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THE PAULIC:wi MOv:EIUI 

AS AN EIPRESSION OF THE PRINCIPLE OF PI.JRI'.rANISJl 

CliAPfER I 

INTRODUCTI0?1 

In the history of the Christian Church psri.odiQally 

certain groups have revolted against the organized chur'Qh. The 

reason for the revolts has ~ been the demand for refor.ms on 

the g:rounti that the church has become formal, superstitious, 14Cldng 

in spiritual freedom. and loose in discipline. 'lhe established 

church has seen these groups as enemies and has wanted to suwress 

them b7 every means. 

Although these sects have been suppressed for a time, the 

church has witnessed their reoU1"1"8nCe all through its hist01."'9'• 

This study' will e.nal.ne a particular m.ovement which began 
A 

in Mia Minor in the eighth century. This mowment known as the 

Paulicians succeeded in eBt;U>li~bing marJ1' churches in the £ollowing 

four centuries. In opposition the Armenian Orthodox Church and 

the Greek Orthodox Church penecuted, exiled and massacred them. 

They were denounced as heretiCs and. ~l:dren ot Sat.an. But in 

spite of all tb.EJse efforts they could not destroy them :for 

centuries. The aim of this study' will be to establish the .tact 

that the Paulioian Movement in its easenee was an expression of 



tbs principle of puritanism .. 

1. The Subject Stated and Explained 

In the early church at the end of the seeot!d eentur.r 

a Phrygian presbyter by' the name of Kontanus protested against 

the established church on the ground that the church was moral.ly 

loose 1n discipline, Uon.tanus was particular IT against the re­

&4mission ot those who had denied Chr1stianit7 during persecution 

and now wanted to come back into the told of the church. The 

llK)St f81l0us follower or Montanus 'Was 'fertullian cf Carthage ( l6o-225 ). 

Cowan cites the following about h:iJru 

His Puritanism appears in his denunciation of flight from 
persecution, and his opposition to the restoration of the 
lapsed; in his condemnation of second marriage, and co:mmenda.­
tion of excessive fasting; in his warnings against .female 
adornment, and depreciation of militat"y senice as i-ncompatible 
with Cbristie.n .fidelity.l 

In the third centU'!",Y Hippolytus, a bishop or presbyter in 

tha vicinit;r of Rome;t who was not a Kont$8ist, protested against 

the loose discipline of the Roman bishops,. This protest led to the 

Jfovatian schism in 2)1. Cowan s~ the foUoVI!ng about these sects: 

The Puritan prir.tciples of the Montardsts atld Novatianists bave 
been .tftquently reproduced, in association sometimes with 
heresy 1 oftener with extreme orthodOX7J and the;r haw exerted 
a onesided.1 yetp on the whole, salutar,r in£1~, as a needful 
counteractive to the stronger tendeney towards undue l.axity of 
discipline and lite. 2 

In tbe centuries that followed, many s:lm:J l.ar movements . ,. . . . . 
l. Bem7 Cowaru Landmarks ot Ch\Jl"Ch Histor;r1 P• )O. 
2. Cowan, op" cit .. , P• )0, 



were started and spread for-': a tim& artd then the esi~Qlishad. church 

1'IU able to suppress them, as the Donatuts c£ the fourth century 

and in the Middle Ages. According to W~, "Indeed one document 

speaks of no less than aevent7•two. The largest of these •re the 

Albigenses.'*1 Wherever the conditions b.a:ve favored these puritanic 

movements they have spread rapialy among the masses of the people. 

'fherei'ore an analysis of these so called heretical move ... 

meats will shaw that ~ of them were revolts agai..!lst the church. 

A statement by" Melee shows this elearqt 

There have been times when 'the church for vari.oua reasons bas 
lost its spiritual freedom and has become the servant of form, 
or dogma, or of :rule of We. From the midst of such situation 
there hd often come a reaction. Sometimes such a counter 
movement from a doctrinal standpoint has not been founded upon 
what the church holds to be orthodox faith, but from a prac~ieal 
and moral point ot view they ha¥'e been essentially puritan. 

2. The Sub3eot Justified 

The historian Gibbon has called the Paulieian movement a 

forerunner of the Protestant Eefo~t1on in the sixteenth centur:r: 

tt ••• their exile has scattered over.·. the West the seeds of :reforma­

tion•"' 

The cause of the Pau11c1a.n revolt was basicall;r nligiou. 

'fhay wanted a purer and simpler way of worshipping God. This study 

. ~ ..... 
1. Pcml Christopher Warrenr ~he Principle of' Puritanism and. The 

Significance of its Bee~ Manifestations (A Thesis) P• 4. 
2. Dean Greer McKeel A Study of the Albigenses in the Light of 

the Principle of i'uritanism (A Thesis) p, 2 • 
.). Edward Gibboxu The flistoey o£ the Deellne and Fall of the 

Roman Empire, Vol. Vii~ P• 47. 
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will endeavor to show that l'fhsre there is corruption, formality 

and other abuses within the c~h a demand for refomation will 

ultimately develop. This ws.s the basic cause for the Evangelical 

reformation which took place in the Orthodox Church in 1846. 

However1 the Orthodox Ch\U'Ch has held that the Amenia Evangelical 

Church was a result of' the work of foreign missionaries. It is 

a fact that the missions brought the spark for the movement, yet 

the demand !or reform was there long before the nineteenth oentu:r.y. 

It is also intel"Ssting to note that thlt Armenian 

Communi1Jt writers have regarded the Paulician movement a class 

stl"'Uggle. '!'he historian Malik Pashgian says: "This movement was 

in its essence a class struggle against the ruli.ng lDrds and the 

church. rrl We shall try to show that it was in its essence 

religious. 

This analysis will have apologetic value also to the 

~ EvangelioallioveJrlent1 not because Paulicians were 

Evangelicals but, llke them, the Paulicians were reaming for 

a simple faith. 

3. The Subject# Delimited 

The purpo$8 o.f this analysis i8 not to study the spirit 

of Puritanism, nor give the anal1f.ieal histo17 of the origin and 

development of the Paillcian sect. The histo17 of the Pauliciatl$ 

will be developed only as far as it will help towa.ras an 'tUldel'-



standing of their d.es:.l.%'6 for reform. 

Fo..,;o this stud.l" Puritaa!Sit will mean as warren has 

defined :Lta 

Puritanism we hold to be that p.ri.rwipl81 native to the soul 
of man, lfbich rises in protest against whatever causes 
spiritual bondage• and seeks out a 'f1tl3' by which relationship 
with God may be attaihed and maintained. It finds expression 
wbenewr the forms ot religion in 1m7 age thwart t:he free 
exercise of the souls outreach toward qoo. and make difficult 
the realization of communion with Him. 

So the Paulician Movement will be studied. as a protest 

First of all there will be presented a studl' of tbree 

s::imi.lar movements prior to the Paulieians. The similarities and 

differences will be pointed out as well as en;:r infl~noes • 

Sec0lldl1':r tlle histoey of the Paulicians will be studied 

to d.eterm.ine their motive in stuoting a new movement. Their 

histo%'7 will be traced to the time when the remnant joined the 

.Armenian Evangelical movement and by this fact showing how they 

were Jeaming tor a puritanic wq o£ llte and worship. 

Third.J.T1 their tenets and. way of life will be considered 

to make clear hem their belief was based on the New Testament 

a.s well as its reaetionru;y natu.re. 

• • • • • • 
l. warren, op. eit., p. 1. 



l%i order to understand the authenticity· of thia 

~is it is necessar.y to know what sources are available for 

such a. st'l'l.4y. 

It is an unfortunate fact that any movement vmicb had 

to face the opposit~on of the Greek Orthodox church or B.oman 

Catholicism prior to and during the Kiddle Ages has undergone 

extreme opposition. This opposition has endeavored to liquidate 

these movements and theil" writings. It is natural t.1urt ·the 

Paulieians had their om literature but nearly all their writings 

were destroyed by the orthodox churches as being dangerous. 

The second fact is that the political situation in 

those ~ was such that the Moslems destroyed the writillgS of 

the Paulicians and other sects along with the litel'&ture of the 

re~ churches .. 

1. Direct Paulician SolU:'Oes 

There is one book which ha.s been accepted as eomirtg 

d.ireotly from the Pa.ulioians. It is their book of tenets, 

.!!'!! !!z 2,! Truth, translated into English by Conibeare in 1898. 

However, some historians doubt that this book is tram a Paulleian 

source. Oon;ybea.re on the other hand is certain that it :t.s and 

makes the f'ol.lorring statements 

This detailed agreement of the Ke7 of Truth, on <me hand with 
the Armenian writers of the tenth and eleventh centuries, 
and on the other hand with the Greek notiees ot an earlier 
date, is proof enough that in it w have recovered an ear]¥1 



The story ot the discovery ot this book will bEt referred 

to Within the thesis. 

2. Writings of: the Ad.versat"ies and . others 

Vast of the literature about the Paulicians comes .from 

the adversaries of the sect who were very biased in thetr 

writings. The sources are mostq in Greek and in Armenian. 

The three best known Greek sources are as .follo-ws: one 

by Photius, the Patriarch o£ Oonstan:t.inople, published in volUl!J.es 

ci-civ 9t?!r a Omnia. 2 

The second important work dealing with the Paulic:.tans 

is found in the works of Peter of Sicil.yt Historia lianichaeotu.m 

5eu Paulicianorum. It is noted in this book that Peter of 

Sici~ in 868-869 was sent as an ambassador b7 Emperor Basil I 

and went to Tephrik the stronghold of the Paulicians. He wrote 

this book in 672.3 

The third work is by Oenesieus in the history Rep. 

ln this work he gives intornw.tion at>Out. the Paulioians and their 

wars with the By$antine Empil'e.h 

In the Armenian sources the well known works are the 

tract of John of otsun who lived during the seventh and eighth 

" . . . . . 
1. Frec.i c. Gonybeare, op. cit., PP• 192. 
2. Steven Runcilnent The Medieval Ifaniohee1 P• 192. 
3. Pashgian1 op. cit .. , P• 19. 
4. Runciman, op. cit., P• 191. 



centuries. The tra.et refers to the Pauliaians. Portions of 

it are found in the appendix o£ the Kez !!£ Truth by Conybeare.1 

The letter o£ Nerses Shnorhalli of the twelfth centUl"y' 

refers to the Pauliaians.2 

Then there are two other letters, one by Gregory of 

~larek, a tenth cent'llr,1 Ar.ln&nian monk,3 arld a second by ~gory 

ltagist:ros,4 who was later made Duke of .Mesopotamia and who lived 

in the elevsnth century. 

Arista:raes of LastivertS who hu 'Written a history 

book devotes two chapters to the 'lhond1'11ld. sect. kristarces was 

a monk who lived in the eleventh century. 

MGny primary and secondary" sources will be listed in 

the Bibliography and in the Appendix ot the thesis. 

With the information available, it is possible to 

substantiate the thesis that the Pa.ulioian movement. was an ex-

pression of the principle of· Puritanism. 

• • • • • • 
1. Con;vbea.re, op., cit., PP• 152-l$4. 
2. Ibid., P• 192 • 
.3. Ibid., PP• 125-130. 
h. Ibid., PP• 141-l$1. 
$. Ibid., PP• 1.31-340. 
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JlOVID.lENTS OF A SMLAR CHARACTER 

PRIOR TO THE PAULICIANS 

A. INTRODUCTION 

In the first and second centur:teri and immediately' 

following, the Christian Church witnessed the rise md tall of 

many sects. There were three m.ovements, the Mont~Ulists,. the 

Jlenicbeane1 and the ltessalians, which are thought to have been 

in one way or another responsible for the Paulician Movement 

Ooming into being. 

'fhe first movement which will be considered ill the 

Montan:i.at sect. Although this sect was puritanic in easenM1 

upon inqui.r.r it will be shown that it -.as not the cause of the 

Pailician Movement. 

Secondly, the Kardcbeans will be studied. Because the 

Paulic:l.ans have been accused by the Orthodox Church of being an 

offshoot of the Manicheans, it will be shown that this was not so. 

Thirdq1 the Messalians will be studied because the 

Paul1eians have been also called MessaJJ.ans. It will be made 

clear that Meesalians could not have been identical or ..,..,n 

related to the Paulicians in a direct Wl.f.3'• 

So after giving this information it will be possible 

to evaluate what is unique in the Paulician Movement and What 
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A convert; to Christianity from the pagan priesthood 

by the tuUI$ of Epiphnius Montanus in l$6 A.D. proclaimed himself' 

to be a prophet in Pheygia. Also under him two prophetesses 

appeared, Priscilla and. Maximilla. 

Montanua emphasized the .following in his teachings: 

prophecy and the second coming of Jesus Christ. This coming 

was expected to take place in a heavenly Jerusalem located in 

Phrygia. H. Bonwetseh says about this movement 

The entire purpose, in faet1 of the new prophecy was 
preparatioa for the approaching end, and expectation 
of this great ever should determine the entire lite 
ot the Christian. 

It is not surprising that Jlontanists could not remain 

within the fold o£ the established church for a long t.ime" As 

their intluence started to increase and the movement spread to 

Thrace and other parts of the ~antian Empire, the church synods 

and leaders started to oppose them. Ultimatel;r they were 

separated from the church along with their leader Montanus. 

Montardsm was condGmud 1ft Rome but it. found a fertile 

groW'J.d in Morth Africa where its moat distinguished adherent was 

Tel"f;,ullie.n. Tenullian emphasized the advent of Christ. For 

• • • • • • 
1. The Hew Seha:f.t-He;rzog Encyclopedia o£ Religious Knowledge, 

vol. VII; P• 486. 
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that :reason he believed ·that the church had to be t~ p:i:'Spa:re<l 

by establisl'dng a rigid diecipl.ine,. forcing its m.embers away 

from the natural side of human life. Seienee1 art, and· gay 

life Wl'$ consid&red worl.dq • He argued that these had been 

taken from paganism and they should not exist iD the chureh. 

other emphases of Tertullian were the gloey of martyrdom., fast:tng 

and the desirability of absta.i.n:ing from marriage. A second 

marriage was rejected. For him a de.ttilite membership comprised 

the church# so it was argued that the church iS as holy as its 

members. The substance of the church was the Holy Spirit and 

not the episcopacy. 

Following the death of Montanus he was succeeded by 

the prcrphetess Vu:imilla. They thought that the Holy Ghost 

inspired 1JJA'9l1 and vmm.en alike. Consequent]¥, no distinctiotl was 

to be made between the sexes. 

One of the most peculiar characteristics of this 

movement was the way the prophets identified thwuelves with 

God and Christ. Montanus called himself Christ. l"tllnciman gives 

a quotation from him as follows: 

• I am. not an angel nor a :messenger. I am tbs Lord God1 
the Al.mighty present to you in a m.an•s tom, • said 
Montanus. Or again 'I am the Father,. the Son and the 
Paraclete. tl 

Such uttera.tlCEls were not shocking to the foUowrs ot 

Montanus. Runciman says that "Adaption:tsts era ~.ally led to 

•••••• 
1. Rtm.ciman.t op. cit., p. lB. Quoted .from Epiphaniua Mvars• 

Haereses1 II, I, slv:iii (ed. Oehler• P• 30). • 



the same conclusion, while ~ion and even Clement ot ~ 

identified the perfect Christian with God".1 

It is not SUl'prising, tb.ol"efore, that we find the 

Pauliciana accused of heretical utterances sind 1 a:r to those of 

the Kontan.tsts. The Pa.ullcian leader Sergius believed that he 

was the Paraclete. In contrast, h~r, to the llontani.sts the 

Paulicians excluded women trom the prophetic role. fhia was due 

to the fact that the Pauliciau had a great respect for St. Paul 

and his writings. 

Sergius, a Paulieie:n leader, in one of his letter.~ 

writes: 

For we being persuaded in our heaZ"ts1 have written unto yo11, 
that I am the proper and the good shepherd and the leader of 
the body of Cbrist1 and the light of tbe house of God1 end 
I am with you. always, even unto the end of the vtOrld. FOl'" 
even it

2
I am tJ.Wq :from you. in ~ .. yet I am with you in 

sp1.rit. 

Sergius has written a letter to teo, the Montanist1 

in which he exhorts Leo to receive the Paulician sbepherd.s and 

leaders, even as he has received the apostles of the four prophets. 

So Se:rgius acknowledges the Uontanists to be orthodox in their 

faith.' 

It could be concluded that the Mon.t.anists had friendly 

relations with the Paulicisns. Regarding this Oonybeare says, 

•••••• 
1. Runciman, op. cit., P• 19. From Irenaeus, Ad:versus 

Haereticos I 1 131 M.P.G. vol. vliJ coll. S77 £f. 
2. OoJV'bearet op .. cit., P• 111. 

'· Ibid. 
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nas there 1fU a tendency .tor persecuted sects to coalesce against 

their perse4utors1 it is not uftlikely that the remnants o£ tbe 

Montanist Church were absorbed into ... Paulicians."l. 

They sure~ were agreed in one major resPfjet, 'nameq, 

in their condemnation of the established church for its moral 

laxity, superstition, end additions untrue to Christianity. 

Runciman cites the following about the Vontanists, "l:ontanus and 

his fellow..prophetesses wre religious reactionaries, des .iring 

to go back to the most primitive Christianity they could ~~.u2 

It is believed that the Paulicia.ns 'Were either an off­

shoot of the Jl.anichaeans or they 'mlre ~t descendants of tbs 

Uanichaeal'!B. This w.Ul not be an exhaustive study o£ the 

Manichaeans.l 

Ma.ui, the founder or the 1'00vement, 'W'aS born in 21!) or 

216 A • .o. He was the son of a rich Persian nobleman Viho was a 

• • • • • • 

1. Gonybeare1 op. cit., p. clJ!:xxv. 
2. Runc:t.man, op. cit., P• 18. 
). For more detailed study re.f'er toe Ha:mack: History of Dogma, 

Vol. In, PP• 316-3.36; Albert Helll".f Newman: Introductory 
Essay in the llanichaean HerBSy'1 Nicene and Post tficene Fathers 
of the Christian Church first series, Vol. VIII,. PP• 3-39; 
Encyclopedia Br! tannica, Hastings Encyclopedia of Religion 
and Ethies1 Sebaf'f-He:rsog Encyclopedia of &tligioU$ 
Knowledge. 
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religion and associated himself with the Kughtasila sect.1 So 

~§ani. was intluenced by his father• s religious backgroound. When 

1ian1 we.s t'milve years old he had a revelation of some k.ind. 

tel.ling him to go and preach. At the age of twenty he had 

another revelation from C'1'.)d 'Which made him obey God and proclaim 

what had been revealed to him. 

In his early ministry a few converts were won. Later 

he became a friend of the Persian Xing Shapur I. But this friend­

ship did not last long. The opposition of the Magian priests of 

the Zoroastrian religion was so influential that the 1dng was 

obliged to banish Jlan1 f%"Qll Persia. During his exile Ham Visited 

India, Cbine.:r and other ol'"iental countries. After twenty yvae:rs 

iQ e.xile Man! returned to Persia. and once more endea:wl'Gd to 

become tb5 friend of the ld..ng. Instead of receiving h:i.m1 Ki'og 

Bahltam I condemned him1 and he was hanged over the cit,- gate 

in 271. 

With the death of the founder his work did not stop 

b.ut it continued to move into other omm·t.ries. In Persia his 

disciples were persecut.ed and the preaching of Jianicbaeism was 

forbidden. Nevenheless, there 'Were secret .follo"l'rers of Man:t. 

:Ma.ni•s philosopey was dualistic and eclsctie. In 

essence he taught that there were t"WO opposing. principles, botb 

of 'Which wre non,...eontingent and eternal. For Mani, ffTile original 

•••••• 



These spiritual exieteneu were fo~ of five 

elements. The £1"\.?'e bodily elements were mildness, knowledge, 

understanding, secrecy and discernment; the five spiritual 

elements •:re love, faith, fidelity, generosity and 'Wisdom. 2 

Sata.."l eame forth out of the eternal elements of darkness. 

He "f''aS pictu:red as having the head of a lion, the body of a 

dragon, the wil'lgs of a bird1 the tail of a fish, and four feet. 

He moved in darkness and while moving he saw a gleam of light 

and get ready to attack !t. The king o.£ light put fo~d the 

"orig1nallian" to fight the attacko In the outcome man was 

defeated., bol.Uld, and surrounded by' the element of darkness. The 

king of light, 'With the help o:f.• other gods, rescued the original 

man and the power ot darkness escapecl. 

The power of Satan and tP..e prinees of darkness continued 

in the lOVJ-er realm of the world in spite o:r the fact that they 

were defeated by the God of light. 

The origin of man was in the foUow.ing 'li!T&y according to 

llani.. In order to keep power over the light which had been 

captured, the chief "archon" or ru.ler allied. ~li" in marriage 

• • • • • • 
l.. The Hew Schaff-Herzog Encyclopedia of Knowledge., Vol. VII• 

P• 155. 
2. Ibid.. 1 P• 156. 
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with five evil £endn1.ne powers and begot Adam1 the first man. 

Adam combined the nature of' light and of da:rmess. His body 

belonged to the lovrer class, whereas in his soul. he carried the 

element o;f light but in him the power ot light was greater t.han 

darkness. As a result these tvro were at war tdthin him. From 

the marriage of the ruler, Eve came forth, in whom the ev:U was 

greater than the light. 

Adam and Eve being awa..""ll o£ this condition begged 

help i"rom the god#~ so Jesus came to illstruct them. He taught. 

Adam how to live in light and be released £rom darkness, am 

~ Adam not to have i\\l.lowsbip with Eve who would lead bim 

into the material -rrorld. 

At the end of the world all material things Will be 

bu.rned for l, 468 years .1 

There were two classes of Ma.niebaeans1 the ttAdept" 

and the '*hearer." The one 'Who conquers his lust becomes an 11adeptn 

1fho is the real mem'bel".- but the one who cannot remains a tthearer." 

The true Manichaean suppresses lust o:t e'Wl:7 kind. He is :forbidden 

heaping o.f riches, eating of flesh, drinldng wine, witchcratt1 

hypocrisy' and use of' handicraft 'Which exhibits the ill.jurious 

effect of fire and water. The eontes.sion o£ ewry member cont~ 

.four articles# which were the folloMn Faith in God• in lis 

light1 in His might1 and in His w:l.sd.om. 

. . " . . . 
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ltani's attitude to the Bible was verr queer. He did 

not accept the disciples ot Jesus as the author of the fe'Qf 

Gospels, rather he developed the th$ory that the JE1'118 W&re the 

author of them. '.rheref'M"e1 he wrote a new Gospel. 

The Old Testament was treated severely. For him the 

God. of the Old Testament was the prince of darkness and the 

prophets were liars ani servants of the Devil.1 

In Augustine's time the Kanichaean church was in a 

tlourish:lng state. in North Africa with many followers end 

leaders. Augustine also became one of their adherents for a 

time but later, seeing their erro:r1 left them. 

In Itaq the;y gained a foothold., but were so persecuted 

by civil and ecclesiastical authorities that they could noti 

i'l.oumh.-2 

Con7beare states the following about the relation of 

the Paulicians and the Hatlichaeamu "Man! was anatnamatised by 

the Paulician church~ with the heretics of old ti1Ae.u3 

st. Augustine makes the following statement about the 

M'a.nichaeans t 

In fact no Christian idea has been introduced into the 
system without being completely perverted. If Christian 
language is used it is utterly emptied of its meaning. 
If Ch:ristian practices are introduced, a completelg ' 
different motive lies at the basia.4 · 

• • • • • • 
1. Ibid., p. 1,8. 
2. Ibid. 
3. Cof\Ybea:re1 op .. cit., p. CXIOd.. 
4• Nicene and Post Nicene Fathers, Vol.. IV.1 P• 2h. 
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It is s_u.f!'icient to note that the Paullcians were 

a Christian ~vement and to a certain extent they based their 

doctrine' on t~ New Testament. However, the similarities come 

in their ,organisation of membership. Both of them divided the 

members into two groups,. but here also the Paulieian '*elect one" 

d:U'fel"ed .from the lfanichean elect or '*adept•" Conybeare makes 

the following statement about the llanicbaearu 

The Manichaean elect one was an ascetic of an ext~eme 
and a Hilldoo type, celibate, m d living oftl7 on the 
herbs, which the auditores1 must gather for him lest 
he should violar his holiness by tald!lg the life even 
of a. vegetablEs. 

On the other hand the Paullcian elect got married and worked, 

like St. Pau11 tD provide his living. 

Faber is convinced that 1 

this single circumstance alone (their possession of the 
New Testament) independentl\1 of all other evidence, is 
ampq sufficient to demonstrre the impossibility of 
their pretended Manicha.eism. 

Therefore, the Paulicial'!S could not be eonsidel'*ed as 

lf.micbaeans. 

This sect is lmo1m also as the Euch1tes, so they will 

be discussed under one topic. This Christian sect originated 

in Syrian Mesopotamia. from the second half of the fourth cent'UIT. 

• • • • • • 
1. Co.ttibea:t>e1 op. cit. • P• cXlad.. 
a. .McKee, op. cit •• P• 12. Quoted from Faber, a.s., PP• 55-$6. 
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It is u.ntortunate that the information about them is through 

their adversaries. Their literature was considel'$i dangerous, 

therefore, it WtUJ destro~ b7 the established church. 

The Patriarch of Antioch, Flavion, persecuted and 

condemned. them. Due to this persecution they started to mow 

towards .Uia Minor, taking their teaching with them.. Their 

teaching was that every man inherits an evil spirit !'1"0!11 his 

birth and. lives under the power of evil. The Church and the 

aans of grace cannot deliver man from. the power of evil. For 

this reason a man needs continual prayer.l They considel"EKK that 

Baptism was good for the forgiveness of put sins. '*Baptism." 

said they 

mq, like shears, clip &WIIlf, ind.eed, the earlier sins 
(procure forgiveness for past transgressions); but the 
root of the evil still remains behind, tram which new 
sins, therefore, will continuall7 spring up ••• 2 

They said that this sin could be conquered only' by inward pr~r. 

A leader whose name is worthy to be mentioned is Sappa, 

who sold all his property and gave it to the poor in order that 

he might be considered perfect. He was such a fanatic that he 

castrated himself. 

Jlessalians liked to go into ecstacy and tor that 

reason were oalled. Enthusiasts. Thq boasted of th$ir ecstacies.' 

• • • • • • 
1. Augustus Beandert General History of the ChriStian Religion 

and Church, Vol. II, P• 276. 
2. Neander, op. cit., P• 278. 
3. Ibid., p. 211· 
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needs no longer ascetic practiees l'101" instructd.ou but assUI'lel 

the eli~ natura. He does not even need to take cO!IVilm.i.on 

for he can sin no more. As a. result they became proud, looking 

with contempt on other Christians. At the end1 h~ver, they 

became morally loose. tleander says, "Thus too• the Euchites 

compared the spiritual marriage or the soul to its heavenly 

brid~groom in grossly sensual manner, witb an earthly union.•1 

The Messalians also, according to Neanders1 "•••were :tor living 
2 

by' alms and were the first mendicant .friars." 

The :M:essalians ._re condemned by th$ council at 

Ephesus in 431. They spread into Armenia during the ruth cent1117. 

In Armenia they had families and kept women servsnts. After 

the council of Shabivan in 431, where tlwy nre condemned, they 

V$N persecuted mercllessl,y. 

The Messalia.na are thought by some to be the source of 

the Paulic:l.ans.3 on the other hand, Gonybeare says the following 

about the relation of the Pa.ulicians and the Messalians#-

John the Philosopher who became Catholicos of Al'JD.&nia in 
719, uses the name Paulicians ••• he speaks of them as 
*the dregs of the liessaliardsa of Paulicianis~' We need 
not suppose tha.t they had anything in C01DilOI1 with the 
!iessalia!lS or Euchites of a previous age. .All that we 
know of the latter, who are rightq described by Nean.ders 
as the first mendicant friars, contradicts not only the 
sel:t-portraiture o£ the Ar.illenian Pa.ulicians in the !!l.t 

• • • • • • 
1. Ibid., P• 279. 
2. Ibid., P• 277• 
3· Of. Walter Adeney: Greek and Baatem Churches, P• 224. 
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but in an equal degree conflicts with all we know of thea 
f:rom the Greek sources. The Armenian word mtslneuthiu:n11 
mdcb. I render !iessaliardsm., 1faS a mere term of abuse in 
eighth cetitm:"y, and as such is !_tgain hurled bf Gregory 
ot Warek and Gregor..y Ma.gistros ,.1 

So it eould. be concluded that the PauU.c:ta.ns may have 

bad one thing in common with Messaliana --both were reactions 

against the established church. 

:m. Summary and Conclusion 

It was pointed out that the Paulician Movement nae been 

considered an offshoot of prrlious heresies. Thereforec~ tb.r$e 

sects among the .ma!\Y prior movements similar in character were 

considered because of their connection with the Paulioian Movement. 

After analyzing the history of the Hontanists it was 

observed. that although the Paulicians were like the Monta.nists, 

a rea~tionar;y group~ and that the Montanists had frie~ relations 

with the Paulieians1 yet they were not the cause of the Paulician 

Movement. 

Secondly, the lfani.chuan Movement was analyaed and it 

was made clear that although the Paulicians have been condemned 

as of or Menichaean origin, the Paulicians anathemathized tbe 
\ 

Thirdly, in the consideration of the Hessalians it 

became evident that these two could not be the same group; but 

•••••• 
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bOth were reactions to the e.atablish&d church. 

Final.q1 it is safe to say that the Paulioians did not 

have a. di,rect origin from any o£ the af'orer.eentioned sects • 



A. Introduction 

At the ti.me of Emperor Gallienus (260-268) Christianity en­

joyed peace and prosperity and was s.clmowledged as a nreligio 

lioita," a legal religion. Persecutions ceased between 260 and 303. 

During the fourth ·century,. Em1::>eror Constantine the Great de• 

clared Cbris·bia.nity a. state religion. At the time tru:"ire was e. mass 

lllO'Vement into the Church. :However, the influx of eo many pagans into 

the churoh caused the church to lose its vigor • The church started 

to occupy herself -rdth theolog;ioa.l problema. It beoa;me so serious 

that in 525 Constantine called the Council of liioea to find a solution 

to the problems the ohuroh was facing. 

The ohtr oh in the Byzantine Empire was particularly affected 

and it, too, lost ita vigor. The Chri!iltians were satisfied by f'a.sti.ng, 

and prayed the usual prayers t;hat 'llvere written down for them. The 

Christians were faithful to the priests and did what they v;ere told,. 

venerating the x-elios of the saints so that they beoama objects of wor­

ship. :fhe san.e ld.nd of practices were prevalent in a minor degretil in 

Armenia. 

Into "\:iJ.ds 1.-h:J.J. of existing condition a p1.u-itanic :movemant came, 

tH:.unely. the l?aulieians. the belief's of the Paulioians ~e an.alyaed, 

it 1i()u.ld be clear that the~.- protested a.gaimrb the Church 1s superstitions 

and i"'cs externalism, which had corrupted the hearts of those who really 



'fl'lanted to ha~ a simpler' worship. 

The ,tlr:menian and the Greek Yirite:rs have always stated that 

the Paulicia..'ls rejected the intercession of the saints., condemned the 

veneration of the oross, did not accept 'i.:;he miraculous powers, and 

protested against animal sacrifices. Gregory 1~istros 1vrites that 

they viould say, 

We are no v;orshippers oi' matter, but of God; we reckon t~w 
cross and the Chu:roh e.nd ·the priestly robes and the sacri ... 
fioe of mass all~for nothing# and only lay stress on their 
inner sanae •• .,.!.. 

B. The Origin of ·t;he Ha.me 

Historians in the past, as well as i11 ·bhe modern times, have 

called this moveln.ent Paulician. I·t:; is hard and obscure to traoe the 

origin of the na:m.e; lnt there are a few theories '\Vhich have to be 

stated and considered. 

1. Theories Cited 

Petrus Siculus and Photius, the two main Greek historians_. have 

the i'ollovring hypothesia about the nmne of ·the Paulician_. "<;lh.ioh Ueander 

cites: 

••• that 1-(:; took its origin from. a woman,. Callinice by na."'l~,.. 
who J.ivod in the dis~oric·t of Sa.:m.osata, somewhere about the 
fourth century.. a:nd whose tvto sons, Paul cmd John, were con .. 
sidered .as ~che founders of the seot.2 

Consequently,. it is the opinion of some th.s:h the 11e.."lla Pa.ulioian was 

derived from ·bhe two nrunes, Paul and John,. both as "i?& u ~ o • £11~Y'Y4<. • 5 

. . . . . ~ 
1. Gonybeare, op. CJ.'t., p .. 145. 
2. l~eend.er, op. oi t., P• 244. 
3. Ibid. 



!leander concludes .. hoorever, "But w have stro1::1g reasons .f'or dcubting 
1 

the truth of this vJhole accou:nt.tt G:i.bbo:n., on the other hand, states 

that they were oallf.'d Paulioians due to the great stress and importance 

2 they laid on the teaqhings of' Paul. Gregocy Me.gistros, an eleventh 

century philosopher, wrt.rte of th.em to the Catholics of Syria saying, 

11Here you see tlw Paulioians Who got their poison frorn Paul o:f' 

Samosata.., n
3 

Conyooare' s conclusion is: nit is novt eviden:t to us th.at 

the na.m.e Paulician originally had rei'eronce not to St., Paul, but to tv..e 

last great champion of Adoptionist Christianity in the Greek world, Paul 

of Samosa.ta. On the other hAnd, Neander rests with the following 

view~ 

And we may perhaps rest in the conclusion, that as this sect,. 
li1ce the earlier r&u:-cionites, opposed. St. Paul to St. Peter .. 
and, attaching; themselve~a to the former, \'tare restoring the 
true Pauline Christia...'VJ.ii;IJ,; they vtcre hence called ~licians, 
as in truth vie find it intimat'Od by Photius hL"nSel:r. 

There is another theory, which has not :f'cund a. popular place in 

history# that it is after the name of a.n individual founder whose na.me 

was Paul. 

2. The Probable Source 

In. the Paulicie.n 1 s statement of doctrine, the ~;:[ 2!. Tr:_uth, 

they did :not call themselves Paulicians, or Thondra.ke but the t'U:ni..:. 

. tf6 
versa.l Apostolic Church. But by their adversaries, wl~n they were 

called Paulioia.ns, they were not ashamed of the nama Paul. Their enemies 

• • • • • • 

1. Neander, op. cit., P• 244. 
2. Gibbon, op. cit., P• 48. 
s. Arpee, op. cit., P• 78. 
4. Oonybeare, op. cit., p. ov. 
5. Neander, op. cit., P• 247. 
6. Conybca.ra, op. cit., PP• l, 7~ 19. 



meant th"' na:me f' or scor-a, J.ret the Pau.lioie.ns took it to be that they · 

~vere being iden:'Gified by the nanw of' ·!;he apostle Paul, and rather 
1 

took pride in it. It will be cleer to us la:ber the.t Paul was the 

c. Its Fo1,md.er 

1. Theories Considered 

According to sane hiffGor ians, ·bhe Pau.lioisn movement was 

orie;imted and founded by the :Maroionites. Concerning; this ·theory 

We might be allo\"'ed to suppose., then, that an effort at re­
form. a-walrenecl t'l.lilon.g these degenerate Marcionites by some 
special cause or other., and, partio\lla.rly direo·bed,. li'.f the 
spirit of ldaroionitisrn., to the restora:tio..'l of primi·l:.;ive 
Christianity M taught in th! epiStles of St. Paul, had 
preceded the Paulioian sect. 

There is also the theory "that the stu.d:y of ·boo I'few Testament 
'Z 

:w.ight possibly give rise JGo a sect similar to that of Maroionitism. v 

• • 4: 
As it vm.o po:un;ed out the Greek som"oes e;ive this in:rornation. 

that a woman by ·!:ihe name of Callinioe 1 who was a follower of 

1!Ianiohear.lis..ra., came vJi~ch her wo ~ons, Paul a.nd. John, and propagated 
5 

their ideas. !fea.nder brushes this idea awa:-3 by sayi21g "• •• vre haw 
6 

every reason to regard it as no better than a fiotion.n 

Some suppose tlw.:b it could 1:>e :i:'ounded by an ft...rmenie.n whose name 

• • • • • • 

1. Cf. Ne~~der, op. oic • ., P• 247. 
2. Ibid., P• 246. 
3 • Ibid., Cf'. also The llev1 Schaf.'f-lierz og Religious Enc;tclopedia. 
4. J...nte, P• 24. 
5. Neander, op. oih., P• 246. 
6. Ibid. 



was Paul; this idea could not be correct because the:re was a teacher 

1 by t:l:Je name of' Paul, but not the founder of the seo-1;. 

2.. The Solution 

It became clear that nona of the theories rr.en.tioned above 

could be given with finality as to the probable founders o£ the 

Paulicia.ns. Unless a new source is found where the mriie of the f'Olnder 

would be specifically named, ou.r ideas about the founder would be 

pure supposition. Hm11ever, it is ol ear that the first leader who is 

montioned is a n1an named Constantine. ffi;l lived in the latter half 

of the seventh century and cou.ld be considered to be the founder of 

the Paulicia.n Movement. 

D. The Development of the Paulician Ohu:roh. 

1. The Early Years 

The na.J:OO of the first leader of the Paulioians which has 

reaobed us is CozlStantine. He vms an Armenian from the village of 

~ali. 

A deacon who r~as onoe a captive of tlw Saracens in Syria was 

the guest of Constantine for a few days~ The deacon was so affected 

by the kindness and piety of Constantine that in return for the hos• 

pi·t::ali·ty ll$ had enjoyed he presented Constantine two volumes. one oon-

taining the gospels and the other St. P~ulfs epistles. 

Constantine read those gospeln with such interest ·'Ghat ha was 

tilled with enthusiasm and missionary zeal.
2 

. . . . .. . 
1. Neander, op. oit., p. 246. 
2. Cf. Conybeare, op. cit., p. lxiii. 



He was so much in£1uonced by s·r.. Paulfs let-ters that he adopted 

the l'\.a:me of Silva.YJ.us, Paul*s companion., and started a w.issionar.f tour 

preaching the gospel alXlut 657. He continued this work f'o:r tvJen·~y-seven 

years. Lat~e:r he carried this mEHlsage into Asia Minor. In Asia :Minor 

he was able to establish many -churches. He gwe these churches the 

srune names as Paul had given ~vo the churches that he had established. 

The church :1:n Giboasa was oe.lled the i'r~aoedonian Church; the chwoh in 

Uanane.li was called Aohoa. Concerning this :ms:cter or :a.arn.es !~eander 

says, 

To desi~~ate his profession, as an apostolic ref'orme:r., Con­
stantine took the na.me of Silvanus; and so it boca.rt'...e the 
custom aftervJa:rds for the more dist~ns~ished teachers of 
this sect to call thems~lves by the names of ·the several 
companions of St. Paul. J.. 

· Constantine labored from 657-684 and with a great zeal . este.b-

lished many churches. As t;ha sect started. to increase in uu:m.ber 

Constantine Pogonatus~ the Byzantine Bmr.e:ror, sent an of' fioer in 684 

by the m~ at' Sir.1eon, gh1.ng him the authority to punish v:ith death 

the leaders of the sect a...'td bring their i'ollol':ers to the bishops to be 

instructed in the doctrines of the church. 

H; is related the:b Constantine was stoned to death at the order 

of Simeon. 
2 

I!Je.uy of t..~ose Paulioiens who were handed over to be taught the 

right doctrines of ·chs Crthodox Church resisted the bishops. Simeon 

u.n.dertook to instruct them. Instead of teaching them, Simeon was 

• • • • •• 

1. Neander, op. cit., P• 248. 
2. Ibid .. , P• 247. 



greatly impr~ased by the Paulicians. Neander says about Simeon; 

But as he was a la.;;n.r.an; an:l there foro so:mewha:t at a loss 
tor arguments, as well as roore lmprejudiced, he waa struck 
'Vith til@ re1n.arka.ble appear~ce of Christian sincerity i:n 
their behavior :tt and more ~ more attracted by the prinoi• 
ples of the Pa.ulician sect. 

Simeon was so much affected by i:he mrumer i11 v<hich Constantine 

;;vas killed and the testiruony of the Paulioianz that ai'ter returning 

to Constantinople he saw he cou ld not conceal his real convictions 

any more. Three years after ·!:;he dea-l.':h of Constantine he joined ·tho 

Paulicians and secre·bly ot\m.o to Cibossa, Ar:m.e11ia., and in a short 

tit'le became their leader. He took on him ·bhe name of Titu.s,. the 

disciple of St.. Paul. 

The Emperor Jt~stinian U directed e. new inquiry in the year 

690,. and as a 1*esult many with Tit-us (Simeon) ware pu:l; to death. -

After ·!;he death o.f Sittwon Paul beeamo the loader, in turn 

appointing his son, Gegnoesiua, giving h:i!a th~ narlte Timothy. During 

the leadership of Timothy the group was divided into ·b't:;o grottps. 

Ti.m.othy was the viotor and ruled the Paulioian.s for ·!:;hirty ... ·t:hreo years. 

On one occasion he was called to Constantinople to appear before th.e 

ptil:criaroh. Timoth¥ was able to convince him that he v;s.s an Orthodox 

believer. After this inoidant Timotcy received from loo the Isauri~, 

the Emperol~, a let·tor of protection ag~.inst porseou:bion. Abcut this 

incident Ueander says, 

Yfe might readily conjecture, that the emperor Leo, that 
determined enem;:v of :images, was disposed to befriend tho 
Pa.ulioians; and that the issue at this trial, which was so 

•· . . . . ... 
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.fa:vo:rable to their cause, wna 1>rour.;ht about by his in­
fluence; f:o't' a oertain affini:hy e:ds·ted between the 
spirit-ual to)?.ti.ency or the l?aulicians and that of tr.te 
iconocla::rts. J. 

The Paulicians ware against pictures$ e..nd by this attitude 

they v1ere able to lead many away from the established chtweh. 

After the death of Timothy, his so1t1 Zacharias, auooaeded 

him. During the ·time of' Zacharias the movem.en'v was di·vidad into tV«> 

groups. The opposing party vte.s heru:led by Joseph. Joseph left i'or 

An:bioch in Pisidia and from there his ideas were carried to Asia Minor 

and to the bcunda.ries of· JU•menia.. Joseph ¥Jas succeeded by Bae.nes, who 

lived a filthy li.fe, and. his f'oll01'1ors at this ·time had a v·ery bad 

l~putatio:n. The group did no·t live under ·this condition very long. 

A reformer by the nan1e of Sergiua succeeded Bagnes and under his 

leadership the work was organized and developed new vitalit-y. Sergius 

thought himself to be a vehicle of the Holy Spirit and that he was 

inspired and sent by God to ·teach the way it the truth and the life. He 

has ;'fri tten sol1le epistles lmt, unf'ortu.nately., they have bac:m lost; 

have quoted f'ram him. ln one o.f them. he has said, u:r have run from. 

Bast and f~est a.nd from l'lorth ·t;;o Southll prea.ehl:ng the Gospel at Christ 
2 

until my lmees were weary. u 

The conversion or Sergiu.s to Paulieia:nisrn is very inheresting. 

Sergius ll:le·h a Paulieian woman who belonged to this seo·b and she 1 by 

asking him ques·!.;io:ns about the scriptures, found out ·that Sergius did 

•••••• 

l.J:ieander, op. ci·t.s PP• 249 .. 250. 
2.Conybea.re 1 op. cit., P• iii. (Qu~tad from Petrus of Sioilus, P• 36.) 



to read ·hhe scripttu-es.. Ho ref.'~d 1:.dth e;res:f;; interest; the lotters of 
l 

l?,'3J.ll and i'O'J.nd wha:t; wv.s v.i:bal +.o Christian5.t7• :He started tc work 

u...'l'lder the narra of Tyohious,. Dt1ring; thirty-four years tm,der his leader-

ship many joined the r:;ect. Due to the success that he had and the 

ue.rvt vitality ·!:;hat waa ncrticed in the group~ i·c ca'Il.e to the attention. 

of the Chu:r.·oh. . Duo to ·the triumph of the I:rnage-Worshippers ~ ~tseeu-

Conrrbantine V tra:nsplan:!.ied colonies of thozn to Thraoo, 
partly as a protection to his frontier and par·lily aG a 
oou.ut;erbalanoe against the obstinate inoonodules.,2 

lfdohael Phangabe and Leo V persecuted ·the Paul:tciac"i.s so ruth-

(842 ... 85'7).. About her Hv.:nciroo:n 1<".r.ri·t:es: 

I1eat·te:ned by her success in re-establ5.shing I:mage ... worship, 
she hoped ·co gain equal merit by the conversion of' the 
Paulio:ians. But the Pnulieians would not ~eld to peace ... 
.f'ul persuasion.; and tho officers se!lt out by the Empress ••• , 
f'ow:td the sword the bet{;er arg,"U!llent.. Wi·th a f~:::rocious 
thoroug;htl.ass they fell upon the heretic churcl1es, till, 
according to the chroniolers, a hundred thousand victims 
pariehed..3 

Many of the Paulicians fled to Moslem territory. They found a 

.. . . . . . 
1. Neander, op. oit., p .. 251. 
2. Runciman, op. cit •• p. Z:9. (Quoted from. Theopha:o.es Ohronogophia1 

P• ~29 .. ) 
s. !bid .. , p.4o. 



leader in a. Ron-an officer by the name of' Ca:rbea.s, whose father was pu.t 

to death during the Paulio:ta.n Persecution._ As a. ret.aliation Carbea.s_. 

Vii th five thou.sand soldiers, passed to the Arab side•. fortified a. city 

Devrik or Teph:rik• and started to raid the :Empire• They overran Asia 

liJ.nor,., destroyed many cities;· oame to Ephesus and destroyed izna.ges and 

relics of the Greek saints a.nd turned the Cathedral of' Ephesus into a. 

horae stable.: 

In 783 the Byzantine fo:rOEts defeated the stronghold of the 

Pa.ulioians at Teph:rik.. As. a result the military glory of' the Pe.ulieie..n.e 

passed away and their able ieader died, too• Arter this event the 

Paulioia.ns ranained a persEHllii:;ed and oppressed seat.; 

They rea.ppearod onee lllOre under a different nrune~ as 

Thondraki.; 

E. The Paulioians in Europe 

The Pa.ulioians vtere tl"a.nsplanted to Europe for the following 

reasons. Some of the sympathetic Emperors followed a middle orurse. 

T".ne Paulioia.ns '>vere dangerous t.o the B~a.ntine Empire When they 

joined hands mth the Arabs on the Eastern borders) but the Pa.ulioians 

oould be ~ployed as a. bulwark against the enemies of' the B~rze.ntine 
1 

Empire in the West. 

· The Pa.tria.roh Theodoros of Antioch., in -!¥he eighth century .. 

requested from Emperor Constantine CopronynMs to transplant the heretics 

from Erzroum and Malat:l.a to 'l'hraoe and Bulgaria. l!rmperor John Tzi.'llisces 

•••••• 



in 975 moved as many Paulio~ans as be could collect a.'ld ~ttled fuem 

in Thrace near the fortr"ess of T1rl.loppopolis~ They rem..ained there tor 
1 \ 

centuries~ llu.nci:me.n says» "Pious Emperors yearned for their con'"! 

version. u
2 

Alexius Com.enus (1081 ... 1118) tried harcl to convert them. 

He was a theologian him.self and according to A:nna~ the daughter of the 

3 
Emperor1 the Pauliois.n.B W$re oomerted one hundred a. day• These en-

deavors oollside:t•ably reduced the n:u:mber of the Paulieiens. 

In 1717 Lady 'fla-tl,y .!£ontagu passed at Philippopolia Qil her 

way to Co:natantinople~ and she gives the fo llo\"dng information: 

I found at Philippopolb a sect of . Ohri stians that called 
themselves Fa.ulines. They show a.n old church Where they 
say st. Paul prea.cbed., and he is th~r favorite saint,. after 
the ssme :manner t;ha.t st. Peter is at Rome; nor do they i'o,i .. 
get to give him preference over the rest of the apofJtles.; 

Runciman adds. nThese words show that the Paulicia.ns had long since 
5 

forgotten their original doetrin~~ •" If t'l:U..s wer~ a.ll,. it WQuld be 

a sad endin;_o but it ia g0nerally accepted by the historians that the 

Paulioiat1s planted the seed of Reformation into Europe. ~von .Arpee 

There, while the l?aulioian soldiers guarded. the line of the 
Danube against the barbarians, the :Paulioian misaion.ary laid 
the foundations of the Bogomile church of the Bulgarians ~'lld 
soattered in Etu·ope the seeds6or reformation which bore its 
full f'ruitage in a later age. 

Another effect pf i:hese persecutions and transplantations of the 

7 
Paulicia.ns \<lae i.il.at it caused the doWnfall of the Byzantine Empire • 

• • •• • • • 

1. Runciman, op. cit., p. 44. 
2. Ibid. . 
3. Ibid. 
4. Ibid.~ P• 45. (Quot>ed from Lady Mary Wortley Montague, letter dated 

Ad.rianapqle, l.Apri~ 1717.) 
s• Ruuoiman~ op. cit., P• 45. 
6. Arpee~ op. oit., P• 65. · 
1. Paahgian" op. cit., P• 175. 



Pe.ttlioian Moveinent under ·~ different name. 

Af'ter too destruction of ·bhe st.Tonghold Teph?:ik, in 783 th.e' 

J?a.ulioia:o. Movement e:me,.-ged tlfith Q different na:niS, Thondraki. 

According to A:-oenian sources, the new ref'orm.erts :o..ame was 

Smbat. Conybea.te thinks .. ·!:;hat this Sm.bat was none other than Slnbat 

Bagradouni the Confessor. Gregory Ma.gistros, in his letter uo the 

S;>>Tian Catholics Yn."ites about Smbat: 

All in the single brew of their heresy, when they consented 
to that enemy of God, that hedge-breaker, d.iabolioa.l madman, 
Smbat,. giving; them ilhefr lm.$l'S, and quitt~ the path of 
illumination, t\lntered a blind alley. • • . 

Smbat Bagradouni was a general in chief of the Bagra.douny 

dyna.sty who later established a kingdom by the recognition of the 
2 

Arab s.lm.lif of Baghdad. Vardan the Chronicler, who died in ·the 

Sm.ba:b Spa.rabet., having been removed about 855 by the 1"mir 
13ouht;!. to Daghdad.. dield a v..a.l"tyr' s death, refusing ·to abjure 
his faith. Boub.a offered repeatedly to resto:-e to him his 
kingdom of .Armenia, bu:b Smbatta a.."'lmver 1'i.'a.s alnys the aarn.e: 
tr oa.nnot leave Christ. I caniT.ot quit the Christian faith., 

'\-fuioh b-'.f the g;raae of the font I h.ave received. t He was 
tortured and slain. Some of his f'ellovl•prisonars who ware 

•••••• 

1. Conybeare, op. cit ... P• 148. 
2. Ibid • ., P• lxiv. 
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Christians asked his body of lllialif; and, according to John 
Catholioos (who heard it from an eye-witness);~ they took 
it to Babylon and laid it in the shrine ereottad. on the site 
of the lion '-s den in:to Which Dm iel the prophet l1.ad been 
throWll. Slilba.ti'"as known b'-f the Armenians after his daelcth as 
the confessor. 

In the tenth century many rich people and nobles vvere included 

in this Thond:rald movement. 
2 

masts ~d monks were also aoouaed of 

being Thond:ra¥..1. A:b this time in the tenth oentul:"''J the most respected 

saint of' the A.rn:tenian church, Whose book of devotions,. n1:1a.rek~" is 

this beretioal mov-e;nent. But after being questioned he was acquitted. 

One of the official publications of t.L~ Ar.n1enia.n Gregori~ Church 

gives the follo'!trlng explanation: 

Greg~y the Iiarekatzy wanted and v10rked with zeal to 
reform the oh'tu-oh. which llad. lost its harmony;~ therefore 
a fe1!1 jeal()us puople aoctu::ed him to the eoolea$aatioal 
leaders and princes, and called him heretical. 

Ariste.oes Le..ativert writes nbau.t a prince whose nt\ll1e was 

Verver who had built a convent on his own estate. He was a "if0ry pious 

prince 'WhQ was converted to the Thondrald lllQWment e..nd became a very 

pm~Ierful ·in the eleventh century and inclttded so many pl'"inces that the 
4 

the council or bishops ·was afraid of it. 

After the twelfth .century .a. blank of six oen·turies follo11s. The 

Armenian sources make no mention of Thondrak:i. But th$ 1'hondre.ki 

• • • • • • 

l. Conybea.re~ op. oit.# PP• lxv-lxvi. 
2. This word means the people 1vho are livine; in the region of Thond:rak., 

which was a mruntainous region. 
3. Yeghia Eassmmi., Lousashvigh, P• 4. 
4. Arse:n Go:rgu.izia:n, The Paulicia.n T'.a.()ndraki Movement itl. ·the Armenie:n 

Church, P• 29. 



:movement continued because an Arm.enia.n, Paul w. Meherian,. while 

travelling in the beginning of the ninetoonth oen:L-urJt.t met Thondraki 

belie\rers end writes ·bhs.t ·bhere was a vigorous ohv.rch bot"'Ween Erzourom 
l 

and limsh. 

After the death of Smbat, althwgh there is a definite silence. 

Gregory Ma.gistros names seven laa.de;os covering fr<>:m 1'70-200 years. 

However, nothing; is mentioned of their activities. 

The last persecution of tho Thandrald '\1as during ·the reign of 

ID.m.peror Constantine IX Monom.aohos {1043 .. 1054) which was carried on" by 

Grogory Magis·iiros., a..."l Al~menia.n r:;overnOl~ of »<Iesopotal'l'lie. and. Puke of 
2 

Vaspourakan and Daron. He. p:rrseouted them without 1n.erey. Xhe 

Thondre.ld. movem.ent r;as n<>t wiped out altogether but it continued to 

exist without being ablo ·to get the previous consideration and power. 

At the and of Russo-'l'urkiah war in 1828-1829_. a group of Turkish 

Armenians under the laa~rship of their Bishop Garabed settled in 

·the Sy:nod of' Edjxn.i~:tn that in the ville.ge of Ark"aveli in ·the province 

of Shirak twenty-five i'a:milie.s belonged to the Tho:ndre.ki sect, and 

co:m.ple.ined that they were leading astray the simple-minded ones in his 

flock. He wri tea, "Some of' our villagers, info:rm us how they openly# 

in the presence of' the simple .... minded,. deny that tre saints help us, 
3 

deny the use of i'a.s-ting and ·tme benefits of prayar.t.v Consequently 

....... 
1. This Manuscript is kepb in the · Libraey of San Lazar Venice. 
2e Oonybeare, op. cit., P• 146 •. 
s. Gorguizian, op. oit., P• 34. 



the S;y"nod. lll8.ds an effort and tried to aupress the movement. both in 

Rev. SirJlon Davidian in 1853 writes th~t in KhtJ.us he had found 

'1DfJ.:!r!f sm..'lll Thondre.ki groups. Tr..rough his preaching,; Ar-menian Eva.n.geli-
1 

cal churches were started in three villages. Arpee oonoltldes; 

And who oon tell hOiii' lt'fU.ch Protestant missions in Armenia 
have been feeding; on Paulioian soil? Kh..."tus and Tohevirnw., 
those ancient strongholds of Armenian :Pau lioians • were not 
o.."lly plaoos where Paulic ians beoame a feeder to Joodern 
l?rotest$J.ltisn.. i~ritzian s·ta:bes that in 1880 of the one 
hundred and thirty-sewn Protestant hO'J.seholds of Valarshebad 
(Neapolis). in t..l:!.a vicinity of Etsoh.m.ie.dzin, nearly tf..ree ... 
quarters were originally Thond.rakia:n. The sa.11te writer further 
states tltat the Thondrakians vtero l:l!.:::r:'£:>l"'OUS at that date in 
·the provinoos of Sh.irel~# Galzwan, Pambak, New l3ts.yezid, Eriva.n., 
and Etsohmiadz in., af;'lsociatin,g in same places w.i th Russian 
heretios lik.e the Molol::ans,. and in others with Prote:stante. 
i't careful inv~.:urtigation on the ground. will doubtless reve~l 
avery close o~anection be~Jeen ~his ancient heresy and 
mx:x'!ern Protestantisn in f4.":m.enia. · 

G. The Contribution of the Paulician.s to the 

As a pu:dta.nio moven~ent the Pau.licians kept the asp.iration 

of the people for o. simple:r7 faith. According to soma historians 

they vvere the ones '1:1ho kept the spirit of iJ~.tritanism alive until the 

I~ Ru.ngarians gcd.ng on pilgrim.a.ges to Jerusalem had to foll0\'1 

the course of the De.nube river. Tho Pa.uliaia.ns, being missionary 

....... 
1. Kassouni. op. cit., P• 103. 
2. Arpee~ op. cit., PP• 77...,78. 



minded, most probably accompanied them on their journey. In this way 

they disselllinated their ideas into liunga.ry and adjacent countries. 

Gibbon says • n In peace and war they freely eonversed with strangers and 

natives and ·their opinions t'/Gre silently propagated in Rome# lililan• an.d 
l 

the killb~S beyond the Alps." 

Although they were persecuted they kept. a free and independent 

spirit. Of this Gibbon states: 

But ·che invincible spirit whioh they had kindled still lived 
and breathed in the v.restern world. In state. in ·t:he ehuroh,. 
and even in the cloister • a latent succession was preserved 
()£ the disciplies of st. Paul. who protested against tha 
tyranny of Rome, embraced the Bible as the tu.le of faith, 
and purif~ed their creed from a.ll the visiol'ls of the Gnostic 
Theology. . 

Consequently, the Paulioia.ns had a share in preparing ·che soil 

for the Protestant Reformation. Then in turn it influenced the 

Reformation. in the Armenian Orthodox C!nu:-oh in 1846. 

having only .a few adbsrents,. join$d the .Ar.n:l.enia:n Evangelical Chu:rch 

and some o£ them. became very ttrdent Evangelists. 
5 

2• Their Apologetic Contribution 

A rapid growth of great religious movements is due to tm .fact 

that they are m.lleting a need of the people. The Paulioian movement with 

its Puritanism was filling the gap in the hearts of the people. lt was 

not 'their theology which was attracting ihe:m. but their simplicity. The 

Paulioi~s at first were not successful in propagating their form of 

• • • • • • 

1. Gibbon, op. cit ... P• 57. 
2. !bid •• P• 58. 
3. cr. KEI.ssouni, op. cit.~ P• 104. 



l'JOrship in Thraoa and Bulgaria,. but later they were suoeessful. 0.r 

this Runoin!An says, 

But t.he . propaganda was not at first very su.oeess:ful. Y~hen 
St. Clement .. the first Slavonic bishop of Bulgarian Church, 
died in :Macedonia in 916, Paulicianism h.ad :made no h.ead•Y• 
But as the1century adva.noed oo:nditiona favoured the spt'$ad 
of heresy. 

The e.dvanoo of Paulioie.niam waa possible because the ground 

\vas :rea.dy for such a lOOvement. The Armenian Evange lioal movement; 

in the nineteenth. oentUz.y found the ground ready and it spread. in 

spite of perseoutiion. It ·was not a theological move:m.ent at the start 

but a reforming; demand. The association of the Paulioians in Armenian 

Churoh history shows that there wa.s a need to purify the church from 

later additiQn.s untrue to !~ew Testament Christianity. Protesta:ntism 

was de~ding the same thing. So in this respect both PGU.tllioia.niam 

and Protestantifnn ware a imilar and oontpbu:t;i~ influences behind the 

.Arntenis.n Raforna.tion in 1846. 

J!. S'I.Wllaey ·and Conclusion 

It was poi:n:!Jad out; that the Paulioians called themselves the 

Universal Apostolic ChtU"ch. The l?e.ulioians,. due to the r&speot t:twy 

had for the Apostle Paul. did not :resent the nama given to them. by 

their adversaries. 

The fattndor of' the seot was Constantine who, af'Wl" reading tho 

Ne'vt Testament.- was deeply moved and wanted to establish a new Testament 

Chtu:'oh. Because he was voicing .the desire of many people,. very soon he 

•••••• 



succeeded in establishing many churches. 

The Paulician church had a developmental period., starting 

with Constantine until the destruction of. Tepbrilc in 783, whereupon 

they lost their influence and pov~er. Then they appeared un®r a 

new leader., Smba;tA \'dth a different name,. Thondra.."~d. It ~'as pointed 

out that a.t'ber Sm.bat we hear Uttle about ·hhem until the nineteenth 

Then the Paulicia.u moveme:ot in :E.'Urope we.s discussed. It was 

seen that they we:re d.epor-Ged and transplanted to Thraca and Bulgaria. 
' ' 

by the Byzantine Emperors• and that through their preaching the 

Bogom.ile :movement in Bulgaria. was started: in turn (}t~r movements 

were started in Europe, basically puri ta.nic in O'litlo<?k. 

Their ~ntributio:n to. the Armenian Reformats. on was on this 

sw:n.e line, namely., keeping avmke the puritanic spirit. 

Their ap·ologetio value was that all through history there 

has been a damv.nd for reform in th$ Ar~nian Apostolic Church. Con­

se~ently, the Armenian 1'vangelical Movement once more confronted the 

Therefore., it may be concluded that the Pau.lioian mov-ement 

advoca:l:tinz Purita:nio worship was an 1.m.d.erlying influence both in European 

and Armenian Reformation. 



l'HE TEACHING /uttD THEOLOGY OF 

THE 

PAULICIAH MOVEMENT IN THE 

LIGHT OF TH& PRINCIPLE OF Pl.JRITAlUSM 

A. Introduction 

The Synod o£ Ed.jmiatzin1 in 1837 was wa.rned that among 

the refugees who bad settled near Erivan2 .f'ollowing the Russo­

Tarld.sh War, there were about twenty...five families who were 

Thondrald and 'i'iere giving their heretical ideas to the simple 

village folks. 

The bishop, who had warned the Synod, was asld.Jlg them 

to send a leamed priest to lead these into the right WtJ.7 and 

prevent the spread o£ their heresy. Two priests were sent to 

investigate the heresy and turn the ~ Christians. The 

aid of the Russian governor was asked also in destroying this 

berU)". When the governor asked what the heresy consisted of1 

the repq was= 

They rejected. the intercession of the saints am spurned 
their images, denied the value of fasts and the benefit 
ot pr~, disbelieved the immaculateness of the hol,y 

•••••• 
1. A city where the Oatholicos of .Armenia still bas his seat. 
2. The Capital City of Armenia. 
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Virgin, tlothel o£ God,. repudiated the sacrqent of baptism, 
and the t-est. 

One of the inhabitants of Giumri named Gara.bed 

~tchian feU ill. He called the Orthodox priest and coDtessed. 

that he ~ some six :families had been converted to the 'l'hondraki 

sect. Be l'iD:'Ote a confession which was sent to Erivan1 as follows; 

In 18 311 at the .feast of the Transfiguration in the month 
ot June,. Kirakos ot Giumriu .preached to me Kal"aper that 
Christ is not God. ThrOugh the preaching ot ••• we took oath 
one with another not to disclose our secret to any., They 
in particular told me to inform no man of it. They 

l.. convinced me that Clu>ist is not God; 
2. made me blaspheme the cross, as being nothing. 
3. told me that the baptism and the holy oil of 

o:f the Armenians is false; and that 
4. w must rebaptize all ot us on whose foreheads 

the sacred oil of the wild beast is laid. 
5. the mother o£ God is not believed to be a virgin,. 

but to have lost her Virginity. 
6. we reject her intercession; and also 
1. whatever saints there be, they reject theix' inter­

cession. 
8. they reject the mass and the communion and the 

confession, but sq instead (i.e.to the orthodoxh 
•Confess to l'Ou:r stocks and stones, ani leave God 
alone.• 

9. Moreover, those who choose to communicate eat the 
morsel and drink the wine upon it. 

10. Thq sa7 that we are the only true Christians on 
eartht 'W'hereas Armenians, Russi.a.n$1 Georgians, and 
others, are false Christians and idolators. 

11. On our facee we make no sign of the cross. 
12. Genuflexions are false, if ma.de superstitioualy. 
13. During fasts thq eat. , 
14. The;,"?oanon-lore of the holy patriarch they reject, 

and say that the councils or the patriarchs were 
false,

2
and that their can~.na': were lf.ritten by the 

devil. . · 

• • • • • • 
1. Conybeare, op. cit., P• :xxiv. 
2. Conybaare, op. oit., PP• 2h-2S. 
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With this confession three other men made confessions 

on similar l;i.nes. As a result, a fresh inquiry was started by 

the Edjlr4atzin Synod. Thq ask~ the cooperation of the civil 

authoritS..s to put do1m the heresy. The heresy was indeed put 

down, some o£ its followers,; being sent to Siberia.1 

A.t this time in 1837 with one of the belie1mra a 

book ~ found which was cal.led the Kel ~ TrUth. This book 

proved to be the tenets of the Thondraki. 2 

This cow was vitten in Taron in 1782. Thirty-eight 

out of one hundred and fiftT leaves were :Lost. It seems that 

the owner of the book destroyed thGSe pages as to be dangerous 

to the Orthodox Church. This copy is made out of previous copy 

which Dtight be as old as the ninth century. Because of its 

litera.ry tom and style, one cannot doubt but that it is from 

that period. 3 

Concerning the authorship of the book, Conybeare says, 

If we may- take the W'OJ!'ds of Yagistros to impq that Smbat 
l.e.tt writings regulating the faith and, rites of his church, 
what more natural than to see in The Key of Truth one of 
these writings? ... But after all we here are moving in a 
realm of surmil8onq1 and we cannot assume as a fact, but 
onJ.T suggest as a hypothesis, that this Smbat was the 
author of the -Key- o£ Truth.4 

As far as the content goea Arpee says: 

one .tails to .find in this book that type of doctrine which 

• • • • • • 
1. Irasouni, op. cit~, p. 104. 
2. Col'.lybeare, op. cit., P• xxix. 
'· Ibid, •• p. X'Xix. 
4. Ibid., p. :xxxU. 



was t.he product of Greek Sll$Culation, and originated ill 
the councils and controversies of the Orthodox cb.ureh. 
The Xe.v'e idea of a Christian is a Characteristic-not a 
man w.'ho has the orthodox d.~trine, but simply one who 
krum's· the Lord Jesus and keeps his comma.ndnl.&nts. This 
fact should be bom in mind especial~ in examining t~ 
Key's 'ideas of the deity and of the person of Ch;d.st. 

rn this cba.pter the puritanic mode of worship and 

theological belief's which is stated in the...!!z !!! '!'ruth will be 

discussed. 

B. Practice of Worship 

1. Puritanic i'Jorship 
The Thondrald refuted the mass o~md everything that was 

in a symbolic nature in the Orthodox Church such as stat••~ 

pictures and relics. The Paulician worship was very simple in 

contrast to that of the Jhomenian orthodox Church. Vahan Mirakentz11 

a contemporar.y writer:; tells of an incident which occurred in 

the middle of the nineteenth century. In the village ot .Khnus 

four men heard that a missionary had come and was preaching some 

odd things. These four villagers went and listened to this 

nd.asionaey and after the service was over, thq came and asked 

the missionary: 

How 1s it that our church and you.rs are much alike -to each 
other. With their simplicity they said, teither we have 
taken it from you or you from us, but how and when?• The 
missio~ was surprised also. He went to the1f village 
and established an Armenian Evangelical Church. 

These men were Thondraki. 

• • • • • • 
1. Arpee, op. cit., p. 77". 
2. Vahan Jfirakent:u Baikar, (p. 8. (A yearq publication) 
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About the Paulioian worship there is very little 

ini'ormation, but what is knom shows simplicity. Neander says: 

They- llitrove to follow the pattern of apostoliC simplicity 
in all their ordinances, and earefull;r avoided everything 
that approached to a resemblaDce of Jewish or pagan rites. 
Hence, "they never called their places of assembly' temples 
which suggested the image ot Jewish or pagan temples-but 
gave them the more unpretending name of oratories, from 
which t~o Vie may" gather, that with thea prayer constituted 
the most essential part of divine wrship. Among other 
corruptions of the Christian element, they certaillly counted 
also the Christian priesthood, founded on the pattern of the 
Old Teatament.l 

The Paulioians did not put a distinCtion between laity 

and clergy. They had men who were designated· £or certain. purposes 

and yet wre looked upon as any other member or ·t.he comnnmity. 

These preachers or leaders were not distinguished from. the others 

b;r any sort o£ outward dress. They had tour types of leaders 

designated for special purposes. 

The lead.ers who were most respected were the teachers 

or reformers, as Constantine and Sergius1 and were given the title 

of prophets. 

'l'he pastors or teachers "Were the means .for the communica­

tion of the spirit which proceeded from them. 

The coP,Yists were those who transcribed the scriptures. 

The travelling mission~ 'W'aS often persecuted, yet never 

discouraged trom preaching their teaching. 2 

Their churches 1'i9l'e gathering places of worsbip. Hymn 

• • • • • • 
1. leander, op. cit.1 p. 264. 
2. Ibid. 
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singing end scripture reading, especi~ the Wew Testament 

and the lett-ers of Paul in. particular, took a very pmminent 

place in their worship. 1 

Most of the time, because they were a persecuted sect. 

their meetings were held secretl-7 and this gave rise to !!18l1T kinds 

ot misinterpretations • Gibbon says: 

In the practice, or at least in the theory, of the sacra­
ments, the Paulicians were inclined to abolish all visible 
objects of worship, and the words of the GospelW&re1 in 2 their judgment, the baptism and communion of the .faithful. 

2. Rules and Regulations of Conduct 

The Paulicians have been accused of being itmnoral. by 

the! r adversaries. John ot otzun tells about them that the;r gave 

themselves to lusts and incestuous connections. He adds that 

the Paulic:J.ans took a child and passed him from. hand to hand 

till the bab;r died., and the one in whose hand the baby died 

the:r made their leader. Also they would f'~t bread with the. 

blood of Children. 3 

But w see that these accusations could not be true. 

Even the Christians nre accused of the same evil pr~tices by 

the heathen.. However, Neander says ot these accusationru 

It is obvious to remark, ho'wever, that little reliance can 
be placed on such accusations coming from the moutbs of 
excited adversaries. Such bad reports conceming the 
religious meetings of sects accounted heretical are to 

. . . " .. . 
l. Ibid., P• 268. 
2. Gibbon_, op. cit.# p. 49. 
3· J:asbgian.; op. cit. • PP• 22.$-226. 
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be met With in ew17 age of the church.1 

· It was true that for a time during the lestierShip of 

Balmes tile Pauliaiens became morallJ' degraded but with Sergiua 

there was a ref~rmation. Again Neander points out• "Certain 

it is that Paulician doctrines, as a whole, not only requiJ.'ted; 

but were calculated to foster a spirit of sober and strict 

moralit7 •• .,n2 OonaE»quentq because of their reverence for the 

letters of st. Paul they' might have been leading an ascetic lite. 

However:~ they did not keep fasting dftN'S and disliked ceremonial 

According to many sources it seems the Pauliciana 

believed in denyir.tg their faith, yet at heart remaining the ~~ame. 

This is seen among the early Paulioians ae well as the latter 

Thondraki period. In 1637 Aves l!la,rturosian confessed to the 

village priest that he had become a member ef Thond.rald sect. 

He aqs that he .,. toldt 

Always go to church not that our kind eonsid.eJo.s it 
realj but extem~ ye shall pe.l'£orm. ~bing, 
and keep yourselves concealed, until we find an 
opportunityJ and then1 it we can, • w:lU all retum 
to this faith ot ours. And. we swea:r, ~ 1£ they 
out us to pieces, that we 'Will not reveal it.3 

From. many accounts about this phase of their l:tfe in 

which the7 pretended that they' were not Tho~, w m&7 con­

clude that for them this was not· considered sinful. They justi• 

• • • • • • 
1. Neander, op. c:it., P• 26S. 
2. Neande,.-, op. cit., P• 266 • 
.;. Conybeare, op. cit.., P• lXVii. 



tied falsehood when ~ for a good end. !he Paulicians 

were quite a'U8tere and led a ai$ple life, but th.e7 did not 

practice the .fo:r.m.Uities of the e atablished church such as 

.tasting and sacrifice. These the)r hated end the Orthodox church 

even considered the Armenian Evangelical church Satanic. The 

Patriarch -ttbews of Constantinople \'Jl"'te about a leader in the 

re£ol"Jt1ing mc.wement in 18,361 Vertsmat 

A w:retched. and Utm"Ort~ priest wb.o, foUowing his carnal 
lust .. leaves the church and his sacred o.tf'iee, and, like 
a vagabond, going about through too m.etropolid an4 
Nicomedia, babbles our 61"'l''r&•••-

But to the Evangelicals he was a saintl;r person lJho was filled 
2 

with the spirit of Evangelism. 

C. Theology and Beliefs 

The theology and beliei"s ot the Paulicians have cOl'll$ 

to u.s through their adversaries and many- of the writers have 

ass'l.lmed that th~ were llardchean. Thus even if the Paulieians 

had other views, the writers would give a fa.lee color to their 

theology. 

Usually- the writers have pointed out llbat the Paulicians 

rejected rather than what they believed. BQ gener~ it is 

thought that the Pauli.cians were dualistic and Gnostic in their 

•••••• 
l. Arpee, op. cit., P• U7. 
2. Kasouni1 op. cit., P• 38. 
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the Kez ,2£ !ruth, has the .foll,.pwing to sq con<:leming thia 

problemr 

The Pa,ulicians are not dual.i$ts in any other sense 
than th.e New Testament is itselt dualistic. Satan 
is simp:i9' the adversary of man and God, and owing 
to the :tall ot Adam held all, even patriarchs and 
prophets, in his bonds before the advent of Cbl"ist. 
It is possible there wen Pauline sects who were 
dualistic. 

Having these vieD as background• their theology 111a7 be 

examined to dete:t"ll'dne their true nature. 

1. God 

According to their adversaries• the Paulicians wre 

dualistic. The Demiurge as the principle of evil was at emd.ty 

with the kingdom of the supreme God. fhe supreme and the perfect 

God, who created angels 1 is the ruler not of this world but of the 

world to com. 

The Demi'llrge is the :ruler of this wrld and ite lord.; on 

the other hand, the Supreme God. iB ~r of the world to come. 

The Paulicians ascribed the creation of the world to the 

God of evil1 or Satan, who fo~ the world out of matter. From 

perfect God nothing proceeds but the spiritual world who cannot 

reveal himself in the world of senae.2 

The Pauliciane und.erstood heaven to be the visible 

firmament in the . Kingdom of the Demiurge in opposition to the 

• • it • • • 

1. Conybea.l"$1 op. cit., P• xxxvl• 
2. ~ander1 . op. cit., PP• 256-457. 



Kingdom of God. But the spiritual heaven was the creation of 

the perfect God.. Although ma:bt$r is evil1 being the work of the 

Demiurge1 on the other hand the seul of man is o£ divine origin1 

a germ. of lii'e like the essence ot the perfect God.l So man is 

composed of body- and sou11 a body which is opposed to the divine 

soul.. ConsElquen~_. according to these statements they were like 

the Ma.nicheans and ft1"e dualistic. But if w take the !!l !! Truth 

as the basis for their belief, all that ,.. said. is doubtful be­

cause in the le:y; !!. Truth they- a!'$ not dualistic more than thll r~ew 

Testament sense.2 

Gibbon's viR is that they- did not hold to Gnostic 

theology.l 

2. Christology 

The Paulician concept of Jesus was that He waa created• 

therefore, not co-eternal with the Father. The;r wre adoptionist 

in that they believed that Jesus was bo:m as a man1 of the virgin 

M'ary', but he was .a new man. Because be wa:s so righteous and. taith­

tul in all the requirements, he was baptized by John the Baptist. 

By- this obedience be received the Lordship in heaven and on earth. 

During the time· of his baptism he heard the voice, "this is D.\1 be­

loved sonn .and after this experience he wu endowed with the divine 

powers. He was anointed and became the Messiah and 'W'aS eleQecl, to 

• • • • • • 
1. 'Ibid. 
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be the eternal onl,y;-born Son Mediator of God and man, and inter­

eeseor.l 

The J!;ez !£ Truth clea.l"q shows the important emphasis 

tha:ti the Paulicians laid on the a..ptism of Christ• 

Than acQol!'dingq itw as that he was invited by the 
Spirit ot God to converse with the heavenll' FatherJ 
yea, then. also was he ordained king of beings in : , 
heaven and on ea:rth and under the ea.t"thJ and all else 
(besides) all this in due order the Father gave to 
bis only born Son; -even as he himself 1 being appointed 
our msdiator and intercessor, saith to his ho~, $iver­
sal, and apostolic church, Ma.tt. xxviii.l8a And Jesus 
ca:me and spake unto them and said a t There hath been 
given unto • all authority in heaven and on earth. As 
the Father sent ma, so do I sand you, • and what .follows. 
Thus also the Lord, having learned from the Fathe!it pro­
ceeded to teach u to perform holy baptie and alli his 
other commands at an age of' full gro'i"'th-. ., and at;. no 
other time.2 \ 

\ 
The Paulioians accepted that Jesus was born without s~. In the 

I 

catechism of. the Paulicians there is a question and an Gnsnr con-

ceming this problem: 'd 

Q. Wherefore then did not God Almighty make one ot the 
patriarchs king and head of all? Did they not ~o 
.fast those dqa? '; 

A. Although they :tasted, yet they were not ••• 3u was .ur 
Lord Jesus Christ. But they wre conceived in ori~i­
nal sin, they had original sin and operative. But'·\ 

our Mediator Christ was not conceived. in original sth\ 
and had not original sin Ol" operative like -{ihem u S1.\ 
John the Evangelist made clear 8¢ng.; ch. :ulJJ Wbi* \ 
•ra born, not ot blood, nor of the Will of the nes~~ ·\ 
nor of the will ot man1 but of God, Anii ~10mb~\' 
came tlesh, and dwelt among us.4 \ f \ 

1 ' 

Christ tor the Paulicians was only a creature &nd obtained t~ 
\ 

• • • • • • 
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title of Christ the Son of God because God by wa;r of grace 

gave it to him. Jesus had tulfllled all the commands ot God. 1 

It may be conclud$d according to the !!%.2! TMh that the 

Paulicians believed Jesus lil'a8 man and not God incarnate but 

adopted to sonship at his 'baptis$.. To this e.tfect Gragoey 

Magistros writes, "Here then you $ee the Paulicians who got their 

poison from Paul of Samosata.•2 Arpee says: 

Paul ot Samosata• Was the chief' exponent of wbat is k:nOWJl 
as biiiiiiliic lonarchia.nism. They did not believe that Christ 
was a distinct person within the Godhead, but a mere man 
olllhom Logos rested and in whom it dlrlelt through his minis­
tey. Orl#hod.ox writers believed in jhe deity of Christ, and 
took God to be in the infant Jesus. 

The Kez.2£ Truth lqs the emphasis on the humanity of Christ. He 

was conceived by the Holy Spirit and was born as the new Adam tree 

from original sin. He was man created not creator. 

:;. The Church 

According to the Kef .2£ Truth the Paulicians did not call 

themselves by the name "Paulicia:n" but "Holy and Apostolic Church, n4 

founded by Christ and His Apostles. In this same manner Gregory 

Magistros says t 

They want to teach us 1 and so enumerate the groups ot 
heretics one &tber the other, and sq: •we do not belong 
to theseJ those have long ago ~oken connection with the 
Church, and have been excluded • .., 

In 1837 one of the confessors, Kirakos Gosbababayan of Gumri, aqst 

•••••• 
l. Gorguizian, op. cit., P• 45. 
2. C~are, op. cit.; p. 148. 
,;. Arpee, op. cit., P• 19. 
4. Oonybeare, op. cit., P• XX'Id.ii. 
~. Ibid., P• 141~ 



"They say that w are the ~ true Christians qm earth1 llhereae 

Armenians, RUssians, Gergeians, and others, are false Chriatiane 

and idola:tors11 

The Paulicians did not consider the atone or the woden 

building to be the church. For them the Church consisted of ell 

those who were believers and were baptized, and presel"Ved the 

apostolic tradition which Christ revealed to the apostles and they' 

to the church and which has been handed dcmn by unbroken transmission 

from the first. 2 

In its polity, the Paulician church seems to be Presbyterian. 

The final responsibilit-y for tbe. o:rdination of a cond~te iB made to 

rest with the people and their rulers~ By the writings of the Armenian 

Orthodox writers about the Paulicians we have "their -conferred con­

temptible priesthood") 1 and Gregory Magtatros speaks o:f' their"prieat­

makings without high priest 1 of their obscll're ordination. • • .,4 It ~teems 
that the Paullcian ruler 'llU an ol'd.ained presbyter or the elect one. 

And Arpee 's conclusion iS: 

Taking these different facts together, • mq affirm With 
fair degree of confidence, that the Paulician ruler 'Wl1lll 
a la7 elder and1 tbere.f'ore, that the po~t;r of the Paulician 
churc~ was some form of presbyterianism. 

As a conclusion the "C~h" :tor the Paulicians was the illvi.Sibls 

union in one body of the faith.f'ul..6 

• • • • • • 
le Ibid., P• xxv. 
2. Conybeare1 op. cit., P• .,ii. 
). Go~guizian, · op. cit.1 P• 66. 
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$. Arpee, op. cit., P• 90· 
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4. The Scriptures and their Canon 

It it:J most probable ~hat the Pauliciau accepted the 

whole of the Mew Testament, except for the Book of Revelation, 

because in the !!l.2! TMh t~ is no citation from the 

latter. AU through their history they have had an unrmrpassed 

admiration tor Paul and his writings and have quoted him. often. 

On the other hand, the general view was that the Paulicians 

rejected the writings o£ st. P<fjer, But after the discovery ot 

the Kez ,2! Truth this view could not be accepted any longer 

because it is definitely JUde clear that Peter is an apostle, 

It is writtmu 

The head of. all is the Lord Jesus, Whom. the Holy Paul 
doth confess, And the bead of Christ is God and Light. 
(the names of the twelve apostles are cited, after all 
the names1 this phrase is added). Also Paul, the vessel 
ot Election. These are the Church Universal, nor is 
Peter alone,l 

Moreover., in the election service the bishop asks the Elect: 

What is tJw nam, Jl\Y little son beloved? and he makes 
atlS'Ii:ler and sayss- The name of thy' servant is Peter. 
But the apostle shall change his name in accordance with 
the Gospel, and after changing the name of the supplicant, 
he then gives him authorit71 sqing as follows: Take to 
t}Vself authority- of binding am loosing the sons ot men 
in heaven and on earth, Matt. xviii.l8, and John xx.23.2 

Therefore, Peter's position 'WaS granted to all the apostles and 

not to him alone. 

The second ld.seoneeption was that they did not accept 

• • • • • • 



the Old Te~;Jtament. But in the Kez 9! Truth we have many 

quotations trom the Old Test~., but not as ~h u the 

Gospels tJr the letters of st. l-'aul. The;y o~ the Bible 

(Astousdhounch), which translat$4 would be "The Breath of 

God.ttl 

One of the confessors in 1837 by the name of Avos 

Harturossian of Gi'Wilri saws he walll told to beliew:0 Ye shall 

keep the ten commandments which God gave to Mosea.u2 The !!z 
also includes the Fall o! Adam. 3 They believed that the 

Scriptures had to be given into the hands o! the peoplet ttThe 

Scriptures aDd a knowledge of the divine truth are not to remain 

the exclusive possession of the orthodox priestst 4 Paulic1an 

converts •re won through the means of the Scriptures. Constantine 

the founder, as well as Sergius tbe refo~, was won through 

the readiDg of the Scriptu:res • 

5 • The Sacraments 

In the !!l st. Truth there are three sacraments which 

the Paulicians recognized~: repentance, baptism and the comm.uniol'l 

or the body and blood of Christ • .$ 

The Paulicia.ns strollgly refuted the other sacraments 

that the established church accepted; marriage~ ordination, 

• • • • • • 
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3. Ibid., P• 53. 
4. Ibid. 1 P• xxix. 
5. Ibid., P• xxxiii• 
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eoni'ima.tion and extreme unction. 

The rite of baptism. was the most important sacrament 

which had to be preceded by ~ance and faith. In their 

oatechi9lll, Instruction of a. Cbri~tian, after acquiring the 

orthod.ox .faith, it saysa t&Jmd then he shall go and ask for holy 

baptism, and the precious body and blood of our Lord Jesus Christ 

shall he eat." 

'lhe Paulicians believed that a person had ·t.o be baptized 

after reaching the age of maturity.l They called the baptism of 

children devilish and said: "These are they whc ever and always 

oppose the truth of our Lo:t"d Jesus Christ ••• ba.pt:l.zing those who are 

irrationaJ.,.tt2 

The candidate had to be baptized with humility and tears. 

luJ a result of repentance and baptism God adopts them as his children 

and .t'Uls them with the Holy Spirit. The holy baptism was performed 

b:y the elect or ordained member of the Paulic:ta.n chu:rch.:J 

The method of b aptism was that the penitent came to his 

knees into the midst of the 'Rter and then the elect one instantq 

took the water into his hands and J.ooking up to heaven emptied the 

water over the head of the person sqing: '*In the name of the 

Father ... in the name of the Son and :1n the -Name or the Holy' Spttit ••• 4 

The person would be a baptized member of the Paulician Church. 

The third sacrament is the communion ot the body and blood. 

• • • • • • 
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of Jesus C~ist. The meaning of this ~acr~e~ be ~iscovered 

in the catechism section of tb& Kez !!: Truth ~ it s ayss 

"In the Eucharist the bread e.nd wine are changedi into the body' and 

blood of Jesus Christ through the blessing inv~ked.•l They' belieftd 

that Jesus prayed that the bread might be changed into his bod}r1 and 

it became $o1 and Jesus thanked the heavenly Father for it. 

There are Nactionar;r ata.tements about the orthodox prieats 

and their wq of handling the sacraments: 

'l'he false priests (of orthodox chu:rchea) either deceive the 
simple-minded nth mere bread, or- wf\..at is worse - the:y 
change the elementa into their om s~..nful bodies when they 
say 'this is rirJf bod7~ • instead of changing them into Cbristts.2 

Also, thinking that the disoiples of Chr:tat ate £loom one loaf' of 

bread, they took it as a rule that one unleavened loaf and wine are 

to be offered in the eucharistic aacrti'ice.l 

6. Mariology 

The Paulicians rejected the aioration o£ the Virgin 

J'la:t;r and refused to believe that in anj'" way she could intercede for 

the believer. They said ttr..at she could not intercede tor an:y one 

because Christ wu the Ol'lJ¥ intercessor. 4 And Peter the Sicillian 

sa;ys1 "They were so spiteful against Ma.ry1 as not to allow her a 

place among the good and the virtuous."> Also they argued that Mar.r 

bore other children besides Jesus. '!'hey took her to be ~ a mesne• 

she served u a tube. 

• ••••• 
1. COD7bea:re., op. cit. J P• x::a:vii. 
2. Ibid. 
3. Ibid. 
4. Ibid., PP• $1-$2. s. Neander, op. cit., p. 262. 
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. They opposed the inte:reession of the quick and the dead. 

'!'hey'relie~ also that eontess;i.ons should be made public~ before 

God in front of the faithful, not the prietllts. 'fhe Paulicia.ns hated 

images, paintings, statues, holy crosses, incense, candles, and JtlOI:lks. 

They' said that the devil t s favorite disguise i$ that of a monk. These 

were condemned as idolatrous, u.nnecesser.r 1 anti al.ien to the teaebinp 

of Cbrist.l 

D. Sumntai"Y' and Conclusion 

It ~ pointed out by a particular incident which had taken 

in 1837 that the Thondrald. mtl:re pz-opagating their faith in Amenia 

and with one of them a book was found which is thought to have been 

lfl"'itten in the ninth century. 

Although the historians have accused the Paulicians of being 

dualistic what we gather from this book shows us tha.t they were not. 

Th87 believed in Satan in the $ame wq as the New Testament has it. 

The theology that wu discussed was mainly taken :from the book the 

!!Z .2£ Truth. Their practice of vo rship 11'&8 so simple that they could. 

not di.fferentiate it from a pr.otestant one. They were vet!y' reactiona:r.r 

against everything which :reminded them of the Orthodox church. 

The Paulicians wre accused or being lt:lSty and morall.y de­

graded. But this "WaS not true because their whole system demanded a 

higher :form of moraJ.ity. For the Orthodox church, the founders of the 

.Atl.nenian Evangelical movement wre Satanic and lusty~ whereas 1 aceerd• 

• • • • • • 
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ing to the information we have, they led such stdntl\)' lives that 

many were influenced by their lives. Their theology ia quite simple. 

They had $erl.pture passages for their belief's. God was the creatorJ 

Jesus was created. The church was the commurdty of baptized belieVers. 

Their canon was the Old and the New Testaments except tor the book ot 

Revelation. But the New Testament had more prominent place in the 

formation of their beliefs than the Old Testament. Tbsy bad three 

sacramenttu baptism which had to be preceded by repentance, and 

communion of the body and blood of Jesus Christ. 

They were against h1ary being the illt$rcessor for the faithful 

and they said that she was only a tube through which Jesus passed. They 

disliked everything that reminded them o£ Jewish or pagan customs. 

The Pa.ulicians had a simple way or worshipping God. They read 

the Scriptures, sang l'.tymne; and wanted to give their message to the rest 

of the Christians Who belonged to the established churches, Armenian 

and Greek. 



CHJIPTER V 

Sllill~lRY J~ij) CONCLUSION 

This study began by stating that in the history of tr.e 

Cbristian Church conditions have developed from time to titre ;1here 

too Church has become fonnal, superstitiou.s, and wanting in a 

spiritual freedozu,.. ;,out of such conditions refon11 movements have 

arisen that have been puritanistic in nature. The Paulician 

movement was shown t.o be such a movement 1'1-ithout settling all of 

the problems of its orthodoJQT or heterodo.:r,y. 

In the second chapter three movements prior to the Paul­

ioians \ie%16 discussed recause tre Paulicians have been regarded by 

many as a descendant of l'lontanism, l·ianichea.nism, or Hessalianisn. 

On looking at this possibility, it was made clear that 

none of these -..ras directly responsible for tl':e formation of tre 

Paulician movement. Hov.Jever, it "t'las shown that Hontanism, ooing 

a puritanic movenwnt itself, might have had an effect on the Pa.t1l­

icia.ns. 

For Hanicheanism, the result of the study shovred that the 

Paulicians -vrere not 11anichean at all; they existed side by side. 

Paulicians vre:t\9 a Cl1 .. risti<m sect, 1.1hereas the Hanicheans -vJere not. 

The :t-iessalians 1oJere also considered and no evidence of 

any direct relationship was found. 

In tlh.e third chapter tre history of the Paulicians t'las 

studie,d. '£he movernent '\vas basicallY a dePJand for reform. 

Constarrtim the founder 'tvas motivated by the reading of the gospels 

and letters of st. Paul. 
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According to their adversaries their tbeology 1-ms dUc1l­

istie, but after the Key of Truth l'ro.s found, it is doubtful. 

vil:lSther this ·hras true oftheir teaching. Their relief in Satan 

is like that implicit in the l~-v1 Testament. 

In their Christology, they relieved Christ 1.va.s a 

creature, but, unique, born -vi thout original sin, adopted as a son 

aftel"' His baptism. The Church for tl~m 1vas the company of tre 

baptized relievers. 'I' heir Canon was composed of the Old and !~1.1 

'I'estaments e:xcept for the book of Revelation. They had three 

sacraments: I~pantance, Baptism, and tre Connnunion of t.he body and 

blood of Jesus Christ. 

They did not relieve i...'ll'iary as an intercessor, and 

hated relics of sai..l!ts, crosses, priests, and monks. 

As a result of this study it may re concluded that ths 

Pa.ulicians have made valuable contributions along the following 

li..11es; 

'I'hey upheld the authority of the scriptures and refuted ecclesi­

astical authority. 

TlX':ly inspired others 1i th whom they crone into contact to look into 

the spiritual. asp3cts of ,,rorship and the Christian life. 

Beca.usa they relieved in the priesthood of all the 

l:elievers in an age 1rrhen the authority of the bishop 1·ras a little 

less than that of the Emp;;ror, they may very vJ\311 be cited as the 

forerunners of tl'K3 Protestant Refon.'la.tion, both in Europe and 

in ~nia. 
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The Paul.icians succeeded recause thay S01'19d their 1>.10rd 

on fertile soil. 'I'he dissaM.sfaction was everywhere; the~ 

conditions favored their growth. Tll9 political forces of the 

Byzantine Empire destroyed their stronghold, Teplu•ik. 'I'm Pa.ul­

icians 1~re transplanted into Europe 1rrhere they were influential 

in int:roduoi..'Ylg their puritanic \'lorship. The second phase of their 

h:Lstory vms discussed under a different name, 'l'hondrald, ,,rhose 

leader 1.zas Smbat. Tll9 orthodox Church historians do not s1:ealt 

much about Thondrald until 18.37. About that t:ilne a fresh inquiry 

started in Arn:enia proper, and some of tmm -were sent to Sireria. 

Hany of tl~ Thondrald joined the Antienian Protestant Church, roth 

in Russian 1\..rm.enia and in Turkish Annenia. So the history of tm 

Paul.icians came to a culnrl.nation. 

In the fourth chapter, the Pa:ulicians ha.d apologetical 

V'<.Llue to th.e fu:me:nian Protestants. The Orthodox Church needed a 

refor.ma.tion. Tre e~..istence of this puritanic group shO\-~ed that 

there was alt'la.ys a demand for reformation. Armenian Protestantism 

\'las a. similar movement, voicing tre dissatisfaction of 

many souls who 'trere yearning for a purer form of ~·IOrship. 

In 18.37 the Key of 'l'ruth was found, in which the tenets 

shO'\i that. they vrere Adoptionist Christians. 

Their fonn. of "Vrorship was very simple; pra;yer, scripture 

reading, l\911ID singing, and preaching 'li!lere the essence of it. 

'l'heir rule of life and conduct was aust.ere and purita.nistic in 

natl.U'6. 
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Thn:e.fore, it must be concl~d that the Paulic:ia.ns 

exerted an important influence on the Protestant movement among 

the lU~nians. As .. §..riT.al'lia.n Protestantism made r..ea&vay the Paul­

icdans joined it and by their numerical additions gave a f\trther 

im~til.s to the H.eforrnation in Am.enia. 
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