
approaching apocalypse and became his most widely received work with various
Latin and multiple vernacular versions. So, Rupescissa’s entirely peripheral treat-
ment in comparison to Joachim of Fiore and Petrus Johannis Olivi indicates that
the handbook has an intellectual bias in matters of theology of history.

Incidentally, thanks to digitalisation, the lack of a convincing index concept is
compensated for in a labour-intensive way by the use of the electronic edition of
the handbook. Therefore, and despite some shortcomings, the handbook can be
unreservedly recommended as pioneer work for every library and for everybody
interested in the history of medieval prognostics due to the wealth of its perspec-
tives and its broad overview and insights into wide areas of the specialist literature.

MATTHIAS KAUPHUMBOLDT-UNIVERSITÄT,
BERLIN

A companion to the patriarchate of Constantinople. Edited by Christian Gastgeber,
Ekaterini Mitsiou, Johannes Preiser-Kapeller and Vratislav Zervan.
(Companions to the Byzantine World, .) Pp. xii +  incl.  ills and 
maps. Leiden–Boston: Brill, . €.     ;  
JEH () ; doi:./SX

The patriarchate of Constantinople is one of the most renowned and enduring
ecclesiastical institutions of the Christian East. With a history dating from the
fourth century until the present day, the patriarchate played a crucial role in the
religious and ecclesiastical life of Orthodox communities and, even more so, in
the political and cross-cultural landscape of a broad region that stretches from
the Mediterranean lands to Muscovy via the Caucasus. As such, it has received a
significant degree of attention from scholars, who have made available not only
documents of paramount importance for its diplomatic history, but also detailed
studies on various aspects of its ecclesiastical role in the region, as well as its rela-
tions with other Churches. Since, over the past years, research on the patriarchate
had mainly emanated from Byzantinists affiliated to the Austrian Academy of
Sciences and the University of Vienna, it is no suprise that this volume in Brill’s
Companions to the Byzantine World series was edited by a team of distinguished
Viennese scholars. Christian Gastgeber, Ekaterini Mitsiou, Johannes Preiser-
Kapeller and Vratislav Zervan have overseen the production of this first overview
of the patriarchate of Constantinople through thirteen essays, in English, authored
by eminent scholars. Throughout, the editors have sought to emphasise ‘continu-
ities and changes in the organizational, dogmatic, and intellectual framework of
the central ecclesiastical institution of the Byzantine Empire’ (back cover).

The book opens with a detailed chapter by Claudia Rapp on the elevation and
development of the patriarchate in its wider Mediterranean context until ,
with a focus on its place within the Eastern Churches, its financial situation and
administrative structure. This is followed by Frederick Lauritzen’s analysis of the
patriarchal synod during the Middle Byzantine period, which tackles issues regard-
ing the relationship between the patriarch and the synod and the role of the synod
as tribunal. Next, Tia Kolbaba’s contribution explores contacts and debates
between the patriarchate and the Latin Church until  from an ecclesiastical,

REV I EWS

https://doi.org/10.1017/S002204692200118X Published online by Cambridge University Press

http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog?doi=https://doi.org/10.1017/S002204692200118X&domain=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/S002204692200118X


political and theological perspective. Johannes Preiser-Kapeller then considers the
late Byzantine synod as a leading administrative ecclesiastical body and studies its
attributions, membership and decision-making process. Discussion on the relation-
ship between the Latin Church and the patriarchate resumes with Marie-Hélène
Banchet’s chapter which focuses on the union between the Eastern and Western
Churches during the Palaiologan period. A significant addition to the companion
is the contributions by Dimitris Apostolopoulos and Machi Païzi-Apostolopoulos:
these explore the situation of the Ecumenical Patriarchate after the fall of
Constantinople by addressing key aspects of change and continuity in the patri-
archate’s administrative structure under Ottoman rule.

While the tangled relationship between the patriarchate and the Eastern Greek
Orthodox patriarchates of Alexandria, Antioch and Jerusalem are described in
detail by Klaus-Peter Todt, the patriarchate’s role in the development of the
Balkan Churches (i.e. the Bulgarian Church, the archbishopric of Ohrid and the
Serbian patriarchate) is elegantly analysed by Mihailo Popovic.́ Further,
Konstantinos Vetochnikov offers an overview of the influence of the Byzantine patri-
archate on the ecclesiastical life of the newly-emerged Orthodox Churches in the
Russian lands. The description of the intricate relationship between the emperor
and the patriarch is provided by Ekaterini Mitsiou, who investigates the political atti-
tudes and power structure of the two actors within the imperial framework. Vratislav
Zervan turns to intellectual history and inspects the scholarly functions of the patri-
archs, as well as the patriarchate’s institutions of learning. The volume ends with
Christian Gastgeber’s contribution, which masterfully explores the patriarchate’s dip-
lomatic history by investigating codicological and paleographical aspects of official
chancellery documents, especially those offered in the register of the patriarchate
of Constantinople, preserved today in the Austrian National Library.

In the absence of an introduction, which might have elucidated the internal
organisation of the volume, readers only become aware of editorial decisions as
they work through the volume. The essays are organised thematically and
discuss the patriarchate’s history somewhat diachronically from its rise in the
fourth century until its restoration under the Ottomans. Nevertheless, the
reader’s experience would have benefited more if some chapters, which clearly
complement each other very well, had been arranged slightly differently. For
example, the reader’s understanding of the complete picture of the patriarchate’s
relations with the Latin Church would have been greater if Blanchet’s chapter had
immediately followed Kolbaba’s piece, rather than following Preiser-Kapeller’s
detailed article on the patriarchal synod during Late Byzantium, which itself
could have come after Lauritzen’s chapter and thus offered to readers a connected
outline of the Byzantine synod. Moreover, since the situation of the patriarchate
under the Ottoman rule was presented in chapters v and vi by Apostolopoulos
and Païzi-Apostolopoulos, their contributions could have served the diachronic
perspective more if placed towards the end of the volume, and their slot could
have been filled by the studies by Todt, Popovic ́ and Vetochnikov.

Although recent years have witnessed a growing interest in publications featur-
ing a plethora of companions, handbooks, sourcebooks and encyclopedias on all
sorts of topics (and of varying quality), this particular volume is none the less a sign-
ificant contribution in its field. It responds to a longstanding need for an
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introduction to the patriarchate of Constantinople, and thus fills a historiograph-
ical gap in Byzantine studies. Moreover, it provides Byzantinists and all who desire
to explore and understand the intricate history of this institution with high-quality
overviews of various aspects of the patriarchate’s history, consistent bibliographical
lists which follow each chapter, and a statement of the state of research which,
moreover, indicates new avenues of research, which will enrich future understand-
ing of this enduring institution.

OCTAVIAN-ADRIAN NEGOIȚĂUNIVERSITY OF COPENHAGEN

A companion to Byzantine iconoclasm. By Mike Humphreys. (Companions to the
Christian Tradition, .) Pp. xviii +  incl.  colour and black-and-white
ills. Leiden–Boston: Brill, . €.     ;  
JEH () ; doi:./S

It is obviously impossible to do justice to a tome of over  pages in a short review,
especially as this project took a few years to coalesce into a book. The book is one in
a series of Companions to the Christian Tradition which reassesses previous studies on
Byzantine iconoclasm with the aim of adding something new to the debate. I will
use its introduction, authored by the editor Mike Humphreys (pp. –), to high-
light the foci of this useful book.

Although its importance in the history of Byzantium has been downplayed by
major revisionist studies in the s–s, Byzantine iconoclasm was indeed a
major and disruptive controversy in the history of Byzantium and the medieval
West because it challenged an established relation between image, text and
belief. Indeed, recent and emerging studies, including this Companion, adopt a
post-revisionist approach. They reject the view that iconoclasm was entirely a fab-
rication of eighth- and ninth-century iconophile authors, who systematically inter-
polated earlier sources in order to portray Byzantine emperors as iconoclasts and
thus heretical – to oversimplify the matter.

Notwithstanding the fact that the Church Fathers had not engaged in lengthy expo-
sitions on the role of sacred images (pp. –), the recourse to sacred images as
objects mediating between earth and heaven was not a novelty in Christianity.
Humphreys does question the view of a ‘rise of the icon’ in the late seventh
century, agreeing instead with other scholars on the pervasiveness of images in
Christian religious practices since at least the fifth–sixth centuries (pp. –) – one
might object that this was the case even earlier. Indeed, a growing attention toward
sacred images is recorded in late sixth-century Latin sources and in late seventh-
century Greek sources. However, during the iconoclastic controversy, ‘for the first
time in Christian history’, art became ‘a central topic of importance’ (p. ), and
images became the object of extensive and heated debate. Their intrinsic nature
was more precisely defined, as was their role in cult and devotional practices and
their relation with their divine archetypes. Their limitations, too, were noted.

A (supposedly) increased importance of sacred images occuring in eastern reli-
gious practices during the late seventh and early eighth centuries, along with other
factors which still remain elusive, such as the eventual influence of Islam and
Judaism, may have spurred the Byzantine emperors to harness, rather than sup-
press, a common practice. In maintaining that the earliest attestations of
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