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|. GENERALIA

During the preparation of the catalogue of the so-called Claren-
don Press collection of Coptic manuscripts, in the Bodleian Library of
Oxford, which | hope to publish soon, | was confronted with the ne-
cessity of clarifying (after some texts relating to thegv Mary: Ok
landi #a411, 2012) the relationship between the fragments containing
canonical texts and the known textual units belonging to this genre.
As | did in the case of theiNgin Mary tets, | thought it useful to pub-
lish the results in this separate book, becausg dtes interesting in
mary other respects. All the technical observations made itntine-
ductionto the previous book areald also for this one, but are not re-
peated here. Tlyeconcern the situation of the fragments and works of
the coptic literature, and the terminological problems that it raises.
Therefore for the terminology and classification criteria the reader is
referred to what is said in the Introduction to the book quotedeabo
especially to pp. 7-11, about:

Codicological units

Bibliological units, ancient or modern, with thegriptoria
Textual units, with their literary genres

Author units

Narratve wnits

Something | want to add on twissues, whose relance often
eludes the scholars who study Coptic texts: (a) the relationship be-
tween the works, and the (sometimededént) titles which accompa-
ny them in the different codices; (b) tlm®rpora or collections in
which the individual tets are included in the different manuscripts.
The history of the tradition of the Copticcts, both in the philological
and the literary imestigation, cannot be properly appreciated without a
clear vision of the situation suggested by the analysis of thasddw
ments.

The persons who kia chosen the texts included in one cwde
were normally guided by their own interests and finalitiesy Thay



6 COPTIC TEXTS RELATING  THE CHURCH CANONS

have been of liturgical charactesuch as producing a collection to be
read in the relant celebrations, or for reference in ecclesiastical and
monastic questions which might arise, and this is the case of historical
texts, or as in ar case, canonical texts in adarsense. Tlyefound

the texts in manuscripts, which constituted their model, with them o
title, but (a) thg assumed as ofous that thg could change them or
leave them unaltered as theaw it fit to their present interestThere-
fore the diferences in the titles point to the history of the tradition and
to the specific interest which thavere intended to support. (b) The
also might find the tas included in a collection, also accompanied by
specific titles; and according to the same rules of behavioyrctme
sidered themselves entitled to presethe collections, or extract indi-
vidual texts, or constitute other collections, in each caspikg or
changing the relate ftles.

For this reason we consider as vidual separate entities: (a) the
texts (eventually parts of one text); (b) the titles, which may be super
scribed (inscribed) or subscribed or both; and (c) the collections, when
it is clear that the were so intended by the commissioning person.
And as such theare treated, from n@ on, in the database of CMCL
(http://wvww.cmcl.it, link: Clavis Coptica), with a number of CC
(clavis copticaor Clavis Patrum Agyptiorurn), duly quoted in what
follows.

Finally we wish to emphasize that thisnist a gudy of the Cop-
tic Church canons but a systematic description of the manuscript doc-
uments on which such a study should be based, with some @bserv
tions on the history of the manuscript tradition.
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II.BIBLIOLOGICAL AND CODICOLOGICAL UNITS

In this section | list the “codicological unitsivhich contain the
“ textual units’ of canonical charactewhich will be described in sec-
tion Ill and V. They are arranged according to thHbibliological units
- ancient’ to which they probably belong, because it is important to
pay attention to the origin of the manuscripts as one of aberk
leading to theeluation of the texts which tlyecontain.

Two provisos: (1) there is in mgcases more than one “place of
origin” (generally the repository of a monastery or a church) for one
manuscript, because the codices, as it seems, were frequently dis-
placed from one repository to anothétist the manuscripts under the
heading which seems toveathe greatest significance for our purpos-
es. (2) The origin which is indicated is sometimes far from sure, still |
believe tat it is better to represent the situation in thesywduly
declaring the uncertainties) rather than continuing the confused ap-
proach common so far in similar case®r fhe history of Coptic
manuscripts, as well as for the history of the redatiterature, it is
time to propose a synthesis, a model, uncertain as it may be, in order
that it can be impnaed through constructe dscussion, instead of ran-
dom adjustments of an implicit but undeclared reality.

Inside the “bibliological units - ancientive classify:

(a) codices in complete or semi-complete conditions, gsaieenaw.
Here again it is a relat definition: a codr as we laveit now, kept in
one “bibliological unit - moderry may be the result of re-binding to-
gether pieces coming from fifent codices, etc. But again we prefer
to run our risks, and the reader be aldithey are identified by means
of the call number gen to them in the data-base of CMCL
(http://www.cmcl.it); lut also the official call number used in the ac-
tual collection is gien.

(b) Units virtually identified assigning single sheets or groups of
sheets, todaydpt separately in different “bibliological units - mod-
ern’, to the same ancient “codicological unit”, that is, groups of dis-
persed sheets reasonably considered ¥e balonged to one and the
same codex. Tlyeare identified by means of the siglunven to them
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in the data-base of CMCL;ub also the call number of the single
sheets is listed.
(c) Units consisting of one sheet or a small group of sheets, which
have ot yet found ay ‘“‘complementary’ sheet to form a virtual
“ codicological unit’ of the type (b). The are identified by means of
the official call number of the relant collection, slightly modified as
it appears in the lists of the data-base of the CMCL.

The units are described according to the following template:

Name of the unit in the CMCL arcia.

Localization and content: either quote of the fragments, possibly with
the original page numhefollowed by the ‘textual unit’ con-
tained, or quote of thecbdicological unit’ f ollowed by the num-
ber of folios and the “textual unittontained.

Material.

Date.

Local language (usually called “dialect”).

Editions (of the parts which concern this stud¢hen otherwise not

necessarynly the most recent edition is mentioned).

Comments.
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Bibliological unit - ancient, 1. The monastery of apa Shenute in the
mount Atripe (MONB)!

Codicological units, 1. Reconstructed codices

MONB.BG

Localization and content:

MP.1.1.B0712 (p. 1-2); PN.129.14.093 (p. numhot visible);
BL.OR03580.28 (p. numbnot visible); PN.131.3.26 (p. 35-36)
PN.129.12.07 (p. 59-60) PN.130.3.50-54 (p. 61-70) = cc0091,
Canones Apostolorum

WK.09599 (p. 107-108); WK.09603 (p. 141-142); WK.09600-09602
(p. 143-148); CH.541.46.1-2 (p. 151-152); 1B.14.01-02 (p. 157-160);
IB.14.03 (p. 177-178) = cc008@anones Athanasii

Material: parchment.

Date: ca. 950, cf. Riedel-Crum #0213 (1904) p. 84.

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: Horner #0231 (1904), p. 459sgg. (PN.129.14.093,
BL.OR03580.28, PN.131.3.26, PN.129.12.08on Lemm #0191
(1907-15), n. LXXXIX (MPRI.1.B0712). Masperat0172 (1886), p.
142-3 (PN.129.12.07). Leipoldt #0234 (1904) (PN.130.3.50-51)-

nier #0173, | p. 5ff. (CH.541.46)Riedel-Crum #0213 (1904) p.
143-150; 157-160; 177-178.

Comments: It is possible that between the pages 71 and 107 @asst) w
copied cc0088CGanones Clementisf. Riedel-Crum#0213 (1904) p.
85).

MONB.CV

Localization and content:

PN.129.14.143 and 142 (p. num. not visible) = ccOO18tAanicus of
Tarsus, Disputatio cum lustino Samaritanocc0011 Titulus etrava-
gans de synodo Chalcedonemrsi0950 Agathonicus ofarsusApoph-

1. Cf. Orlandi #a300 (2002); #a411l (2012), p. 15. The sigla of theidudil
fragments are explained in Appendix 2, p. 64ff.
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thegma de incarnationec0966Contra concilium Chalcedonense
PN.131.1.26 (pnum. not visible) = end of an unknown homily; be-
ginning of cc0320 (BHG.APP0080, CPG5800). Proclus of Con-
stantinopldn Mariam V.(from the Acts of Ephesus).
BL.OR06807.11-12 (pnum. not visible) = cc0101 Cyril of Atan-
dria, Epilysis Xl Capitulorun{from the Acts of Ephesus).
BL.OR06954.04 (pnumh not visible) = not identified.

Material: parchment.

Date: X-XII cent.

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: PN.129.14.143 and 142: Crum #0142 (1915).

Comments: the reconstitution of the ceodas been studied especially
by Lucchesi #2150 (1984),ubstill is problematic. This is notevy
important, because we are interested only in PN.129.14.143 and 142.

MONB.EF

Localization and content:

RV.B109.cass29.159.01-04 (p. 19-26) = ccOSymnbolum Nicaenum
A, cc0956Anathemata Nicaen&ac0957Nomina Patrum Nicaenorum
RV.B109.cass29.159.05 (p. 47-48); 1B.10.10-17 (p. 49-64) = cc0019,
Anonimo. Athanasius of AlandriaDidascalia Patrum Nicaenorum-
Syntagma doctrinae

RV.B109.cass29.159.06-07 (p. 69-72); 1B.10.18-23 (p. 73-84) =
cc0959Epistula Epiphanii cc0960 Epistula Rufini cc0961 Narratio

de 318 Patribus Nicaeaec0021Sententiae Concilii Nicaeni
RV.B109.cass29.159.08-09 (page num. not visible) = cc@zbmnes
Concilii Nicaeni

PN.129.14.061 (p. 101-102) = cc096a@nones Ancyrani

CE061-068 (p. 135-150); PN.129.14.063-070 (p. 151-166);
PN.129.14.062 (p. 167-168) = ccO09€&anones Antideeni cc0964
Canones Laodicaenicc0965 Canones Constantinopolitancc0558
Symbolum Concilii Constantinopolitancc0559 Decretum Concilii
Ephesinj ccO008 Agathonicus ofarsusContra Anthropomorphitas-
Fides Agathonici ccO009 Agathonicus of aFsusDe resurrectione
mortuorum (apophtlggma) cc0011 Titulus etravagans de synodo
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Chalcedonensicc0010 Agathonicus ofarsusDisputatio cum lustino
Samaritang cc0011 Titulus etravagans de synodo Chalcedonensi
(again), cc0950 Agthonicus of &rsusApophthgma de incarnatione
cc0011Titulus travagans de synodo Chalcedonefslightly modi-
fied), cc0968Contra concilium Chalcedonense

MU.0158.27 (p. 181-182) = cc0012 Agathonicus afslisDe prov-
dentia conta Sratonicum

PN.132.1.55 (p. 185-186); I1B.10.24-27 (p. 187-194) = end of cc0012;
cc0403 Timoteo Il di Alessandr@iataxeis

PN.129.14.094-095 (199-202) = end of cc0403; cc@6é§emata
Material: parchment.

Date: aD. 1002-3 (cf. van Lantschoot #1462 (1929) n. 70).

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: Zoga #608 (1810), n. 159; Revillout #0284 (1881); Gelzer
#0296 (1898), p. 77-93; Crum #0142 (1915); Coquin #1559 (1981).
Comments: the codewas produced for a monastery in Erebe, then
transferred to the Monastery of apa Shenoute (cf. van Lantschoot).

MONB.FT

Localization and content:

PN.129.14.075-082 (001-016) = cch4Rlus ad canones Hippolyti
cc0021Sententiae Concilii Nicaeni

PN.129.14.059 (033-034) = end of cc0021; ccO¥B8lléctio Nicaena

O).

PN.129.14.086 (page num. not visible) = ccO®pistula Epiphanii
cc0960Epistula Rufini

BS.FOL1608.1 (081-082); PN.129.14.083 (083-084); BS.FOL1608.2
(085-086) = PN.129.14.084 (089-090) = cc095&nones Concilii
Nicaeni

PN.129.14.085 (131-132) = cc096&nones Gangrenses

Material: parchment.

Date: X-XII cent.

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: PN.129.14.075-082: Lammeyer #0277 (1912).

Comments: for the general title: [cc5462] Hippolytus of Rome (Ps.),
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Corpus Canonunef. belav p. 51 and 55-6. According to Alin Suciu
(personal communication) the fragments from page 81 to the end are
part of a different codicological unit.oF our purpose this does not
make much difference.

MONB.OJ

Localization and content:

BL.OR03580.29 (page num. not visible, but obviously page 1-2);
BL.OR03580.30 (page num. not visible); .BP1.1-4 (051-058);
BL.OR03580.31 (page num. not visible); MU.0158.23 (071-072);
CU.OR1699.P1-2 (page num. not visible) = ccO@Hnones Apos-
tolorum

CC.9259 (page num. not visible); BL.OR06954.01 (page num. not vis-
ible) = cc0088Canones Clementis

Material: parchment.

Date: X-XII cent.

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: MU.0158.23: Blanc #1023 (1954).

Comments:

Codicological units, 2. Isolated fragments

For the isolated fragments, the origin from the Monastery of apa
Shenoute is more debatable than for the other documehis. the
fragments, and | add only the reference to the clavis nynmukcat-

ing their content.

Localization and content:

BL.OR03580.27, 2 ff. = cc0088 Canones Clement2-26, 51.
Material: parchment.

Date: X-XII cent.

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: unpublished.
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Comments: Cf. Crum #4555 (1905) n. 164. Probably from the same
codicological unit as the following.

Localization and content:

PN.129.12.09 = cc0091,Canones Apostolorud9-50

Material: parchment.

Date: X-XII cent.

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: Horner #0231 (1904).

Comments: Probably from the same codicological unit as the preced-

ing.
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Bibliological unit - ancient, 2. The monastery of St. John ainT
(GIOV).

The attribution of the papyrus fragments brought byCBovetti
from Egypt, nav in the Egyptian Museum in Turin, to the library of a
monastery in Tin, Upper Egypt, has been proposed by me aiter v
Lantschoot Colophons, p. 180-181, n.,@Nd is based on an inkle
placed, as it seems, in front of one of the “codicological units’
TM.63000.03. Be that as it magertainly the Turin payri come from
one ancient “bibliological unit”, though tlyeare nav badly damaged.

The sheets are placed between glass panes, and are referred to by
means of the call number of the cad€M.63000.01, 02, 03, etc.) fol-
lowed by the number of the glass.

Codicological units. Reconstructed codites

GIOV.AC

Localization and content:

TM.63000.03.01-14r (p. 17-43) = cc0840 Cirillo di Alessandnidp-
hannem Baptistam

TM.63000.03.14v-30 (p. 44-86, with scribal error) = cc0319 Proclus
of Constantinopleln lohannem Baptistam

TM.63000.03.31-46r (p. 89-119) = cc04A8@hou vita
TM.63000.03.46v-49  (p. 120-124, with  scribal error);
TM.63000.03.51-56 (p. 131-142); TM.63000.03.57-58 (p. 147-150);
TM.63000.03.63 (p. [151-152]) = ccOODddascalia Rtrum Nicaeno-
rum.

TM.63000.03.63 (p. [151-152], cf. Comments); TM.63000.03.73+59
(p. 153-154) = cc095Bpistula Paulini

TM.63000.03.73+59v (p. 154); TM.63000.03.60+xx (p. 155-156) =

2. Cf. Orlandi (2013).

3. We dassify these codices aseconstructed’because theare not complete,
and the indridual sheets are kept under separate glasses. In fgcréhall that
remains of entire codices, and yhieave been kept together (withxeeptions),
both in the place of diseery and in the actual collocation.
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cc0959%Epistula Epiphanii

TM.63000.03.60+xx (p. 156); TM.63000.03.62+61r (p. 157) = cc0960
Epistula Rufini

TM.63000.03.62+61 (p. 157-158) = ccO9Warratio de 318 Rtribus
Nicaeae

TM.63000.03.62+61v (p. 158); TM.63000.03.63-72 (159-[174]) =
cc0276Herai Passio

Material: papyrus.

Date: VIII-IX cent.

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: Rossi #1417 (1887-92adkc. 1.2 1.3 1.5; (cf. Orlandi 2013;
Revillout #0284, 1881).

Comments: The history of the coden the Turin museum is ery
complicated: cf. Orlandi (2013) p. 509-12, 516, 58&me folios are
separated between dvglasses.

GIOV.AJ

Localization and content:

TM.63000.09.01-06 (011-022); TM.63000.09.07-14 (page num. not
visible); TM.63000.09.15-24 (p. 41-58) = ccO04(@8hanasii ep.
Alexandriae vita

TM.63000.09.24v-33 (p. 58-78); TM.63000.09.37-40 (p. 79-86);
TM.63000.09.34-36 (page num. not visible); TM.63000.09.41-42
(page num. not visible): ccO0&ententiae Concilii Nicaeni

Material: papyrus.

Date: VIII-IX cent.

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: Rossi #1417 (1887-92) fasc. 1.2 (cf. Orlandi 2013; Orlandi
#0109, 1968).

Comments: none.

GIOV.AN

Localization and content:

TM.63000.13 = cc0090 Canones Basilii.
Material: parchment.
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Date: VIII-IX cent.

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: Rossi #1417 (1887-92<k. 1.4 (cf. Orlandi 2013) partially
Cf. Crum #0225 (1904).

Comments: all the folios of this cadare in fragmentary conditions,
and the numeration of the pages is not visible.
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Bibliological unit - ancient, 3: Origin not known (CMCL).
Codicological units, 1: Isolated codices

CMCL.AZ

Localization and content:

GB.61.B, p. 1-4 lacuna;

GB.61.B, p. 5-38 = ccOl0Brotapokrisis Cyrilli et Stephani
GB.61.B, p. 38-73 = cc0203istoria Horsiesi

GB.61.B, p. 73-88 = cc0008 Agathonicus of Tarsukes Agathonici
GB.61.B, p. 89-90 = cc000De resurectione mortuorum (apophttpe
ma).

GB.61.B, p. 90 = cc001Titulus extravagans de synodo Chalcedonen-
Si.

GB.61.B, p. 90-96 = cc0010 cc0010 AgathonicusarkiisDisputatio
cum lustino Samaritano

GB.61.B, p. 96-125 = cc0012 cc0012 AgathonicusasklisDe piovi-
dentia conta Sratonicum

GB.61.B, p. 126-136; GB.61.E, p. 137-138 = cc001atAgnicus of
TarsusDe incredulitate

Material: papyrus.

Date: VIl cent.

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: Crum #0142 (1915). Cc0012, 0010, 0013 in the CMCL ar
chive (http://www.cmcl.it, link: exts).

CMCL.BD

Localization and content:

BL.OR01320.01-41 (p. a1l-81) = ccO08&nones Clementis
BL.OR01320.42-51 (p. b1-21) = ccO0@Anones Apostolorum
Material: parchment.

Date: a. 1006 (cf. van Lantschoot #1462 (1929) n. 62).

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: De Lagrde #0165 (1883), p. 209-291; partially Till #0388
(1954).
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Comments: Page numbers beginvangith the second ark. The
cod might come from the library of the Monastery of Shenoute,
Atripe.

CMCL.BG

Localization and content:

BL.PARPXXXVI.01-19; BL.PAP.XXXVI.21-24; [ex-Phillips 16402.
1-4] = cc0089Canones Athanasii

Material: papyrus.

Date: VIII-IX cent.

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: Riedel-Crum #0213 (1904).

DM .provvOl

Content:

cc0090Canones Basilii

Material: papyrus.

Date: VIII-IX cent.

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: It is being published by Alberto Camplani.
Comments: Coptic manuscript found near Deir el Medina.

[BS.QUARTO0519: dated a. 1803-4; modern translation into Bohairic
(and Arabic), probably of CMCL.BD.

cc0088canones Clementisc0091canones Apostolorum

Ed. Tattam #0232 (1848); Lagarde #0165 (1883).

[BL.OR00440: X1X cent.; modern copof CMCL.BD.
cc0088canones Clementisc0091canones Apostoloruin
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Codicological units, 2: Isolated fragments.

Localization and content:

DC.M S819C.1-8 = cc0090Canones Basilii
Material: parchment.

Date: X-XI| cent.

Local language: Sahidic.

Localization and content:

NM.579.001 = 2cc0088Canones Clementis

Material: parchment.

Date: X-XII cent.

Local language: Sahidic

Comments: cf. Depuydt #4763 (1993) n. 83; Lucchesi #a129 (1995) p.
584. Itwasfeuillet de gardef New York Morgan n. 5/9 (MICH.BL).

Localization and content:

NM .664b.12 = cc0091Canones Apostolorum
Material: parchment.

Date: X-XII cent.

Local language: Sahidic.

Comments: cf. Depuydt #4763 (1993) n. 61.

Localization and content:

OB.COPT.B10; OB.COPT.D178A. = ccO090Canones Basilii
Material: papyrus.

Date: VIII-IX cent.

Local language: Sahidic.

Editions: Kahle #0162 (1954) n. 31.
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[I1. TEXTUAL UNITS
(Note: the ‘textual units’ marked: ‘outside this researchare listed
because theare found in the manuscripts, together with canonical
works.)

cc0008: Agathonicus of Tars&isdes Agathonici

mss.. CMCL.AZ (p. 73-88). MONB.EF (p. 153-159).

comments. In MONB.EF the original text is transformed in order
to become suitable for an anthropomorphite theology.

summary: Sort of catechetical treatise, composed of: (a) a pro-
logue, in which the author describes the doubts that he mersbme
before discussing the subject since his inspiration might come from a
demon rather than God; (b) a central discussion concerning anthropo-
morphism, where the primi&e redaction was against this opinion; (c)
an exhortatory conclusion gading, abee dl, the correct way to

pray.

cc0009:De resurrectione mortuorum (apophthegma)

mss.. CMCL.AZ (p. 89-90). MONB.EF (p. 159-160).

comments. Very short aphorism on the body of Christ and the res-
urrection, inserted in theorpusof Agathonicus (cc0561 and cc0971).

cc0010: Agathonicus ofarsusDisputatio cum lustino Samaritano de
resurrectione mortuorum.

mss.. CMCL.AZ (p. 90-96). MONB.CV (PN.129.14.143).
MONB.EF (p. 160-162).

comments:. cf. belaw, p. 49.

summary: Dispute with Justin the Samaritan about the Resurrec-
tion. The Samaritan is persuaded to lveli@ the resurrection of the
body with aguments all based on passages of the Old Testament. At
the end, he asks to be baptized.

cc0011:Titulus extravagans de synodo Chalcedonensi.
mss.. CMCL.AZ (p. 90). MONB.CV (PN.129.14.143, twice).
MONB.EF (p. 159, 162, 163).



22 COPTICTEXTS RELATING TO THE CHURCH CANONS

comments. A kind of title mysteriously inserted in some
manuscripts of the works of Athonicus, mentioning the christology
of the Council of Chalcedon. In MONB.EF it appears three times
(slightly modified), in MONB.CV tw times. In ag case it has noth-
ing to do with the works preceding and following.

summary: Sentence on Chalcedon used as title or glossa.

cc0012: Agathonicus of Tars® providentia conta Sratonicum

mss.. CMCL.AZ (p. 96-125). MONB.EF (p. 181-194).
CN.PCARL30.1-4 (p. 15-16).

comments:. In fact it is anerotapokrisispreceded by a peculiar Rrar
rative dout a probably imaginary council of Ama. In
CN.PCARL30.1-4 this text as added without &ninterruption to
cc0013, forming a metext, cc0973.

summary: Cf. below, p. 45-48.

cc0013: Agathonicus of Tarségologia, de incredulitate

mss.. CMCL.AZ (p. 126-138). CN.PCARL30.1-4 (p. 1-15).

comments. Evagrius Ponticus is explicitly mentioned (ed. Crum,
p. 128-9), and also Homer and Socrates (i.e. Plato). In
CN.PCARL30.1-4 this treatise is joined with cc0012, the whole as-
suming a n& homiletic form, cc0973.

summary: A treatise in homiletic form, it is composed of: (a) pro-
logue, in which the author describes hidficlfit spiritual condition
and his decision to write in order to helpydmothers in similar ci
cumstances; (b) central portion, in which phrases from the scripture
are countraposed to sentences of the unlselieas a means of setting
forth various moral arguments; (c) conclusion, which blames the de-
fection of some Christians who read pagtexts such as works of
Homer and Socrates.

cc0019: Didascalia Patrum Nicaenorum, Syntagma doctrinae
(CPG2264 and 2298).

mss.: GIOV.AC (p. 120-152). MONB.EF (p. 47-64).

comments. Text with a problematic tradition in mganguages,
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starting from Greek. It is mainly attributed to Athanasius ofxate
dria (ed. Arnold 1685 = Montfaucon, Migne 28,836-845; Baltif
#0212 (1887); Pitra Spic. Sol. IV 1858 p. 456; Munitiz CC.G 5,
1979,91), bt also to Epiphanius, Basil, Evagrius Ponticus. Cf. Garitte
#0038 (1942), status quaestionis (as in 1942); Riedinigem
(1985); Bausi #a462 (2004); and Kohlbacher #6653 (1999).
summary: a. Fides Nicaena (the symbolum) cc0955.
b. Anathematisms cc0956 (+ number of the bishops at Nicaea): Son
not coexistent with &her; Sabellius; Photinus; the Holy Spirit; hu-
manity in Christ; resurrection of the flesh; Arians; anthropomorphites.
c. Moralia (the realdidascalig: Precepts for the monksMonks,
women, fasting. Recommendations to the gyterDress, drinking
wine, behsaiour to other monasteries. Teaching. Behaviour to the lay-
men.

cc0021:Sententiae Concilii NicaetiCPG8522)

mss.: GIOV.AJ (p. 58-86). MONB.EF (p. 71-84). MONB.FT (p.
1-33).

comments. An early forgery (perhaps IVth cent.), constructed so
to simulate a Nicene document. The originaswmost probably in
Greek, but no Greek text exists. Cf. Lanyme#0277 (1912). In the
press an edition with commentary by Alistair\&ag.

summary: Short symbolum (cc0955). Theological section on free
will (prohairesig. Attend the churchWomen and ma& yp, men and
elegance. \irgins: Mary is their model. Chastity in men. The neigh-
bor. Love @ratH) of God and men. The holy communion. Beioat
in the church. Sins of the people. Duty of the wegalRepentance.

cc0088:Canones Apostolorum per Clementem
mss.. BL.OR00440. CMCL.BD (p. al-81). BL.OR03580.27.
BS.QUART0519. MONB.OJ (p. 73-end). NM.579.001. PN.129.12.09.
comments. The Church canons ofapostolic’ tradition are wari-
ously collected and named in theferent linguistic emronments. In
Coptic two texts are known: this one (the other is cc0091) is presented
under the name of Clement (scil. of Rome), and according to Coquin
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#0754, 1965, partly corresponds to the so-calleatlitio apostolica
attributed to Hippolytus of Rome The fragment NM.579.001 corre-
sponds to Vodlss CSCO 401 p. 25-27 (cf. Lucchesi #al129, 1995), and
was probably part of a different composition.

cc0089:Canones AthanasfCPG2302)

mss.: MONB.BG (p. 107-178). CMCL.BG.

comments. Presered only in the Coptic fragments and complete
in Arabic. The Coptic &rsion is listed in the catalogue ed. Bouriant
#4503 (1889-93). 107 numbered canons in the Arabic translatren/v
sion of Michael of Tis, as reported by Al Barakat (Riedel-Crum
#0213, 1904, p. IX-X); in the original it was a continuous (not num-
bered) ta&t. Publishedin Riedel-Crum #0213, (1904) and Munier
#0173. Thereis some affinity between this text and cc0638 ps.
Shenoutde ecclesia frequentanda

cc0090:Canones Basilii(CPG2977)

mss.: DC.MS819C.1-8. DM.provv01l. GNDAN. OB.COPTB10.
OB.COPT.D178A.

comments. [From R.-G. Coquin, Coptic Enc. Il 459]They ap-
pear in tvo series. The first, containing thirteen canons, is shared with
the Melchites; the second, of 105 or 106 canons, is peculiar to the
Copts. The first series includes disciplinary sanctions wilardeto
priests or deacons and the prohibitiomiagt the burning of relics or
of the Eucharist. These canons appear to be borrowed fronotke w
of Saint Basil. The 105 or 106 canons are preskpartly in Coptic,
but the complete t¢ has surwed in Arabic’ For parts in Ethiopic
cf. Crum #0225 (1904), which translates the fragments oA
published by Rossi. The Bodleian fragment (from Bala’iza) in Kahle
#0162 (1954) n. 31; | could not see Dreschi&nales ServAnt.
Egypte’ 51 (1951) 247-256. After Coquis’remarks a complete Cop-
tic manuscript witness has been found (near Deir el Medina):
DM.provv01, and is being published by Alberto Camplani. The other
codices are fragmentargnd a deep westigation on the documents is
still wanting (but cf. WE. Grum, #0225, 1904).
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cc0091:Canones Apostolorum

mss.. CMCL.BD (p. bl1l-21). BS.QART0519. MONB.BG (p.
1-70). MONB.OJ (p. 001-073post). NM.664B.12. PN.161.051-053.

comments. The Church canons ofapostolic’ tradition are wari-
ously collected and named in theferent linguistic emronments. In
Coptic two texts are knan: this one (the other is cc0088) is atitixd
directly to the Apostles. According to Coquin, #0754 (1965) Canons
1-30 derve from the so-calledConstitutio Apostolica31-62 corre-
spond to theCanones Hippolyt{Arabic); 63-78 correspond to the so-
calledConstitutiones Apostolicaook 8).

cc0101: Cyril of Alexandriakpilysis XII Capitulorum{CPG5223)
mss.: MONB.CV (Acta Ephesina). MR.064.1-2.
comments: Outside this research.

cc0106: Cyril of Aleandria, Erotapokrisis (Zetemata) Cyrilli et
Stephani.
mss. BL.PAP.VI.2-3. BL.PAP.VI.8. CMCL.AZ (p. [1]-38).
comments: Outside this research.

cc0203:Historia Horsiesi.
mss. CAIRO.MED.MADI.MMREG16. CMCL.AZ (p. 38-73).
comments: Outside this research.

cc0276:Herai Passiq BHO 376)
mss.: GIOV.AC (p. 158-end). LU.1089.07. LU.1089.10.
comments: Outside this research.

cc0319: Proclus of Constantinopleln lohannem Baptistam
(CPG5877).

mss.: GIOV.AC (p. 44-[88]).

comments: Outside this research.
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cc0320: Proclus of Constantinopley Mariam V (BG.APP0080)
(CPG5800).
mss.. MONB.CV (b). MONB.LY (p. 31b-32). MONB.MN p. 278.
comments. Outside this research.

cc0403: Tmothy Il of Alexandria (Aelurus), Peter of Atandria,Re-
sponsa canonica, Diataxgif€PG2520).

mss.: MONB.EF (p. 194-200).

comments: Greek tet in Joannou Il 240-258. Ethiopic translation
and generadtatus quaestionis Bausi #al173 (2006).

cc0407:Aphou vita(BHOO0077).
mss.: GIOV.AC (p. 89-119).
comments: Outside this research.

cc0408:Athanasii ep. Alexandriae vilHOO0115).

mss.. GIOV.AJ (p. 1-58). KPL0236. MONB.GY OB.COPT.C31.
OB.COPT.E028.2. WK.02941A-1.

comments: Outside this research.

cc0462: Hippolytus of Rome (PsGQprpus Canonummn

mss.: MONB.FT (p.1-?).

comments. Phantomatic collection of canons under the name of
Hippolytus, present as a title (cf. cc5462) in only one manuscript, and
without much justification. Actually the Graeco-Latin collection
known asCanones Hippolytappears in Coptic as canons 31-62 of
cc0091.

cc0554:Collectio Nicaena A

mss.: MONB.EF (p. 19-21).

comments: Collection of documents attributed to the council of
Nicaea: cc0955 (symbolon), cc0956 (anathemata).
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cc0555:Collectio Nicaena B

mss.. GIOV.AC p. 120-158. MONB.EF (p. 47-70) MONB.FT
(PN.129.14.086)

comments. Collection of documents attributed to the council of
Nicaea: cc0019 (didascalia), cc0958 (subscriptauliRi), cc0959
(epistula Epiphanii), cc0960 (epistula Rufini), cc0961 (de 318 pa-
tribus).

cc0556:Canones Concilii NicaefiCPG8513, 8522)

mss.. MONB.EF (R/.B109.cass29.159.08-09). MONB.FT (p.
81-90).

comments. Fragments from what appears to be the classical col-
lection of the 20 canons of Nicaea. Joannou I, 1 p. 234 Berardi-
no p. 18-30.

cc0558: Symbolum Concilii ConstantinopolitafCPG8599)

mss.. MONB.EF (150-152).

comments. Symbolon of Constantinople, inserted after the Canons
cc0965 with a longnscriptio dealing with the Council (cc5558). Cf.
Dossetti #0295 (1967) p. 151-2.

cc0559: Decretum Concilii EphesifiCPG8800)

mss.. MONB.EF (152-153).

comments: This text was included in the Greek collection of the
Canons of Ephesus as the last one (eigth). This Coptic withess sho
that it could stay also by itself.

summary: Cf. Joannou I, 1 p. 63-65,00 [,1,7 p. 122, Di Be-
rardino p. 56-61.

cc0561:Corpus Agathonicaeum A

mss.: CMCL.AZ (p. 73-126).

comments. Collection of works attributed to Agathonicus bishop
of Tarsus in Cilicia and inserted in the authontatmllections of
canones and council acts. Discussedwghn53-55.
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cc0840: Cyril of Alexandria (?Jn lohannem Baptistam
mss.: GIOV.AC (p. [1]-43).
comments: Outside this research.

cc0863:Diegemata

mss.: MONB.EF (p. 200-201).

comments. Two apophthgmata appended to cc0403 (seevaho
In the first Cyril of Alexandria solves a curious problem concerning
the baptism of tw twins, one of whom @as already baptized, but the
mother could not identify who it was. In the second an archbishop
(possibly the same Cyril) sag the problem concerning the funerals
of a woman ready to be baptized, who had suddenly died.

cc0950:Apophthegma de incarnatione

mss.. MONB.CV (PN.129.14.143). MONB.EF (p. 162-163).

comments. Kind of apophthegm or brief tractate on the incarna-
tion, inserted in the Corpus Agathonicaeum A and B, cc0561 and
cc0971.

summary: Statements on the passion of Christ as God and as man.

cc0955:Symbolum Nicaenum ACPG8512).

mss.: MONB.EF p. 19.

comments: Textual element in the Nicean dossier cc0554, and in
the works ¢c0019 and cc0021.

cc0956:Anathemata Nicaena.

mss.. MONB.EF p. 19-21.

comments. Anathemata against Arius, Sabellius, and others, which
follow the Symbolon Nicaenum cc0955 in MONB.BHement in the
collection cc0554 and in cc0019. Cf. Dossetti #0295 (1967) p.
161-167

cc0957:Nomina Patrum Nicaenoruf€PG8516)

mss.: MONB.EF (p. 21-26).

comments: List or signature of the Bishops present at the Council
of Nicaea. Cf. belw, p. 42.
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cc0958: Paulinus of AntiodBpistula(CPG2134)

mss.: GIOV.AC (p. 151-154).

comments. Element in the Nicean dossier cc0555. The Greek te
in Athanasius Tomos ad Antiochenos PG 26.809 and Ep#atarn
haer 77. Cf. Armstrong (1921); Simonetti (1975) p. 358-70f. be-
low, p. 42-43.

cc0959: Epiphanius of Salamis E&pistula

mss.. GIOV.AC (p. 155-156). MONB.EF (p. 69)MONB.FT p.
35post = PN.129.14.086.

comments. Element in the Nicean dossier cc0555 (MONB.EF and
GIOV.AC) and cc0969 (MONB.FT). (Cf. cc0958 and cc096C). be-
low, p. 43.

cc0960: Rufinus (of RomeEpistula

mss.: GIOV.AC (p. 156-157). MONB.EF (p. 69-70). MONB.FT p.
35post = PN.129.14.086.

comments. Element in the Nicean dossier cc0555 (MONB.EF and
GIOV.AC) and cc0969 (MONB.FT). (Cf. cc0958 and cc095@¥. be-
low, p. 43.

cc0961:Narratio de Spiritu Sancto in concilio Nicaeno

mss.: GIOV.AC (p. 157-158). MONB.EF (p. 70).

comments: Element in the Nicean dossier cc0555.

summary: When the 318 bishops assembled in Nicaea were count-
ed, the number aye 319. At last it vas realized that the wsible
present was the Holy Ghost.

cc0962:Canones Ancyran(iCPG8501)

mss.: MONB.EF (p. 101-102).

comments. Horoi 4-8. Joannou 1,2 p. 56-73. Di Berardino p.
270-80.
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cc0963:Canones AntiocheffiCPG8536)

mss.. MONB.EF (p. 135-138).

comments. Horoi 20-24. Joannou |,2 p. 102-126. Di Berardino p.
300-13.

cc0964:Canones LaodicaefCPG8607)

mss.. MONB.EF (p. 138, 147).

comments. Horoi 1-59. Joannou |, 2 p. 130-155. Di Berardino p.
336-51.

cc0965:Canones Constantinopolita(@CPG8600)

mss.: MONB.EF (p. 148-150).

comments. This collection contains (probably with reason) the
first five canons, like the best Greek tradition. Joannou |, 1 p. 45-54.
Di Berardino p. 354-7.

cc0966:Contra concilium Chalcedonense

mss.. MONB.CV (PN.129.14.142). MONB.EF (p. 163-168).

comments. Homily without title, inserted in the Agathonicus €or
pus (cc0561), as a text against Chalcedon.

summary: Homily or tractate blaming the council of Chalcedon
for having been influenced by the heathens in its decisions about the
passion of Christ as God. The last part is wanting.

cc0967:Canones Gangrensé€PG8554)

mss.: MONB.FT (p. 131-132).

comments. Canons with numbers from 61 to 72. It is evident that
in the manuscript (MONB.FT) the canons were numbered in se-
guence, i.e. Nicaea (20), Ancyra (21-45), Neocaesarea (46-60), Gan-
gra 61 f. like in the Latin collection Turner (1899-1913) 1l 3.

cc0969:Collectio Nicaena C.

mss.: MONB.FT (p. 33-34 and PN.129.14.086).

comments. Collection of Nicene documents in MONB.FT
cc0970, cc0958 (in lacuna), cc0959, cc0960; with inscription and sub-
scription ¢c5969. It was preceded by the Gnomai cc0021.
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cc0970:0rigo concilii Nicaeni.

mss.: MONB.FT (p. PN.129.14.086v).

comments. Fragment (beginning) of a narration concerning the cir
cumstances of the council of Nicaea. It was probably coetais &
introduction to the Collectio Nicaena C, cc0969.

cc0971:Corpus Agathonicaeum B

mss. MONB.CV (PN.129.14.143 and 142) . MONB.EF (p.
153-194).

comments. Collection of works of Agathonicus ofafsus as found
in the mss. MONB.CV (between lacunas) cc0010, cc0011, cc0950,
cc0011, cc0966; and MONB.EF: cc0008+cc0009+cc0011, cc0010,
cc0011+cc0950+cc0011+cc0966, cc0012.

cc0972: Agathonicus of Tarsuspologia composita.

mss.: CN.PCARL30.1-4.

comments. Work obtained joining tw originally separated s,
cc0013 (with its inscriptio cc5013, p. 1-15) and cc0012, immediately
following without separation (p. 15-16J.he only manuscript witness
Is in Fayumic.

cc0974:Clausula Nicaena.

mss.. MONB.EF p. 21 col. 2.

comments: A kind of clausula, or conclug satement, inserted at
the end of cc0554, before the subscriptio.

text: ETBE TTICTIC AE ON ACAOKEI NTEI2E- NNEN-
TAYCWOY2 ETNOG NCYN20AOC: AYW AYZYTOrpacge
NTTTICTIC NOPOOAO30C NTEI2ZE NOI NETICKOTIOC:
TTOYA A€ TOYA NNETICKOTTOC: NTOYEI TOYEl NMITO-
AIC MN NEYETTAP XlIA: X€ TITICTEYE NTEI2E-

cc5008:titulus ad cc0008.

mss.. CMCL.AZ p. 88.

text:  subscriptio: TMICTIC NATTA AN AOONIKOC
TEMICK(OTTOC) NTAPCOC NKIAIKIA  ENTAY20MOAOre€l
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MMOC 2N TCYNZ2OAOC NTACWW®ITE 2N AlrKYPA NTE
TrAAATIA

cc5009:titulus ad cc0009.

mss.: CMCL.AZ p. 90.

text: inscriptio: TOY AYTOY 20MOIMC TIEPI ANAC-
TACEWC

cc5010:itulus ad cc0010.

mss.. CMCL.AZ p. 90. MONB.EF p. 160.

text: CMCL.AZ p. 90: .AYFYMNAaCIA WWTTE MN
NCAMAPITHC MN AFraAOONIKOC ETBE TaNACTACIC: ...
MONB.EF p. 160 :aTTa AFA©OONIKOC €E4ryYMNAZE MN
IOYCTINOC TICAMAPITHC ETBE TANACTACIC

cc5012titulus ad cc0012.

mss.. CMCL.AZ p. 96.

text: TOY AYTOY AlFAOO0NIKOY ETICKOTTOY TOY
TAPCO KIAIKIAC

cc5013titulus ad cc0013. titulus ad cc0973.

mss.. CMCL.AZ p. 126 and p. 138. CN.PCARL30.1-4 p. 1.

comments: It was used as inscriptio and subscriptio of cc0013 in
CMCL.AZ. It was used also (in Fayumic) as inscriptio of cc0973 in
CN.PCARL30.1-4.

text: CMCLAZ p. 126: amoAOria AFAOGONIKOY
ETMICKOTIOY TAPCO KIAIKIAC TIEPI ATICTEIAC
CMCL.AZ p. 138: [a]Ta  ATFAOGONIKOC  TIEMICKOTIOC
[NJ]TAPCOC NTKIAIKIA E€TBE [TMN]TATNAZTE
pn.carls p. 1. NEI NE NATIOAOrIa NAFAOONIKOC
TMEMICKOTTOC NOAPCOC NTE TKYAIKIA €TBE TMETAT-
NE2T 2N OYZ2IPHNH NTE JGNOYT 2AMHN:

cc5019:titulus ad cc0019.
mss.: GIOV.AC p. 120.
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comments. This may be the original title of cc0955, incorporated
in cc0019.

text: TTMICTIC NTAYCMNTC 2N NIKAld €EBOA 2ITN
©arid NCYN20AOC:

cc5021 titulus ad cc0021.

mss.: GIOV.AJ p. 58. MONB.EF p. 71. MONB.FT p. 1.
MONB.FT p. 33.

text: GIOV.AJ p. 58NEFN(WMH NTCYN20AOC ETOYAAB
MONB.EF p. 7ZINErNWMH NTCYNZ20AOC ETOYAAB-
MONB.FT p. 1:INAI NE NINWMH NTCYN20AOC NNIKXIX

cc5088itulus ad cc0088.

mss.: CMCL.BD p. al. MONB.OJ p. 73post = CU.OR1699.P1.

text: CMCL.BD (trascr Lagarde p. 209)NKANWN NTEKKAH-
Cld NAl NTA NATTOCTOAOC TaadY 2ITN KAHMHC TIEN-
TAYTNNOOYY 2N OYEIPHNH NTE TINOYTE 2aMHN
MONB.OJ p. 73post = CU.OR1699.PHKANWN NTEKKAHCIA
NAI NTA NATTOCTOAOC TadY 2ITN KAHMHC TIEN-
TAYTNNOOYY

cc5090:itulus ad cc0090.

mss.: DM.provvO1 p. 1.

text: NKANWN MTINOG BACIAEIOC TIETTICKOTTOC NTNOOC
KAICAP[IA] NTKATITTATOKIA: €TBE T[MIC|TIC NTETPIAC
€ToYyaaB (list of content follows).

cc5091 titulus ad cc0091.

mss.. CMCL.BD p. bl. CMCL.BD p. b21. MONB.BG p. 1.
MONB.OJ CU.OR1699.P2.

text: CMCL.BD p. bl (trascrLagarde):Nal N€ NKANWN
NNENEIOTE ETOYAAB NATTOCTOAOC MTTENXOEIC [H-
COYC TIEXPICTOC NTAYKAAY €E2PAI 2N NEKKAHCIA
CMCL.BD p. b21 (trascrLagarde)aYXwK €BOA NOI NKAN-
WN NNENEIOTE ETOYAAB NATTOCTOAOC KEPAAAMION
OH
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MONB.BG p. 1:Nal NE NKANWN NNENEIOTE ETOYAAB
NATTOCTOAOC NTAYKAAY €2PAl E€TBE TITA20 EPATY
NTEKKAHCIA €ETOYAAB 2N OYEIPHNH NTE TINOYTE:
2AMHN

MONB.BG (trascr von Lemm Misc 89) p. INal NE NKANWN
NNENEIOTE ETOYAAB NATTOCTOAOC NTAYKAAY €E2PaT
€TBE NTA20 €EPATY NTEKKAHCIA E€TOYAAB 2N
OYEIPHNH NTE TINOYTE:- 2AMHN

MONB.OJ p. 73post (CU.OR1699.P2KYXWK €EBOA NOI
NKANWN NNENEIOTE €ETOYAAB NATTOCTOAOC
KXAIPAAMION OH

cc5403titulus ad cc0403.

mss.. MONB.EF p. 194.

text: 2EN  AIATAZIC H 2NTWW NTE TIMAKAPIOC
TTETPOC TTAPXHETTICKOTTOC NPAKOTE €EAYXNOY4 EPOOY
A4TAYE TTEYBWA:

cch462titulus ad cc0462.

mss.. MONB.FT p. 1.

comments. General title of a problematic collection cc0462

text: NAI NE NKANWN NTEKKAHCIAa <illegible> NT|ad4-
C2alCoYy Nol  ImmoAlToc  Tiillegible> | cynzoaoc
€ETOYAAB ad4T<illegible>

cc5554titulus ad cc0554.

mss.: MONB.EF p. 21.

text: TEXOECIC NNETTICKOTTOC: NTCYN20AOC NNIKAlA
2 TTICTIC

cc5555titulus ad cc0555.

mss.. GIOV.AC p. 120. MONB.EF p. 70. MONB.FT
PN.129.14.086.

text: GIOV.AC p. 120: TCYN2OAOC NNIKAlA €TBE TIIC-
TIC E€ETOYOX-
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MONB.EF p. 70TCYN20AOC NNIKAlA

MONB.FT p. PN.129.14.086Tal T€E€ TTICTIC NTACWWITE
2N  NIKAIA TITOAIC €EBOA 2ITOOTC NTCYNZ20AOC
ETOYAAB: 2N OYEIPHNH 22MHN

cc5558titulus ad cc0558.

mss.. MONB.EF p. 150.

text: AT TE€ T20POC NTTICTIC NTAYKAAC E€E2PAT
2ITN TCYN20AOC NTACCWOYZ2 2N KWCTANTINOYTTOAIC:
2ITN NEKTAPIOC TIETMICKOTTOC NKWCTANTNOYTTOAIC MN
TIMOOGEOC TIETICKOTTOC NPAKOTE MN TIKE[CE]ETTE
NNETTICKOTTOC: EYEIPE NWETAIOY 2ITN KEAEYCIC
MTIPPO- OEO0AWCIOC  E€AYKATAAY  NNEBAACPHYMIA-
MMAKEAMNIOC TTETTINEYMATOMAXOC:-

cc5559titulus ad cc0559.
mss.. MONB.EF p. 152.

text: OYKANWN €a4KAAd €2PA1T 2N €PECOC - NOI
M2ArI0OC KYPIAAOC: TTAPXHETTICKOTTOC NPAKOTE: MN
TTCEETIE NNETTICKOTIOC NTAYCWOY2: WAN-

TOYKAOAIPOY NNECTOPIOC:

cc5863:titulus ad cc0863.
mss.: MONB.EF p. 200 and 201.
text: MONB.EF p. 2000YAIHKHMA
MONB.EF p. 201K€AIHFTHMA

cc5955itulus ad cc0955.

mss.. MONB.EF p. 19.

text: ACAOKEI NTEI2E NNETICKOTTOC E€TOYAAB:
NTAYCWOY2 ETCYN20AOC ETOYAAB ETBE TTICTIC:

cc59561titulus ad cc0956.
mss.. MONB.EF p. 19.
comments: Inscriptio of cc0956.
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text: Tal TE€ TWICTIC NTAYKAAC €2PAl NOI
NNEIOTE-

cc5957titulus ad cc0957.

mss.. MONB.EF p. 21.

text: Nal A€ NNPAN NNETICKOTTOC: Nl NTaY2Y-
MOrpage- Nal NTAYCWOYZ 2N NIKala: €AY2Y-
MOrpaAdE 2a TTICTIC NOPOOAO3OC:

cc5960:titulus ad cc0960.

mss.. GIOV.AC p. 156. MONB.EF p. 69. MONB.FT p. 35post =
PN.129.14.086.

text: GIOV.AC p. 156: 2POY}INOC TTAPXIETTICKOTIOC ..|
MONB.EF p. 69 col. IPOY®INOC TTAPXHETTICKOTTOC €4C2al
MONB.FT PN.129.14.086: 2POY$INOC  TTAPXIETTICKOTTOC
N2PCOMH €4C2al

cc5961titulus ad cc0961.

mss.: GIOV.AC p. 157.

text: TETMICTOAH NTACWWITE 2N NIKAIA €EBOA 2I-
TOOTC: NTCYN20AOC ETOYAAB

cc5964titulus ad cc0964.

mss.. MONB.EF p. 138.

text: 2ENKANWN €AYKAAY €E2PAI 2N TCYN20AOC
€ETOYAAB: NTACCWOY2 2N AAOAIKIA: MN TTATAIANH-
EBOA 2ITN 222 NETAPXIA NTE TacCla: EAYKW
€2PAT NNEI 20POC NEKKAHCIACTIKON NTCYN20AOC
ETOYAAB

cc5965:titulus ad cc0965.

mss.: MONB.EF p. 148.

text: 2ENKANWN  EAYKAAY €2PAl- 2ITN TCYN20AOC
NTACCWOY2: 2N KWCTANTINOYTTOAIC
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cc5969titulus ad cc0969.
mss.: MONB.FT p. 33. MONB.FT p. 35post = PN.129.14.086.
comments: Title of cc0969, both inscriptio and subscriptio.
text: MONB.FT p. 33.TICTIC N[TAC]JWO®ITE 2N N[IJKaTx
TIMO[AIC] €BOA 2ITN [T]JCYN2OAOC [ETOY]aaB
MONB.FT PN.129.14.086ral T€E€ TMICTIC NTACW®ITE 2N
NIK I TITOAIC €EBOA 2ITOOTC NTCYN20AOC
€ETOYAAB: 2N OYEIPHNH 2AMHN-

cc6023titulus ad cc0561. titulus ad cc0971.

mss.. CMCL.AZ p. 73. CMCL.AZ p. 125-6. MONB.EF p. 153-4.

comments: General title of a collection of Agathonicus

text: CMCL.AZ p. 73:NEFNCWOMH NATAOONIKOC TIETTICKO-
TTOC NTAPCOC NTKIAIKIA E€CCYNAINEI NMMA4d NOI
TCYN2OAOC ENTACWWITE 2N AFKYPA NTE TraAaTIa:
NTA TEICYN20AOC A€ WWITE E€TBE NEYCTAOIANOC:
CMCL.AZ p. 125-6: NErNwMH NATTA AFAOONIKOC
TTETICKOTTOC NTAPCOC NTKIAIKIA €ECCYNAINEI NMMad
NOI TCYN20AOC ENTACWWITE 2N  ATKYPA NTE
TrAAATIA: NTA TEICYN2OAOC AE WWITE €TBE NEY-
CTAOIANOC
MONB.EF p. 153-4: TWICTIC NAATTA AFAOONIKOC
TTETICKOTTOC NOAPCOC NTKYAHKIA NTA420MOAOre€l
MMOC 2N TCYN20AOC NTACWWITE 2NATKHPA NTE
TFAAAATIA - EYCYNHNEI €POC THPOY -  NOI
NETTICKOTTOC  NTAYCWOY2 ETCYN20AOC  NAIKHPA-
€ETBE NEYCTAOIANOC

cc6025:titulus ad cc0956.

mss.. MONB.EF p. 21.

comments. Subscriptio of cc0956.

text: ETBE TIICTIC AE ON ACAOKEI NTEI2ZE- NNEN-
TAY CWOYZ2 ETNOG NCYNZ2OAOC: AYW AYZ2YTOrpade
NTTTICTIC NOPOOAO30C NTEI2E NOI NETICKOTIOC:
TTOYA A€ TOYA NNETICKOTTOC: NTOYEI TOYEl NMITO-
AIC MN NEYETTAPXIA: X€ TIICTEYE NTEI2€E-
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cc6027:titulus ad cc0010.

mss.. CMCL.AZ p. 90.

comments. Original inscriptio, or better passage formula, in
Greek, of cc0010, after which ccOO1hsvlater inserted, and a (sec-
ond) inscriptio: cc5010.

text: TAAIN TOY AYTOY TEPI THC AYTHC

cc6028:titulus ad cc0088.

mss.. CMCL.BD p. a81.

comments. Subscriptio of ccO088.

text: (trascr Lagarde): aYXWK E€BOA NOI  NKAN®N
NKAHMHC KAIPAAAION OA
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IV.HISTORICAL CLASSIFICATION

Preliminaries

In this section it is not our purpose to clarify the tradition of the
canonical texts survied (also) in Coptic language, within the histori-
cal development of the tets which in due time formed the canonical
collections of the international Church, in Greek, Latin, and other
Christian languages. Rather we intend teega ystematic gerview
and arrangement of the Coptigi® that may be useful for those inter
ested in the study of the general historicalettgoment of the Church
canons, which in ancase is actually far from being sa#istorily es-
tablished.

We ae well avare that the study of the mutual relations between
the manuscripts, and between tharkeg that thg contain, presupposes
the comparison with the parallel traditions irvieonments similar to
the Coptic, in Greek, in Latin, and the Oriental languages. This will
not be found in this contribution, because its aim is not to clarify the
historical deelopment of the Canonic literature of the Christian
Church in general; and on the other hand in my opinion the situation is
far from established, notwithstanding the basic works of Maassen
(1870); Turner (1899-1913); Schwartz (1938-63); Joannou (1962-4).

Even we might dirm that the Greek and Latin documents do not
allow us to orm sufficiently definite ideas at least for the period until
the VIIth centurywhen the Coptic Church became totally independent
from the international delopments. Whais especially discouraging
is that the identification of individual works is uncertairyegi the
clumsy redactional activity testified by the different manuscripts and
correspondent collections. Unfortunately the titlesegi in the
manuscripts and by the modern scholars are misleading rather then
helping.

For this historical @erview we havedecided to tad into explicit
consideration only the Coptic documents, though the reader may trust
our knowledge of modern criticism and proposed general assessments
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of the documents in use for the international Church. Incase, as
we shall see, the Copticxts represent the situation in Egypt from the
Vlith century onvards. What happened before is left to more or less
sensible suppositions.

First of all we distinguish three types téktual units”, from the
most simple to the most complicated:
(1) textual compositions (sentences) more or less in the form of an
aphorism, not analyzable in simpler elements (a debatable judgment,
of course, to the best of our understanding), found in the ‘works’ (see
number (2)) but having a life of theimo. Thetexts of this type,
number (1), belong to some literary genres, which it is useful to list:
- theological statements (definitions of dogmatic beliefs)
- anathematisms (getive and personalized theological statements)
- prescriptions of ecclesiastical proceduteswN)
- prescriptions of moral behaviouefToAH) addressed to Christians
in general, men and amnen, or specifically to priests, monks, an-
chorites, etc.
More objectvely defined are (2) the same simple compositions, col-
lected together by an author (I suggest an ecclesiastical authdrity/of
cer of more or less highvd), thus forming one of the ‘works’ proper
which we find as such in the manuscripts, equipped with titles, at the
beginning or at the end or both, and an appropriate layout. But it is to
be noted that these works as a rule do not bear the name of an author
being considered, as it appears, as colleabcuments. Thealso are
distinguished in literary genres:
- confession of a synodue YMBOAON)
- canons issued by councils
- disciplinary canons
- moral canons
- others, likeerotapokriseisnarrations AIHFEMATA), etc.
(3) Thecorporaassembling a number of works for some definite pur
pose, often in the literary aspectaaftsof a council. They aso were
produced by some ecclesiastical authority (not necessarily the one in-
dicated in the inscription found in the manuscript), and had titles and
appropriate layout.
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We popose amodel simulating the possible passages leading
from one type of unit to anothdt is not an historical, it is #ogical
model, lut as such it may be of some use in establishing what actually
happened in the history of the manuscript tradition, and also in the de-
velopment of the canonical regulations.

One must be careful about ttitees found in the manuscripts, be-
cause thg are helpful, but also decepé. Under this denomination
we include: general titles, valid for a collection ofeal works; in-
scriptions, which go before one individual work; subscriptions, which
go after the work. But it may happen that a worganewith words
able to be considered also as an inscription, and sughbédoame,
through an easy modification of the layout, because inviblatn of
the manuscript tradition the author was not responsible for the layout
of the copies.The redactors (the persons responsible for the copies)
or the copists themselves sometimes placed separating signals after a
first sentence felt as an inscription, and this might be cumulated with
previous or later inscriptions (and, for that mat@so subscriptions)
created by the radactor/cogt. For all these reasons, in the late
manuscripts that we tag the titles represent a textual-literary situa-
tion as it vas understood by the redactors or copyists, not necessarily
corresponding to the original project of the authors.

It is also opportune to keep in mind, in dealing with the single
manuscripts, the dérent characters of the manuscript documents ac-
cording to three typologies, corresponding to different chronological
and geographical collocation and consequently fareifit choice and
a dfferent treatment of the texts.

1. The Trin collection (cf. abee, p. 14). In the two manuscripts
GIOV.AC and GIOV.AJ the two works cc0019 and cc0021 were inde-
pendent, and were mixed with non canonicglste Therewere also in
the library theCanones Basilicc0090, the only wrk, as it seems, of
the manuscript GIQAN. We rote that the library of the monastery
of Tin, nowv in Turin, points to a situation perhaps preceding, iy an
case diferent from that of the monastery of Atripe, which is the main
source of our knowledge of the Coptic literature.

2. Papyrus Cheltenham (CMCL.AZ). It is particularly meaningful be-
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cause it is outside the mainstream of Coptic documentation. It con-
tains a form of theorpusof Agathonicus, which is independent from
other canonical collections (it is preceded bydhmapokrisiscc0106,
attributed to Cyril and by thelistoria Horsiesicc0203,) and presezs

its Evagrian-Origenistic tendewclater corrected in MONB.EF and
MONB.FT. But we note that some additionsgle to be nserted,
making it parallel with canonical council collections.

3. Library of the monastery of Atripe (cf. al® p. 9. The codices
which once belonged to this library are reddii late (IX-XI cent.),

and three of them (MONB.GWONB.EF, MONB.FT) were dedicat-

ed to synodical collections, mixing Nicaea, algonicus (especially
the Disputatio cum lusting Ephesus, and Chalcedon. The name of
Hippolytus binds them with the canons attributed to the apostles. Oth-
er codices contained th€anones Apostolorumand the Canones
Athanasii The manuscripts of this library may be considered as repre-
senting the situation of the IX and following centuries, after the gener
al systematization of the Coptic literature probably made in the same
monastery of Atripe.

Individual works

The individual vorks (i.e. textual units’ of type (2) abwe, and
some insertions) should not be considered as steady and well defined
documents, rather as a moment in geliping textual situation. &/
shall point later to some features which allas to econstruct in part
such dgelopment, but for ne we list and describe them as yhare
fixed in the manuscripts which wevea We have said that most of
these tgts were composed of brief intrinsecally independent state-
ments (type (1) alw@), in the sense that each of them did not belong
to a determined work,ven an agiginal one, but stood by itself. &V
propose this, not because we think that each of the statements was not
from the beginning included in some plural collection, but because
they could become part of this or that collection indipendently from a
necessary connection with the others.yThad, so to speak, a life of
their own.
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These indridual statements were formulated and collected just in
order to liild works, but such works were composed and freely ma-
nipulated in the historical period here considered -+ lsgtyveen the
IVth and VIth century — both by interchanging the individual state-
ments, and by adding statements, sometimes in the form of titles, to fit
the works into opportune circumstances or to attribute them to this or
that authoritatie person. V& dhall see that the works could be in their
turn assembled forarious purposes that we shall indicate, so becom-
ing parts of composerbllections(corpora).

Some of the wrks belong to the canonical collections in proper
sense, and as such do not raise complicated problems from our point
of view, dthough of course thyemay be difficult to insert in the histor
ical development of the international collections. Thus we mention the
two texts directly referred to the Christ and the Apostles, although one
of them (cc0088; the other is cc0091) through the intermediation of
Clement of Rome. The Coptiession suggests a complicate relation
with the analogous canonical compositions of the internationa en
ronment. V& do rot enter into details; first information may be found
in Coquin in Atiya #3676 (1991), Canons, Apostolic, and Canons, Ec-
clesiastical. As we & sen, and also shall discuss la@so Hip-
polytus was tain into consideration by the Copts, but cannot be prop-
erly inserted in our model.

On their example, for what we can see, were constructed the per
sonalized canonical collections, sort of anthologies composed from
original sentences of venerated Fatherseohiwith spurious material:
Canones Athanastc0089,Canones Basilicc0O090,Responsa ifno-
thei cc0403 (CPG2520). Each has itsroproblems, which are out-
side our research.

More elusve, but also more interesting and important as witness-
es to the specifically Egyptian milieu, are therké concaied with
reference to theological and prescuptigovernance) issues discussed
in the councils.This is the case of ccO018idascalig and of cc0021
(gnoma), which hae in common the explicit reference in the inscrip-
tion to the council of Nicaea, and thect of being composed of a first
part concerning theological settlements (in ccO019smebolunmfol-
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lowed by other statements) and of a second part dedicated to moral e
hortations or prescriptions.

Cc0021 is found only in Copticubit points to the same milieu
of the international canonicalxis. It has some peculiarities, in their
respect, mainly the initial section on the free wpllohairesig, which
binds the initial trinitarian statement (not properly the Nicene symbol-
um, but an homologue substitute) with the main part, concerning
Christian behaour. Cc0019 is well documented in the international
tradition, lut its transmission is very complicated. The attribution is
spread between marauthors; in Greek the main redactions are,tw
one beginning with the Nicene symbolum and some pretended Nicene
material (calleddidascalig CPG 2298), the other containing only the
section on Christian behaviour (callgghtagmaCPG 2264).

Other texts were passed af parts of the official acts:

Cc0955 symbolon cf. CPG8512) is simply obvious, and its relation
with the other traditions has been studied recently by Dossetti #0295
(1967).

Of the symbolon itself were part some anathematisms; others seem to
constitute an independent work: cc0956 (cf.vano

The list of theNomina Patrum Nicaenoruiet0957 (CPG8516), repre-
senting also the b€ial signatures of the bishops present, wasyv
popular and submitted toey kind of revision. The Copticersion, at
least that of the only co’é&nown to us, appears to desifrom an old

and valuable Greek version produced in Egypt. Cf. Gelzer #0296
(1898); Bausi (2013).

Three other documents wergtacted from heterogeneous, non
canonical, collections, and then recycled in the canonical ones, proba-
bly because thecontained qualified opinions on theological questions
of Egyptian(-Coptic) interest, and were kept together with the Coptic
(earlier Graeco-Egyptian?) Nicene collections, to whicly tivere
originally extraneous:

Epistula Rwlini = cc0958 (CPG2134). It is related to the circum-
stances of the so-called schism of Antioch (from the year 327 on), and
the Greek tet is found in Athanasius Tomos ad Antiochenos PG
26.809 and Epiph. Panarion haéf. Cf. Armstrong (1921); Simonet-
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ti (1975) p. 358-70.Paulinus is the adversary of Meletius. Thette
deals with the three Hypostaseis and their common ousia. The Son had
a body with nous. Paulinus accepts the dogma of Nicaea, araly

word” of Athanasius, with a sentence which is not present in Greek.
Epistula EpiphaniF cc0959 does not seem otherwise wngand ac-
knowledges thedith of Nicaea, stressing the assumption by Christ of

a body complete of soul and nous.

Epistula Rufini= cc0960 also does not seem otherwisewkmo It is

very fragmentarybut seems to stress the presence of the soul with the
body of Christ.

All these three tds seem to refer to the heretical opinions dis-
cussed in Epiphaniudaer. 77, and originally did not belong to the
Nicene documents.olthem another one was accompanied, composed
in order to guarantee that the Holy Spirit was present at Ni€xea:
Spiritu Sancto in concilio Nicaenoc0961. NoGreek tat is extant,
though we are sure that, dildl the others, it was originally written in
Greek.

In the codg MONB.EF we find a number of canonical collec-
tions which were considered genuine in the international Church and
have parallels in most languages of the Christian Church:

Canones Concilii NicaenE cc0556 (found also in MONB.FT),
cpg8513 (R.B109.cass29.159.08-09; also in MONB.FT p. 81-86),
fragments from what appears to be the classical collection of the 20
canons of Nicaea (Joannou | p. 23-41, Di Berardino p. 18-30).
Canones Ancyni = cc0962 (p. 101-102) corresponding to Joannou Il
p. 56-73, Di Berardino p. 270-280.

Canones Antideeni= cc0963 (p. 135-138) corresponding to Joannou
Il p. 102-126, Di Berardino p. 300-313.

Canones Laodicaer cc0964 (p. 138-147) corresponding to Joannou
Il p. 130-155, Di Berardino p. 336-351.

Canones Constantinopolitari cc0965 (p. 148-150) corresponding to
Joannou Il p. 438-444, Di Berardino 354-357.

Of the Canones Ephesir{p. 152-3 Joannou | p. 57-65, Di Berardino
p. 56-61) only the eighth is part of this collection (cc0559).
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In MONB.FT, p. 131-2, we find theCanones Gangnses
(cc0967) (Joannou Il p. 85-99, Di Berardino p. 290-5) corresponding
to the usual numeration 1-11 (lacuna follows), but with other numbers:
52-62. Thismeans that in this case the numeration of the cancags w
not interrupted with the changing of the councils.

The Coptic version of these texts hagandeen ivestigated, as prob-
ably it should be worth while.

Another text, which denotes a very fluid situation, that we shall
describe more in detail b&lpis the Symbolon Concilii Constantinop-
olitani = cc0558, preceded by a long title (cc5558) describing the cir
cumstances of the council and naming some of the participanigs It w
added to the canons of Constantinople in MONB.EF (p. 148-150).

Other texts were inserted for various reasons in the canonical
(and Agathonicaean) collections, from unidentified sources:
the homilyContra concilium Chalcedonensz0966;
oneApophthegma de incarnatiose0950;
another apophthegie resurrectione mortuoruiec0009;
and a peculiar caseubalso rgealing of the activity of the redactors,
the Titulus etravagans de synodo ChalcedonensD011, which ap-
pears repeatedly withoutyareal function of title:
in CMCL.AZ p. 90: eETBE TCYN20AOC ENTACWWITE 2N
KAPXHAMN: ECX®W MMOC X€E OYATIAOHC TE:- TAOroc
€TE TIMONOIrENHC TIE-
in MONB.CV (pn.129.14.143)[eTBE] TCYN2OAOC A€ NTaA-
COWITE 2N XAAKHAWMN: E€YX® MMOC X€ TKATACAPR
TTENTAY WTT2ICE 21 TTECTAYPOC:
in MONB.EF p. 159-160€ TBE TCYN20AOC A€ NTACWWITE
2N XAAKHAWN EYX® MMOC XE€ OYATWITZ2ICE TIE
TTAOroc-
and p. 162:€TBE TCYN20AOC A€ NTACHWITE 2N
XAAKHA®N- EYXW MMOC X€ MTKATACAPR
TTENTAYWTIZ2ICE 21 TTECTAYPOC:
and p. 163:€TBE TCYN20AOC A€ NTACWWITE 2N-
XAAKHAWN CCYNHNEI MN N2AAHN NOE ETEPE NaPI-
ANOC CYNHNEI MN MMEAITIANOC:
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This is clearly aglossaintroduced in aorpusalready constituted be-
fore the council of Chalcedon. Butwat happened that it as insert-

ed at diferent points, and for what specific purpose, remains a matter
of speculation.

These last works introduce us in the very interestingabfully
obscure case of Aghonicus. Fe& general treatises mention this col-
lection: Bardenhger (1912-32), IV p. 109; Schmid - Stalin, Gesch.
Gr. Lit. (1924) 1l 2, p. 1386; Orlandi in Di Berardino #4169 (1983), |
p. 78; Grillmeier #1390 (1990), p. 231-34; Orlandi in Di Berardino
#6392 (2000), p. 536-7; and all, except of course my caniiiis, de-
pend on the totally misleading commentanyegiby Ehrhard in Crum
#0142 (1915), p. 129-171There are tw collections of texts (cc0561
and cc0971) under this, for what we tndictitious name. Therep-
resent a compromise between the genre of council and personalized
canons. W dall see later he the collections may k& been put to-
gether; here we comment on the four individual works which appear
to be essential in the building of the more or less imaginary character
of Agathonicus.

Cc0012 (it may be calledontra Sratonicum or de povidentia
or alsognomai Agathonici drsensi$ is the most interesting for our
historical purpose. It is formally very complicated, and also contradic-
tory, but just for this reason we tend to bekehat it is the oldest of
the Agathonicaean texts, the one that has created and promoted the
figure of Agathonicus through a series of suceessm|nipulations,
and has inspired the othext® because as it seems it found fortune
by the Egyptian christians. Thextas divided in first instance in tw
parts: an historical introduction, and artapokrisis but this second
part is in turn divided between one part in which the interlocutor is
Stratonicus and it is concluded by a long sermon of Agathonicus, and
another part in which the questions are posed by other interlocutors,
with this peculiaritythat the first tw interlocutors are named (respec-
tively Eunomus and Polyphanes), while the other questions are intro-
duced by the formuladYCYNZHTHTHC.

The only relgant manuscript preserving the diening, CM-
CL.AZ (P.CARLSB does not mattesf. infra p. 55) has a passage-for
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mula, but no inscriptionAt the end, MONB.EF has no subscription,
while CMCL.AZ has an homiletical conclusion dgnting in
MONB.EF): “Glory to the Fther.. etc and the subscription!Sen-
tencesi{NwmMa 1) of apa Agathonicus, bishop offlsus of Cilicia, ac-
cepted by the synod made in Ancyra of Galatia.

The explanation of this complecomposition, independently of
the content of the questions (that we briefly resume: it begins with the
providence, then deals withaxious moral themes, kkthe magic, the
homicide, the calump the theatre, greedy priests, etc.), is of course
very subjectve, but we submit our opinion to the judgement of the
reader First of all the historical introduction, which it is opportune to
report in full, stays by itself:

1. It happened that a consultatiatHfrHCIC] was made, when some
learned students came to us saying:"2ou are the shepherds who
rule over our generation. 3. N@ God said in the prophet Zacharias:
‘The lips of the priest foster knowledge’. 4. Accordingly we came to
you about one problenzHTHMA]. 5. If you sole it for us satisdcto-

rily, you are really priests. 6. If not, you are not priests from God, be-
cause the true priest realizes the commandements of the Lord. 7. It is
said not only: ‘His lips will help the kndedge’, but also: ‘He is an
angel of God of the anders™ 8. When thg told us these things, we
were upset, and the consultation becaeny gerious. 9. The problem
[zHTHMA] was the following. 10. Thesaid: “We want to kneov
whether the vl and the good and the useful and the damage and the
honor and the humiliation come to the man outside the will of God.
11. And whether the demons can become masters of some men or Kill
some animals. 12. And whether some evil men can damage some men,
or acquire kingdoms or gernments. 13. And whether a man with
good will can accomplish somethind4. And whether it is possible

to kill a man without the will of God. 15. And whether it is possible

to hurt his neighbour without the will of God.6. And whether it is
possible to straighten our befaur without the will of God [or may

be straight without Him]. 17. Because the heatheresdilthis saying

that these things happen outside the will of God through whatétte

the fate geIMapPMeNH].” 18. Those who consulted us were fifteen
men from Cilicia. 19. When we heard this — we were nine bishops in
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the synod held in Anga of Galatia — we told themA‘fter three days
we shall sole this questiori. 20. The synod of Ancyra of Galatieas
made because of the Eustathians, who were reistakl. This man
Eustathius corinced a lot of people saying that the marriage is un-
clean, and had torn apart nyamsbands from their wes, and man
wives from their husbands. 22. [Theconcord with the synod of
Nicaea.] 23After three days there was the disputeMNaCla].

The story and all the details areidence that this introduction is a
secondary addition to onexteof erotapokrisisalready in circulation,
in order to add some kind of prestige. The fact that this presage w
searched in far countries (Galatia, Cilicia: 18-19) points, in our opin-
ion, to the fact that really the originalktecame from outside Egypt,
but was adopted by an Egyptian (probably monastic) commuiiy
suppose that the original idea was to collocate #eate in Galatia,
for unknown reasonsub perhaps Galatia was already connected with
the text. We note some additions to the original idea: the characteriza-
tion of the “learned studentg’l); the list of the questions (10-16); the
introduction of Cilicia, because Stratonicus, leader of the students,
was said to be from Cilicia; and especially the introduction of the syn-
od and of the Eustathians (20-21), who aneenmentioned in the sec-
ond part. Of the seral Eustathii mentioned as living in the 1Vth cen-
tury, the allusion here may be only to the contested bishop of Sebaste
of Pontus (ca. 300-380), who is kmo as &vauring asceticism, ut
not an heretic one, \ggn that he was close friend of Basil. \feg, he is
said to hae pomoted the heretics called Macedonians. Furthermore,
none of the councils of Ancyra known to us hagthimg to do with
the refusal of marriage. The mention of the council of Ancyra is im-
portant, because it is present ineal titles of the Agathonicaean eor
pus, and also it is found inside the introduction in cc0012, and in an
allusion at the end. On the other handathgnicus is ner men-
tioned in the introduction, but he found his collocation only during the
composition of the&orpora and only in the titles.

The second part itself is problematic, and | think that the tw
sub-parts indicated abe point to a composition from tw previous
texts, or to an addition to an existingteThe first sub-part is more in
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tune with the introduction, and begins with the presentation of the tw
discussants: the learned christian Stratonicus, and the bisladipofg

icus. It is to be noted that the names seem created by purpose, oppos-
ing Agatho- (good) to Strato- (opposdjut the character of Stratoni-

cus is also ambiguous, because from one side xthesdags: “One of

them stood up, called Stratonicus of Cilicia, who was wetked in

the rhetoric of the heathen, and said: | shall speak for the héathen.
But it continues:‘He said this not because he was a heathen, rather he
was a Christian, loving the road of the sahon’. Yet the first vords

of Agathonicus seem directed to a heathen.

Then there are three long demonstratioastda€elzic) by
Agathonicus, taken from the Scripture, with only one interruption of
one cursory sentence by Stratonicus. At the end of this section, Stra-
tonicus asks for arnxplanation, and after the response obfkgnicus
two new dscussants are introduced, Eunomos and Polyphaneg. The
remain inside the initial subject, i.e. the role of the fortune vs. the will
of God in the human rs.

At this point all changes: the style of the text (frapodeixisto
erotapokrisig, the anogimity of the interlocutors, and the subject sub-
mitted to discussion or explanation, constituted of rules of\viaina
for clergy or laics. For this reason we suppose that theti+parts of
the second part were originally independent. Also in our opinion the
introduction vas created for the first sub-part, and the second sub-part
was joined, perhaps from the dgpaning, just as tw works of Acath-
onicus were joined, without gimedactional adjustment, in the text of
Papyrus Carlsbag (cf. belav). Thebest explanation seems to be that
the second sub-part had a separatistence, under the name of
Agathonicus, andayethe idea to create the first sub-part. yrineere
put togetherand an historical introduction as added, to ge gecial
authority to the text.

On the gents relating to the formation of therporawe shall
speak laterBut a last interesting feature of this text is that the theolog-
ical issue treated in the first part, that of titro2a1PHCIC (although
named in a different way) connects it to the beginning of cc0021, also
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called gnomaiand combined with documents from a synod (that of
Nicaea) and moral rules.

Cc0008 ¢ontra anthropomorphitagis tightly bound to the titles
of thecorpora perhaps reealing its function according to the purpose
of the autharOf the two manuscripts, the older (CMCL.AZ) calls it
(in the title)gnomaj and in fact it begins: “Often we Wa thought of
writing some gnomai”; the otheMONB.EF, calls it pistis because
we find also: “Let us bgin to say something on the faith (pistis)’
Both state that it was apmel by ome “council of Angra”, of
course the same as that discussed/igldmit mentioned without an
specification. The text contains a discussion on the form of God, and
in the primitve vasion, in CMCL.AZ, it was strongly against anthro-
pomorphisnt' but in CMCL.EF we find a different ersion, possibly
produced in the Shenoutean milieu, perfectly anthropomorphite.

Cc0010 is the most straightfoawd and unitarian of the texts, be-
ing a typicalerotapokrisisbetween Agathonicus and Justin. It has no
title, in the sense that thedening (in CMCL.AZ) functioned origi-
nally as such: “There was [i.e. The report off MNaCIa between
the Samaritans and Athonicus;, although in MONB.EF it becomes:
“Apa Agathonicus discussing"YMNaz€) with Justin the Samari-
tan”. Both codices present no subscription. The discussion is about
the resurrection of the flesh. Justin is convinced, and als@rted.

Cc0013, contrary to cc0012aw certainly conceed by ane per
son with a unitary vie, but it was added in CMCL.AZ after the clo-
sure of thecorpusof Agathonicus cc0561, therefore it probably had a
separate existence. It contains a number déréiht subjects, whose
disposition, together with the mention of Evagrius as a source for in-
spiration, probably shwas the theological and ecclesiastical purpose of
the author(s), though we leasich analysis to other specialistEhe
work is divided in tvo parts, and each part inw&eal sections. The
first part is a general introduction, angkins the psychological atti-
tude of the author: (a) the demon of the incredulitiyo afflicts the

4. Cf. Grillmeier #3590. — Clark #4426, Gould #3993, Harmless #9534,
Bumazhne #al102 unfortunately do not deal with Agathonicus.
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author (b) Relationship with ecclesiastical colleagues. (c) Remedy
suggested by a monk (perhaps an angel). (d) Second temptation de-
feated in the sameay. (e) Third temptation lasting tthousands

days and still present. (f) The ecclesiastical authorities aagris.

(g) Lamentation and request of help from the spiritual brothers, to
whom he submits his remedy to incredulity.

The second part contains that remedy in the form of propositions
set forth by the incredulityand counter-propositions taken from the
Scripture. Afterall, it is a special kind oérotapokrisis It is conclud-
ed by an imective aganst the incredulity mother of all vices and
haereses, and aigst the Christians who are led astray by the lecture
of hellenic poetry and philosopliHomer and Socrates, i.e. Plato).

Collections

Apart from thecanonicalcharacter of all the works discussed in
this book, we ta& now into consideration the groups of works which
were assembled in order to constitute a collection formally estab-
lished, with its title(s) and opportune layouthe collections are the
result of the selection of a number of homogeneous textsnleach
of the collections, as we ¥ them in the diierent manuscripts, the
selection vas made according to peculiar purposes, depending on the
necessities suggested by thefedignt historical conditions; and this
prevented the formation of established collections. On the other hand,
it also appears that the choice was guided by the character okithe te
(namely that the contained canons), and therefore the goal of the col-
lections vas in principle the same, but it was adapted to individual cir
cumstances which are outside our pesitnovledge, &en if not out-
side sensible speculation.

Nicene collections

The main reference point of the canonico-synodical collections
appears to be the council of Nicaea. This may seem obvious,i§,
only to a certain point: as is well kiwa, we do not hae te oficial
acts of the council, li&k eg. those of Ephesus or Chalcedon, and in my
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opinion it is likely that the did not eist. The Coptic documents skio

that in the Egyptian Church there were ecclesiastical authorities who
ende&oured to remedy this situation producing fictitious acts (cc0554,
cc0555, cc0969), or to takdvantage of the same situation presenting
as (fictitious) council acts some lists of moral recommendations in or
der to gve them special status (cc0019, cc0021).

In our manuscripts we find the folling collections, that we
have identified by means of the general titles often accomipgn
them, or when the were (or may ha been) lost, by thele factoar-
rangement of the works in the manuscripts:

() In the first page of the cad® ONB.FT, there is a general ti-
tle (inscriptio, cc5462), in fact not very clear in its meaningareling
the works which follav it: NAI NE NKANWN NTEKKAHCIA <il-
legible>NTadczalcoy Nol ImTmoAlToc T <illegible> CYN-
2A0C €TOYaaB AdT <illegible> We havecalled the collection,
that it was meant to introduc&€anones HippolytF cc0462, but we
cannot say which works it contained, except for the first one, cc0021
(cf. belawv). The Greek tradition knew some Canones Hippolyti
which, as it seems, were incorporated in ccO@@dnpnes Apostolo-
rum, nn. 1-30), without ay» mention of Hippolytus, but this is out of
our question.

The first work after the title cc5462 in MONB.F#ith its ovn
specific title (cc502I8a1 NE NINWMH NTCYN20AOC NNIKA-
1a), is thegnomai of Nicaeacc0021, closed by a subscription (p. 33,
cc5021)Nal N€ [NEFNW]JMH NT[CYN20]AOC €ETOY[aaB]:

(2) A title of difficult interpretation follavs (cc5969)TTTICTIC
N[TAC]WWTTE 2N  N[I[Kala  TTO[AIC] €BOA  2ITN
[TICYN2OAOC [ETOY]AAB- It is my opinion that this title as
the inscription of what | hee alled Collectio Nicaena cc0969); it
opens without another specific title of a work, with the narration of
the circumstances of the council (cc0970), and is soon interrupted by a
lacuna after p. 34. The xtepreserved leaf with page numbers pre-
sened (p. 81-82) has thmanons of Nicae&c0566), but | think that in
between one should collocate the leaf PN.129.14.086, containing the
epistula Epiphaniiand theepistula Rufin{cc0959 and cc0960). It is
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almost certain that cc0958istula Rwlini) preceded; what is sure is
that a title follaved (item cc5969)Tal TE TMICTIC NTACWW-

ME 2N NIKAIA TITOAIC €BOA 2ITOOTC NTCYNZ2OAOC
€TOYAAB- 2N OYEIPHNH 22MHN which we interpret as the
subscriptionof the collection (cc0969) beginning at p. 33.

After this subscription there is another title (cc0972), which we

interpret as thanscriptionof a work lost in the lacuna which immedi-
ately follovs: TT2ICON NTTTICTIC: TENTAYZ2OMOAOre€l MMOC

2N NIK 1A TITOAIC: €EBOA 2ITN NETTICKOTTOC
NNEMHTPOTTOAIC NTOIKOYMENH THPC: EYME2W-
OMTENWEMNTUWMHN- NTEYHTTE- After the canons of

Nicaea (p. 81 ff., cf. ab@) and a lacuna we find the canons of Gangra
(cc0967) with a peculiar numeration (cf. &bp

(3) A true “collection of collectionswas MONB.EF-whose first
18 pages are unfortunately missing. In the presepages 19-26 there
is the sequence of cc0958ymbolum nicaenumcc0956 &nathema-
ta), cc0957 (list of bishops) that certainly formed a collection, which |
have alled Collectio Nicaena Acc0554; no title surviving, because it
begins and ends in lacuna).

In the following lacuna | wuld place the beginning of what |
have alled Collectio Nicaena Ecc0555), comprising the sequence of
cc0019 (idascalig, cc0958 épistula Rwulini, lost), cc0959 dpistula
Epiphani), cc0960 ¢pistula Rufin, cc0961 (the Holy Spirit at
Nicaea), exactly lie GOV.AC (cf. belaw). Thefollowing sequence
of canonesf various origin, with some insertions (cf. &)y begins
and ends in lacuna, and inyacase it is much less certain toviea
formed a collection.

At this point in MONB.EF we find the most extraordinary collec-
tion (cc0971, existing also in MONB.CVery fragmentary) constitut-
ed around the elus person of Agthonicus, and one (possiblyvee
existed) council of Ancyra (cf. abe). Before discussing its composi-
tion we shall remark that after the collection is collocated some mate-
rial which as it seems had an independent life aasl added for un-
known (although conceable) reasons at the end of the codex:rthe
sponsa Timothei/Petoc0403, and twdiegematacc0863.
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(4) GIOV.AC is an mportant witness, because it is earlier than

the Atripe monastery codices, and from a different ecclesiastical mi-
lieu. It contained, together with texts of different charadtes Col-
lectio Nicaena B(cc0555), introduced by the generascriptio
cc5555 (p. 120): TCYN2OAOC NNIKala €TBE TTICTIC
€ETOYOX - The end is in lacuna, but we find tBabscriptioin
MONB.EF (p. 70): TCYN20AOC NNIKala; and in MONB.FT
(PN.129.14.086)Tal TE TWICTIC NTACWWITE 2N NIKalA
TIMOAIC €BOA 2ITOOTC NTCYN2OAOC ETOYAAB: 2N
OYEIPHNH 23MHN-

Agathonicus

The two collections of works under the name ofaonicus still
lack an &haustve hstorical and theological westigation. No docu-
ment or mention of them or of the person of Agathonicus exist in
Greek or other languages of the Christigraithough in some of the
Coptic texts there is a link with Evagrius Ponticus.

(1) One collection (cc0561) is in cod€EMCL.AZ: it is opened
and closed by the same title (cc6023):

Inscription, p. 83:NEMNWMH NAFAOONIKOC TIETTICKOTTOC
NTAPCOC NTKIAIKIA €ECCYNAINEI NMMad NOI TCYNZ2O-
AOC ENTACWWITE 2N AFKYPA NTE TraAaTia: NTa
TEICYN2OAOC AE WWITE E€TBE NEYCTAOIANOC
Subscription, p. 125-126NEFNWMH  NATIA  AFAOONIKOC
TMETICKOTTOC NTAPCOC NTKIAIKIA €ECCYNAINEI NMMad9
NGl TCYN20AOC ENTACWWITE 2N  AFKYPA NTE€
TrAAATIA® NTA TEICYN20AOC AE WWITE E€TBE NEY-
CTAOIANOC:

(2) The other collection (cc0971) is in MONB,Epened by the
same title (cc6023):

p. 153-154:TMICTIC NAATTA AFAOONIKOC TETICKOTTOC
NOAPCOC NTKYAHKIA NTA420MOAOr€l MMOC 2N TCYN-
20A0C NTACWWITE 2NAFKHPA NTE TraAAATIA €Y-
CYNHNEI €EPOC THPOY NOI NETICKOTTOC NTAYCWOY2
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€ETCYN20AOC NATFKHPA- E€TBE NEYCTAOIANOC:

but closed without aw title, probably because a work was added
(cc0013; about MONB.CV cf. bel. The titles cc6023 (in
MONB.CV they are in lacuna, if any) may be considered identical, be-
cause the slight ddrences belong to the kind of liberties that the
Coptic redactors/scribes could take, according to custom. Therefore
they point to a well determined collectiorxisting at least from the

VII cent., approximate date of CMCL.AZ. It may also be said that
they were dened from the titles or content of the individuabrks,
especially cc0012, so that it is probable that the individual works pre-
existed the collection. In fact, the general title cc6023 is taken from
elements of the title of ccO008 (firstork) — rNOMaI and TICTIC

may be considered interchangeable — and of the content of cc0012,
probably the tet which originated (cf. ab@) the person of Agthoni-

cus and the council of Ancyra.

Two more observations are in order: (a) the sequence of the
works is not exactly the same in the three manuscripts containing the
collections; (b) the titles or passage formulas of the individuwaksv
are in Greek, not in Coptic as the general ones reportede abo
(cc6023).

For the point (a) the sequence of CMCL.AZ (cc0561) is: cc0008,
cc0009, cc0011+cc0010, cc0012 — where cc0011 is clearly a sec-
ondary insertion into an oldgrerhaps original, collectionubit is the
only one, so CMCL.AZ may be considered a good document of the
original conception of an Agathonicean collectiovery different is
the case of MONB.EF (cc0971), where the sequence is: ccO008+
cc0009+cc0011, cc0010, cc0011+cc0950+cc0011+cc0966, cc0012.
The sign “+'” means that there is no layout separation between the
works; so we note the unification of cc0008,9,11; and the insertion of
cc0950 and cc0966, unified, as shown in the sequence, with cc0011
(twice! and it appeared also before). The passage from this sequence
to cc0012 is in lacuna, therefore we do notvkivehether there as
(but it is probable) a layout separatiohhis, and the fact that thexts
were manipulated in order to modify some passages against anthropo-
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morphism (cc0008, cf. ale), suggests that this collection is later
than the former one.

In MONB.CV (PN.129.14.143 and 142) only a part of the collec-
tion is extant: (between lacunas) cc0010, cc0011, cc0950, cc0011,
cc0966. — What is notable here is that the individual itemen(e
cc0011, twice) are clearly separated from one another by means of an
opportune layout. This shows that yheere originally independent,
and that the insertions were made in one circumscribed miligwatb
different stages or at least with different (so to speak) acgcurac

A special case is found in theaprus of the Carlsberinstitute
of Papyrology n. 30. It is the bginning of one codex, where cc0013
was apied, without apy indication of a collection, but with a title
identical to CMCL.AZ, only translated into Coptic (in this case the
Fayumic dialect): NEI NE NATTOAOrIA NAFAOONIKOC
TMEMICKOTTOC NOAPCOC NTE TKYAIKIA €TBE TMETAT-
NE2T 2N OYZ2IPHNH NTE PNOYT 2AMHN- At the end of
cc0013 another Agathonicaean text faiép cc0012, without andivi-
sion, in orderas t seems, to constitute a single homily or tractake.
procedure lik this is by no means uncommon in Coptic, and in an
case the dialect of the text points to some peripheral milieu.

For the point (b) we stress the fdifence between titles kBkeg.
cc5009: TOY AYTOY 20MOIWC TEPI ANACTACEWC oOr
cc5012: TOY AYTOY AFAOONIKOY ETICKOTOY TOY
TAPCO KIAIKIAC, and cc6023 (cf. abe). In our opinion this
means that an original collectiorass made of some Greek (original)
texts, and this w&s the model for the translation into Coptic, where the
titles separating the works were left in Greek, a biela not unusual
in Coptic manuscripts; but the general title was added later.

Concluding Remarks

We resume here the fairly complicated obsd¢ions made in the
preceding parts, especially for what concerns the establishment of the
collections. Firspf all we want to dispose of the collection atirtix
to Hippolytus “of Rome’ (cc0462), identified by a title in MONB.FT
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(cc5462), and perhaps in the initial lacuna of MONB . Hte name of
Hippolytus represents only a pale reminiscence of the person, who is
neglected by the authors of the other prior or contemporary collec-
tions; and it is used forxes without connection to those attributed to
Hippolytus in the non-Coptic traditions. It is very uncertain which
texts, present in the very scarce fragments of MONBwere consid-

ered by the author as belonging to thigpolytus” collection. There-

fore it is better towid ary judgment, until & documents may clari-

fy the situation.

The most serious collection of Nicene documents is cc0554,
called by uscollectio Nicaena Afound only in MONB.EFunfortu-
nately with bginning and end in lacuna. It contained (at least) three
documents: tw of them authoritatiely present in the Greek collec-
tions (cc0955 Symbolum, and cc0957 episcopal subscriptions list); the
third (cc0956), anathematisms other than those comprised with the
symbolum, therefore to be taken more seriously than modern scholars
have dbne.

The most typically Coptic (& of Greek-Egyptian origin?) col-
lection of Nicene documents is cc0555 called byalkectio Nicaena
B. We qualify it so, not only because it is found in three codices:
MONB.EF, GIOV.AC, and MONB.FT (partially), but especially be-
cause it is introduced by amy peculiar text (ccO019Didascalig,
which, though included inarious shapes in the Greek tradition, has a
clear Egyptian charactas moral rather than canonical, and was-pur
posefully but apocryphally lirdd to the council of Nicaea andea to
Athanasius— A similar case is that of cc0021 Gnomai, a moral trac-
tate which was linked to Nicaea by means of the probably later addi-
tion of a theological discussion imitating a symbolum.

The sequence of canons cc0556, cc0962-5 seems well established
in the whole international tradition, because it is preserved in authori-
tative Greek and Latin manuscripts (Joannou, Turner EOMIA}, il
Coptic we note the insertion of tlsymbolum Constantinopolitanum
(cc0558) and that it was preceded, in MONB.Bf the typically
Egyptiangnomae Nicaena@&c0021).
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For what concerns Agathonicus, after what weehgid illustrat-
ing the indvidual works and the individual manuscripts, we propose
the folloving. Thefortune of Agathonicus’ in Egypt bgan with an
original version of cc0012, limited to the¥otapokrisis(second part),
to which was soon added the first part with theention of the coun-
cil of Ancyra and Stratonicus. Having thixt®btained success, other
two texts were created under the name of Agathonicus, cc0O008 and
cc0010. All this was done in Greek, in anagxvan monastic milieu
(Nitria), where a first Greekorpuswas assembled, with passage-titles
between the works. This collection is not preservetwe can knw
its organization from the most ancient Coptic collection, found in CM-
CL.AZ, where we find the (copticized) Greek passage-titles quoted
above.

The collection of CMCL.AZ vas made after the texts were trans-
lated into Coptic, but before or after the translation some changes
were produced: th@pophthgma de esurrectioneccO009 and the
Chalcedonian allusion cc0011 were inserted before cc0010, and the
apologiacc0013 was added after the end of the (original) collection.
The collection of MONB.EFleaving aside the tdual modifications
made for theological reasons (cf. abp presents the insertions of
cc0950 and cc0966 accompanied by the twice repeated Chalcedonian
allusion cc0011 (in fact the twworks concern Chalcedon); and the
tacit inclusion of cc0013, in the sense that there is no general subscrip-
tion of thecorpus MONB.FT may be an earlier example of such an
arrangement (cf. abe).

The relationship between the specific canons, the councils
canons, the Agthonicean canons, and the acts of councils is an inter
esting ivestigation not yet undertaken for the Coptidadence, but it
Is outside the object of the present contribution.



60 COPTICTEXTS RELATING TO THE CHURCH CANONS

V. TABLE OF THE WORKS
Arranged According to Composition

Canons Attributed to the Apostles

cc0088: Canones Apostol orum per C enentem I ncl udes --
nmss. CMCL.BD (p. al-81). Ins cc5088 Part of --
Sub cc6028
[ BS. QUART0519. I ns Part of --
Sub ]
BL. OR03580. 27. isol ated
MONB. QJ (p. 73-end). Ins cc5088 Part of --
Sub | ac

NM 579. 001. isol ated
PN. 129. 12. 09. i sol ated
[ BL. OR00440. npdern copy]

cc0091: Canones Apostol orum I ncl udes --
mss. CMCL.BD (p. bl-21). Ins cc5091 Part of --
Sub cc5091
[ BS. QUART0519. Ins pPart of --
Sub ]
MONB. BG (p. 1-70). Ins cc5091 Part of --
Sub | ac
MONB. QJ (p. 001-073post). Ins |ac Part of --
Sub cc5091

NM 664B. 12. isol ated
PN. 161. 051- 053. i sol ated

Canons Attributed to | nportant Persons

cc0089: Canones Athanasii (CPQ&302) I ncl udes - -
nes. BL. PAP. XXXVI . 01- 19+21- 24+PHI LLI PS16402. 1-4 Ins | ac Part of --
Sub | ac
MONB. BG (p. 107-178). Ins |ac Part of --
Sub | ac
cc0090: Canones Basilii (CPQX977) I ncl udes --
nss. DC. M5819C. 1- 8. Ins |ac Part of --
Sub | ac
DM provvO01l. Ins cc5090 Part of --
Sub | ac
G Ov. AN Ins |ac Part of --
Sub | ac

OB. COPT. B10 (fragnent)
OB. COPT. D178A (fragnent)

cc0403: Tinoty Il of Alexandria (Aelurus), Peter of Al exandria,
Responsa canoni ca, Di ataxeis (CP&520) I ncl udes - -
nss. MONB. EF (194-200). Ins cc5403 pPart of --

Sub - -
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Canons Addi ti onal
cc0863: Di egemat a
mss. MONB. EF (p. 200-201). Ins cc5863
Sub --

I nternational Canons

cc0556: Canones Concilii N caeni (CPG8513)
mss. MONB. EF (RV. B109. cass29.159.08-09). Ins |ac
Sub | ac
MONB. FT (p. 81-90). Ins |ac
Sub | ac
cc0962: Canones Ancyrani (CPG8501)
nmss. MONB. EF (p. 101-102). Ins |ac
Sub | ac
cc0963: Canones Anti ocheni (CPG8536)
mss. MONB. EF (p. 135-138). Ins |ac
Sub --
cc0964: Canones Laodi caeni (CPG8607)
nmss. MONB. EF (138, 147). I ns cc5964
Sub -- [sed:
cc0965: Canones Constantinopolitani (CPGB600)
nmss. MONB. EF (p. 148-150). Ins cc5965
Sub --
cc0967: Canones Gangrenses (CPG8554)
mss. MONB. FT (p. 131-132). Ins |ac
Sub | ac
cc0559: Decretum Concilii Ephesini (CPG800)
nmss. MONB. EF (152-153). I ns cc5559
Sub --

Ni cene Major Texts

cc0955: Synbol um Ni caenum A ( CPG8512)

nmss. MONB. EF p. 19. Ins |ac
Sub cc5955
cc0956: Anat hemata N caena
mss. MONB. EF p. 19-21. Ins cc5956
Sub --
cc0957: Nomi na Patrum N caenorum ( CPG8516)
nmss. MONB. EF (p. 21-26). I ns cc5957
Sub | ac
cc0970: Origo concilii N caeni
mss. MONB. FT (p. PN. 129.14.086v) Ins --
Sub | ac
cc0974: C ausul a Nicaena
nss. MONB. EF p. 21 col. 2. I ns speci al
Sub

Ni cene M nor Texts

cc0019: Didascalia Patrum N caenorum Syntagma
doctrinae (CP&R264, 2298)

mss. G OV. AC (p. 120-152). Ins cc5019
Sub | ac?
MONB. EF (p. 47-64). Ins lac

Sub | ac

I ncl udes --
Part of --

I ncl udes --
Part of --

Part of --

I ncl udes -
Part of --

I ncl udes -
Part of --

I ncl udes - -
Part of --

horos n_q]

case

I ncl udes - -
Part of --

I ncl udes - -
Part of --

I ncl udes - -
Part of --

I ncl udes - -
Part of cc0554cl

1

cc0019, cc0021

I ncl udes
Part of cc0554cl

1

cc0019

I ncl udes --
Part of --

I ncl udes --
Part of c¢c0969cl

I ncl udes --
Part of --

I ncl udes cc0955,
cc0956,
Part of cc0555cl

Part of cc0555cl

+
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cc0021: Sententiae Concilii Nicaeni (CPGE522)
nmes. G OV. AJ (p. 58-86). I ns

Sub

MONB. EF (p. 71-84). I ns

Sub

MONB. FT (p. 1-33). I ns

Sub

cc0961: Narratio de 318 Patribus et de Spiritu Sancto

in concilio Nicaeno

mss. G OV. AC (p. 157-158). I ns
Sub

MONB. EF (p. 70). I ns

Sub

cc5021
|l ac
cc5021
| ac
cc5021
cc5021

cc5961
| ac

Ni cene Texts Additional

cc0958: Paul i nus of Antioch, Epistula (CPQ134)

nmss. G OV. AC (p. 151-154). I ns
Sub

cc0959: Epi phanius of Salams (?), Epistula
nmss. G OV. AC (p. 155-156). I ns
Sub
MONB. EF (p. 69). I ns
Sub
MONB. FT p. 35post = PN.129.14.086. |
Sub

cc0960: Rufinus of ?, Epistula

mss. G OV. AC (p. 156-157). I ns
Sub
MONB. EF (p. 69-70). I ns
Sub
MONB. FT p. 35post = PN. 129. 14.086. |
Sub

|l ac
|l ac

|l ac

| ac

ns |ac

cc5960

|l ac

ns | ac

Counci | Text Additional

cc0558: Synbol um Concilii Constantinopolitani
mss. MONB. EF (150-152). I ns
Sub

Agat honi cus Maj or Texts

(CPG8599)

cch5558

cc0008: Agat honi cus of Tarsus, Fides Agathonici

-- [cc6023]

-- [cc6023]

nmes. CMCL. AZ (p. 73-88). I ns
Sub cc5008
MONB. EF (p. 153-159). I ns
Sub --
cc0009: De resurrectione nortuorum (apopht hegma)
mss. CMCL. AZ (p. 89-90). Ins cc5009
Sub --
MONB. EF (p. 159-160). Ins --
Sub --

cc0010: Agat honi cus of Tarsus, Disputatio cum lustino

Samaritano de resurrectione nortuorum
nes. CMCL. AZ (p. 90-96)

Ins cc6027 + cc5010

Sub --
MONB. CV (PN. 129. 14. 143) . Ins |ac

Sub - -
MONB. EF (p. 160-162). Ins ¢cc5010

Sub - -

I ncl udes cc0955,
Part of --

Part of --

Part of --

I ncl udes --

Part of cc0555cl

Part of cc0555cl

I ncl udes - -
Part of cc0555cl

I ncl udes --
Part of cc0555cl

Part of cc0555cl
Part of cc0969cl

I ncl udes --
Part of cc0555cl

Part of cc0555cl

Part of c¢c0969cl

I ncl udes --
Part of --

I ncl udes --
Part of cc0561cl

Part of cc0971cl

I ncl udes --
Part of cc0561cl

Part of cc0971cl
I ncl udes --

Part of cc0561cl
Part of cc0971cl

Part of cc0971cl

+
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cc0012: Agat honi cus of Tarsus, De providentia contra

Stratoni cum I ncl udes - -
mss. CMCL. AZ (p. 96-125). Ins cc5012 Part of cc0561c
Sub --
MONB. EF (181-194). Ins |ac Part of cc0971c
Sub --
CN. PCARL30. 1-4 (p. 15-16). I ns special case Part of cc0972
Sub
cc0013: Agat honi cus of Tarsus, Apologia, de incredulitate I ncl udes
mss. CMCL. AZ (p. 126-138). Ins cc5013 Part of --
Sub cc5013
CN. PCARL30. 1-4 (p. 1-15). I ns special case Part of cc0972
Sub
cc0972: Agat honi cus of Tarsus, Apol ogia conposita I ncl udes ¢cc0013
cc0012
mss. CN. PCARL30. 1- 4. Ins cc5013 Part of --
Sub | ac
Agat honi cus Texts Additi onal
cc0011: Titulus extravagans de synodo Chal cedonensi. I ncl udes --
mss. CMCL. AZ (p. 90). I ns special case Part of cc0561c
Sub
MONB. CV (PN. 129. 14. 143, twice). Ins special case Part of cc0971c
Sub
MONB. EF (p. 159, 162, 163). I ns special case Part of cc0971c
cc0950: Apopht hegma de incarnatione I ncl udes --
mss. MONB. CV (PN. 129. 14. 143) . Ins -- Part of cc0971c
Sub --
MONB. EF (p. 162-163). Ins -- Part of cc0561c
Sub --
cc0966: Contra concilium Chal cedonense I ncl udes - -
nes. MONB. CV (PN. 129. 14. 142) . Ins -- Part of cc0971c
Sub | ac
MONB. EF (p. 163-168). Ins -- Part of cc0971c
Sub | ac
COLLECTIONS
cc0462: Hi ppol ytus of Rone, Corpus Canonum I ncl udes cc0021 +
mss. MONB. FT (p.1-7?). Ins cc5462 pPart of --
Sub ?
cc0554: Collectio N caena A I ncl udes cc0955
cc0956
mss. MONB. EF (p. 19-21). Ins |ac Part of --
Sub cc5554
cc0555: Collectio Nicaena B I ncl udes cc0019
cc0958, c¢c0959, cc0960, cc0961
mss. G OV. AC p. 120-158. I ns cc5555 Part of --
Sub | ac
MONB. EF (p. 47-70). Ins |ac Part of --
Sub cc5555
MONB. FT (129. 14. 086) Ins -- Part of --
Sub cc5555
cc0969: Collectio N caena C I ncl udes cc0970
[cc0958], cc0959, cc0960
mss. MONB. FT (p. 33-34 and PN. 129.14.086). Ins cc5969 Part of --

Sub cc5969
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cc0561: Corpus Agat honi caeum A I ncl udes cc0008,
cc0009, cc0011+cc0010, cc0012
mss. CMCL. AZ (p. 73-126). Ins cc6023 pPart of --
Sub cc6023
cc0971: Corpus Agat honi caeum B I ncl udes c¢c0008,
cc0009, cc0010, cc0011, cc0950, cc0966, cc0012
mss. MONB. CV (PN. 129. 14. 143 and 142) Ins |ac Part of --
Sub | ac
MONB. EF (p. 153-194). Ins cc6023 pPart of --

Sub - -



APPENDICES 65

APPENDICES

1. List of the codicological units

BL.OR00440
BS.QUART0519
CMCL.AZ

CMCL.BD
CMCL.BG
DM.provv01l
GIOV.AC

GIOV.AJ
GIOV.AN
MONB.BG
MONB.CV
MONB.EF

MONB.FT

MONB.GY
MONB.LY
MONB.MN
MONB.OJ

18.

18.

17, 21, 22, 25, 27, 31, 32, 37, 38, 42, 44-48, 51,
55, 56, 59.

17, 23, 25, 33, 34, 38.

18, 26.

18, 33.

14, 22, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 33, 34, 36, 41, 54, 55,
58.

15, 23, 26, 33, 39.

15, 24, 39.

9, 24, 25, 33, 34.

9,21, 22, 25, 26, 28, 30, 31, 42, 46, 54, 56, 57.
10, 19-23, 26, 25-37, 42, 45, 46, 48, 51, 54, 55,
58, 59.

11, 23, 26, 27, 29, 30, 31-37, 42, 45, 46, 53, 55,
58, 59.

26.

26.

26.

12, 23, 33.
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2. List of the fragments

London, British LibraryOriental Manuscripts

BL.OR00440 2160.
BL.OR01320.01-41 17.
BL.OR01320.42-51 17.
BL.OR03580.27 1223, 60.
BL.OR03580.28 9.
BL.OR03580.29 12.
BL.OR03580.30 12.
BL.OR03580.31 12.
BL.OR06807.11-12 10.
BL.OR06954.01 12.
BL.OR06954.04 10.
BL.PAPVI.2-3 25.
BL.PAPVI.8 25.

Berlin, Staatsbibliothek
BS.FOL1608.1 11.
BS.FOL1608.2 11.
BS.QUARTO0519 1823, 25, 60.

Cairo, Coptic Museum (call numbers rather confused)
CAIRO.MED.MADI.MMREG16 25.
CC.9259 12.

Cairo, Institut Francais d’Arch. Orientale
CF.061-068 10.

Cambridge, Corpus Christi College, Parker Library
CH.541.46.1-2 9.

Copenagen, Carsten-Niebuhr-Instituttet
CN.PCARL30.1-4 2231, 32, 47, 50, 63.
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Cambridge, Uniersity Library (Oriental)

CU.OR1699.P1-2 133.
Dublin, Chester Beatty Library
DC.MS819C.1-8 2124, 60.
Deir el Medina, Polish Exeations
DM.provv01 18,24, 33, 60.
[Phillips Library, Cheltenham]
ex-Phillips.16402.1-4 1%0.
Geneve, Bibliotheque Bodmer

GB.61.B 17.

GB.61.E 17.

Naples, Biblioteca Nazionale (Coptic, cupboard I)
1B.10.10-17 10.
1B.10.18-23 10.
1B.10.24-27 11.
IB.14.01-02 9.

1B.14.03 9.

Leipzig, Unversitatsbibliothek
LU.1089.07 23
LU.1089.10 23

Moscawv, Pushkin Museum
MP.1.1.B0712 9.

ManchesterJohn Rylands Library (Crawford collection)
MR.064.1-2 25.

Michigan, Unversity Library
MU.0158.23 12.
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MU.0158.27

New York, P Morgan Library

nm.579.001
nm.664h12

11.

2123, 24, 60.

21,25, 60.

Oxford, Bodleian Library (Clarendon Press)

CPB51.1-4

12.

Oxford, Bodleian Library (papyrus collection, Coptic)

OB.COPTB10
OB.COPTD178A
OB.COPTE028.2

21,24, 60.
24,60.
2126.

Pais, Bibliotheque Nationale (manuscrits coptes)

PN.129.12.07
PN.129.12.09
PN.129.14.059
PN.129.14.061
PN.129.14.062
PN.129.14.063-070
PN.129.14.075-082
PN.129.14.083
PN.129.14.084
PN.129.14.085
PN.129.14.086
PN.129.14.093
PN.129.14.094-095
PN.129.14.142
PN.129.14.143
PN.130.3.50-54
PN.131.1.26
PN.131.3.26
PN.132.1.55
PN.161.051-053

9.

123, 60.

11.

10.

10.

10.

11.

11.

11.

11.

1126, 29, 30, 33-37, 53, 55, 60.
9.

11.

RO, 31, 55.

@1, 28, 31, 46, 57, 64.
9.

9.

9.

11.

2%0.
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Roma, Biblioteca Vaticana, Codices Borgiani
RV.B109.cass29.159.01-04 10.
RV.B109.cass29.159.05 10.
RV.B109.cass29.159.06-07 10.
RV.B109.cass29.159.08-09 12¥, 43.

Turin, Museo Egizio

TM.63000.03.01-14r 14.
TM.63000.03.14v-30 14.
TM.63000.03.31-46r 14.
TM.63000.03.46v-49 14.
TM.63000.03.51-56 14.
TM.63000.03.57-58 14.
TM.63000.03.60+xx 15.
TM.63000.03.62+61 15.
TM.63000.03.63 14.
TM.63000.03.63-72 15.
TM.63000.03.73+59 14.5.
TM.63000.09.01-06 15.
TM.63000.09.07-14 15.
TM.63000.09.15-24 15.
TM.63000.09.24v-33 15.
TM.63000.09.34-36 15.
TM.63000.09.37-40 15.
TM.63000.09.41-42 15.
TM.63000.13 15.

Vienna, Nationalbibliothek, Papyrussammlung (koptische Papyri)
WK.09599 9.

WK.02941A-1 26.

WK.09600-09603 9.
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3. Bibliographical List

The books listed in the CMCL bibliograplare arranged according to
their number; the others folloin alphabetical order of author.

0038 Geérard Garittd)ne lette gecque attribuée a Saint Antoinkee
Muséon 55 (1942) 97-0.523.

0109 Tito Orlandi, Testi Copti. 1. Encomio di Atanasio, 2. Vita di
Atanasio Milano, Cisalpino, 1968 = Testi e documenti per lo studio
dell’'antichita 21.

0142 Walter E. CrumDer Papyruscodr Saec. VI-VII der Phillipps-
Bibliothek in Cheltenham.dftisde theolgisde Sabriften, Strass-
burg, Trubner 1915 = Schriften der Wiss. Gesellsch. in Strasgp
18.

0162 Paul E. KahleBala'izah. Coptic €ts from Deir el-Bala’izah in
Upper EgyptLondon, Oxford Uni. Press, 1954, 2 vols.

0165 Paul A. De Lagardé@egyptiacaGottingae, 1883.

0172 Gaston Masperd;ragments coptes Recueil de Tavaux 7
(1886) 46-48, 142-0.544.

0173 Henri Munier Mélanges de littéature copte I-1ll ASAE 19
(1919) 225-241, 21 (1921) 77-88, 23 (1923) 210-228.

0191 Oskar E. von LEMMKoptische Miscellenn: Bull. Acad. Impér
de St.-Pétersbogy 1907-0.5915, passim. Reprint Leipzig, Zen-
tralantiquariat der DDR, 1972. 542 p.

0212 Pierre Batibl, Didascalia 318 Patrum pseudepagha, Paris,
1887.

0213 W Riedel, W E. Qum, The Canons of Athanasius of »d@a-
dria. The Aabic and Coptic ®rsions London, Williams and Ner
gde, 1904.

0225 Walter E. CrumThe Coptic ®rsion of the “Canons of S. Basjl’
PSBA 26 (1904) 57-62.

0231 George WHorner,The Statutes of the Apostles, or Canones Ec-
clesiasticj London, Williams And Nayae, 1904.

0232 Henry @&ttam, The Apostolical Constitutions or Canons of the
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Apostles in Coptic Oriental Translation Fund, 1848 = Oriental
Translations Fund Publications 63.

0234 Johannes Leipold§aidistie Auszi@ aus dem 8. Buche der
Apostolischen KonstitutionemU 26, 1b, Leipzig, Hinrichs, 1904.
0277 Joseph Lammger, Die sgenannten Gnomen des Concils von

Nicaeg Inaugural Dissertation, FreilgiBeyrouth, 1912.

0284 Eugene Reévillout,e Concile de Nicée d’'apres lextiex coptes
et les diveses collections canoniques. Premier voluniaris,
Maisonneuve, 1881.

0295 Giuseppe L. Dossettl, Simbolo di Nicea e di Costantinopoli.
Edizione critica Roma, 1967 = @sti e Ricerche di Scienze Reli-
giose 2 [reconstruction of MONB.EF by J. Gribomont].

0296 Heinrich K. G. GelzerPatrum Nicaenorum nomina latine
graece coptice syriace arabice armeniakceipzig, Teubnerl898 =
Scriptores Sacri et Profani 2.

0388 Walter C. ill, Johannes LeipoldtDer koptishhe TExt der
Kirchenordnung HippolytsTU 58, Berlin, Akademie, 1954.

0754 Réné-Georges Coquires canons d’HippolytePO 3.2, Raris,
1965.

1023 J. BlancFragments inedits de I'Epitomé des Constitutions Apos-
toliques Recherches de Théologie Ancienne et Médiévale 21
(1954) 295-299.

1417 Francesco RossiPapiri copti del Museo Egizio diofino, Tori-
no, Loescherl887-0.5892, 2 vols., 10 fascicules.

1462 Arnold van LantschooRecueil des colophons des manuscrits
chretiens d’EgypteLouvain, Istas, 1929 = Bibl. du Museon 1

1559 Réné-Georges Coqulre Corpus Canonum copten nouveau
complément: le Ms. Ifao Copte Grientalia 50 (1981) 40-86.

2150 Enzo Luccheslk,’ oratio | “De Laudibus S. Mariaéde Proclus
de Constantinoplé\ersion Sahidique,, in: E. Lucchesi, H.D. Saf-
frey (eds.), Mémorial... Festugiere, Geneve, Crani®84, pp.
187-0.598.
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3590 Alois GrillmeieyJesus der Christus im Glauben der &he. 24:
Die Kirche von Alexandrien mit Nubien und Athiopien ha451,
Freibug ec., Herder1990.

3676 Aziz S. Atiya, The Coptic EncyclopediaNew York etc.,
Macmillan, 1991. 8 vols.

4169 Angelo Di Berardino (ed.Rizionario Patristico e di Antigita
Cristiang Casale Monferrato, Marietti, 1983, 3 vols.

4503 Urbain BouriantNotes de voyge Recueil de Tavaux 11 (1889)
131-0.559, 15 (1893) 176-189.

4555 Walter E. CrumCatalague of the Coptic Manuscripts in the
British MuseumLondon, British Museum, 1905.

4608 Geqy Zogya Catalogus Codicum Copticorum Manuscriptorum
qui in Museo Borgiano Velitris AdservaniiRoma, Propag. Fide,
1810. Reprint Leipzig, Hinrichs 1903; Hildesheim, Olms, 1972.

4763 Leo DepuydtCatalogue of Coptic Manuscripts in the Pierpont
Morgan Library, Leuwen, Peeters, 1993 = Corpus of llluminated
Manuscripts 4.

6392 Angelo Di Berardino (a cura dbatrologia, vol. \V Dal Concilio
di Calcedonia (451) a Giovanni Damasceno (m. 750). | padri orien-
tali, Genova, Marietti, 2000.

6653 Michael KOhlbacher,Minor Texts for a History of Asceticism:
Edition in Piogress in: &Auml;gypten und Nubien in sp&auml;tan-
tiker und dristlicher Zeit Akten des 6. Internationalenof§tolo-
genlongresses, Miunster20.-26.Juli.1996, Wiesbaden, Reichert,
1999 = Sprachen unufturen des christlichen Orients, 6,1-2, Band
2, p. 144-0.554.

al29 Enzo Lucchesin Chrysostomum Copticymnalecta Bollandi-
ana 113 (1995) 362-364.

al73 Alessandro Baugia versione etiopica delle Risposte Canbeic
di Timoteo | attribuite a Pietr di Alessandria (CPG II, nr2520),
Scrinium 2 (2006) 41-57.
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a300 Tito Orlandi,The Library of the Monastery of Saint Shenute at
Atripe, in: A. Egberts, B. PMuhs, J. an der Vliet (eds.)Perspec-
tives on Panopolis. An Egyptian Town fromxaleder the Great the
Arab ConquestLeiden Boston Kaln, Brill, 2002, pp. 211-232.

a411 Tto Orlandi,Coptic BEXs Relating to theixfin Mary. An Over-
view, Roma, CIM, 2008 = Unione Accademica Nazionale, Corpus
dei Manoscritti Copti Letterari.

a462 Alessandro Baudia vessione etiopica della Didascalia dei 318
Niceni sulla retta fede e la vita monasti¢a; Ugo Zanetti, Enzo
LucchesiAegyptus ChristianaGenéve, Crame004, p. 225-248.

Claude B. ArmstrongThe Synod of Alexandria and the Schism at An-
tioch in AD. 362 Journal of Theological Studies 22 (1921)
206-221.

Otto Bardenheer, Geschitite der altkichlichen Liteatur, 2. umgear-
beitete Aufl., Freibrg im Breisgau, Herdersche eflagshandlung,
1912.

Alessandro Bausl,iste etiopiche di vescovi nicemn: P Bruns, H.O.
Luthe, (eds.)Orientalia Christiana (Eststirift Kaufhold) Wies-
baden, Harrassowitz, 2013, p. 33-74.

Angelo Di Berardino (ed.)l canoni dei concili della chiesa antica
Roma, Institutum &risticum Augustinianum, 2006-[in fieri].ols.

4 in 6 tomes. = Studia ephemeridis Augustinianum 95, 106, 119,
122, 137, 141. 8. I, C. Noce, C. Dell'Osso e D. Ceccarelli Morol-
li, I concili greci, 2006.

Wilfried Hartmann and Kenneth Pennington (eds.), The history of
byzantine and eastern canomvlto 1500, Washington, D.C., The
Catholic Unversity of America Press, 2012.

Périklés-Pierre Joannowiscipline généale antique (lle-IXe s,)
Grottaferrata, Tipografia italo-orientale S. Nilo, 1962. 4 vols.

Friedrich B. Chr MaassenGeschitite der Quellen und der Litatur
des canonischen Rechts im Abendlande bis aisgah@ des Mit-
telalters Gratz, Leuschner & Lubengk1870.
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Tito Orlandi, The Turin Coptic papyyi Augustinianum 53 (2013)
501-530.

Rudolph RiedingerHans Thurn,Die Didascalia CCCXVIIl Btrum
Nicaenorum und das Syntagma ad Mdracim Code Parisinus
Graecus 1115 (a. 1276Jahrhuch der Osterreichischen Byzantinis-
tik 35 (1985) 75-92.

Eduard Schartz, Gesammelte #ciften, Berlin, Walter de Gruyter
1938. 5 wls., vol. IV Zur Gesabichte der Alten Kiche und ihres
Rechtspp. 158-275.

Manlio SimonettilLa crisi ariana nel IV secoldRoma, Institutum B-
tristicum Augustinianum, 1975 = Studia ephemeridis Augustini-
anum, 11.

Cuthbertus H. Uirner, Ecclesiae occidentalis monumenta iuris an-
tiquissima. Canonum et conciliorum agrcorum interpetationes
latinae, Oxonii, e typographeo Clarendoniano, 1899, 3 vols.



