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Sılent ıtness: The Use and Limitation of Archaeological
Research the Problems of Early Christianity.

By

Some thirty AYO, the late, esteemed Professor Enrico Josı, the
CAaVvator, wiıth Engelbert Kirschbaum, of the CEMELELY eneath the Vatıcan,
and discoverer of the Shrine of St. Deter (the Aedıcula) ın the famous Red
Wall, reviewed the work of three centurıies of archaeologists of Christianity
In ecture the Pontitical Academy. In thıs, he welcomed the role of the
archaeologist 1n addıng increasıngly understandıng of Chris-
tl1an Or1g1ns, and pomted OutL that theır studies had touched nearly al]
aASPECTS of Church history, including the development of Its M1SS10N, the
background Its doctrine, an the growth of ItSs lıturgy *. Today, whiıle the
tlood of NC archaeological evidence continues rse, it. INAaYy be useful 1n
conterence devoted Methods of Study, take stock of the sıtuatiıon Dy
examınıng the nature of the archaeologist’s work and consıder how far he
has brought about change 1n tradıitional iıdeas of early Christian history,
whiıle AL the SamIllec tiıme testing the strengths an weaknesses of hıs methods.

The early discoveries that changed the COUTSC of Biblical scholarshıp be-
long the LTrOMANCEC of archaeology. The decipherment of the Kosetta
Stone 1ın the 1820’s an of the of the Behistun 1ın the 1840’s
opened the WaY towards understandıng much of what had hıtherto been
obscure In the Old Testament. There ( be nothing but unstinted admıra-
t1on for the early ploneers, such 4S Rawlınson and Layard who took their
lıves 1n theır hands INn pursult of knowledge, an brought 191 dimension

the study of the Bıble through Ccomparatıve materı1a| evidence.
The comparatıve element supplied by these early discoveries together

wiıth the opportunıitles they provıded for testing of EVENTS gıven ın
the Bıble, W as NOL be neglected by the NCW, INOTrEe critical generation of
Biblical scholars.

By the 1880’s fresh for archaeological discovery WT openıng
1n estern Asıa Mınor, Greece an the Greek islands, an orth Afrıca,
where discoverles WEeTC have INOTC controversıal impact theology.
The decline of the Turkish empıre the ONC hand, and the French

of Algerıa the other, provıded European scholars wıth the
chance otf exploring the ast of Classıcal aM early Christian sıtes 1n
those Largely because of the nomadıc character of the Arab
an CONSCQUECNL Moslem OCcupatıon of much of Anatolıa and Algerıa,
Man Yy abandoned Greco-Roman and Byzantıne sıtes had NOL been destroy-
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ed, but sımply had stood ruined and desolate tor SOMMC 1300 Early
travellers Were amazed AL the wealth of visıble remaıns that greeted them.
In Algerı1a, the French, especıially after the toundatıon of the SOCIEtE histo-
rıque algeriıenne by Adrien Berbrugger 1ın 1856, carrıed OUuL almost yearly
achaeological M1SS1ONS, notably in the 1890’s by Grauillot and Gsell®?.
In the Turkish empıre the Germans, British and above all, the Austrians al-

began gather rich harvest of INnSCr1pt10ons, and other evidences of the
Classıcal an early Christian cıyılısatiıons. Josef eıl and Georg VO Pre-
mersteın WerTre 4A5 tırmly lIınked 1ın the late-Vıctorian Aa theır cCOnNntem-

porarıes, Gıiılbert an Sullıvan. They WEeTC tiıreless travellers, een observers
and collectors of epigraphic evidence and tor theır day, skilful archaeolo-
O1StS. Wırch Wılhelm Heberdey, their EeXCAaVatIons Al Ephesus uncovered the

theatre the hıllsıde overlookıng the ancıent harbour, where almost
certaınly ın 53 Paul taced hıs At Ephesus LOO, they TEC-

overed the Sıte of the temple of Dıana, and trom the quantıty of the effigıes
of the goddess they found, they could point the orıgın of her cult In the
remote Past, In the fertility cults of Anatolıa, and also, ItfS 2SSOC1A-
t10n by the end of the Ist CENLUrY wiıth the imperı1a|l cult. He wh
threatened ‘Dıana of the Ephesians” threatened the ancestral eliefs of the
inhabitants an also seemed set undermine their loyalty the CINDCIOF.
He took hıs ıfe 1n hıs hands

These an sımıilar ımportant discoverles WEeTIC NOL destined remaın
contined the of scholarly Journals. 'The beginnings of scientitic AL-

chaeological research eAastern Mediterranean SItes coincıded wiıth the Gra

in the half CENLULY leadıng the Fırst World War of intensive lıterary
an historical criticısm of the New Testament and early Christian lıtera-
iUre hıs 1n itself W AasS the product of the deepening rıft SINCE the latter part
of the pontificate of Pope 1US between lay an clerical, ıberal an! Lra-
ditionalıst an ECEVCN agnOStIC and Christıian. Increasıng knowledge of Hel-
lenıstic an natıve MYSLETCY cults W as meat and drınk the rısıng Religions-
geschichtliche Schule of New Testament eritics®. Was NnOL Tarsus the MEECL-

ing point of the Greek and Semitıic worlds and Baal-Tars ord of Tars,
tertilıty deıty whose rites revolved round beliefs 1n hıs annual death an AaSs-

cent into heaven”? Was NOL thıs an the Sandan/Heracles cult Dart of Paul’s
relıg10us heritage? For Charles Guignebert Aa tor Alfred Loı1sy, the MYStETCY
relıg10ns aM resulting syncretism of relıg10uUs ideas provided the MOSLT S1&N1-
ficant clue the Or1g1ns of the relıg10Us uniıversalısm which Paul’s
preaching W as the eır ıthout the element of the Hellenistıic MYSLEIY the
Gospel could NOL ave urviıved.

Archaeology, EVCN 1ın ItSs infancy 45 scl1eNnCEe, had been drawn INto the-
ologıcal debate ın SUuppOTIT of radıcal theorıes of Christian Or1g1ns. Such use

carrıed Its risks, an NOLT surprisingly, Man y of the assumpt1ons of the elı-
gionsgeschichtliche Schule ave been overturned by subsequent aM better
understood archaeological discoverI1es. As the Christian Apologists them-
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selves had conceded (e Justin Apol 66), analogıes existed between
Christian an Pagan, partiıcularly Mithraic, sacramental lıturgies but eV1-
dence has emerged of borrowing by the Christians. Though SOIMNC of the af-
finıties indicated by Loisy WEEIC real enough much ot the mysticısm of the
early Christian cult could ave been mediated through Hellenistic Judaism.
Many Jewiısh sarcophages which ave been found, ave included figurative
designs, such 4A5 Vıctories wıth CrOWNS, the Seasons, the Zodiac, the mixing
CUD and wıne, aM these designs WEeTr«cC later be tound Christian CO-

phagı and mOSsaIlCcs. Dionysiac symbols IMaYy ave formed COIMIMMON ground
between Jewish and Hellenistic MYStELY relıgıon an thence entered the
thought-world of early Christianity®. On the other hand, the mysterion of
the Paulıne epistles would SCCIN be taken direct ftrom Current Jewish
thought perphaps influenced by ıdeas akın those prelevant the
Covenanters of mran ven 5 the cComparatıve approach relıg10us be-
liefs assısted by archaeological discoveries Aa the work of Cumont and
Goodenough, Marrou an Hantmann aVve shown, 15 ONC of the MOSLT St1-
mulatıng Aa ell 45 OMNC of the MOSLT relevant fields tor research Into Chris-
t1an Or1g1ns.

Other work by archaeologiısts in Asıa Mınor, however, W Aa5 ploneering
lınes of research destined contribute towards less dısputable basıs for
understandıng Christian Org1NS. Sır Wılliam Ramsay undoubtedly
barked hıs travels 1ın western Asıa Mınor wıth the ıdea of proving that
the author of Luke/Acts W as5 “ historian”, CONLEMPOFrArCY of the
EVENTS he w 2s describing, and of affırming agaınst Lightfoot, that the
“south Galatıan” theory of Paul’s M1SS1ONArYy Journey W as correct ‘. In the
E  MC; hıs discoveries added lıttle eıther hypothesıs, but they contirmed
beyond doubt the impression eftt ANY reader of Acts 13—19 that Judaısm
Ooccupıed important place 1ın al the maın cıtiıes of southern an estern
Asıa Mınor. Wherever Greek inscrıptions WeTr«Cc be ftound WETC Jewiısh,
including inscCr1pt10nNs In Hebrew. The of John the Baptıst’s fol-
lowers AL Ephesus CtS would NOL have been incrediıble. Ramsay also
W as able SUggESLT through careful observatıon of tormulae sed fu-

Inscr1ptions from SOMEC Phrygian urban sıtes, In particular Eumeneıa,
that during the 3rd CENLUCY Christianıty appeared be gaınıng the
hand IN the inhabitants. The ormula “Jet hım g1ve ACCOUNL the
lıvıng God” (e1s tOonNn theon zönta) aiımed agalnst would-be disturbers of the
tomb, W as the sole ostensıble point of difference between AaN!
NnON-D  N burıal, for the nomenclature and symbolısm could be the SAamMe

both The increased usec of the formula, however, referring “the lıvıng
God” suggested gradual but lastıng transter of alleg1ance trom paganısm

Christianity®. The MECSSaAHC of CONLEMPOFArCY CX  9 particularly those PIC-
served in Eusebius’ Ecclesijastical Hıstory, Bks and D W as contirmed?.

For the countrysıde also, discoveries made Dy Anderson and
Calder, Ramsay’s pupils, SItes the imperı1al estLAatLe that covered
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Part of the Tembriıs valley 1ın northern Phrygıa also corroborated what
could be suspected from eXIstNg lıterary evidence. serles ot INSCrYIPt1ONS
dating between 249 an! 304 cshowed that Christianity had taken FrOOL

IM the colonate the imperı1al EsSTATLE: These WETIC NOL downtrodden
CAaSantS, but INen an who could CXDICSS themselves reasonably 1n
Greek, WeTC proud of their trades 45 cshown bDy the representatiıves otf
ploughs and weavıng combs theır tombstones, but prouder still of their
Christianıity. The proclamatıon, “Chhristians tor Christians” (Christianol
Christiano1s) accompanıed sometımes by the description of the deceased 1n
miılıtant Christian corresponded the Montanıst aspırations of the
Phrygıians described 1n Eusebius and Epiphanıius **. Archaeological dıs-
Coverles had added sıgnıfıcant detaıls about the spread of the SECT the 1N-
habıtants of iımperı1al estate by the mıd-3rd CENLUFY. They had also dis-
played the passıon of the peasant’s CONVICtIONS resulting 1n their OPCNH PrOÖ-
clamatıon of theır faıth, contrasted wiıth the quieter and ess provocatıve 4AL-
titude of theır urban contemporarıes. 'The relıg10us und cultural divisıon be-

LOWN and countrysıde 1n Asıa Mınor, wıth orthodoxy predominatıng
1in the former and schiısm 1n the latter W as cshown be NOL altogehter
hıstorlan’s speculatıon L

In orth Africa, LW generations of French archaeologists, of whom
Stetane Gsell, Andre Berthier an Louıs Leschi ATC representative, WEeEIC

achieving siımılar it INOTEC detaıled pattern of results. There also, hıstorıcal
horizons WEIC being expanded an deeper and IMOTEC under-
standıng of the abundance of ex1isting achijeved. The Acta of the
orth African MAarTtYyIS, Tertullıan, Cyprıan, Optatus and Augustine, NOL
mention less prolıtfic authors, g1ve pıcture of the development of the lıfe,
theology aM divisiıons wiıthın the orth Afriıcan tuller than for anı y other
provınces 1n the KRoman empıre. Wiıithout archaeology, however, involving
the FECOVCIY of InSCr1pti1ons and and exCcavatıon of sıtes, Aarguments
about the interpretation of would 2vVve reached poımnt where fur-
ther W as possıble. Were the cellae round which the Circumcellıions
WEeEIC sa1d dwell, barns martyr's shrines? W as theırs eCcONOMIC an
socıal 45 ell 4S relıg10us movement?!* Were the Donatısts themselves ALl
odds wıth the Catholics solely (QMOT: the nature of the Church? Why dıd the
orth Afrıcan Church tade rapıdly wiıth the of the Arabs 1n the
seventh century”? Only work the ground could throw further lıght
these an sımılar questions. The discoverles made by SUCCEesSsSION of
scholars trom the Ecole francalse de Rome;, together wiıth the intensıive lo-
cal of AfrCa of central Numlidıa (eastern Algerıa) 1ın the 1930’s
aVvVe provided ata whence IMOTIC precise conclusıons Call be drawn.

To take single instance, whatever Its strength 1n the North Afriıcan
which W AsS real enough, Donatısm W AS revealed 45 the relıgıon of the

overwhelming maJorıity (perhaps CVCI the totalıty) of the inhabıtants of the
imperı1al and priıvate ESLAaLES that dominated the plaıns between the coastal
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Atlas and the Aures mountaıns. Viıllages, mostly around OO hectares 1n
arca, but SOMMC extending vVer 30 hectares tormed ıIn central
Numidia 1ın the fourth an later centuries . No LFAGESs ave been tound of
publıc buildıngs in them, ıke those found 1n natıve oppıda of the provınce
of CENTLUCY before. The communal buildıngs WeIC confined strongly
built granarıes and churches!*. Where the latter Can be identified 45

datıng the fourth an early fiftch centuries they WEeEeTC carefully built in
rustic style, wiıth mud an compacted walls whitewashed insıde an
OUutT, an beaten earth floor Beneath the altar, which stood iın enclo-
SUTC in front of raised aAaDSC AL the e2Ast end would be eiıther tomb of
saınt (or martyr) trough POLS contaınıng martyr’s relıics. In-
ScCr1ptions where tound, would relate MArtyrS an! occasıonally o1ve the
Donatıst watch-word, “Deo laudes”. The sıde-chapels might contaın sılos
for storing grain, an perhaps also tor feeding roving band of Circumcel-
lıons. In the aVve along the walls of the chapel would be tombs, SOINC-

times contaınıng the remaıns otf large numbers of deceased burjed 1n 45

close aSsOcC1atıon 4S possible wiıth the ITwhose remaıns WETIC housed ın
the church !® The villages might contaın 4S Man Yy 4A5 half dozen churches,
evidence NOL much of rıvalry between Catholics an Donatists, 45 of de-
votion ditferent IT cults. Here also, archaeological research has COL-

roborated CONLEMPOTFCA. CXTIS, tor these churches could hardly be other
than the “basılıcas NO necessarı1as” that 1ın 265 the Catholic, OUptatus of
Miılevıs 1n Numiuidıa, charged hıs Donatıst OppONENTIS wiıth building *.

grisly remıinder of the of Augustine’s description of Donatıst
suicıdes by throwıing themselves OVCI cliffs has COMC from three S1tes 1n CeN-

tral Numidıa, where, AL the base of clıffs, STONES ave been found inscribed
by the Name and ate of the death (the redditio) of indivıiduals whom 1t W 2a5

obviously desired commemorate *“
In addıtion, an excavatıon revealed facts which could NOL aVe

been ascertaıned trom existing The socıal ıfe of the cCommunıty
ÜV revolved round famıly holdings indicated by the of build-

Ings housing sıngle olıve an grain sılo Churches LOO, WeIC often
associated with, an EVCMN tormed part of granaries *. The picture of CCO-

nOmI1ıcC condıtions imperı1al EesStLALEC 1n late RKRome orth Africa W as

emerg1ng, invıtıng NCW questions concerning the relationshıp between Do-
natısm an the and ın ate-Roman Numilidia.

Corroboration OTr otherwise of exX1IStINg extual evidence has been only
ONC contribution by archaeological discoveries the study of early Chris-
tl1an history. Leavıng the Scrolls ONe sıde, the verıtable avalanche of dis-
Coverıles during the last fity has wıdened beyond beliet OUTr know-
ledge of the non-orthodox tradıtions of Gnosticısm, Manichaeıism,
an Monophysıtism aN! also thrown lıght the life, artıstic achievement
and m1ssıon of the Church 1in WaYy NOL much 4A5 hinted AL 1n SUrVIVINg
records. For Christianity in Roman Britain 1n particular, the discoveries of
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Chrıistian OCccupatıon of viıllas, such 45 Lullingstone *® an Hınton St.
Mary 20 and the Water Newton 21 have begun fill the Sap 1ın
knowledge caused by the absence of an y outstandıng fgure ın the Roma-
no-British Church.

TIo take the non-orthodox tradıtlons, before 1930 the problem facıng
would-be historian of early Christianıity W as that these had be studied al-
MOST wholly through the mirror sometımes dıstorting of theıir orthodox
OppONCNLS. To00 INany non-orthodox works had FONC the WaYy of those of
Porphyry and Nestorı1us, condemned burning by Theodosıius II 22 Not
surprisingly, Church history in the reported words of the Regıius Professor
of Ecclesiastical Hıstory AL Oxtord 1n the Pl Canon Claude Jenkins,
W as c dull subject for second-rate 22  men”, an 1t could remaın, ıf the task
of the historian W as contined mappıng the trıumph of orthodoxy an
surıng that historical truth and hıgher truth always coincıded. Such attlı-
tudes owered the credıbility of Church history A scholarly study, an 1N-
deed CVCMN today, ACCOUNLTL for SIrONg though residual SUSP1C1ON of ItS practl-
Ccloners m SOTINC Classıcal scholars and secular historians.

Any Justification for such attıtudes, however, has been corrected dra-
matıcally ın the last fity by combinatıon of truly amazıng chance
finds coupled wıth the results of patıent an dıgging in
threatened by maJor publıc works. These works have been caused 1ın theır
turn by the rıse of populatiıons especlially 1n Mediterranean countrıies, such
Aa Egypt an Tunıisıa.

The discovery of the origınal works of Manıiıchaus (Manı) and the
psalms an hymns sed by hıs tollowers 1n Ath CENLUFY Egypt W AsS a-

tional by aAaNY standard 2; It W as cheer coincıdence that In 1930 led Profes-
SOr arl Schmidt, the papyrologiıst 1n the ervices of the Kaiser-Friedrich-
Museum ıIn Berlın find himselft purchasıng expedition Ca1lro
behalf of the USCUMNM), al the SAaImMe time 45 hıs friend arl oll W as PrCDar-
ıng hıs edition of Epiphanıus’ Panarıon. Schmidt had offered read the
proofs an had reached the long chapter 68 Manıiıchaeism. When he mMelt

the Ca1lıro dealer, the latter offered hım large thick wad of almost indecı-
pherable Papyrus Schmidt noticed however, the tine writing of the COpYIıst
an then, hıs CYC lıghted the words “And then the Iluminator sa1d” ”5

an 1n addıtion, the word Kephalaion (chapter). He remembered the LEXT
of Epiphanıus he had been correcting. hıs W AsS Maniıchaean document,
perhaps wrıting of the heresiarch himselft. The bargaın W as struck, an the
scholarly world gıven NOL only LTexXTt of Manı'’s Kephalaıa and Epistola
Fundamentı, but IMNMOTC than LW hundred psalms and hymns of hıs tollowers
ın Egypt The historian’s perspective of the relıg10us sıtuation 1n the time of
Athanasıus W asS altered overnight. Manıichaeism wWas that had
caught the imagınatıon of Coptic ascetic communilities. The vıtal importance
of Athanasıus’ galnıng the friendship of Antony and Pachomuius, FrCDTIESC-
ntıng the antı-Manıchaean monks became Obv10us, A ell 45 ONC of the
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TE4SONS for hıs unyleldıing defence of the Creed of Nıcaea. He could do
other, for OSS of monastıc SUuppOrt could aVe COSLT hım hıs epi1scopate an
perhaps hıs lıfe, an would ave divided Alexandrıa from Coptic Egypt tor
al time. The stakes tor which Athanasıus an hıs OpPONECNLIS played WEeTIC

hıgh indeed.
Fifteen later, the equally chance d1scovery of the Gnostıc lıbrary

AL Nag-Hammadı had sımılar effect the horizons of historians of the
Church 1ın the Ind and 3rd centurIies. In thıs Casc, the biıckerings of interest-
ed partıes prevented the tull ExXtieENLTL oft the tind being made avaılable scho-
lars tor IMNOIC than thirty after theır inıtıal discovery. NOow, however,
the Survıving 52 trom the lıbrary enable Gnostics speak tor them-
selves Z Though their VIEWS challenged the millenarıst outlook of their OL-

thodox contemporarıes 1in the second CENLUCY an also the hierarchical
STITUCLUFrEe of the “Great Church”, they cshow themselves Aas self-consciously
Christian, despising much of philosophy and treatıng Judaısm 4A5

IMETC half-way house Christianity®. Theirs W as attempt fuse al
istıng relıg10us knowledge Into ül revelatıon focussed mYystiCc -
derstandıng of the divine Savıour, Christ. It W as the tirst attempt ALl
thentic Gentile Christianity which the Christian Apologiısts of the second
and early third centuries attempted tind ANSWEeT.

Enormously important though these finds ave been, they ave suttered
ONC er10us disadvantage. Their chance nature has involved ack of 455

ciated discoverıes that would enable the archaeologiısts set them ın their
hıstorıical CONtLEXT and ate them accurately. How SIroNg W a the Manı-
chaean cCcommunıty who possessed the Medinet Madı papyrı? What Was, ıf
AaNYy, the relationshıp between the Nag Hammadı CEMELECTY, where the
Gnostıc WEIC found, and a Pachomian NnOL tar away” On
these questions OUTLr wıtnesses ATC sılent 20a

More precıise has been the archaeological evidence derived from the
SUTVCYS sponsored Dy UNESCO 1n the last LWENTLY “Save Nubia”
and “CSave Carthage”. In both there W as time for thorough PrFrCDara-
LO and the assembly of internatıional of skilled archaeolo-
gIStS. The element of uck that attended the EXCAVAtIONS AL Faras an asr
Ibrım ın Nubıa W as IMNOTEC than that which Napoleon would ave
thought essential In good general. At Faras, the harvest of discoveries
from the cathedral amounted 169 trescos and 400 inscriptions, includıng

lıst of J bishops who ruled trom 827 1169, recording the length of
theır epıscopate 1n y  > together wiıth the month and day of theır death 2
hıs 1n ıtself W as of the importance, tor It proviıded f1r m chrono-
logıcal framework for three an haltf centurıes of Nubıan history Into
which other ınformation could be fitted. The archaeologist 1in thıs Case W5

antıcıpatıng the work of the hıstorıian. Some fifty mıles the north, 4L the
Nubıan Ortress of asr Ibrım former colleague, Protessor Plum-
ley had sececn 1ın Feb 1963 what looked ıke Coptic wooden panel serving
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4S skirting-board al the level of the OOr of INOSQUC that had been built
insıde the large church. Instinctively, he realized that the OOr of the
latter MUSLTE lıe al SOMEC depth below, AaN! thıs sıte would be worth British
team’s attention. So It WAas, tor the subsequent EXCAVAtIONS revealed, apart
ftrom other iımportant discoverıl1es, Dart of the cathedral lıbrary contaınıng
fragments of the lıturgy of St Mark an St. James 1ın Greek wiıth IMOTIC than
100 Nubian scriptural an lıturgical documents A 'The documents titted
actly Into the pattern of tresco an LEXT tound AL Faras, and IMOTC lıght had
been thrown the Nubian-Monophysite cıyılızatıon that had prospered
the south of Moslem Egypt during the European Miıddle Ages. Other SCIH'-

satıonal documentary tinds included the title deeds of Bıshop I11ımotheos
dated 1372 whiıch had been attached the bishop’s thighs when he W AS

buried below the vault that spanned the disused C: of the
church“, anN! eather scrolls recording legal transactıons dated 1464, 1n
the reign of Kıng Joel of Do- Tawo (Lower Nubia) *. Together, these
cshowed how thıs OUtpOSL of Byzantıne civyılızatıon had urvived Aa Chris-
t1an kıngdom wiıthın LWENTLY of the Portuguese roundıng the Cape
of ood Hope

In Carthage LOO, where the internatıonal “Save Carthage” proJects CON-

tinued untiıl O A0 iıntormatıon w 2asSs gaıned about the obscure tinal phase of
Christianıity ın the seventh CENLUTY. Evidence tor declinıng lıyıng standards
suggested by the outbuilldings of church being turned Into squalid domes-
t1Cc uartersS, of the disuse of the harbour, and abandonment of the MOSAIC

CVCMN cCement 4S the normal of flooring eft doubt 45

the decline of materı1a|l standards *® The re4sons awalt turther work.
However, long before the Arabs tınally conquered the CIty 1n 698 Christian-
Ity W as cshadow of Its tormer glory.

TOoOomM the forego1lng, the use of archaeology MUSLT be clear enough. Ma-
ter1a|l finds proviıde of objective judgement of Events 1n ecclesiastical
history. The Gallıo inscr1ıption, an! epigraphic evidence tor “politarchs”
and “Asıarchs” in the first CENTLUCY MUSLT enhance greatly the credibili-
U of the ACCOUNT of Paul’s CArcel gıven In Acts. Moreover, 4L An Yy time, the
lucky tind of inscription honouring Statıus Quadratus, Proconsul of
Asıa an provıding the ate of hıs governorship would end the century-old
discussıon about the ate of Polycarp’s martyrdom. Did he dıe centenarı-
A strıplıng of X6 and the earliest recorded wIıtness of ınfant baptısm?

Sımılarly, the datıng Dy cComparatıve style of handwriting of the frag-
of John’s Gospel 1837 and 837—3ß) preserved Rylands Papyrus

45/, the early Dart of the ZInd CENLUCY MUSLT termınate an Yy discus-
S10n MAS>IG possible second CENLUCY ate tor John, quıte apart trom the
imagery shared by John wiıth the wrıters of the ead Sea Scrolls S Agaın,
the discovery of nd/3rd CENLUFY Jewiısh inscr1ption Al the sıtes of early
Christian churches outsıde the walls of Carthage SuUuSgESL CON-

Jewish element 1n the background of Carthagınıan Christianity
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1n Tertullıan’s time than Protessor Barnes of Toronto University an
hıs dıscıples would allow  32 ıthout tirst-hand knowledge an understand-
ıng of archaeological evidence, theologıans an Ancıent Hıstorijans wh
veniure Into the study of early Chrıistian history ATC lıable pitfalls. As
Professor Josı reminded hıs audıence, archaeology has atftected 4as  IS
of nearly CVCIY aSPECL of early Chrıiıstian ıte an thought*. It the wıtnesses
ATIC sılent, they have enabled long lost, neglected OT merely obscure tradı-
t10NS of Christianıity be studied ANCW. Gnostics, Montanısts, Manıchees,
Donatıiısts an others Can be heard 45 before, an NC acquıred
of understandıng better the controverslies that from theır clashes wiıth
orthodox representatıves. Fresh ıte has been breathed into the of
Migne’s Patrologıa.

Rısks and abuses, however, ATC NOL be underestimated. Archaeologı1-
cal method 15 by ItSs natiure destructive. Layers NCC removed Can be
replaced. Thus, stratigraphy, recording of evidence, an the study
of assocıiated objects AIC all-ımportant, 4A5 ATC also the methods of PFESCIVA-
t10N an protection of discoverıes NCC made The ınternatıional
working 1in Nubıa had the advantage that technıques of preservatiıon an:
restoratıon WEeEeIC advanced that the layers of frescos ALl Faras
could be preserved, wiıth correspondıng increase 1n OUTr knowledge of
each phase of Nubian Christian On the other hand, the tragedy tor
Chriıstian archaeology has been that until VC recently the iımportance of

stratigraphy W as NOL tully realızed. In Carthage, ON«C looks 1n SOTL-

IO ALl Dere Delattre’s eXCavatıons of iımportant Christian sıtes, such as the
Damous e] Karıta an Basılıca Mayorum. The churches aVe been cleared,
the thousands of inscribed fragments collected, and outstandıng tinds wıth
theır vibrant christianıty noted, but record has urvived of theır FreESPCC-
t1ve levels asSsoclatıon wiıth other objects. Evıdence has been irrevocably
lost. ven 1n the Aast decade, the abandonment of the stratigraphy worked
Out In the first sCASonN of eXCavatıons Al asr Ibrım has that Man Yy of
the important Christian manuscrıpt tinds WeIC inadequately recorded, an
ıIn addıtion, the ditferent phases of the Christian peri0d an of the
Nubıan culture that preceded it have been less clearly defined
than they might ave been Sımıularly In Algerıa, It 15 st1ill almost impossıble

judge ftrom photographs a! FreCDOTTS of sıtes excavated during the 1930’s
and 1950’s what Can be attrıbuted ate-Roman and what Byzantıne
OCcupatıon. Wıthout CONtINUOUS observatıon of each sıte, backed UD by 1N-
tellıgent photography, archaeological evidence Can become A speculatıve
and lıable 45 an Y lıterary XT ven then, the archaeologist Cannot
tell us what hıs subjects, be they the OWNEeETIS of POTS OT decorated sarcophag!ı
really thought. Wıiıthout lıterary evidence, hıs verdicts Can only approxıimate

the truth.
hat saıd, however, archaeology has transtormed the study of early

Christian history by ItSs discoveries, ItSs methods an the attıtude of mınd it
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ENCOUTAaSCS Horıizons ave wıdened dramatıcally, old CONLrOVeErSIES ave
been settled and NCW lınes of research opened The chade 4S ell 45 the
lıght of early Christian history, ITS disasters 4A5 ell 45 ItS triıumphs Can be
studied objectively, and perhaps better understandıng of the MCAaNINS of
Ecclesiastical Hıstory arrıyved al The Christians the first CENLUTIES, being
maınly and members of the NO  — officıal classes, tormed sub lıterate
OMMUNITILES, artiıculate sculpture and aınUung, and durable uüftfen-
sıls iıdeal for archaeological study For another fity VCAarTs, perhaps longer,
the yearly harvest of NC discoveries 11 n  9 provıdıng INOTEC first-
hand evidence of the eliefs and lıyes of the early Christians It ı15 ACC1-

ent that Antıke und Christentum remaıns after halt CENLULY ON«C of the
STOW1NS PO1NETS of European scholarshıp It 15 ONEC which hope

11 become increasıngly iınvolved nNnOL least the United Kıng-
dom The StONES, NUuMEe, do NOL take sıdes They ATC the tools of the
Ppragmatıst They favour hıstorical socıal theory Rhey. end theır
Patronage ONe Christian tradıtion Their role 15 ADNSWET SOMIC of the
historian QUESLONS of when, where, and how TOom these AaDNSWEeETIS the hu-
INa  - IMagınatıon Can hope add lıttle that truth that al seek
(OQUE different Christian tradıtions, the truth that <hal]l make yOUu tree
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Calder, “Philadelphıa an Montanısm”, 1ın Bulletin of the John Rylands Libra-
V11 (1928) 309—345, and A ähe Epigraphy of the Anatolıan Heresıies”, 1n : Anatolıan Studies
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don

Codex Justini1anus 1i  C Feb 448)
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