kilisesini uzun miiddet tehdit etmigtir. Onbir-oniki asir kadar
uzun bir tarihi devre iginde, tiirli tiirlii tecellilere ugrayan Mani-
heizm, Miisliiman Iran ve Tiirk kiiltiir an’anelerinde AMdni-i-nakkay
ve Nigdr-hine-i-Mdni, Erteng veya Erjeng (An’aneye gére, Mani'nin
yaptig1 resimleri ihtiva eden mecmuann adi, ‘Abbas 1kbal tara-
findan negredilen Ebwl-Ma‘dl{’nin Beydn-¢l-Edydn’nda, bu mecmuanm
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Gazneliler devrinde Gazne sarayinda mevcut oldugu yaziliise de,
bunun ash olmadigi pek tabiidir) gibi birkag tabir birakarak
ortadan kalkmagtir. XX Asir Garp Alimlerinin Sarki Tiirkistan’da
meydana gikardiklari divar resimleri, minyatiirler, tezhibler, resimler
ve heykeller ile siislii ibadethaneler, bize bu giin bu tabirlerin hakiki
manasi biiyiik bir agklikla anlatmaktadir.

.

8. HEraxkLiUus VE SASANILER

622-628 seneleri arasinda Sasaniler’e karg ii¢ muvaffakiyeth
harb yapan Heraklius (Héraclius), 617 sonunda Musul civarmda
bityiik ve kat'i bir zafer kazandi. Bunun neticesi olarak Husrev’in
hal’i ve katli iizerine sulh imza edildi. Bu saretle Suriye, Filistin, Musir .
tekrar Bizans hakimiyetine ge¢mis oldu ve Heraklius ilk defa olarak ‘
resmen Basileus tinvamm aldi (629); giinkii, 0 zamana kadar, bu
iinvam tagmaga salahiyeti Bizanshlar tarafindan dahi tasdik cdilen
Sasani hiikiimdarlar;, artk bunu tagtyamiyacaklardi. Kur’an’da

_dahi zikredilen bu galebe, Yukan Ortezaman tarihinin miihim bir

hadisesidir: Asirlardanberi Sark hakimiyetini elde etmek igin birbir-
leriyle arpigan iki biiyiik kuvvetten biri, artik hemen hemen yikil-
mug gibiydi. Diger taraftan, Bizans’t Tuna hududunda cpey zaman- ’
danberi tehdit etmekte olan Avar Tirkleri’nin Imparatorlugu da
siiratle ¢cokmekte idi. Igte, bu saretle, 629°da Bizans yeniden biitiin
hagmetiyle, rakipsiz olarak, Yakin $ark’in en muazzam siyasi ve
askeri kuvveti gibi goriiniiyordu. Maamafi, hig beklenilmiyen yeni bir
hadise, Islamiyetin zuhuru ve Arap istilds;, Heraklius’'un sekiz
senelik son saltanat yillarinda, Iran zaferinin semerelerini onun elin-
den aldi [Tafsilat igin: A. A. Vasxhev, Histoire de l’emﬁzre byzantin, -

“Paris 1932, Vol. I, P. 260-264, 275-279. Burada, Bizans’in dahili

vaziyeti bilinmedikge ilk bakigta bir miicize gibi goriinen bu isti-
lay: kolaylagtiran biitiin Amiller izah edilmiy ve bu hususta
en miihim tetkikler zikrolunmugtur]. '

£

§ Héraclius (610-641) un uzun siiren saltanat devri, onun dahm
idarede yaptigi esash islihat hareketlerinden bagka, Sasiniler’ le ve
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The IVth International Conference on Bilad al-Sham

The Strategy of Heraclius

Walter Emil Kaegi, Jr., The University of Chicago
and The Institute for Advanced Study

The Muslim Conquest have received some quite valuable rec.ent
historical inquiry, yet the strategy of the Byzantine Emperor Heraclius,
who reigned from 610 to 641, ha_s rgcwed much less. The primary sourcesin
Greek are very poor, and it is dlfflC}ﬂt to extracjc reliable conclusmn§ from
the non-Greek Christian and Mush.rr% ones. I.t is nevertheless posglble_to
make some observations. Modern military thinkers may make a tripartite
classification of topics of military thought 1nfso strategy, mlh.tary
operations, and tactics, but such categories were alien to t}_le By'zantmes,
who knew of such ones as strategy, tactics, -St}ratagems,_pohorcemcs or the
art of besieging a city, andnaval warfare. It s mappropn‘ate here to discuss
the substantial Graeco-Roman corpus of military treatises and concepts
that the Byzantines inherited, copied and adapted for thelr_own purposes.
There was no Byzantine granc} strategy. Theere were coll‘ectlons qf axioms,
stratagems, narratives of significant military case histories, warnings, gnd
miscellaneous reflections on warfare .and craft and oilsher bits of practical
advice, none of which was really 1'~1gorously o.rganlzed and devglqped,
although they formed a substantial and unique corpus of military

experiences.

Heraclius had acquainted himself with some unidentified Byzagtine_
military manuals. These presumably included the so-called .Strate.g.zkon
of Maurice, which was Writte_n a.round A.D. 600. Byzantine military
treatises have little to say about fighting the Arabs beforg the appearance of
Islam. Byzantine writers possessed some (fhchés about f1ghtmg the Arabs.
The Arabs cannot storm walls, ‘a(.:cordmg to Procopius of_ Caesarea.
Evagrius Scholasticus states that it is beffter to use Arabs to f}ght Arabs.
Heraclius’s court historian Theophylact Simocatta, who was himself from
Upper Egypt, speaks of the tendency of the A.rabs to be unfaithful, namely,
to switch from one side to the other. These clichés remforqed more general
trends in Byzantine military though_t. There was a Byzantuqe preference to
avoid decisive combat on the battlefield, and mstejc\d the desire to use clever
ruses and stratagems to defeaﬁ qne’s enemy without much bloodshed.
Strategists counseled the use of timing, patlen'ce, and warfare of. manoeuver
and attrition, instead of head-on.batt_le. Yet given thedearth qf 1nf-'01'm‘at10n
in the military manuals abgut fighting the Arabs or about fighting in the
;egions where the Muslims m.vaded, there were few written precedents for
warfare, strategy, or operations of. the kind that were needed by .the
Byzantines in the 630s; at least there is no record of any such works having

existed.
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The Strategy of Heraclius Walter Emil Kaegi

These tendencies reveal themselves in any close investigation of the
activities of the Byzantines in their attempt to resist the Muslims. It is
proper to speak of a strategy of Heraclius. Arab historians definitely
attribute decision-making responsibility to Heraclius in all critical military
matters concerning Byzantine resistance throughout the span of the
Muslim conquest of Syria. Heraclius in fact was the first reigning
Byzantine emperor to visit Syria since the fourth century. Although his
knowledge of Syria was not exhausitve, he had visited key areas ofit during
his pilgrimage to Jerusalem in early 631. He had some familiarity with its
terrain, climate, people, and communications. He was not far away in
Constantinople during the key events of the conquest. Although he did not
lead troops in person against the Muslims, he was continuously in Syria
from 634 to 636, and even before that he had been able to maintain close
communicaitons while trying to settle ecclesiastical problems in northern
Syria and his native Armenia. His bases of operations, first at Emesa or
Hims, and then at Antioch, permitted him to remain in reasonably close
contact with the battlefronts. He was not oblivious to the situation. The
Muslim sources suggest, in fact, that he was relatively well informed about
affairs and they may be right about this.

Itis very erroneous to assume that the Muslim leadership was oblivious
to the role of sophisticated military thinking. Indeed some Muslim sources,
in particular Ihn ‘Asakir, indicate a Muslim awareness of the Byzantine
propensity to using clever machinations in warfare, and the need to try to
avoid being caught by them. A basic strategy of Abu Bakr, according to
Azdi, sought an opposite way to victory: seeking to cause the Byzantines to
concentrate masses of troops, draw them into a pitched battle, and defeat
them decisively. The Muslims wanted decisive battle, presumably because
of their numerical supriority, familiarity with the terrain and climate, and
their position. The Byzantine leadership did not wish it, except under
special circumstances. There was, therfore an asymmetry in strategy and
military operations of the two. Whatever the initial goals of the Muslims at
the very beginning of their clashes with the Byzantines, their strategy
quickly clarified while that of the Byzantine continued to be troubled with
various dilemmas. Byzantine strategic perceptions may well have resulted
from their own perceived numerical inferiority, as well as from their
inheritance of such strategic thought, although in its turn it may have
developed out of actual Graeco-Roman numerical inferiority on a number of
past occasions.

Both antagonists sought to use military thinking to win. It isincorrect
to assume that the Muslims were deviod of it. In addition to the use of
rational order of battle as early as the battle of Mu'ta, according to the
Arabic adaptation of Aelian’s Tactics, other Muslim campaigning appears
toindicate thatrational ,military calculation lay behind many moves. This

—106—




911. Hamidullah, Muhammad. Corpus des Traites et Letres Diplomatiques de
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