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For a Periodisation of Coptic Literature:  
Methodological Issues, Manuscript Evidence,  
Open Questions*
Francesco Berno - Sapienza Università di Roma

Abstract
The article aims to provide an overview periodisation system of Coptic Literature elaborated and proposed within the ‘PAThs’ 
project, covering the period between the third and the fourteenth century. Such periodisation is based on manuscript evidence. 
�Ʃƣ�ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƾƣơƿƫƺƹ�ƞƢƢƽƣƾƾƣƾᄕ�ƤƽƺƸ�ƞ�ƩƫƨƩƶǄ�ƾƣƶƣơƿƫǁƣ�ƻƣƽƾƻƣơƿƫǁƣᄕ�ƾƺƸƣ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�Ƹƺƾƿ�ƽƣƶƣǁƞƹƿ�ƸƣƿƩƺƢƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ƫƾƾǀƣƾ�ƽƣƶƞƿƣƢ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ�
study of Coptic literary and manuscript tradition, with special attention being given to the relationship between the notions of 
‘original work’ and ‘translation’, and to the Greek-Coptic diglossia. A second part examines some important textual issues raised by 
the late homiletic corpora, by proposing the analysis of two case studies, the former addressing the redrafting process of a known 
Greek composition (Gregory of Nyssa’s De deitate Filii et Spiritus Sancti), the latter revealing equally complex rewriting phenome-
na related to an allegedly Coptic original text (Ps.-Athanasius’ De homicidiis).

Keywords
Coptic literature, periodisation, authors, works, re-writing processes.

ᇳᄙᏺIntroduction and preliminary remarks
Among the most pressing needs of an Atlas�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣ�ƫƾ�ƿƩƣ�ƢƣƧƬƹƫƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƞ�ơƩƽƺƹƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ƨƽƫƢ�
reference in which to insert, study, and evaluate extant literary production as conveyed by Coptic man-
ǀƾơƽƫƻƿƾᄙ��ƺǂƣǁƣƽᄕ�ƿƩƣ�ƢƫƦƧƬơǀƶƿ�ƿƞƾƴ�ƺƤ�ƻƽƺǁƫƢƫƹƨ�ƞ�ƾǄƾƿƣƸƞƿƫơᄕ�ơƞƻƫƶƶƞƽǄᄕ�ƞƹƢ�ƣǃƿƣƹƾƫǁƣ�ƫƹǁƣƾƿƫƨƞƿƫƺƹ�ƫƹƿƺ�
the entire paths of Coptic literature – hereafter narrowly interpreted, by the exclusion of semi-literary 
compositions and documentary materials – remains one of the most urgent desiderata of Coptic Studies, 
ƞƶƿƩƺǀƨƩ�ƞ�ƹǀƸƟƣƽ�ƺƤ�ƽƣƸƞƽƴƞƟƶƣ�ơƺƹƿƽƫƟǀƿƫƺƹƾ�Ʃƞƾ�ƶƞƫƢ�ƧƬƽƸ�ƤƺǀƹƢƞƿƫƺƹƾ�Ƥƺƽ�ƤǀƽƿƩƣƽ�ƽƣƾƣƞƽơƩᄙ1

The long-standing and serious challenges associated with a comprehensive periodisation of Coptic 
ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣ�ƞƽƣ�ǂƣƶƶ�ƴƹƺǂƹᄙ��ǀƦƧƬơƣ�ƫƿ�ƿƺ�ƽƣơƞƶƶ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƾƣǁƣƽƞƶ�ƿƣǃƿƾ�ƿƽƞƹƾƸƫƿƿƣƢ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƶƞƹƨǀƞƨƣ�Ʃƞǁƣ�ƾƿƫƶƶ�
ƿƺ�Ɵƣ�ƫƢƣƹƿƫƧƬƣƢᄕ�ƾƿǀƢƫƣƢᄕ�ƣƢƫƿƣƢᄕ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƿƩƣ�ǁƫƽƿǀƞƶ�ƽƣơƺƹƾƿƽǀơƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƣƹƿƫƽƣ�ƞƹơƫƣƹƿ�ơƺƢƫơƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ǀƹƫƿƾ�
ƫƾ�ơǀƽƽƣƹƿƶǄ�ƾƿƫƶƶ�ƫƹ�ƻƽƺƨƽƣƾƾᄖ�ƹƺƿ�ƿƺ�Ƹƣƹƿƫƺƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƞƽƢǀƺǀƾ�ƢƫƦƧƬơǀƶƿƫƣƾ�ƫƹƩƣƽƣƹƿ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƾƻƣơƫƧƬơ�Ƥƣƞƿǀƽƣƾ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�
extant Coptic manuscripts and the ‘optical distortions’ they show to the modern scholar. On these pivotal 
phenomena we will come back on several occasions in the present contribution.

Moreover, numerous aspects concerning the analysis of single textual traditions or strings of tra-
Ƣƫƿƫƺƹƾ�ƞƽƣ�ƾƿƫƶƶ� Ƥƞƽ� ƤƽƺƸ�Ʃƞǁƫƹƨ�Ɵƣƣƹ�ƢƣƧƬƹƫƿƫǁƣƶǄ�ƞơƩƫƣǁƣƢᄙ��ƹ�ƿƩƫƾ�ƽƣƾƻƣơƿᄕ� ưǀƾƿ�ƿƩƫƹƴ�ƞƟƺǀƿ�ƾƺƸƣ�ǁƣƽǄ�
ƻƣơǀƶƫƞƽ�ƥƷǀƫƢ�ǂƺƽƴƾᄕ�ǂƩƫơƩ�ƞƻƻƣƞƽ�ƞƾ�ƞơƿǀƞƶ�ƶƞƟƺƽƞƿƺƽƫƣƾ�ƺƤ�ƾƣƶƣơƿƫƺƹᄕ�ƫƹƿƣƽƻƽƣƿƞƿƫƺƹᄕ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƽƞƹƾƸƫƾƾƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�
ƞƶǂƞǄƾ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�ơƺƸƟƫƹƞƿƫƺƹƾ�ƸƞƢƣ�ǀƻ�ƺƤ�ƺƽƫƨƫƹƞƶƶǄ�ƫƹƢƣƻƣƹƢƣƹƿ�ƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ�ǀƹƫƿƾᄙ��ƞƸ�Ʃƫƹƿƫƹƨ�ƹƺƿ�ƺƹƶǄ�ƞƿ�
the gnomic collections known as Dicta philosophorum, Menandri Sententiae, Sexti Sentences2 – for which 

ᅚᏺ�Ʃƣ�ƻƽƣƾƣƹƿ�ƞƽƿƫơƶƣ�ƫƾ�ƺƹƣ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƾơƫƣƹƿƫƧƬơ�ƺǀƿơƺƸƣƾ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�	����ƢǁƞƹơƣƢ�ƻƽƺưƣơƿ�ᅵ���Ʃƾ�ᅬ��ƽƞơƴƫƹƨ��ƞƻǄƽǀƾ�ƞƹƢ��ƞƽơƩƸƣƹƿ�
Paths: An Archaeological Atlas of Coptic Literature. Literary Texts in their Geographical Context: Production, Copying, Usage, 
�ƫƾƾƣƸƫƹƞƿƫƺƹ�ƞƹƢ��ƿƺƽƞƨƣᅷᄕ�ƤǀƹƢƣƢ�ƟǄ�ƿƩƣ�	ǀƽƺƻƣƞƹ��ƣƾƣƞƽơƩ��ƺǀƹơƫƶᄕ��ƺƽƫǅƺƹ�ᇴᇲᇴᇲ�ƻƽƺƨƽƞƸƸƣᄕ�ƻƽƺưƣơƿ�ƹƺᄙ�ᇸᇺᇹᇷᇸᇹ�ᄬ�ᄘ��ƞƺƶƞ�
�ǀǅƫᄕ��ƞƻƫƣƹǅƞ��ƹƫǁƣƽƾƫƿǆ�Ƣƫ��ƺƸƞᄭᄕ�ƩƿƿƻᄘᄧᄧƻƞƿƩƾᄙǀƹƫƽƺƸƞᇳᄙƫƿᄙ��ǂƺǀƶƢ�ƶƫƴƣ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƞƹƴ��ƽƺƤᄙ��ƶƟƣƽƿƺ��ƞƸƻƶƞƹƫ�Ƥƺƽ�Ʃƫƾ�ƶƣƞƽƹƣƢ�ƾǀƨƨƣƾ-
tions and feedback on several relevant aspects of my contribution.
ᇳᏺ��ƞƸ�Ʃƫƹƿƫƹƨᄕ�Ƥƺƽ�ƫƹƾƿƞƹơƣᄕ�ƞƿ�ƿƩƣ�ƼǀƞƢƽƫƣƹƹƞƶ�ƽƣƻƺƽƿƾ�ƺƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƾƿǀƢƫƣƾ�ƺƹ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄘؗءؔ؟إ���ᇳᇻᇹᇺᄖإ� ;1992 ؗءؔ؟إ��-
 �ᇴᇲᇳᇸƟᄙ��ƣƣ�ƞƶƾƺ�ƿƩƣ�ǁƞƶǀƞƟƶƣ�status quaestionis provided inإؘؠ؟؛�ᇴᇲᇳᇸƞᄖ��ؘإؘؠ؟؛�ᇴᇲᇲᇸᄖ��ؘ؟ؘؠؠ	 ;1999 ؗءؔ؟إ� ;1993 ؗءؔ؟
��ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄙؗؔتؔآ�
ᇴᏺ��ƣƣحب���ᇴᇲᇳᇹᄙ



ᇴᇻᇸ Francesco Berno

�ƺƻƿƫơ�ƸƣƽƣƶǄ�ƸƞƨƹƫƧƬƣƾ� ƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�ƻƩƣƹƺƸƣƹƞ�ƞƶƽƣƞƢǄ�ƺơơǀƽƽƫƹƨ� ƫƹ�ƻƽƣǁƫƺǀƾ� ƶƫƹƨǀƫƾƿƫơ� ƿƽƞƢƫƿƫƺƹƾ�ᅬᄕ3 but 
ƞƶƾƺᄕ�ƞƹƢ�Ƹƺƽƣ�ƫƸƻƺƽƿƞƹƿƶǄᄕ�ƞƿ�ƿƩƣ�ƶƞƿƣ�ƩƺƸƫƶƣƿƫơ�ơƺƽƻƺƽƞᄙ�ƹ�ƾǀơƩ�ǁƣǃƣƢ�Ƹƞƹǀƾơƽƫƻƿ�ƣǁƫƢƣƹơƣᄕ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�
textual units are freely rearranged, recombined, redrafted, by often intertwining portions of translated 
Greek models and original insertions. Nevertheless, it is worth observing that totally analogous considera-
tions could be extended to the entirety of Coptic production, in order to highlight the remarkable degree 
ƺƤ�ƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ�ƥƷǀƫƢƫƿǄ�ƢƫƾƻƶƞǄƣƢ�ƟǄ�ǁƫƽƿǀƞƶƶǄ�ƣƞơƩ�ƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ�ǂƫƿƹƣƾƾᄕ�ƞƾ�Ƥƞƽ�ƞƾ�ơƞƹ�Ɵƣ�ơƺƹơƶǀƢƣƢ�ƤƽƺƸ�ƿƩƣ�ƻƺƺƽ�
condition of Coptic manuscript remnants.

ƿ�Ƥƺƶƶƺǂƾᄕ�inter alia, that only an analysis built on a relational system – that is, a system in which 
ƣǁƣƽǄ�ƞƾƻƣơƿ�ƫƹǁƺƶǁƣƢ�ƫƹ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ơǀƶƿǀƽƞƶ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹ�ᄬƿƩƣ�ƫƢƣƹƿƫƧƬơƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƞ�ᅵƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ�ǀƹƫƿᅷᄕ�ƿƩƣ�ƾƿǀƢǄ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�
Ƹƞƹǀƾơƽƫƻƿ�ƣǁƫƢƣƹơƣƾᄕ�ƿƩƣ�ƞƽơƩƞƣƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ơƺƹƿƣǃƿᄕ�ƿƩƣ�ƨƣƺƨƽƞƻƩƫơƞƶ�ƻƣƽơƣƻƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƞƹơƫƣƹƿ�	ƨǄƻƿᄕ�ƞƹƢ�ƾƺ�
ƺƹᄭ�ƫƾ�ơƶƺƾƣƶǄ�ơƺƹƹƣơƿƣƢ�ƿƺ�ƣƞơƩ�ƺƿƩƣƽ�ᅬ�ƸƫƨƩƿ�Ʃƺƻƣ�ƿƺ�ơƺƹǁƣƹƫƣƹƿƶǄ�ƞƢƢƽƣƾƾ�ƾǀơƩ�ƞ�Ƹƞǅƣ�ƺƤ�ƽƣƢƞơƿƫƺƹƾᄕ�
versions, and continuously rewritten texts.4

As a result, two fundamental methodological boundaries underlying the following pages are to be 
preliminarily declared. Firstly, the impossibility to univocally isolating and distinguishing the literary tra-
dition extant in Coptic from the coeval and never ceased literary production in Greek, in the light of 
ƿƩƣ��ƞƿƣᅟ�ƹƿƫƼǀƣ�	ƨǄƻƿƫƞƹ�diglossiaᄙ� ƹƢƣƣƢᄕ��ƺƻƿƫơ� ƶƫƿƣƽƞơǄ� ƾƩƺǀƶƢ�Ɵƣ� ƾƣƣƹ�ƞƾ�ƞƹ�ƣƸƣƽƨƫƹƨ�ƻƩƣƹƺƸƣ-
non, resulting from claims and needs that went far beyond the mere necessity to transfer the theological 
production circulating in Greek into a more widely understandable language.ᇷ Such a lasting linguistic 
‘competition’ and cohabitation between (at least)ᇸ Greek and Coptic will acquire, after Chalcedon, a fur-
ƿƩƣƽ�ƾƻƣơƫƧƬơ�ƾǄƸƟƺƶƫơ�ǁƞƶǀƣᄕ�ƟǄ�Ƹƞƽƴƫƹƨ�ƿƩƣ�ơƞƣƾǀƽƞ�Ɵƣƿǂƣƣƹ�ᅵƸƻƣƽƫƞƶᅷ��ƩǀƽơƩᅷƾ�ƞƹƢ��ƫƞƻƩǄƾƫƿƣ��ƩǀƽơƩᅷƾ�
more proper language, resulting in an intentionally increasing gap between the two linguistic traditions.ᇹ 
Moreover, the targeted use of the two languages has to be taken into consideration in the analysis of the 
�ƺƻƿƫơ�ơƽƫƿƣƽƫƞ�Ƥƺƽ�ƾƣƶƣơƿƫƹƨ�ǂƩƣƿƩƣƽ�ƞ��ƽƣƣƴ�ǂƺƽƴ�ƩƞƢ�ƿƺ�Ɵƣ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƣƢ�ƺƽ�ƹƺƿᄙ�ƹ�ƻƞƽƿƫơǀƶƞƽᄕ�ƫƿ�Ƣƺƣƾ�ƹƺƿ�
seem appropriate to detach such a problematic cohabitation from the evidence that the vast majority of 
ƿƩƣ�ƺƦƧƬơƫƞƶ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƶƣǃƞƹƢƽƫƞƹ��ƣƣ�ᄬƞƾ�ǂƣƶƶ�ƞƾ�ƿƩƣ�ƺƿƩƣƽ�Ƹƞưƺƽ�ƞƽơƩƫƣƻƫƾơƺƻƞƶ�ƾƣƣƾᄭ�ơƺƹƿƫƹǀƣƢ�
ƿƺ�Ɵƣ�ơƺƸƻƺƾƣƢᄕ�ƽƣƞƢ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƽƞƹƾƸƫƿƿƣƢ�ƫƹ��ƽƣƣƴᄕ�ƢƣƣƻƶǄ�ƫƹƥƷǀƣƹơƫƹƨ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣ�ǂƫƿƩƺǀƿ�ƞƹǄ�ƹƣƣƢ�Ƥƺƽ�
a direct passage through Coptic.

Secondly, it is worth stressing the ambiguity of the notions of ‘original work’ and ‘originality’ them-
selves,  categories massively employed in any systematic access to the Coptic literature, which the afo-
ƽƣƸƣƹƿƫƺƹƣƢ�	ƨǄƻƿƫƞƹ�ƟƫƶƫƹƨǀƞƶƫƾƸ� ƶƣƞƢƾ�ƹƣǁƣƽƿƩƣƶƣƾƾ� ƿƺ�ƢƫƾƞƸƟƫƨǀƞƿƣᄕ�ƟǄ�Ƣƫƾơƣƽƹƫƹƨ�ƞ�ƹƞƽƽƺǂ�ƤƽƺƸ�ƞ�
broader sense. 

The former intercepts the well-known querelle on the postulation of an (eventually lost) Greek mo-
del behind any Coptic work,ᇺ unless there is a clear proof to the contrary.9 Although fully aware of the 
ƢƫƦƧƬơǀƶƿƫƣƾ�ƫƹ�ƾƺƶǁƫƹƨ�ƾǀơƩ�ƞ�ƤƺǀƹƢƫƹƨ�Ƣƫƾƻǀƿƣ�ƺƹ�ƶƫƹƨǀƫƾƿƫơᄕ�ƻƩƫƶƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶᄕ�Ʃƫƾƿƺƽƫơƞƶ�ƨƽƺǀƹƢƾᄕ�ᅵ���Ʃƾᅷ�ƾƿƞƹơƣ�
is programmatically resolute, by maintaining that, from the time of Shenoute onward, it is possible to 
recognise the existence of Coptic compositions disclosing no direct dependence on Greek previous texts. 

�Ʃƣ�ƶƞƿƿƣƽᄕ�ƫƹƾƿƣƞƢᄕ�ƫƹƿƽƺƢǀơƣƾ�ƞƹ�ƣǁƣƹ�Ƹƺƽƣ�ƽƣƧƬƹƣƢ�ƞƹƢ�ƾƫƨƹƫƧƬơƞƹƿ�ƫƾƾǀƣᄕ�ƟǄ�ƻƺƫƹƿƫƹƨ�ƺǀƿ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƿƽƞƹ-
ƾƶƞƿƫƺƹ�ơƞƹ�ƽƣƻƽƣƾƣƹƿ�ƞ�ƤƺƽƸ�ƺƤ�ƺƽƫƨƫƹƞƶ�ơƺƸƻƺƾƫƿƫƺƹᄕ�ƻƽƺǁƫƢƣƢ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƫƿ�ƣǃƩƫƟƫƿƾ�ƿƩƣ�ƞƨƣƹơǄ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƧƬƹƞƶ�ƽƣ-
dactor in selecting, cutting and recomposing materials maintaining no original mutual connection. 

ᇵᏺ��Ƥᄙ��ؔء؟إ�ᇴᇲᇲᇶᄙ
ᇶᏺ��Ƥᄙؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇳᇺƞᄙ��ƾ�Ƥƺƽ�ƿƩƣ�ᅵ���Ʃƾᅷ�ƸƣƿƩƺƢƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ƺƻƿƫƺƹƾᄕ�ƾƣƣحب���ᅟءؚؔؗآ���ᅟ��ؘآءإ�ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄙ
ᇷᏺ��ƹ�ƿƩƣ�ǁƣǃƣƢ�Ƽǀƣƾƿƫƺƹƾ�ƽƣƨƞƽƢƫƹƨ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƞƾ�ƿƞƽƨƣƿ�ƶƞƹƨǀƞƨƣᄕ�ơƤᄙ��ƞƸƻƶƞƹƫ�ᇴᇲᇳᇷƟᄕ�ƞƹƢ��ƞƸƻƶƞƹƫ�ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄙ��ƹ�ƿƩƣ�Ƹƺƽƣ�ƨƣƹƣƽƞƶ�ƫƾƾǀƣ�
related to the relationship between Greek and Coptic, see إؘا؛ؖ��ᇴᇲᇲᇻᄖ��ؚؔ؟؟ؔء�ᇴᇲᇲᇷᄖ1991 ؘئبؔإ��. As for the relevant issue of 
the role played by Greek in Coptic liturgy, see ۋ؞؟د؛��ᇴᇲᇳᇻᄙ
ᇸᏺ��Ƥᄙ�
�ᇴᇲᇲᇻᄙاؘءإبآ
ᇹᏺ��Ʃƫƾ�ơƺǀƶƢ�ƹƺƿ�Ƥƞƫƶ�ƿƺ�Ʃƞǁƣ�ƞƹ�ƫƹƥƷǀƣƹơƣ�ƺƹ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƞƿƿƫƿǀƢƣ�ƿƺǂƞƽƢ�ƻƞƨƞƹ�ƞƹƿƫƼǀƫƿǄᄙ��ƣƣ�
-�ᇴᇲᇳᇳ. A more nuanced concluاؘءإبآ
sion in 1992 ؔ؞ؖجحئأ�. 
ᇺᏺ��Ǆ�ᅵǂƺƽƴᅷ��Ƹƣƞƹ�Ʃƣƽƣ�ǂƩƞƿؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇳᇵƞ�ƢƣƧƬƹƣƾ�ᅵƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ�ǀƹƫƿᅷᄕ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƫƾᄕ�ǂƩƞƿ�ƫƾ�ᅵƫƢƣƹƿƫƧƬƣƢ�ƫƹ�ƸƺƢƣƽƹ�ƾơƩƺƶƞƽƾƩƫƻ�ƟǄ�Ƹƣƞƹƾ�
ƺƤ�ƞǀƿƩƺƽ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƫƿƶƣ�ᄴᄚᄵᄕ�Ɵǀƿ�ƞƶƾƺ�ƾƻƣơƫƤǄƫƹƨ�ƿƩƣ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�ƨƣƹƽƣᅷ�ᄬᇻᇳᄭᄖ�ƿƩǀƾᄕ�ƞ�ǂƺƽƴ�ơƞƹ�Ɵƣ�ƻƽƣƾƣƽǁƣƢ�ƟǄ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�ᅵơƺƢƫơƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ǀƹƫƿƾᅷᄙ�
ƹƾƿƣƞƢᄕ��ǀƾƣ�ᅵƿƣǃƿᅷ�ᅬ�ǂƩƫơƩ�ƫƾ�ƞƹ�ƫƹƿƽƫƹƾƫơƞƶƶǄ�ǂƫƢƣƽ�ƞƹƢ�ǁƞƨǀƣƽ�ƿƣƽƸ�ᅬ�ƿƺ�ƽƣƤƣƽ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ�ơƺƹơƽƣƿƣ�ƞƹƢ�ǀƹƫƼǀƣ�Ƣƫơƿƞƿƣ�ƺƤ�ƞ�ǂƺƽƴᄕ�ƿƩƞƿ�
ƫƾᄕ�ƿƩƣ�ơƺƸƟƫƹƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ǂƺƽƢƾᄕ�ƨƽƞƸƸƞƿƫơƞƶ�ƾƿƽǀơƿǀƽƣƾᄕ�ƞƹƢ�ƾƣƹƿƣƹơƣ�ƻƞƿƿƣƽƹƾ�ƞƿƿƣƾƿƣƢ�ƫƹ�ƞ�ƾƻƣơƫƧƬơ�Ƹƞƹǀƾơƽƫƻƿᄙ
ᇻᏺ��ƣƣئؘ؛ؖؖب���ᇴᇲᇲᇲᄕ�ᇺᇹᄙ��ƣƣ�ƞƶƾƺئؘ؛ؖؖب���ᇳᇻᇺᇺᄙ��Ʃƣ�Ƣƫƾƿƫƹơƿƫƺƹ�Ɵƣƿǂƣƣƹ�ᅵǂƺƽƴᅷᄕ�ᅵƿƣǃƿᅷᄕ�ƞƹƢ�ᅵƢƺơǀƸƣƹƿᅷ�ƫƾ�ƿƩƣ�ƿƺƻƫơ�ƺƤ�ƞ�Ƽǀƫƿƣ�
ƶƞƽƨƣ�ƾơƩƺƶƞƽƶǄ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄕ�ƺƹ�ǂƩƫơƩ��ơƞƹƹƺƿ�Ƥƺơǀƾ�Ʃƣƽƣᄙ��ƽƣƤƣƽᄕ�Ƥƺƽ�ƫƹƾƿƞƹơƣᄕ�ƿƺ��ؔ1991 ئءؘاإ and ءآئءؕآ��ᇴᇲᇳᇵᄙ



For a Periodisation of Coptic Literature ᇴᇻᇹ

�ƺƹƾƣƼǀƣƹƿƶǄᄕ� ƿƩƣ�Ƣƫƾƿƫƹơƿƫƺƹ�Ɵƣƿǂƣƣƹ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹ�ƞƹƢ�ƺƽƫƨƫƹƞƶ� ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣ� ƫƾ�ǀƹƢƣƧƬƹƣƢ�ƞƹƢ�ǀƹơƣƽ-
tain, not only for practical reasons (i.e., our subjective�ƢƫƦƧƬơǀƶƿǄ�ƫƹ�ƢƫƾƿƫƹƨǀƫƾƩƫƹƨ�ƞ�ᅵƨƣƹǀƫƹƣᅷ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƻƽƺ-
duction), but also on a methodological basis (i.e., the objective�ƢƫƦƧƬơǀƶƿǄ�ƫƹ�Ƣƣƿƣơƿƫƹƨ�ƿƩƫƾ�ƻƞƽƿƫƿƫƺƹ in the 
ancient sources).ᇳᇲ 

�ǀơƩ�ƾơƩƺƶƞƽƶǄ�Ƣƫǁƫƾƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƞƹơƫƣƹƿ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹ�ᅬ�Ʃƣƫƽ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƿƽƞƢƫƿƫƺƹƞƶ�ơƶƞƾƾƫƧƬơƞƿƫƺƹ�ƫƹ�
genuinaᄧdubiaᄧspuria�ᅬ�ƫƾ�Ʃƺǂƣǁƣƽ�ơƺƹƹƣơƿƣƢ�ǂƫƿƩ�ƞƹƺƿƩƣƽᄕ�Ƥƞƽ�Ƹƺƽƣ�ƾƫƨƹƫƧƬơƞƹƿ�ƻƩƣƹƺƸƣƹƺƹᄕ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƫƾᄕ�ƿƩƣ�
pseudonymous attribution of a work to an author of an earlier period.11 

ƹƢƣƣƢᄕ� ƻƾƣǀƢƺƣƻƫƨƽƞƻƩǄᄕ� ƿƩƞƿ� ƫƾᄕ� ƿƩƣ� ƞƿƿƣƸƻƿ� ƿƺ� ơƺƹƹƣơƿ� ƞ� ƶƞƿƣ� ƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ� ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹ� ᄬƹƺƿ� ǀƹƶƫƴƣƶǄ�
ơƺƸƻƺƾƣƢ�ƫƹ��ƺƻƿƫơᄭ�ǂƫƿƩ�ƞ�Ƥƞƽ�ƣƞƽƶƫƣƽ��ƩǀƽơƩ�
ƞƿƩƣƽᄕ�ƞƻƻƣƞƽƾ�ƞƾ�ƞ�ƤǀƹƢƞƸƣƹƿƞƶ�ƣƶƣƸƣƹƿ�ƺƤ�ơƶƞƾƾƫƧƬơƞƿƫƺƹ�
Ƥƺƽ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄙ�ƿ�ƞƶƶƺǂƾᄕ�ƫƹƢƣƣƢᄕ�ƿƺ�ƞƢƢƽƣƾƾ�ƞƹƢ�ƣǁƞƶǀƞƿƣ�ƹƺƿ�ƺƹƶǄ�ƿƩƣ�ƿƩƣƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ƣǁƺƶǀƿƫƺƹ�ǀƹƢƣƽ-
ƨƺƹƣ�ƟǄ�ƞ�ƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ�ƿƽƞƢƫƿƫƺƹ�ơƺƹƹƣơƿƣƢ�ƿƺ�ƞ�ƻƽƺƸƫƹƣƹƿ�ƻƽƺƿƺᅟ�Ʃƽƫƾƿƫƞƹ�ƶƣƞƢƫƹƨ�ƧƬƨǀƽƣᄕ�Ɵǀƿ�ƞƶƾƺ�ƫƿƾ�Ƣƣƨƽƣƣ�
ƺƤ�ƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ�ƥƷǀƫƢƫƿǄ�ƞƹƢ�Ƣƺơƿƽƫƹƞƶ�ƥƷƣǃƫƟƫƶƫƿǄᄙ��ƺǂ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƺ�ǂƩƞƿ�ƣǃƿƣƹƿ�Ƣƺ�ƿƩƣ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹ�ƽƣƶƫƞƟƶǄ�ƞƿƿƽƫƟǀƿƣƢ�
to an author and its ‘apocryphal extension’ relate to each other? Which degree of variation does such a 
phenomenon testify in the Coptic tradition?12

Therefore, a systematic history of Coptic literature must strive to overcome an excessively schematic 
ƞƹƢ�ƧƬƽƸ�Ƣƫƾƿƫƹơƿƫƺƹ�Ɵƣƿǂƣƣƹ�ƺƽƫƨƫƹƞƶ�ǂƺƽƴƾ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹƾᄕ13�ƞƾ�ǂƣƶƶ�ƞƾ�ƞƹ�ƣƼǀƞƶƶǄ�ƞƽƿƫƧƬơƫƞƶ�ƿƞǃƺƹƺƸǄ�ƞơơƺƽ-
ding to its content,14�ƾƫƹơƣ�ƿƩƣ�ƫƢƣƹƿƫƧƬơƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƞ�ơƺƩƣƽƣƹƿ�ƞƹƢ�ơƺƹƾƫƾƿƣƹƿ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ơƺƢƫƧƬơƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�
ƨƣƹƽƣ�ƫƾ�ƣƼǀƞƶƶǄ�ƞ�ƢƫƦƧƬơǀƶƿ�ᄬƹƺƿ�ƿƺ�ƾƞǄᄕ�ƫƸƻƺƾƾƫƟƶƣᄭ�ƿƞƾƴᄙ��ƺƸƫƶǄᄕ�ƾƣƽƸƺƹᄕ�ƸƞƽƿǄƽƢƺƸᄕ�ƩƞƨƫƺƨƽƞƻƩƫơƞƶ�ǂƺƽƴᄕ�
logos, et similia, are in most cases just bare labels ascribed by late inscriptiones, whose unreliable nature, in 
ƿƩƫƾ�ƽƣƾƻƣơƿᄕ�Ʃƞƾ�Ɵƣƣƹ�ơƺƹơƶǀƾƫǁƣƶǄ�ƢƣƸƺƹƾƿƽƞƿƣƢ�ƟǄ��ƞƺƶƞ��ǀǅƫᅷƾ�ƫƹǁƣƾƿƫƨƞƿƫƺƹƾᄕ�ǂƫƿƩ�ƾƻƣơƫƞƶ�ƽƣƤƣƽƣƹơƣ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ�
late periods of the manuscript transmission.ᇳᇷ For his part, Tito Orlandi had underlined a process of ‘homo-
genisation’ of the Coptic genres,ᇳᇸ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƫƾᄕ�ƞ�ƽƣƞƽƽƞƹƨƣƸƣƹƿ�ƞƹƢ�ƞ�ᅵƸƣƶƿƫƹƨ�ƻƺƿᅷ�ƺƤ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�Ƥƣƞƿǀƽƣƾ�
ƞƹƢ�ƸƺƿƫƤƾᄙ�ƹ�ƾƩƺƽƿᄕ�ƹƺ�ǀƹƫƤƺƽƸ�ƨƣƹƽƣᅟƾǄƾƿƣƸ�ơƞƹ�Ɵƣ�ƽƣơƺƨƹƫƾƣƢ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣ�ᄬƣǃƿƞƹƿᄭ��ƺƻƿƫơ�Ƹƞƹǀƾơƽƫƻƿ�ƿƽƞƢƫƿƫƺƹᄙ

�ƹƢƺǀƟƿƣƢƶǄᄕ�ƾǀơƩ�ƞƹ�ƣǃƿƽƣƸƣƶǄ�ơƺƸƻƶƣǃ�ƾƿƞƿƣ�ƺƤ�ƞƦƤƞƫƽƾ�Ʃƞƾ�ƶƫƸƫƿƣƢ�ƿƩƣ�ƞƿƿƣƸƻƿƾ�ƿƺ�ƻƽƺǁƫƢƣ�ƞ�ƨƣƹƣ-
ral evaluation of the history of Coptic literature and its long-term characterising phenomena. There is no 
need to remind here, as a notable exception, the foundational contributions by Tito Orlandi, on which our 
ƽƣƥƷƣơƿƫƺƹᄕ�ƫƿƾ�ǀƹƢƣƽƶǄƫƹƨ�ƸƣƿƩƺƢƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ƺƻƿƫƺƹƾᄕ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ�ƽƣƾǀƶƿƫƹƨ�ƻƽƺƻƺƾƞƶ�ƞƽƣ�ƾƿƽǀơƿǀƽƞƶƶǄ�ƢƣƻƣƹƢƣƹƿᄙᇳᇹ

Nonetheless, a thorough and comprehensive inquiry appears ever more pressing at this juncture, 
when, thanks to the above mentioned and other, numerous essays – devoted to historical, literary, codico-
ƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ƫƾƾǀƣƾᄕ�ƟƺƿƩ�ƤƽƺƸ�ƾƻƣơƫƧƬơ�ƞƹƢ�ǂƫƢƣƽ�ƻƣƽƾƻƣơƿƫǁƣƾ�ᅬᄕᇳᇺ�ǂƣ�ơƞƹ�ƟƣƹƣƧƬƿ�ƤƽƺƸ�ƞ�ơƶƣƞƽƣƽ�ƻƫơƿǀƽƣ�ƺƤ�ƾƺƸƣ�
important constants and trends of Coptic literacy and writing activity. 

This includes a deeper perception of the role played by the theological and political crises that Cop-
tic religious life had to experience as consistent turning and dividing points. As a matter of fact, Coptic 
literature cannot be set apart from the events leading to and resulting from the Melitian and Chalcedonian 
schisms, the Arab conquest, and from their pendant in terms of theological controversy, such as the Arian 
Ƣƺơƿƽƫƹƣᄕ� ƿƩƣ��ƫƞƻƩǄƾƫƿƣ�ƢƣƟƞƿƣᄕ� ƿƩƣ��ƣƾƿƺƽƫƞƹ� ơƺƹƢƣƸƹƞƿƫƺƹ� ƫƹ�	ƻƩƣƾǀƾᅷ� ơƞƹƺƹƾᄙ� ƹƢƣƣƢᄕ� ƞƶƺƹƨ�ǂƫƿƩ�
such historical circumstances, the accentuated variety of doctrinal orientation working at the beginning 
of Coptic literacy has recently received its much-deserved attention.19

ƹ�ƞƢƢƫƿƫƺƹᄕ�ƞƹƺƿƩƣƽ�ƾƣƿ�ƺƤ�ơƺƹơƣƽƹƾ�Ʃƞƾ�ƣƸƣƽƨƣƢᄕ�ƫƹ�ƽƣơƣƹƿ�Ǆƣƞƽƾᄕ�ƽƣƨƞƽƢƫƹƨ�ƻƽƫƸƣ�ƫƾƾǀƣƾ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƾƿǀƢǄ�
of the ‘Coptic period’, such as the intrinsic diversity and plurality of the monastic phenomenon,ᇴᇲ as well 

ᇳᇲᏺ�Mutatis mutandis, that is, by shifting the critical perspective from ‘textual’ into ‘redactional’ phenomenon, the observations 
ƺƦƤƣƽƣƢ�ƫƹ�	أأ�ᇳᇻᇻᇻ�ƸƞǄ�Ɵƣ�ƩƫƨƩƶǄ�ƟƣƹƣƧƬơƫƞƶ�Ƥƺƽ�ƞ�Ƹƺƽƣ�ƻƽƺƻƣƽ�ǀƹƢƣƽƾƿƞƹƢƫƹƨ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ�ƥƷǀƫƢƫƿǄᄙ�
ᇳᇳᏺ��ƣƣءؔؗإؘ؛���ᇴᇲᇳᇸƟᄙ
ᇳᇴᏺ���ƿƩƣƺƽƫơƞƶ�ƤƽƞƸƣǂƺƽƴ�ƫƾ�ƻƽƺǁƫƢƣƢ�ƟǄ�
�ᇴᇲᇳᇻᄙجؘإ
ᇳᇵᏺ1993 ءبؤآ��.
ᇳᇶᏺ��ؔؔ؟؞�ᇴᇲᇳᇶᄙ
ᇳᇷᏺ��ƣƣ�ƣƾƻƣơƫƞƶƶǄحب���ᇴᇲᇲᇶ�ƞƹƢحب���ᇴᇲᇲᇷᄙ
ᇳᇸᏺ��Ƥᄙؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇳᇵƞᄕ�ᇻᇴᄙ��ƣƣ�ƞƶƾƺؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇲᇺᄙ
ᇳᇹᏺ��ƣƣ�ƞƿ�ƶƣƞƾƿؗءؔ؟إ���ᇳᇻᇺᇶᄕؗءؔ؟إ���ᇳᇻᇺᇸᄖ1991 ؗءؔ؟إ��a; ؗءؔ؟إ��ᇳᇻᇻᇹᄖؗءؔ؟إ���ᇳᇻᇻᇺᄖؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇲᇸᄙ
ᇳᇺᏺ��Ǆ�ƽƣƾƿƽƫơƿƫƹƨ�ƸǄƾƣƶƤ�ƿƺ�Ƹƣƹƿƫƺƹƫƹƨ�ƿƩƣ�ƽƣơƣƹƿ�ơƺƹƿƽƫƟǀƿƫƺƹƾ�ƞƢƢƽƣƾƾƫƹƨ�Ƹƺƽƣ�ƨƣƹƣƽƞƶ�ƫƾƾǀƣƾᄕ�ǂƫƿƩ�ǂƩƫơƩ�ƿƩƣ�ƫƸƻƶƫơƫƿ�ƢƣƟƞƿƣ�
will be more intense, see ئؘ؛ؖؖب��ᇴᇲᇳᇳᄖؗبآ��ᅷئإآ؛�ᇴᇲᇳᇴᄖ�	؟ؘؠؠ�ᇴᇲᇲᇹᄖحب���ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄙ�
ᇳᇻᏺ��ƣƣᄕ�ƞƾ�ƞ�ƻƞƽƞƢƫƨƸƞƿƫơ�ƫƹƾƿƞƹơƣᄕ��ؔءؔ؟أؠ�ᇴᇲᇳᇷƞᄙ
ᇴᇲᏺ�
ƺƽ�ƞ�status quaestionis, see ءؔؗإؘ؛��ᇴᇲᇳᇸƞᄙ



ᇴᇻᇺ Francesco Berno

as the convenience of a regional and dialectal-oriented analysis,21�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ�ƽƣƻƣƽơǀƾƾƫƺƹƾ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƿƩƣ�ƾƻƣơƫƧƬơ�
ƺƽƨƞƹƫǅƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�Ƹƞưƺƽ�Ƹƺƹƞƾƿƫơ�ƽƣƻƺƾƫƿƺƽƫƣƾ�Ʃƞǁƣ�ƩƞƢ�ƺƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƸƺƢƣƽƹ�ƣǁƞƶǀƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᅷƾ�
nature and development.22

When considered as a whole, all these elements place the scholar in an ambiguous position, both 
ƻƽƫǁƫƶƣƨƣƢ�ᅬ�ƾƫƹơƣ�ƣƹƺƽƸƺǀƾ�ƞƸƺǀƹƿƾ�ƺƤ�ᄬƹƺƿ�ƫƹƤƽƣƼǀƣƹƿƶǄᄕ�ƸǀƿǀƞƶƶǄ�ơƺƹƥƷƫơƿƫƹƨᄭ�ƫƹƤƺƽƸƞƿƫƺƹᄕ�ƿƣǃƿƾᄕ�ǂƺƽ-
king hypothesis are now available – and awkward – since they require a critical evaluation and a drastic, 
ƞƶǂƞǄƾ�ƢƫƦƧƬơǀƶƿ�ƾƣƶƣơƿƫƺƹᄙ

�Ʃƞƿ�Ƥƺƶƶƺǂƾ�ƾƿƽƫǁƣƾ�ƿƺ�ƺƦƤƣƽ�ƞ�ơƺƹƿƽƫƟǀƿƫƺƹ�ƞƶƺƹƨ�ƿƩƣƾƣ�ƶƫƹƣƾᄕ�ǂƫƿƩ�ƿƩƣ�ơƺƽƽƣƶƞƿƫǁƣ�ƞƫƸ�ƺƤ�ƞǁƺƫƢƫƹƨ�ƞƹǄ�
ƽƫƾƴ�ƺƤ�ƫƹƾǀƶƞƽƫƿǄᄕ�ƟǄ�ƨƫǁƫƹƨ�ƿƩƣ�ƺƻƻƺƽƿǀƹƫƿǄ�ƿƺ�ƾơƩƺƶƞƽƾ�ƣƹƨƞƨƣƢ�ƫƹ�ƺƿƩƣƽᄕ�ƽƣƶƞƿƣƢ�ƽƣƾƣƞƽơƩ�ƧƬƣƶƢƾ�ᄬƣᄙƨᄙᄕ�Ʃƫƾƿƺ-
rians of Christianity, religionists, specialists in apocryphal literature, classical philologists) to come into 
contact, in a guided way, with a religious and textual environment often preserving otherwise unattested 
ƽƣƢƞơƿƫƺƹƾᄕ�ƞƹƢ�ƽƣƶƣǁƞƹƿ�ǁƞƽƫƞƹƿƾᄕ�ƞƶƺƹƨ�ǂƫƿƩ�ƞ�ƾƫƨƹƫƧƬơƞƹƿ�ƺƽƫƨƫƹƞƶ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹᄙ

ᇴᄙᏺThe ‘PAThs’ periodisation system: An overview and some methodological remarks

As a result of a long and still ongoing debate within the ‘PAThs’ team and with external scholars, we would 
like to propose and bring to the critical attention the following periodisation system for the entire Coptic 
literary production, based on internal elements and of course on manuscript tradition.

ƿ�ƞƫƸƾ�ƞƿ�ơƺǁƣƽƫƹƨ�ƞƶƶ�ƿƩƣ�ƻƩƞƾƣƾ�ƢƣǁƣƶƺƻƸƣƹƿ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄕ�ƤƽƺƸ�ƫƿƾ�Ɵƣƨƫƹƹƫƹƨ�ƞƾ�ƞ�ǂƽƫƿƿƣƹ�
linguistic medium to translate a substantial corpus of authoritative Greek texts, mediating them into a 
ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�ƽƣƶƫƨƫƺǀƾ�ƞƹƢ�ơǀƶƿǀƽƞƶ�ƫƢƣƹƿƫƿǄᄕ�ƟǄ�ơƺƹǁƣƽƿƫƹƨ�ƞƹ�ƣƹƿƫƽƣ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�ǂƺƽƶƢ�ƫƹƿƺ�ƞ�ƹƣǂ�ƞƹƢ�ƾƿƫƶƶ�ǀƹƾƿƣƞƢǄ�
ƶƞƹƨǀƞƨƣᄕ�ǀƹƿƫƶ�ƫƿƾ�Ƹƞƿǀƽƣ�ƞƹƢ�ᅬ�ƾƺ�ƿƺ�ƾƻƣƞƴ�ᅬ�ᅵƾƣƹƫƶƣᅷ�ƺǀƿơƺƸƣƾᄖ�ƹƞƸƣƶǄᄕ�ƾƫƹơƣ�ƿƩƣ�ƿƫƸƣƾ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƾƿƣƻƾ�
ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƽƣƣƴᅟ�ƺƻƿƫơ�ƟƫƶƫƹƨǀƞƶƫƾƸ�ƫƹ��ƞƿƣ��ƹƿƫƼǀƣ�	ƨǄƻƿᄕ�ǀƹƿƫƶ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƻƿƺᅟ�ƽƞƟƫơ�ƟƫƶƫƹƨǀƞƶƫƾƸ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƣƞƽƶǄ�
�ƫƢƢƶƣ��ƨƣᄕ�ǂƩƣƹ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄕ�ƞƶƾƺ�Ƣǀƣ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ�ƫƹơƽƣƞƾƫƹƨ�ƾƶƞƸƫƾƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�	ƨǄƻƿᄕ�ƧƬƹƞƶƶǄ�ƶƺƾƿ�ƫƿƾ�ƺǂƹ�
ƶƫƹƨǀƫƾƿƫơ�ƞǀƿƺƹƺƸǄᄕ�ƶƣƞƢƫƹƨ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ�ƻƩƣƹƺƸƣƹƺƹ�ƺƤ�ơǀƶƿǀƽƞƶƶǄ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ᄬƫᄙƣᄙ��Ʃƽƫƾƿƫƞƹ�	ƨǄƻƿƫƞƹᄭ�ƞǀƿƩƺƽƾ�ǂƩƺ�
sensed the need to write in Arabic.23

A list is provided below of the chronological ‘categories’ which are currently being used in each 
‘PAThs’ record, under the label ‘literary period’. They are applied to more than a thousand Coptic works – 
ƿƽƞƹƾƸƫƿƿƣƢ�ƟǄ�Ƹƺƽƣ�ƿƩƞƹ�ᇸᄕᇳᇲᇲ�ơƺƢƫơƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ǀƹƫƿƾ�ᅬ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƞƽƣ�ƧƬƽƸƶǄ�ƫƢƣƹƿƫƧƬƣƢ�ƟǄ�ƞ�Clavis Coptica entry, 
ǂƩƺƾƣ�ƹǀƸƟƣƽ�ƫƾ�ƾƿƣƞƢƫƶǄ�ƨƽƺǂƫƹƨᄙ�ƿ�Ʃƞƾ�ƿƺ�Ɵƣ�ƹƺƿƣƢ�ƿƩƞƿᄕ�ƞƶƾƺ�Ƣǀƣ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ�ƽƣƶƞƿƫƺƹƞƶ�ƹƞƿǀƽƣ�ƺƤ�ᅵ���Ʃƾᅷ�Ƣƞ-
tabase, this reconstruction should be intended as a provisional working hypothesis, open to criticism and 
proposed amendments. 

Due to the purposes for which it has been elaborated, that necessarily imply a high level of synthesis, 
the periodisation that we propose appears extremely schematic and requires some preliminary knowled-
ge of the main problems and trends of Coptic literature in order to be fully understood.24 

ᇳᄙ� �ƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƟƫƟƶƫơƞƶ�ǂƺƽƴƾ�ƫƹƿƺ��ƞƩƫƢƫơ�ᅬ�ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƻƩƞƾƣ�ᄬƿƩƫƽƢᅟƤƺǀƽƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭ

ᇴᄙ� �ƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƟƫƟƶƫơƞƶ�ǂƺƽƴƾ�ƫƹƿƺ��ƺƩƞƫƽƫơ�ᅬ�ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƻƩƞƾƣ�ᄬƤƺǀƽƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽǄᄭ

3. Translation of biblical works into, Akhmimic, Lykopolitan, Oxyrhyrinchite, Fayyumic, etc (that is, 
the other, less attested dialects) (fourth century)

ᇶᄙ� �ƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƞƻƺơƽǄƻƩƞƶ�ǂƺƽƴƾ�ᅬ�ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƻƩƞƾƣ�ᄬƤƺǀƽƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽǄᄭ

ᇷᄙ� �ƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹ�ƞƹƢ�ᄬƣǁƣƹƿǀƞƶᄭ�ƽƣᅟƣƶƞƟƺƽƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƞ�ᅵ�ƹƺƾƿƫơᅷ�ơƺƽƻǀƾ�ᄬƿƩƫƽƢᅟƤƺǀƽƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭ

ᇸᄙ� �ƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹ�ƞƹƢ�ᄬƣǁƣƹƿǀƞƶᄭ�ƽƣᅟƣƶƞƟƺƽƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƞ��ƞƹƫơƩƞƣƞƹ�ơƺƽƻǀƾ�ᄬƿƩƫƽƢᅟƧƬƤƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭ

ᇹᄙ� �ƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƻƞƿƽƫƾƿƫơ�ǂƺƽƴƾ�ᅬ�ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƻƩƞƾƣ�ᄬƿƩƫƽƢᅟƧƬƤƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭ

ᇴᇳᏺ��ƾ�ƽƣƨƞƽƢƾ�ƽƣơƣƹƿ�ƞƹƢ�ƾƫƨƹƫƧƬơƞƹƿ�ƫƹƼǀƫƽƫƣƾᄕ��ǂƫƶƶ�ƾƫƸƻƶǄ�ƞƶƶǀƢƣ�ƿƺؗبآ��ᅷئإآ؛�ᇴᇲᇳᇸ�ƞƹƢإؘئب���ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄙ
ᇴᇴᏺ��Ƥᄙؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇳᇺƟᄙ
ᇴᇵᏺ��ƹ�ƿƩƫƾ�ƶƞƿƣᄕ�ơƽƫƿƫơƞƶ�ƻƩƞƾƣ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞơǄ�ƞƹƢ�ơǀƶƿǀƽƣᄕ�ƞƹƢ�ƺƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƽƣƾǀƶƿƫƹƨ�ᅵ�ƺƻƿƫơᅷ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣ�ƫƹ��ƽƞƟƫơᄕ�ƾƣƣئبإؔؗ���ᇴᇲᇳᇵ�
and ئبإؔؗ��ᇴᇲᇲᇺᄙ��ƣƣ�ƞƶƾƺ��ؔ �ᇴᇲᇲᇹᄙبآءاءؔائءآؖؔأ
ᇴᇶᏺ�
ƺƽ�ƞ�ƧƬƽƸ�ƞƹƢ�ơƺƹơƫƾƣ�ƽƣƤƣƽƣƹơƣ�ƻƺƫƹƿᄕ�ƾƣƣؗءؔ؟إ���ᇳᇻᇻᇹᄙ��ƣƣ�ƞƶƾƺ�supraᄕ�ƹᄙ�ᇳᇺᄙ
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ᇺᄙ� �ƞơƩƺƸƫǀƾ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ�ƣƞƽƶǄ��ƞơƩƺƸƫƞƹ�Ƹƫƶƫƣǀ�ᄬƤƺǀƽƿƩᅟƧƬƤƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭ

ᇻᄙ� 	ƞƽƶǄ�ƺƽƫƨƫƹƞƶ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹᄘ��Ʃƣƹƺǀƿƣ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ��Ʃƣƹƺǀƿƣƞƹ�Ƹƫƶƫƣǀ�ᄬƿƩƫƽƢᅟƧƬƤƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭ

ᇳᇲᄙ� ᅵ�ƿƞƹƢƞƽƢᅷ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹƾ�ƺƤ�ƟƫƟƶƫơƞƶ�ǂƺƽƴƾ�ƫƹƿƺ��ƞƩƫƢƫơ�ᄬƧƬƤƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽǄᄭ

ᇳᇳᄙ� �ƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƞƻƺơƽǄƻƩƞƶ�ƿƣǃƿƾ�ᅬ�ƾƣơƺƹƢ�ƻƩƞƾƣ�ᄬƤƺǀƽƿƩᅟƧƬƤƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭ

ᇳᇴᄙ� �ƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƩƞƨƫƺƨƽƞƻƩƫơƞƶ�ǂƺƽƴƾ�ᅬ�ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƻƩƞƾƣ�ᄬƤƺǀƽƿƩᅟƾƫǃƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭ

13. ‘Classical’ translations - homilies (fourth-sixth centuries)

14. ‘Classical’ translations – historiae monachorum (end of fourth-sixth centuries)

ᇳᇷᄙ� ᅵ�ƶƞƾƾƫơƞƶᅷ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹƾ�ᅬ�ƞơƿƾ�ƺƤ�ơƺǀƹơƫƶƾ�ᄬƣƹƢ�ƺƤ�ƤƺǀƽƿƩᅟƾƫǃƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭ

ᇳᇸᄙ� ᅵ�ƶƞƾƾƫơƞƶᅷ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹƾ�ᅬ�Ƹƺƹƞƾƿƫơ�ǂƺƽƴƾ�ᄬƣƹƢ�ƺƤ�ƤƺǀƽƿƩᅟƾƫǃƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭ

ᇳᇹᄙ� �ƺƾƿᅟ�ƩƞƶơƣƢƺƹƫƞƹ�ƺƻƻƺƾƫƿƫƺƹ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄘ�ƿƩƣ�ᅵƻƶƣƽƺƻƩƺƽƫƣƾᅷ�ƞƹƢ�ƺƿƩƣƽ�ǂƺƽƴƾ�ᄬƧƬƤƿƩᅟƾƫǃƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭ�

ᇳᇺᄙ� �ƫƾƿƺƽƫƺƨƽƞƻƩƫơƞƶ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹ�ᄬƾƫǃƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽǄᄭ

19. Original literature: Formation of the earlier hagiographic cycles (sixth century)ᇴᇷ

ᇴᇲᄙ��ƽƫƨƫƹƞƶ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄘ��Ʃƣ�ƻƣƽƫƺƢ�ƺƤ��ƞƸƫƞƹ�ƞƹƢ�Ʃƫƾ�ơǀƶƿǀƽƞƶ�ơƫƽơƶƣ�ᄬƾƫǃƿƩᅟƾƣǁƣƹƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭᄘ��ƞƨƫƺƨƽƞƻƩƫƣƾ

21. Original literature: The period of Damian and his cultural circle (sixth-seventh centuries): Homilies

22. Poetic production (seventh-eighth centuries)

23. Original literature: Homilies with apocryphal insertions (sixth-seventh centuries)

ᇴᇶᄙ��ƽƫƨƫƹƞƶ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄘ��ƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƣƞƽƶǄ�ƾƶƞƸƫơ�ƻƣƽƫƺƢ�ᄬƾƣǁƣƹƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽǄᄭ

ᇴᇷᄙ�ᅵ�ƿƞƹƢƞƽƢᅷ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹƾ�ƺƤ�ƟƫƟƶƫơƞƶ�ǂƺƽƴƾ�ƫƹƿƺ��ƺƩƞƫƽƫơ�ᄬƾƣǁƣƹƿƩᅟƣƫƨƩƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭ

ᇴᇸᄙ��ƽƫƨƫƹƞƶ� ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄘ� 
ƺƽƸƞƿƫƺƹ� ƺƤ� ƿƩƣ� ƶƞƿƣƽ� ᄬƻƾƣǀƢƺᅟƣƻƫƨƽƞƻƩƫơƞƶᄭ� ƩƞƨƫƺƨƽƞƻƩƫơ� ơǄơƶƣƾ� ƞƹƢ� ƽƣᅟƞƽ-
rangement of homiletic production (seventh-eighth centuries)

ᇴᇹᄙ��Ǆƹƞǃƞƽƫƞƶ�ƞƽƽƞƹƨƣƸƣƹƿ�ᄬƹƫƹƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽǄᄭ

ᇴᇺᄙ��ƞƿƣ�ƶƫƿǀƽƨƫơƞƶ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹ�ᄬƿƣƹƿƩᅟƤƺǀƽƿƣƣƹƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭ

��ǁƣƽǄ�ơǀƽƾƺƽǄ�ƺǁƣƽǁƫƣǂ�ƫƾ�ƫƹ�ƺƽƢƣƽᄙ���ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƾƣơƿƫƺƹ�ƫƾ�ơƺƶƶƣơƿƫǁƣƶǄ�ƢƣǁƺƿƣƢ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹᄬƾᄭ�ƺƤ�ƟƫƟƶƫơƞƶ�
Scriptures, followed by an analogous second section dedicated to the reception and the rewriting process-
es undergone by Gnostic, Manichaean and other apocryphal corpora. There follow Pachomius and the 
ƧƬƽƾƿ�ơƞƿƣƨƺƽǄ�ƾƻƣơƫƧƬơƞƶƶǄ�ƞƹƢ�ƣǃƻƶƫơƫƿƶǄ� ƫƹƢƫơƞƿƫƹƨ�ƞƹ�ƺƽƫƨƫƹƞƶ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹ�ᅬ� ƫƹ�ƿƩƣ� ᅵƶƞǄƣƽƣƢᅷ�ƾƫƨƹƫƧƬơƞƹơƣ�
of the term we have seen above –, attributable to Shenoute and his environment. Then, after a couple 
ƺƤ�ƶƞƟƣƶƾ�ƻƺƫƹƿƫƹƨ�ƿƺ�ƞ�ƾƣơƺƹƢ�ƻƩƞƾƣ�ƺƤ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƹƺƹᅟơƞƹƺƹƫơƞƶ�Ƹƞƿƣƽƫƞƶƾ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ�ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƽƣơƣƻƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�
hagiographical production, one meets a number of other labels concerning the so-called ‘classical trans-
lation’. By such an expression we identify, following the Corpus dei Manoscritti Copti Letterari’s legacy, the 
ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƞƿƿƣƸƻƿ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƩǀƽơƩ�ᄬƹƺƿ�ƫƸƻƽƺƟƞƟƶǄ�ƫƹ�ơƺƹƹƣơƿƫƺƹ�ǂƫƿƩ�ƿƩƣ�ƞơƿƫǁƫƿǄ�ƺƤ��Ʃƣƹƺǀƿƣᄭᇴᇸ to pro-
vide itself with reliable translations of a set of Greek foundational texts, in order to build a textual corpus 
ƞƟƶƣ�ƿƺ�Ƹƣƣƿ�ƣƸƣƽƨƫƹƨ�ƿƩƣƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶᄕ�ƶƫƿǀƽƨƫơƞƶᄕ�ƣǁƣƹ�ƻƺƶƫƿƫơƞƶ�ƢƣƸƞƹƢƾᄙ�ƿ�ƨƺƣƾ�ǂƫƿƩƺǀƿ�ƾƞǄƫƹƨ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƾǀơƩ�ƞ�
Ƹƞƾƾƫǁƣ�ᄬƞƶƟƣƫƿ�ƩƫƨƩƶǄ�ƾƣƶƣơƿƫǁƣᄭ�ƫƹƾƣƽƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ�Ƹƞƿƣƽƫƞƶ�ᅬ�ƻƽƺƟƞƟƶǄ�ƞơƩƫƣǁƣƢ�ƟǄ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�ƣƻƫƾơƺƻƞƶ�
and monastic centres, under the more or less close doctrinal control of the Alexandrian See – marks a 
key moment in the development of Coptic literature, by providing it with the basis for establishing new 
and innovative compositions. Hereafter, varying categories of original literature begin, spanning from the 
period of the Chalcedonian debate, which provoked an actual turning point in Coptic literacy, to the very 
late liturgical – lato sensu – production, the Triadon being the most prominent and, at the same time, enig-

ᇴᇷᏺ��ƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƹƺƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ᅵƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�ơǄơƶƣᅷᄕ�ƾƣƣ1991 ؗءؔ؟إ��b. Cf. also �ؔئآإؘت�ᇴᇲᇳᇹƞᄙ
ᇴᇸᏺ��ƣƣ�ƿƩƣ�ƻƫƺƹƣƣƽƫƹƨ��ƣƫƻƺƶƢƿ�ᇳᇻᇲᇻᄕ�ᇳᇷᇶᄕ�ƞƹƢؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇲᇴᄕ�ᇴᇴᇶᄙ



ᇵᇲᇲ Francesco Berno

Ƹƞƿƫơ�ƣǃƞƸƻƶƣᄕ�ƿƩƽƺǀƨƩ�ƿƩƣ�ƿƽƞƹƾƫƿƫƺƹƞƶ�ƸƺƸƣƹƿ�ƺƤ��ƞƸƫƞƹᅷƾ�ƣƻƫƾơƺƻƞƿƣ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ�ᅵ�ƽƞƟƫǅƞƿƫƺƹᅷ�ƺƤ�	ƨǄƻƿƫƞƹ�
ơǀƶƿǀƽƣᄙ�ƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƶƞƾƿ�ƻƞƽƞƨƽƞƻƩ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƻƽƣƾƣƹƿ�ƣƾƾƞǄƾᄕ�ǂƣ�ǂƫƶƶ�Ƣƣƞƶ�ǂƫƿƩ�ƿƩƣ�ƸƣƿƩƺƢƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ƞƻƺƽƫƞƾ�ƾǀơƩ�ƞ�
ᅵƿƣƽƸƫƹƞƶᅷ�ƻƩƞƾƣ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹ�ƺƦƤƣƽƾ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ�ƽƣƾƣƞƽơƩƣƽᄙ�

Having reached this point, a few comments are required. Presumably, the most relevant remark con-
cerns what this list is not, namely the hypothetical index of a history of Coptic manuscript�ƿƽƞƢƫƿƫƺƹᄙ��ƞ-
ther, it could perhaps become the summary of a future history of Coptic literary�ƿƽƞƢƫƿƫƺƹᄙ��Ʃƫƾ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹơƣ�
ƫƾ�ƸƣƞƹƫƹƨƤǀƶᄕ�Ɵƣƫƹƨ�ƣƾƻƣơƫƞƶƶǄ�ƽƣƶƣǁƞƹƿ�ƫƹ�ƺǀƽ�ƧƬƣƶƢ�ƺƤ�ƫƹƿƣƽƣƾƿᄕ�ƾƫƹơƣ�ƫƿ�ƫƾ�Ƣǀƣ�ƿƺ�ƞƹ�ƞơƿǀƞƶ�ƧƬƶƿƣƽ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƶƣƞƢƾ�
the modern scholar away from a proper knowledge of the development of Coptic literature and its textual 
witnesses. 

�ǀơƩ�ƞ�Ƣƫƾƿƺƽƿƫǁƣ� ƧƬƶƿƣƽ� ƫƾ�ƸƞƫƹƶǄ� ƽƣƻƽƣƾƣƹƿƣƢ�ƟǄ� ƿƩƣ�ƻƽƺơƣƾƾƣƾ�ƺƤ�ƣƸƣƹƢƞƿƫƺƹ�ƞƹƢ�ƽƣƞƽƽƞƹƨƣƸƣƹƿ�
(also from a dialect-oriented point of view) we can detect in the main Coptic manuscript funds, the White 
Monastery being just the most iconic example. As is well known, most of the codices transmitted by these 
ƞƹơƫƣƹƿ�ƽƣƻƺƾƫƿƺƽƫƣƾ�ơƞƹ�Ɵƣ�ơƺƹƧƬƢƣƹƿƶǄ�ƢƞƿƣƢ�Ɵƣƿǂƣƣƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƣƹƢ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƹƫƹƿƩ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ�ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƩƞƶƤ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƣƶƣ-
venth century,ᇴᇹ and this appears consistent with a deep transformation of the manuscript transmission, 
resulting from a number of factors, including the changing liturgical needs, the Arab conquest, the incre-
asing monasticisation of Coptic literature.  

However, this does not mean at all that the texts preserved in these late witnesses were originally 
ơƺƸƻƺƾƣƢ�ƺƽ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƣƢ�Ƥƺƽ�ƿƩƣ�ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƿƫƸƣ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƻƣƽƫƺƢᄙ��ƾ�Ƥƞƽ�ƞƾ�ǂƣ�ơƞƹ�ƾƣƣᄕ�ƿƩƣƾƣ�ƞƽƣ�ưǀƾƿ�ƿƩƣ�ᅵƾƣƶƣơƿƣƢᅷ�
ones, which the monastic redactors regarded, after a process of (presumably drastic) selection, as worthy 
of preservation, being able to meet the evolving political and religious demands.ᇴᇺ

Consequently, although the manuscript evidences cannot but remain our indispensable starting point, 
ƞƹƢ�ƞƶƿƩƺǀƨƩ�ƿƩƣ�ơƶƞƾƾƫƧƬơƞƿƫƺƹ�ǂƣ�ƞƽƣ�ƻƽƺƻƺƾƫƹƨ�ơƞƹ�Ɵƣ�ƞơƩƫƣǁƣƢ�ƺƹƶǄ�ƞƤƿƣƽ�ƞ�ơƺƸƻƶƣƿƣ�ᄬƺƽ�ƞƾ�ơƺƸƻƶƣƿƣ�ƞƾ�
possible) inventory of all extant Coptic ancient codicological units, nevertheless it has to be complemented 
with an historical survey, which takes into account all sorts of sources currently available – historiographical 
treatises (not only in Coptic, obviously), meta-textual and archaeological data (‘titles’, colophons, places of 
production, discovery, and storage of each manuscript units), a serious analysis of the reasons and the conse-
Ƽǀƣƹơƣƾ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƻƾƣǀƢƺƣƻƫƨƽƞƻƩǄᄕ�ƞ�ơƺƸƻƞƽƫƾƺƹ�Ɵƣƿǂƣƣƹ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹƾ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƾƞƸƣ��ƽƣƣƴ�ƿƣǃƿ�ƫƹ�
ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄕ�ƞƾ�ǂƣƶƶ�ƞƾ�ƺƤ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�ƽƣƢƞơƿƫƺƹƾ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƾƞƸƣ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ǂƺƽƴᄕ�ƟǄ�ƣǁƞƶǀƞƿƫƹƨ�ƿƩƣƫƽ�ƣǁƺƶǀƿƫƺƹ�
ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣƫƽ�ƣǁƣƹƿǀƞƶ�Ƹǀƿǀƞƶ�ƽƣƶƞƿƫƺƹƾƩƫƻᄕ�ƟǄ�Ɵƣƫƹƨ�ƶƫƸƫƿƣƢ�ƺƹƶǄ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ�Ƹƺƾƿ�ƾƫƨƹƫƧƬơƞƹƿ�ƻƩƣƹƺƸƣƹƞ�ᅬ�ƫƹ�ƺƽƢƣƽ�
ƿƺ�ƧƬƶƶ�ƿƩƣ�ƨƞƻƾ�Ƣǀƣ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ�ǁƣƽǄ�ƻƣơǀƶƫƞƽ�ƾƫƿǀƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ�Ƹƞƹǀƾơƽƫƻƿ�ƽƣƸƹƞƹƿƾᄙ

�ƺƽƣƺǁƣƽᄕ� ƾƻƣơƫƧƬơ�ƞƿƿƣƹƿƫƺƹ�ƾƩƺǀƶƢ�Ɵƣ�ƢƣǁƺƿƣƢ�ƿƺ� ƿƩƣ�Ƣƫƞƶƣơƿƞƶ� ᅵƣǁƺƶǀƿƫƺƹᅷ�ƺƤ� ƿƩƣ��ƺƻƿƫơ� ƶƞƹƨǀƞƨƣ�
ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ�ƨƽƞƢǀƞƶ�Ƹƞƽƨƫƹƞƶƫƾƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ǂƩƞƿ�ơƞƹ�Ɵƣ�ƢƣƧƬƹƣƢᄕ�ex post, as minor (i.e. less attested) dialects. They 
Ɵƣƞƽ�ǂƫƿƹƣƾƾ� ƿƺ� ƿƩƣ�ǁƣƽǄ� ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƻƩƞƾƣƾ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ� ƶƫƿƣƽƞơǄ�ƞƹƢ� ƫƿƾ�ƟǀƫƶƢƫƹƨ�Ɵƶƺơƴƾᄕ�ƟǄ�ƾƩƺǂƫƹƨ�ƿƩƣ�ơƫƽơǀƶƞ-
ƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƟƫƟƶƫơƞƶ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹƾᄕ�ƿƩƣ�ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƽƣơƣƻƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƞ�ƾƣƶƣơƿƣƢ�ƹǀƸƟƣƽ�ƺƤ�ƞƻƺơƽǄƻƩƞƶ�ơƺƸƻƺƾƫƿƫƺƹƾᄕ�ƞƹƢ�ƞ�
substantial heterodox production (mainly Gnostic and Manichaean texts).29 Lycopolitan’s sharp decline 
Ɵƣƿǂƣƣƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƧƬƤƿƩ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ�Ɵƣƨƫƹƹƫƹƨ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƾƫǃƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽǄᄕ�ƞƶƺƹƨ�ǂƫƿƩ�ƿƩƣ�ƾƫƸƫƶƞƽ�Ƥƞƿƣ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƴƩƸƫƸƫơ�Ƣƫƞ-
ƶƣơƿᄕ�ƿƩƽƺǂƾ�ƶƫƨƩƿ�ƹƺƿ�ƺƹƶǄ�ƺƹ�ƞ�ƨƽƞƢǀƞƶ�ᅵƶƫƹƨǀƫƾƿƫơ�ǀƹƫƧƬơƞƿƫƺƹᅷ�ǀƹƢƣƽ�ƿƩƣ�ƾƫƨƹ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƞƩƫƢƫơᄕ�Ɵǀƿ�ƞƶƾƺ�ƺƹ�ƞƹ�
active theological policy, aimed at limiting the circulation of works perceived as inconsistent with a clear 
demarcation of orthodoxy.ᇵᇲ

ᇵᄙᏺDialectal variants and biblical manuscripts
ƿ�ƫƾ�ƽƣƞƾƺƹƞƟƶƣ�ƿƺ�ƾƿƽƣƾƾ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƞ�ƤǀƽƿƩƣƽ�Ƹƞưƺƽ�Ƥƣƞƿǀƽƣ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ᅵ���Ʃƾᅷ�ƻƣƽƫƺƢƫƾƞƿƫƺƹ�ƫƾ�ƿƩƣ�ơƺƸƟƫƹƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�
merely chronological indications and content-oriented (or, at least, literary-oriented) remarks. 

ᇴᇹᏺ��ƣƣᄕ�Ƥƺƽ�ƫƹƾƿƞƹơƣᄕإؘا؛ؖ���ᇴᇲᇲᇻᄕ�ƣƾƻƣơƫƞƶƶǄ�ᇶᇹᄙ�
ᇴᇺᏺ��ơƿǀƞƶƶǄᄕ�ƿƩƣ�Ƥƣǂ�ƣǃƿƞƹƿ�Ƹƞƹǀƾơƽƫƻƿ�ơƺƶƶƣơƿƫƺƹƾ�ƻƽƣơƣƢƫƹƨ�ƿƩƣ�ƾǄƹƞǃƞƽƫƞƶ�ƾƣƶƣơƿƫƺƹ�ƾƣƣƸ�ƿƺ�ƞƿƿƣƾƿ�ƫƢƣƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ƺƻƿƫƺƹƾᄕ�ᅵƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�
tastes’, modalities of textual arrangement – as well as actual textual units – that are no longer preserved in later funds. This is 
ơƶƣƞƽƶǄ�ƩƫƨƩƶƫƨƩƿƣƢᄕ�ǂƫƿƩ�ƾƻƣơƫƧƬơ�ƽƣƤƣƽƣƹơƣ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ�ƽƣǁƣƞƶƫƹƨ�ơƞƾƣ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��Ʃƫƹ��ƫƟƽƞƽǄᄕ�ƫƹؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇳᇵƟᄙ��Ƥᄙ�ƞƶƾƺ��ؔءؔ؟أؠ�ᇴᇲᇴᇲᄙ�
ᇴᇻᏺ��ƹ�ƫƹƿƣƽƣƾƿƫƹƨ�ƻƩƣƹƺƸƣƹƺƹ�ƫƾ�ƿƩƣ�ƻƺƾƾƫƟƶƣ��ǀƟƞƴƩƸƫƸƫơ�ƞƹƿƫᅟ�ƞƹƫơƩƞƣƞƹ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹᄕ�ǂƩƫơƩ�ǂƺǀƶƢ�Ɵƣ�ǂƫƿƹƣƾƾƣƢ�ƟǄ�����
ᇳᇲᇴᇹ�ƞƹƢ�ᇳᇳᇹᇳᄙ��ƣƣءآؠ���ᇳᇻᇶᇸᄕ�ᇷᇲᇸᄙ�����ƾƿƞƹƢƾ�Ƥƺƽ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ��ƞƹǀƾơƽƫƻƿ�ƞƹƢ�ƫƾ�ƿƩƣ�ƾƿƞƟƶƣ���ƞƿƿƽƫƟǀƿƣƢ�ƟǄ�ᅵ���Ʃƾᅷ�ƿƺ�ƣƞơƩ�
codicological unit.
ᇵᇲᏺ��Ƥᄙ��ؔءآاج�ᇳᇻᇹᇹᄕ�ᇸᇸᄙ��ƣƣ�ƞƶƾƺ��ؔإؘئئ�ᇴᇲᇲᇴᄙ



For a Periodisation of Coptic Literature ᇵᇲᇳ

Thus, as an example, the reader shall note that the foundational period of the early translations of 
ƟƫƟƶƫơƞƶ��ơƽƫƻƿǀƽƣƾ� ƫƾ� ƾƻƶƫƿ� ƞơơƺƽƢƫƹƨ� ƿƺ� ƿƩƣƫƽ�Ƣƫƞƶƣơƿᄕ�ƺƽ� ƿƩƞƿ� ƿƩƣ� ᅵơƶƞƾƾƫơƞƶ� ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹƾᅷ� ƞƽƣ�ơƶƞƾƾƫƧƬƣƢ�ƟǄ�
ƿƽƞơƴƫƹƨ�ǂƩƞƿ�ơƺǀƶƢ�Ɵƣ�ƢƣƧƬƹƣƢ�ƞƾ�ƞ�ƸƺƢƣƽƹ�ƻƣƽơƣƻƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣƫƽ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�ƨƣƹƽƣᄕ�ǂƫƿƩ�ᄬƫƹ�Ƹƺƾƿ�ơƞƾƣƾᄭ�ƞ�ơƺƸ-
plete or near-complete overlapping of their dating ranges. 

Although, as we have seen, the genres declared by the ancient inscriptiones cannot be taken as re-
liable indications, through this partition we are able to suggest the idea of successive moments in the Cop-
ƿƫơ�ƽƣơƣƻƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƞ�ƾƻƣơƫƧƬơ�ƴƫƹƢ�ƺƤ��ƽƣƣƴ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹᄕ�ƨƫǁƫƹƨ�Ƥƺƽ�ƣƞơƩ�ƺƹƣ�ƞƹ�ƣǁƣƹ�ƽƣƶƞƿƫǁƣ�Ƣƞƿƫƹƨᄙ�
Since our choices went in the direction of a development model of Coptic literature, built by connecting 
manuscript, historical, and archaeological data, the eventual evolution of Coptic ‘literary taste’ – by con-
sisting with and depending on ecclesiastical and religious demands – has an undeniable impact on our 
perception of its path.

	ǁƣƹ�ƿƩƺǀƨƩ�ǂƣ�Ƣƺ�ƿƩƫƹƴ�ƿƩƞƿᄕ�ƞƿ�ƿƩƣ�ơǀƽƽƣƹƿ�ƾƿƞƨƣ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƽƣƾƣƞƽơƩᄕ�ƿƩƫƾ�ƫƾ�ƿƩƣ�Ƹƺƾƿ�ƽƣƞƾƺƹƞƟƶƣ�ƸƺƢƣƶ�
that it is possible to propose, we are fully aware that it could generate, at least apparently, some aporetical 
conclusions. 

The most obvious one lies in the cases of continuously translated and re-translated texts, typically 
ƞƦƤƣơƿƫƹƨ�ƿƩƣ�ơƞƹƺƹƫƾƣƢ��ơƽƫƻƿǀƽƣƾ�ƞƹƢᄕ�ƫƹ�ƻƞƽƿƫơǀƶƞƽᄕ�ƿƩƣ��ơƽƫƻƿǀƽƣƾ�ƺƤ�ǂƩƫơƩ�ƿƩƣ��Ʃƽƫƾƿƫƞƹ��ƫƟƶƣ�ƫƾ�ơƺƸ-
posed, which have undergone unbroken reception and revision processes over the centuries. Analogous 
observations, however, could be extended to some hagiographical and liturgical compositions. They are 
timeless works. 

As far as the periodisation proposal is concerned, the questions they induce are made even more 
ơƺƸƻƶƫơƞƿƣƢ�ƟǄ�ƿƩƣ�ƻǀƽƣƶǄ�ƞƽƿƫƧƬơƫƞƶ�ƹƞƿǀƽƣ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�Ƣƫƾƿƫƹơƿƫƺƹ�Ɵƣƿǂƣƣƹ� ᅵƟƫƟƶƫơƞƶ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹᅷ�ƞƹƢ� ᅵƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�
production’, the latter being grounded in a ceaselessly transmitted inter-textual framework of biblical quo-
tations and allusions, both from canonical and apocryphal sources.31�ƿ�ƫƾ�ƹƺƿ�ƞƹ�ƺǁƣƽƾƿƞƿƣƸƣƹƿ�ƿƺ�ƞƦƧƬƽƸ�
that the Coptic literature – largely, if not entirely Christian in nature – can be seen as a sophisticated form 
of parascripture, by complying with all the main textual and redaction features (the so-called ‘apocryphi-
cation techniques’) such expression involves.32 

By restricting ourselves to a single, problematic instance, there is no ‘material’ evidence of such an 
early Bohairic versions of the Johannine corpus, taken as a whole, but we do indeed have a clavis entry 
ƢƣƢƫơƞƿƣƢ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƾƻƣƶ�ƺƤ��ƺƩƹᄕ�ǂƩƫơƩ�ƫƾ�ƶƫƹƴƣƢ�ƿƺ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�ơƺƢƫơƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ǀƹƫƿƾ�ᄬƞƟƺǀƿ�ᇳᇸᇲᄭ�ƢƞƿƣƢ�Ɵƣƿǂƣƣƹ�
the third and the eleventh century, in several dialects. The reasons which lead me to mention this instance 
ƞƽƣ�ƤƞƫƽƶǄ�ƺƟǁƫƺǀƾᄘ�ǂƣ�ƴƹƺǂ�ƣƞƽƶǄ��ƞƩƫƢƫơ�ƞƹƢ��Ǆƴƺƻƺƶƫƿƞƹ�ǁƣƽƾƫƺƹƾ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�
ƺǀƽƿƩ��ƺƾƻƣƶᄕ�Ƽǀƫƿƣ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�
ƤƽƺƸ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƢƸƣƽ�ƤƺǀƽƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽǄ��ƺƩƞƫƽƫơ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹᄕ�ǂƩƫơƩᄕ�ƫƹ�ƫƿƾ�ƿǀƽƹᄕ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƾ�ƾƫƨƹƫƧƬơƞƹƿƶǄ�ƤƽƺƸ�ƿƩƣ�ᅵƾƿƞƹ-
dard’ later Bohairic version.33 However, they all are subsumed under the same clavis entry.

This is just an eye-catching instance, but it seems to suggest a generalisable model, namely the tran-
slation, in an early period, of both Old Testament and New Testament books – individually or collecti-
ǁƣƶǄ�ᅬ�ƫƹƿƺ�ƞƶƶ�ƿƩƣ�ƽƣƨƫƺƹƞƶ�ǁƞƽƫƞƹƿƾ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƶƞƹƨǀƞƨƣᄕ�ƿƺ�Ɵƣ�ƽƣƞƾƺƹƞƟƶǄ�ƾƣƣƹᄕ�ƫƹ�ƾƺƸƣ�ơƞƾƣƾᄕ�ƞƾ�ƽƣᅟƿƽƞƹ-
slations from a Coptic dialect to another. 

The progressive but increasing emergence of the Sahidic dialect entailed the marginalisation of the 
ƺƿƩƣƽ�ǁƣƽƾƫƺƹƾ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ�ƨƽƞƢǀƞƶ�ƞƦƧƬƽƸƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ᅵƾƿƞƹƢƞƽƢᅷ��ƞƩƫƢƫơ�ƺƹƣᄙ��ƣƿǂƣƣƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƣƫƨƩƿƩ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ�ƹƫƹƿƩ�
century, the decline of the Sahidic and the corresponding rise of the Bohairic language underlined the need 
ƿƺ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƣ�ƞ�ƹƣǂ�ᅵƺƦƧƬơƫƞƶᅷ�ơƺƽƻǀƾᄕ�ƟǄ�ƽƣƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƹƨ�ƫƹƿƺ�ƿƩƣ�ƣƸƣƽƨƫƹƨ�ƶƞƹƨǀƞƨƣ�ƿƩƣ�ƣƹƿƫƽƣƿǄ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƞƹƺƹᄙ34

A relational system founded on clavis entries pointing to a number of pieces of manuscript evi-
Ƣƣƹơƣƾ�Ƥƞơƣƾ�ƨƽƣƞƿ�ƢƫƦƧƬơǀƶƿƫƣƾ�ƫƹ�ƞơơƺǀƹƿƫƹƨ�Ƥƺƽ�ƿƩƣ�ơƩƽƺƹƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ƶƞǄƣƽƾ�ǀƹƢƣƽƨƺƹƣ�ƟǄ�ƞ�ǂƺƽƴᄕ�ƫƤ�ƿƩƣǄ�ƞƽƣ�
numerous. As for ancient evidence, a foundational work, such as the Gospel of Matthew, is attested by a 
large number of manuscripts spanning from the fourth and the twelfth century (by limiting the scope to 
the chronological range covered by ‘PAThs’ database). Consequently, ‘PAThs’ record dedicated to this work 

ᇵᇳᏺ��ƣƣ�ƿƩƣ�ƣƸƟƽƞơƣƞƟƶƣ�ƺƟƾƣƽǁƞƿƫƺƹƾ�ƫƹإؘا؛ؖ���ᇴᇲᇲᇷᄙ��ƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƥƷǀƫƢƫƿǄ�ƺƤ�ƾǀơƩ�ƻƽƺơƣƾƾᄕ�ƾƣƣؘؕؠ���ᇴᇲᇲᇹᄙ
ᇵᇴᏺ��ƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƹƺƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�parascripture and its impacts, see ئءإب��ᇴᇲᇳᇸᄙ��ƹ�ƿƩƣ�Ƥƣƞƿǀƽƣƾ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƣơƩƹƫƼǀƣƾ�ƺƤ�ᅸƞƻƺơƽǄƻƩƫơƞƿƫƺƹᅺᄕ�ƾƣƣ�
�ᇴᇲᇳᇻᄙجؘإ
ᇵᇵᏺ��Ƥᄙؗءؔ؟ؘ؞ئ���ᇴᇲᇳᇴᄕ�ᇳᇸᇺᅟᇳᇹᇶᄖؗبآ��ᅷئإآ؛�ᇴᇲᇳᇷᄙ
ᇵᇶᏺ��ƣƣؗبآ��ᅷئإآ؛�ᇴᇲᇲᇸᄙ��Ƥᄙ�ƞƶƾƺ��ءؔؠ؟ؘئئب�ᇳᇻᇶᇹᄕ�ƞƹƢ��ؔإؘئئ�ᅟؘ؞ؘؖب���ᅟ1992 ءآئئآ��. As for the independence of the early 
�ƺƩƞƫƽƫơ�ǂƫƿƹƣƾƾƣƾ�ƤƽƺƸ�ƿƩƣ��ƞƩƫƢƫơ�ơƺƽƻǀƾᄕ�ƾƣƣ��ǀƫƾƫƣƽ�ᇳᇻᇻᇺᄕ�ᇴᇸᇺᄙ��ƹ�ǀƻƢƞƿƣƢ�status quaestionis on the Bohairic version(s) of the 
Holy Scriptures is provided by ءؔؗإؘ؛��ᇴᇲᇳᇻᄙ



ᇵᇲᇴ Francesco Berno

ƾƩƺǀƶƢ�Ɵƣ�ƶƫƹƴƣƢ�ƿƺ�ƞƶƶ�ƿƩƣ�ơƩƽƺƹƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ơƞƿƣƨƺƽƫƣƾ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƽƣƤƣƽ�ƿƺ�ƞ�ƟƫƟƶƫơƞƶ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹ�ᄬƹƺƾᄙ�ᇳᄕ�ᇴᄕ�ᇵᄕ�ᇳᇲᄕ�ƞƹƢ�
ᇴᇷ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƶƫƾƿ�ƨƫǁƣƹ�ƞƟƺǁƣᄭᄙ��ƺǂƣǁƣƽᄕ�ƿƩƣ�ƻƽƺƻƺƾƣƢ�ơƶƞƾƾƫƧƬơƞƿƫƺƹ�Ʃƞƾ�ƿƩƣ�ƻƽƫƸƣ�ƞƫƸ�ƺƤ�ƺƦƤƣƽƫƹƨ�ƞƹ�ƺǁƣƽǁƫƣǂ�
on the paths of Coptic literature, also beyond its immediate usage in ‘PAThs’ database, which is obviously 
ƫƹƥƷǀƣƹơƣƢ�ƟǄ�ƽƣƞƾƺƹƾ�ƺƤ�ƾǄƹƿƩƣƾƫƾ�ƞƹƢ�ơƺƩƣƽƣƹơƣᄙ��Ʃǀƾᄕ�ǂƣ�Ʃƞǁƣ�ƞǁƺƫƢƣƢ�ƫƹƾƣƽƿƫƹƨ�Ƹǀƶƿƫƻƶƣ�ơƞƿƣƨƺƽƫƣƾᄕ�
ƻƽƣƤƣƽƽƫƹƨ�ƫƹƾƿƣƞƢ�ƿƺ�ƾƿƞƿƣᄕ�ǂƩƣƹƣǁƣƽ�ƻƺƾƾƫƟƶƣᄕ�ǂƩƣƹ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƾƻƣơƫƧƬơ�ƿƣǃƿ� ưƺƫƹƣƢ�ƿƩƣ�ƫƹƿƣƽƣƾƿ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƻƿƫơ�
ƽƣƞƢƣƽƾᄕ�Ɵƣƨƫƹƹƫƹƨ�ƿƺ�Ɵƣ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƣƢ�ƞƹƢ�ƽƣᅟƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƣƢ�ƫƹ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�ᅵƢƫƞƶƣơƿƾᅷᄙᇵᇷ  

Therefore, it is fundamental to reiterate that what these pages are proposing is a model of develop-
ment of Coptic literature, and not merely a tool for a digital database.

Moreover, biblical texts and biblical manuscripts are rather a special class, and our analysis is inevi-
ƿƞƟƶǄ�ƻƞƽƿƫƞƶ�ƤƽƺƸ�ƟƺƿƩ�ƻƣƽƾƻƣơƿƫǁƣƾᄕ�ƞƶƾƺ�ƫƹ�ǁƫƣǂ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƞơƿƫǁƫƿǄ�ƺƤ�ƺƿƩƣƽ�ƫƹƿƣƽƹƞƿƫƺƹƞƶ�ƻƽƺưƣơƿƾ�ƾƻƣơƫƧƬơƞƶƶǄ�
devoted to this topic.

ᇶᄙᏺ�ƢƾƹƩƻƻƢƵ�ƵƞƹƹƞƻƩƽƢƺ�ƞƵơ�ƻƢƿƻƼƞƳ�ƤƳƼƩơƩƻǀხ��ƨƢ�ƠƞƺƢ�ƶƣ�ƳƞƻƢ��ƶƷƻƩƠ�ƨƶƴƩƳƩƢƺ

��ƧƬƹƞƶᄕ�ƣǁƣƹ�Ƹƺƽƣ�ǀƽƨƣƹƿ�ƸƣƿƩƺƢƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�Ƽǀƣƾƿƫƺƹ�ƽƣƶƞƿƣƾ�ƿƺ�ƞ�ǁƣƽǄ�ƾƻƣơƫƧƬơ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ�ƻƩƣƹƺƸƣƹƺƹᄕ�
that is, the previously mentioned late rearrangement of the homiletic production, in which either highly 
ƽƣƢƽƞƤƿƣƢ�ǁƣƽƾƫƺƹƾ�ƺƤ��ƽƣƣƴ�ƾƣƽƸƺƹƾ�ƞƹƢ�ƺƽƫƨƫƹƞƶ�ƞƻƺơƽǄƻƩƞƶ�ƿƽƞƢƫƿƫƺƹƾ�ƞƽƣ�ƟƺǀƹƢ�ƿƺƨƣƿƩƣƽ�ƺƽ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�
originally independent Greek homilies are recombined and fused together, giving rise to actual new com-
positions. 

�ƾ��Ʃƞǁƣ�ƿƽƫƣƢ�ƿƺ�ƾƿƽƣƾƾ�ƣƶƾƣǂƩƣƽƣ�ƟǄ�ƞƹƞƶǄƾƫƹƨ�ƟƺƿƩ�ƩƺƸƫƶƣƿƫơ�ƾƣƽƫƣƾ�ƞƹƢ�ƾƫƹƨƶƣ�ƾƣƽƸƺƹƾᇵᇸ – and as is wi-
dely acknowledged –, such late phases of Coptic literature reveal a pronounced freedom of composition. By 
ƨƣƹƣƽƞƶƫƾƫƹƨᄕ�ƺƹƣ�ơƺǀƶƢ�ƞƦƧƬƽƸ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƿƩƣ�ǁƞƾƿ�ƸƞưƺƽƫƿǄ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƩƺƸƫƶƞƽƫƣƾ�ƫƾ�ƾƿƽǀơƿǀƽƞƶƶǄ�ƾƩƞƻƣƢ�ƟǄ�ƻƩƣƹƺƸƣ-
ƹƞ�ƺƤ�ƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ�ƥƷǀƫƢƫƿǄᄕ�ơǀƶƿǀƽƞƶ�ƞƻƻƽƺƻƽƫƞƿƫƺƹᄕ�ƽƣƞƽƽƞƹƨƣƸƣƹƿ�ƞơơƺƽƢƫƹƨ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ�ơǀƶƿǀƞƶ�ǀƾƣᇵᇹ Such multiple-text 
manuscripts are, not infrequently, our only evidence for partial translations of Greek sermonsᇵᇺ. 

How to consider these deeply amended and reworked textual units? Strictly speaking, they are Cop-
tic compositions, since they show an undeniable literary agency reached by the late redactor. Neverthe-
less, they rely on, and are made up of, translations from still recognisable Greek models, which – and this 
is the most enigmatic aspect – appear fully consistent with what we know of the intent, the theological 
ƞƿƿƫƿǀƢƣᄕ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ�ƸƣƿƩƺƢƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ƟƺǀƹƢƞƽƫƣƾ�ƿƩƞƿ�Ʃƞǁƣ�ƶƣƢ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ�ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƴƹƺǂƹ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹƾ�ƺƤ��ƽƣƣƴ�
works (the so-called ‘classical translations’).

ƹ�ƿƩƫƾ�ƽƣƾƻƣơƿᄕ��ƽƣƨƺƽǄ�ƺƤ��Ǆƾƾƞᅷƾ�ƩƺƸƫƶǄ�De deitate Filii et Spiritus Sancti (CPG 3192) can be taken as 
a highly revealing example of the aporias entailed by such late rewritings of known Greek models. 

�ƽƣƾƣƽǁƣƢ�ƟǄ�ƞ�ƾƫƹƨƶƣ��ƺƩƞƫƽƫơ�ǂƫƿƹƣƾƾ�ǀƹƢƣƽ�ƿƩƣ�ƹƞƸƣ�ƺƤ��ƽƣƨƺƽǄ�ƺƤ��ƞǅƫƞƹǅǀƾ�ᄬ���ᇲᇳᇻᇸᄭᄕ39 it di-
ƾơƶƺƾƣƾ�ƹƺƿ�ƺƹƶǄ�ƞ�ơƺƹƿƫƹǀƺǀƾ�ƽƣƞƽƽƞƹƨƣƸƣƹƿ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƺƽƫƨƫƹƞƶ�ƿƣǃƿᄕ�Ɵǀƿ�ƞƶƾƺ�ƾƫƨƹƫƧƬơƞƹƿ�ƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ�ƫƹƾƣƽƿƫƺƹƾᄕ�
namely variations on the theme, which cannot be found in its Greek counterpart. As is customary, the 
ƣƹƿƫƽƣ�ƧƬƽƾƿ�ƾƣơƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƽƣƣƴ�ƩƺƸƫƶǄ�ᄬ���ᇶᇸᄕ�ᇷᇷᇵᄕ�ᇴᇳ�ᅬ�ᇷᇸᇷᄕ�ᇴᇷᄭ�Ʃƞƾ�Ɵƣƣƹ�ƺƸƫƿƿƣƢ�ƟǄ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƺƽᄕ�
whose concerns are mainly focused on the Greek ethikon, by leaving aside the exegetical portion opening 
the Greek sermon.ᇶᇲ 

Thus, after the addition represented by the inscriptio and by a linking passage, the Coptic text paral-
ƶƣƶƾ�ƿƩƣ��ƽƣƣƴ�Ɵƣƿǂƣƣƹ�Ƥᄙ�ᇳᇺᇷƽ�ƶᄙ�ᇴᇲ�ƞƹƢ�Ƥᄙ�ᇳᇺᇹƽ�ƶᄙ�ᇵᇲ�ᄬ���ᇶᇸᄕ�ᇷᇸᇶᄕ�ᇴᇷ�ᅬ�ᇷᇸᇺᄕ�ᇳᇲᄭᄙ41 However, countless evidences 

ᇵᇷᏺ��ƩƣƽƣƤƺƽƣᄕ�ǂƣ�ƞƢƺƻƿ�ƞ�ƾƶƫƨƩƿƶǄ�ƾƫƸƻƶƫƧƬƣƢ�ƤƺƽƸ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƸƺƢƣƶ�ƢƣǁƣƶƺƻƣƢ�ƫƹ��ؔإؘئئ�ᇳᇻᇸᇸ�ƞƹƢ��ؔإؘئئ�ᇳᇻᇷᇺᄙ
ᇵᇸᏺ��Ƥƽᄙ��ؘآءإ�ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄖحب���ᅟ��ؘآءإ�ᅟاؔؗ؟آ���ᅟ��ؔآإؘ؟�ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄕ�ƣƾƻƣơƫƞƶƶǄ�ᇳᇸᇴᅟᇳᇻᇵᄖ��ؘآءإ�ᇴᇲᇳᇻᄕ�ᇴᇻᅟᇶᇸᄙ
ᇵᇹᏺؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇳᇴᄙ
ᇵᇺᏺ��ƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƿǄƻƺƶƺƨǄ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ�Ƹǀƶƿƫƻƶƣᅟƿƣǃƿ�Ƹƞƹǀƾơƽƫƻƿƾ�ƞƹƢ�ƫƿƾ�ƣǁƺƶǀƿƫƺƹᄕ�ƾƣƣحب���ᇴᇲᇳᇺ�ƞƹƢحب���ᇴᇲᇳᇻᄙ�
ᇵᇻᏺ�Vat. copt.�ᇸᇳᄕ�ƦƤᄙ�ᇳᇺᇷƽᅟᇳᇻᇵǁ�ᄬ����ᄙ�ᄖ�����ᇳᇲᇲᄭᄙ��Ʃƣ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƿƣǃƿ�Ʃƞƾ�Ɵƣƣƹ�ƣƢƫƿƣƢ�ƫƹ1913-1912 ؘءؔ؛��. See also �ؘؘؕؕ؞ؖءج؟�ᅟءؔة��
�ᇳᇻᇵᇹᄕ�ᇶᇴᇸᅟᇶᇴᇺᄙاآآ؛ؖئاءؔ�
ᇶᇲᏺ��Ʃƫƾ�ƫƾ�ƞ�ƤƞƫƽƶǄ�ƿǄƻƫơƞƶ��ƺƻƿƫơ�Ƣƣǁƫơƣᄕ�ƞƿƿƣƾƿƣƢ�ƟǄ�ƟƺƿƩ��ƞƩƫƢƫơ�ᄬƣᄙƨᄙᄕ�����ᄙ��ᄖ�����ᇵᇴᇷᄭ�ƞƹƢ��ƺƩƞƫƽƫơ�ᄬƣᄙƨᄙᄕ�����ᄙ��ᄖ�����
ᇹᇴᄭ�ơƺƢƫơƣƾᄕ�ǂƩƫơƩ�ơƞƹ�Ɵƣ�ƿƞƴƣƹ�ƞƾ�ơƺƶƶƣơƿƫƺƹƾ�ƺƤ�ethika, even if the extent of the Coptic ethical conclusions only rarely coincides 
with that of the corresponding Greek sermon. See بؖآ��ᇴᇲᇳᇳ�ƞƹƢ��ؘاؘ؟؟�ᇳᇻᇷᇶᄕ�ᇴᇲᇴᄙ��ƹƶƫƴƣ�ƿƩƣ�ơƺƢƫơƣƾ�ƿƽƞƹƾƸƫƿƿƫƹƨ�typika (as for 
which, see ؔةآئئؔءؔا��ᇴᇲᇳᇲᄭᄕ�ƾǀơƩ�ơƺƶƶƣơƿƫƺƹƾ�Ƣƺ�ƹƺƿ�ƾƣƣƸ�ƿƺ�Ɵƣ�ƫƹƿƣƹƢƣƢ�ƞƾ�ƩƺƸƫƶƞƽƫƣƾ�Ƥƺƽ�ƶƫƿǀƽƨƫơƞƶ�ƾƣƽǁƫơƣƾᄕ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƫƾ�ƞƾ�ƶƣơƿƫƺƹ-
ƞƽƫƣƾᄙ�ƹƾƿƣƞƢᄕ�ƿƩƣǄ�ƞƻƻƣƞƽ�ƿƺ�Ʃƞǁƣ�Ɵƣƣƹ�ơƺƹơƣƫǁƣƢ�ƞƾ�ƩƞƹƢƟƺƺƴƾ�ƺƤ�ǀƻƶƫƤƿƫƹƨ�ƽƣƞƢƫƹƨƾᄕ�ƿƞƴƣƹ�ƤƽƺƸ�ƿƩƣ�Ƹƺƾƿ�ƫƹƥƷǀƣƹƿƫƞƶᄕ�ƽƣǁƣƽƣƢ�
ƞƹƢ�ƻƺƻǀƶƞƽ�	ƞƽƶǄ��ƩǀƽơƩ�
ƞƿƩƣƽƾᄙ
ᇶᇳᏺ��ƺǂƣǁƣƽᄕ�ƞƾ�Ƥƺƽ�ƿƩƣ�ƶƞƾƿ�ƶƫƹƣƾᄕ�ƿƩƣ�ƸƞƿơƩ�ƫƾ�ƫƹơƽƣƞƾƫƹƨƶǄ�ƶƺƺƾƣᄙ
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of redrafting42 and shortening43 is dotted throughout the Coptic rendering of the Greek text. Moreover and 
ƣǁƣƹ�Ƹƺƽƣ�ƫƸƻƺƽƿƞƹƿƶǄᄕ�ƞƿ�Ƥᄙ�ᇳᇺᇹƽ�ƶᄙ�ᇵᇳ�ƞ�ƶƺƹƨ�ƾƣơƿƫƺƹ�Ɵƣƨƫƹƾᄕ�Ƹƞƫƹƿƞƫƹƫƹƨ�ƺƹƶǄ�ƞ�ƿƩƣƸƞƿƫơ�ơƺƹƹƣơƿƫƺƹ�ǂƫƿƩ�
its Greek Vorlage, by the addition of a paraenetical piece on Gen 22, 1.44 From the end of this insertion – 
ǂƩƺƾƣ�ƟƺǀƹƢƞƽƫƣƾᄕ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣƫƽ�ƿǀƽƹᄕ�ƞƽƣ�Ƥƞƽ�ƤƽƺƸ�Ɵƣƫƹƨ�ǂƣƶƶᅟƢƣƧƬƹƣƢ�ᅬᄕ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƞƢƩƣƽƣƾ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ��ƽƣƣƴ�ƩƺƸƫƶǄᄕ�ƟǄ�
continuing to reveal examples of reiterate rewriting processes. 

�ƣƹơƣ�ƿƩƣ�ơƺƹơƶǀƾƫƺƹ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƿƩƣ�ƺǁƣƽƞƶƶ�ƾƿƽǀơƿǀƽƣ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƾƣƽƸƺƹ�ƾƫƨƹƫƧƬơƞƹƿƶǄ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƾ�ƤƽƺƸ�ƫƿƾ�
�ƽƣƣƴ�ơƺǀƹƿƣƽƻƞƽƿᄕ�ƾƩƺǂƫƹƨ�ƞƹ�ƞǀƿƺƹƺƸƺǀƾ�ƞƽƨǀƸƣƹƿƞƿƫǁƣ�ƻƞƿƩ�ƞƹƢ�ƫƹƢƣƻƣƹƢƣƹƿ�ƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ�ƾƺƶǀƿƫƺƹƾᄙ�ƹ�
short, it is ƺƶƴƢƻƨƩƵƧ�ƹƞơƩƠƞƳƳǀ�ơƩƥƣƢƹƢƵƻ from the inter-text on which it relies.

Moreover, these issues cannot but call into question the notion itself of textual identity, that is, the pos-
sibility of identifying continuity and mutual relationship between manuscripts preserving textual units whi-
ch appear ‘thematically’ related, despite the diversity of their texts. Consequently, they should be interpreted 
ƞƾ�ᅸƾƫƟƶƫƹƨᅺ�ƨƽƺǀƻƾ�ƺƤ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ�ƿƣǃƿƾᄕ�ƿƩƞƿ�ƫƾᄕ�ƞƾ�ƿƣǃƿƾ�ƶƫƹƴƣƢ�ƟǄ�ƨƣƸƸƫƹƨ�ƤƽƺƸ�ƿƩƣ�ƾƞƸƣ�Vorlage but attesting 
ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�ƽƣƢƞơƿƫƺƹƞƶ�ƾƿƞƨƣƾ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƻƞƿƩ�ƤƽƺƸ�ƿƩƣƫƽ��ƽƣƣƴ�ƸƺƢƣƶ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣƫƽ�ƿƣƽƸƫƹƞƶ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƽƣǂƽƫƿƫƹƨᄙ�

Ƥ�ǂƣ�ƾƩƫƤƿ�ƿƩƣ�Ƥƺơǀƾ�ƺƤ�ƺǀƽ�ƞƹƞƶǄƾƫƾ�ƤƽƺƸ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹƾ�ƺƤ��ƽƣƣƴ�ƾƣƽƸƺƹƾ�ƻƽƣƾƣƽǁƣƢ�ƫƹ�ƞ�ƾƫƹƨƶƣ�ơƺƻǄ�ƿƺ�
ƿƩƣ�ƶǀơƴǄ�ơƞƾƣƾ�ƺƤ�Ƹǀƶƿƫƻƶƣ�ƞƿƿƣƾƿƞƿƫƺƹᄕ�ƿƩƣ�ƶƞƹƢƾơƞƻƣ�Ƣƺƣƾ�ƹƺƿ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽᄙ�

The homily De homicidisᄕ� ƻƾƣǀƢƺƣƻƫƨƽƞƻƩƫơƞƶƶǄ� ƞƿƿƽƫƟǀƿƣƢ� ƿƺ��ƿƩƞƹƞƾƫǀƾ� ᄬ���ᇲᇲᇶᇺᄭᄕ� ƾǀƽǁƫǁƣ� ƫƹ�ƞƿ�
least two parchment codices, once belonging to the repositories of the monastery of St. Michael (whose 
latest dated colophon traces back to the year 914) and the White Monastery.ᇶᇷ

ƿ� ƫƾ�ǂƺƽƿƩ�ƹƺƿƫơƫƹƨ�ƿƩƞƿᄕ�ǂƩƣƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƿǂƺ�ǂƫƿƹƣƾƾƣƾ�ƻƽƣƾƣƽǁƣ�ƻƞƽƞƶƶƣƶ� ƿƣǃƿƾᄕ�ơƺƹƾƫƢƣƽƞƟƶƣ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹơƣƾ�
emerge even on a cursory reading. Despite focusing solely on the most relevant mismatches, numerous 
ƫƹƾƿƞƹơƣƾ�ƸƞǄ�Ɵƣ�ƼǀƺƿƣƢᄙ�ƹ�ƫƹƿƽƺƢǀơƫƹƨ��Ʃƽƫƾƿᅷƾ�ƾƻƣƣơƩ�ƞƨƞƫƹƾƿ�ƿƩƺƾƣ�ǂƩƺ�Ƣƺ�ƹƺƿ�Ƥƣƞƽ�ƿƩƣ�ưǀƢƨƸƣƹƿƾ�ƺƤ�
�ƺƢ�ᄬᆑ�ᇹᄭᄕ�ƿƩƣ��Ʃƫƿƣ��ƺƹƞƾƿƣƽǄᅷƾ�ơƺƢƣǃ�ƻƽƺƻƺƾƣƾ�ƿƩƣ�Ƥƺƶƶƺǂƫƹƨ�ƻƞƾƾƞƨƣᄘ�ƕĻġƛĿĿŅേĻġĵേĻƝĳേŁĩō�ŃĳŅŇĿ�Ņേ
ƛĩേĻıĩേĻŇġĵŁġŃġģġേĹĹĿĳേĹŁĩĵĻġŉേĩĹġŅŇĳĥĽേ 9ƙ;ĳőőĵേĹŁ9ĩ;ĵĿŉőĹേĻĿŉĩƓ�Ņ�േĻġŅേĩŇģĩേŁġŃġĻ
േ
ġĵġŃĻġേĹĹĿĳ�േĹŇĿĻേĹĹĿĵേŇĩĻĿŉേƙĻĻĵĿķġŅĳŅേĩŁĹġേĻĻĻĿģĩേĻŇġĵġġŉേġĵƟേĻĿŉƝŅേĻġĳേĻƙįŇĿŉ�46

On the contrary, the Hamuli’s witness opts for a more elaborated version: ƕĻġƛĿĿŅേĥġŃേĻġĵേĻƝĳേ
ŁĻĿŉŇĩേƛĩേĩĳŅേƙįįŇĩേġĵġŃĻġേĹĹĿĳേĹŁĩĵĻġŉേĩĹġŅŇĳĥĽേƙĳƛőĵേĿŉħĩേĹŁĩĵĿŉőĹേĻĿŉƓŅേĻġġŅേĩŇģĩേ
ŁġŃġ�Ļ�േġŉőേġĵġŃĻġേĹĹĿĳേĩŇģĩേĿŉƙőģേĻƓķĿƕേŇĩĻĿŉേħĩേƟĻġġŃĻġേĹĹĿĵേƙőőĵേĹŇĿĻേĹĹĿĵേŇĩĻĿŉേ
ƙĻĻĵĿķġŅĳŅേĩŁĹġേĻĻĻĿģĩേĻŇġĵġġŉേĩġĵƟേേƝőĻŇേĻġേĻƙįŇĿŉേƙĹŁĩĳĵĿŅĹĿŅ�47

A quite revers situation is presented by the section addressing the topic of all kinds of sins’ for-
ƨƫǁƣƹƣƾƾᄕ� ƿƩƽƺǀƨƩ�ơƺƹƿƽƫƿƫƺƹ�ƞƹƢ�ƻƣƹƫƿƣƹơƣᄕ�ǂƫƿƩ�ƿƩƣ�ƾƺƶƣ�ƣǃơƣƻƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ� ƿƩƣ�ƸǀƽƢƣƽƣƽƾ� ᄬᆑ� ᇳᇲᄭᄙ� ƹ����ᄙ
AZ, a very cursory statement occurs, merely ennobled by the reference to the Prophet: ĻĩŇĻġƙőŇģേħĩേ

ᇶᇴᏺ��ƣƣ�Ƥƺƽ�ƫƹƾƿƞƹơƣ�Ƥᄙ�ᇳᇺᇷǁ�ƶᄙ�ᇴᇸᅟᇳᇺᇸƽ�ƶᄙ�ᇻ�േġĿŉĻĳƓƟേħĩേĻŅįĿŉേŅĳĻĳേĹÁŁĩƟŋŉŅĳŅേĩŃĩÁĻĩŃĥĳĻേĹÁƙġĳേġķķġേĻġŅĿÁƙĳേŁĩേƗĩĻേĻĩŇĩĻĿŉŅേ
ĩĻĩġŇƙŉķįĵĳġÁേĹÁŁĳŃőĹĳേŃĳĵĳേŁĩേĩƟĹĩŇƗĩķķĿേĿŉĿƙേĻġŉĿőķĵേĩÁģĿķേĻÁŇƙĩķŁĳŅേĹÁĻįĩÁŇĩƕƛĿŉƓŇേĩÁģĿķƗġƛőĿŉേŁķįĻേġŁĳőƓƓőŁĳേ
ĻġƕേƗĩĻേŇĩƕĹĩŇƗĩķķĿേĻĩĹŇĩƕŅƙĳĹĳേĩĳŅġƛĳേĩŇƛĿĹേͩƟĹĩŇŃĩƕƛŋĩേƓįŃĳേĿŉĿƙേƟĳŅŇĿŃĳ͏േŇġĹĿേĹĹĿĻേĩŋġĳേġŇĿĻĩേƓĳŁĳേĩŅƛőേ
ͧĹĿŅേƛĩ�േേ�ᄧᄧ����ᇶᇸᄕ�ᇷᇸᇷᄕ�ᇵᇻᅟᇶᇷᄘ�േை்ுெோേƿ
േ౯േఢേ்േௗേ వை்േఙƿ
േథைோേƿേௗേேோ்
േ్ௗ೦േௗേ
ఢ்േకƿ்்ௌோ
േ౯േఙௗ்േఢേకƿ౯േƿௗௗ¨േఅƿுெோേௗ౩േௗേఱേకേௗ೦േேோ்೦േௗേఢ்േ్ௗ೦േௗേ౯േௗ಼േ
ూௐொேೣേఢേƿേƿ்ைƿ்േఱ�േர౯േௗௗേఅƿ்ௗേఢേలௗേƿோௐௗ்���
ᇶᇵᏺ��ƣƣ�Ƥƺƽ�ƫƹƾƿƞƹơƣ�Ƥᄙ�ᇳᇺᇸǁ�ƶƶᄙ�ᇳᅟᇳᇷᄘേĩġŇĿŉĹĩŇƗĩķķĿേĩŃģĩŃĳേ͗ŃőĿŉേƙĳŇĩĻŁŅĿķŅĩķേͧŁĳƓįŃĳേ͗ŇġŉƛŋĿƕേ͗͏ƙġĻĹĿŉĹĳേͩĩŃőƟേƗġƟേ
͗ģĿķേƗĩĻേıįĩŇġŅĩŃƗĩķķőേĩŉĩŃōĿŃĳĥĳĻേͩ ŇōŃĳ͏േͧ ŋį͗ŇġŉƛŋĿƕേƙĳŇĩĻıį͗ŇġŅĩŃƗĩķķőേĻƟĻġĵįĻേĥġŃേġĻേĩĳĹĿŉƟേĩŃĿŅേͧ ŁġĳŃġĻേ
ĩŉőĿŉേͧŋƟേġŅ͏ĹĿĻĳേͧŁĩŅͧĻĿŇേͧĹĳĻേͧĹĿŅേġŅŅőĿŉŇĩĻേͧĹĿƕേ͗ƗĿŉĻേ͗ŃőƕേͧŁĳ͏ķĿŉേĩƕƗġƟേĩģĿķƗġേŁĳĩŃőƟേᄬᄧᄧ����ᇶᇸᄕ�ᇷᇸᇷᄕ�
ᇷᇳ�ᅬ�ᇷᇸᇺᄕ�ᇸ�േ�ౚേఱ
േௗ಼േௗേமേைಭ
േఅூெோേ్ௗേை்౩േௗേƿ்ைേƿீ்േఢേƿ்౩
േை்േలേௗേேீௗേ
ƿோே౯േௗ಼േƿூ்்േƿേௗ౭േേకƿ்ೖு்¨േకƿേఢേேேோേௗ೦േƿ்ை౯േௗ౭േௌோ౭േƿோௐௐ�േఛƿோேீௗേ
ௗ೦േƿ౩േ்േௌௐௗ்േுே¨േஹേవƿಹേௗ೦േெ౩ௐേె ௗ்േௌோீொ்േௗுേఢേஸீೖ�േషௗേఢைௗേௗേூƿ்േௗƷേుே
േ
౯േఱേௗ౭േௗേௐ்േఢ்േఙௗ
േ౯േథைோേƿേధേకേఉௌ்േௗേఢ்
േకേఅௐ಼േௗേ
േேേௌுௐേௗേ
ேோௐு்
േఱേേకƿ்ை்ை
േఱേఅௐ౭േƿ
േௗ౩േௗേേఅௗ౩േേௗ೦േீ்േௗേௐௗ��
ᇶᇶᏺ� ƹơᄙ�േ ƟĩĻƙĿŉŃേ ĻġŅĻįĿŉേ ƗĩĻേ ıĹįƟേ ĹÁŁġĳħĳįĥĳĹġേ ĩĳĻġŉേ ĩŁƓőŇേ ͗ģĿķേ ĹŁĳŁĳŃġŅĹĿŅേ ĩŇġŋƟേ ĩŃŁĳŃġĭĳĻേ ͧĹĿƕേ ͩƗįŇƕേ
͗ġƕĿŉġƙŅġƙĻĳേĩƕƛőേͧĹĿŅേƛĩേġģŃġġĹേġģŃġġĹ�
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��ᄬኙ�����ᇵᇻᇲᄭᄙ��Ʃƣ�ƿƣǃƿ�Ʃƞƾ�Ɵƣƣƹ�ƽƣơƣƹƿƶǄ�
edited and translated in �ؔئآإؘت�ᇴᇲᇳᇻᄕ�ᇳᇵᅟᇵᇴᄙ��ƣƶƣǁƞƹƿ�ƽƣƸƞƽƴƾ�ƫƹ��ؔئآإؘت�ᇴᇲᇳᇹƟᄙ
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ĵġĻേĩŉƓġĻŅĩĵŅĿĿŉേĻıĩേĹĹőŉŅįŅേĹĻŇĿŉേĵőേĩģĿķേĹĹġŉ�48�ƹ�����ᄙ
�ᄕ�ƫƹƾƿƣƞƢᄕ�ƺƹƣ�ơƞƹ�ƽƣƞƢ�Ƹƺƽƣ�
elaborate expressions: ĵġĻേĩŃƓġĻേĩĻŃĩƕƙőŇģേġƓŇĿŉേĩƙŃġĳേŁŅġേŁƕőേĻŇĩŉġŁĩേĹĻേĻģĿŉƙĩേĻĻĩŉģġķേ
ĹĩŃĩŁĻĿŉŇĩേĵőേĻġŉേĩģĿķേĩĳĹįŇĩĳേĻŅĩƟേĻĿŉŏŉōįേƙġേĿŉŏŉōį�49

��ƶƞƾƿ�ƞƹƢ�ƣǁƣƹ�Ƹƺƽƣ�ƾƫƨƹƫƧƬơƞƹƿ�ƻƞƾƾƞƨƣ�ᅬ�ƶƣƞǁƫƹƨ�ƞƾƫƢƣ�ƿƩƣ�ǀƟƫƼǀƫƿƺǀƾ�ƸƫƾƞƶƫƨƹƸƣƹƿƾ�ᅬ�ƾƩƺǀƶƢ�Ɵƣ�ƽƣ-
called, namely the pivotal textual locus occurring towards the end of the homily, when the vision of aേĿŉƙķķĿേ
ĻġŅĵįŇįŅേƫƾ�ƽƣƻƺƽƿƣƢᄙ��Ʃƣ�ƺƟưƣơƿ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƽƣǁƣƶƞƿƫƺƹ�ƶƫƣƾ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƢƣƧƬƹƫƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ᅵƻƞƨƞƹƾᅷᄕ�ƣǃƻƶƫơƫƿƶǄ�ƫƢƣƹƿƫƧƬƣƢ�ǂƫƿƩ�
ƿƩƣ��Ʃƽƫƾƿƫƞƹ�ƻƣƺƻƶƣ�ǂƩƺᄕ�ƞƶƿƩƺǀƨƩ�ƟƞƻƿƫǅƣƢᄕ�ƿƽƞƹƾƨƽƣƾƾƣƢ�ƿƩƣ� ƶƞǂ�ƺƤ��ƺƢᄙ��Ʃƣ�ƺƶƢ�Ƹƞƹ�ƾƞǂ�ƞ�ƸǀƶƿƫƿǀƢƣ�
of souls being punished in a great heat, while his angelus interpres was explaining the nature of such tor-
mented souls. According to the Hamuli’s version, this vision exhausted the revelation of the old monk – who 
ƫƾ�ƫƸƸƣƢƫƞƿƣƶǄ�ƫƢƣƹƿƫƧƬƣƢ�ƞƾ��ƞơƩƺƸƫǀƾ�ƟǄ��ƿƩƞƹƞƾƫǀƾ�ᅬ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ�Ƹƣƾƾƞƨƣ�Ʃƣ�ƩƞƢ�ƿƺ�ƽƣǁƣƞƶ�ƿƺ�Ʃƫƾ�ƤƞƿƩƣƽƩƺƺƢേ
�ĩŇĩĵĹĻŇĩĳőŇ��േ 'LQRC?B
േ according to the White Monastery’s account, the visio damnationis represents 
only one half of the apocalypse, since the old monk keeps speaking,ᇷᇲ by revealing a second vision (defective-
ly preserved), in which he stood in front of a beautiful tree growing in heaven, surrounded by angelic hosts.ᇷᇳ

All these elements cause us to lean towards the mutual independence of the literary traditions trans-
mitted by these two sources, by gemming from reciprocally unconnected evolutions of a common textual 
Ƹƞƿƽƫǃ� ƫƹ�ƿǂƺ�ƢƫƦƤƣƽƣƹƿ�ƽƣƨƫƺƹƞƶ�ƞƹƢ�ơǀƶƿǀƽƞƶ�ƣƹǁƫƽƺƹƸƣƹƿƾᄙ��ƹơƣ�ƞƨƞƫƹᄕ� ƿƩƣƫƽ�ƽƣƶƞƿƫƺƹƾƩƫƻ�ƾƣƣƸƾ�ƿƺ�Ɵƣ�
based on their dependence on a common and independently reworked Urtext. 

The two case studies put forward – the former addressing the redrafting process of a known Greek 
composition; the latter revealing equally complex rewriting phenomena related to an allegedly Coptic 
original text – cannot be considered isolated instances.ᇷᇴ On the contrary, they seem to represent the rule 
in this late phase of Coptic manuscript transmission, by disclosing two pervasive and interrelated trends, 
notably an inclination toward thematic selection and textual accretion.

As a consequence of these remarks and by building on the lucky cases of multiple attestationᇷᇵ and 
on a historical reconstruction of the paths of Coptic literature, it may be supposed that the Greek homi-
ƶƣƿƫơ�ƿƽƞƢƫƿƫƺƹ�ǂƣƹƿ�ƿƩƽƺǀƨƩ�ƞ�ƢƺǀƟƶƣ�ƻƩƞƾƣ�ƺƤ�ƽƣơƣƻƿƫƺƹᄕ�ƿƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƽƞƹƾƸƫƾƾƫƺƹ�ƫƹ��ƺƻƿƫơᄕ�ƿƩƣ�ƧƬƽƾƿ�
one coinciding with the ‘period of the classical translations’, the second with the liturgical rearrangement 
ƻƽƺƟƞƟƶǄ� ƾǀƦƤƣƽƣƢ�ƟǄ� ƿƩƣ� ƣƹƿƫƽƣƿǄ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹᄙ��Ʃƫƶƣ� ƿƩƣ� ƤƺƽƸƣƽ�ǂƺǀƶƢ�ƻƽƺǁƫƢƣ� ƞ� ᄬƽƣƶƞƿƫǁƣƶǄᄭ�
reliable and accurate translation of a selected corpus of Greek textual material, the latter would redraft 
ƾǀơƩ�ƞ�ơƺƽƻǀƾᄕ�ƟǄ�ƾƩƺǂƫƹƨ�ƫƹơƽƣƞƾƫƹƨƶǄ�ƫƢƣƹƿƫƧƬƞƟƶƣ�ƻƽƺơƣƾƾƣƾ�ƺƤ�ƽƣƶƫƨƫƺǀƾ�ƞƢƞƻƿƞƿƫƺƹ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ�ƽƣǂƽƫƿƫƹƨᄙ�

At the current state of research, this is just a working hypothesis. As such, it needs to formalise and 
ơƺƢƫƤǄ�Ʃƫƾƿƺƽƫơƞƶ�ơƫƽơǀƸƾƿƞƹơƣƾ�ƿƩƞƿ�Ƹǀƾƿ�Ʃƞǁƣ�Ɵƣƣƹ�Ƥƞƽ�Ƹƺƽƣ�ƥƷǀƫƢᄕ�Ɵǀƿ�ƫƿ�ƞơơƺǀƹƿƾ�Ƥƺƽ�ƿƩƣ�ƩƫƨƩ�ƞƹƢ�ƫƹ-
creasing degree of interpolatory activity shown by the last periods of Coptic literature and, at the same 
time, for the wide availability of textual material to be re-used.

As a result, a great deal of Greek homilies is placed in ‘PAThs’ database under the categories ‘Origi-
ƹƞƶ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄘ��ƺƸƫƶƫƣƾ�ǂƫƿƩ�ƞƻƺơƽǄƻƩƞƶ�ƫƹƾƣƽƿƫƺƹƾ�ᄬᇸthᅟᇺth�ơᄙᄭᅷᄕ�ᅵ�ƽƫƨƫƹƞƶ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄘ�
ƺƽƸƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�ƶƞƿƣƽ�
ᄬƻƾƣǀƢƺᅟƣƻƫƨƽƞƻƩƫơƞƶᄭ�ƩƞƨƫƺƨƽƞƻƩƫơ�ơǄơƶƣƾ�ƞƹƢ�ƽƣᅟƞƽƽƞƹƨƣƸƣƹƿ�ƺƤ�ƩƺƸƫƶƣƿƫơ�ƻƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹ�ᄬᇹthᅟᇺth�ơᄙᄭᅷᄕ�ᅵ�Ǆƹ-
axarial arrangement (9thᅟᇳᇲth�ơᄙᄭᅷᄕ�ƢƣƻƣƹƢƫƹƨ�ƺƹ�ƣƞơƩ�ƫƹƢƫǁƫƢǀƞƶ�ơƞƾƣᄕ�Ɵǀƿ�ǂƫƿƩ�ƿƩƣ�ƣǃƻƶƫơƫƿƶǄ�ƢƣơƶƞƽƣƢ�ƾƿƞƿƣ-
ment 1) that such decision is the mere result of an ‘accidental’ over-representation of this phase of Coptic 
literature, and 2) that a lost previous circulation of this production can be reasonably assumed, at least in 
ƾƣǁƣƽƞƶᄕ�ƾƫƨƹƫƧƬơƞƹƿ�ƫƹƾƿƞƹơƣƾᄙ

Without claiming to exhaust the matter, the present contribution aimed at providing a comprehensive 
ƺǁƣƽǁƫƣǂ�ƺƹ�ƿƩƣ�ᅵ���Ʃƾᅷ�ơƶƞƾƾƫƧƬơƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƶƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄕ�ƟƞƾƣƢ�ƺƹ�ƿƩƣ�ƣǃƿƞƹƿ�ơƺƢƫơƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ǀƹƫƿƾ�ƞƹƢ�ƞƹ�
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there is no forgiveness for them’.
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pay a soul for a soul’.
ᇷᇲᏺ��Ʃƣ�ƞƢƢƫƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�Ƽǀƺƿƞƿƫƺƹ�ƤƽƺƸ��ƴ�ᇶᄕ�ᇶᇺ�ƾƩƺǀƶƢ�ƞƶƾƺ�Ɵƣ�ƹƺƿƣƢᄙ
ᇷᇳᏺ�ƹơᄙᄘേġƕƛĿĿŅേĿĻേĻƝĳേŁƙķķĿേĩŇĹĹġŉേƛĩ�
ᇷᇴᏺ��ƹƞƶƺƨƺǀƾ�ơƺƹơƶǀƾƫƺƹƾ�ƾƩƺǀƶƢ�Ɵƣ�Ƣƽƞǂƹ�ƟǄ�ƞ�ơƞƽƣƤǀƶ�ƞƹƞƶǄƾƫƾ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ�Ƹƞƹǀƾơƽƫƻƿ�ƣǁƫƢƣƹơƣƾ�ƻƽƣƾƣƽǁƫƹƨ�ƿƩƣ�ƩƺƸƫƶǄ�In Crucem, 
ƞƾơƽƫƟƣƢ�ƿƺ��ƩƣƺƻƩƫƶǀƾ�ƺƤ��ƶƣǃƞƹƢƽƫƞ�ᄬ���ᇲᇵᇻᇷᄭᄖ�ƞƹƞƶǄƾƫƾ�ǂƩƫơƩ�ƫƾ�ƨƽƣƞƿƶǄ�ƩƣƶƻƣƢ�ƟǄ�ƿƩƣ�ơƽƫƿƫơƞƶ�apparatus provided in بؖب��ᇴᇲᇳᇴᄙ
ᇷᇵᏺ��ƿƩƣƽ�ƢƣƾƫƽƞƟƶƣ�ơƞƾƣ�ƾƿǀƢƫƣƾ�ƫƹơƶǀƢƣᄕ�inter alia, Athanasius’ Homily against Arius�ᄬ���ᇲᇲᇷᇲᄖ����ᄙ�
�ᄧ�����ᄙ��ᄭᄕ��ƩƣƺƻƩƫƶǀƾᅷ�
Homily on the Cross�ᄬ���ᇲᇵᇻᇷᄖ����ᄙ���ᄧ����ᄙ���ᄧ�����ᄙ���ᄧ����ᄙ��ᄭᄕ��ƣǁƣƽƫƞƹ�ƺƤ��ƞƟƞƶƞᅷƾ�Homily on the Nativity�ᄬ���ᇲᇵᇴᇻᄖ��
���ᄙ���ᄧ�����ᄙ	��ᄧ�����ᄙ���ᄧ�����ᄙ��ᄭᄙ
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in-depth historical survey, by addressing (from a highly selective perspective) some of the most pressing que-
stions exposed by the complex state of the research on the Coptic literary and manuscript tradition. 
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ơƣƣƢƫƹƨƾ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƣƹƿƩ�ƹƿƣƽƹƞƿƫƺƹƞƶ��ƺƹƨƽƣƾƾ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƿǀƢƫƣƾᄕ��ƺƸƣᄕ��ƣƻƿƣƸƟƣƽ�ᇳᇹth-22ndᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇴ�ƞƹƢ�
�ƶƣƹƞƽǄ��ƣƻƺƽƿƾ�ƺƤ� ƿƩƣ��ƫƹƿƩ�ƹƿƣƽƹƞƿƫƺƹƞƶ��ƺƹƨƽƣƾƾ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƿǀƢƫƣƾᄕ��ƞƫƽƺᄕ��ƣƻƿƣƸƟƣƽᄕ� ᇳᇷth-19th, 
ᇴᇲᇲᇺ ᄬ�ƽƫƣƹƿƞƶƫƞ��ƺǁƞƹƫƣƹƾƫƞ��ƹƞƶƣơƿƞᄕ�ᇴᇶᇹᅟᇴᇶᇺᄭᄕ�ᅟᄕ��ƣǀǁƣƹᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇸᄕ�ᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇻᅟᇶᇺᄙ�

��ᅟءؔ؟أؠ�ᅟ��ᄙ��ؔحب��ᄕ�ᅸ�ƣǂ��ƣƾƣƞƽơƩ�ƺƹ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣ�ᄬᇴᇲᇲᇺᅟᇴᇲᇳᇴᄭᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙإؘؠ؟؛�ᇴᇲᇳᇸƟ�ኙ��ᄙ��ؘإؘؠ؟؛ؘ�

ᄙؗإؔاءآ�� (eds.), Coptic Society, Literature and Religion from Late Antiquity to Modern Times, Pro-
ơƣƣƢƫƹƨƾ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƣƹƿƩ�ƹƿƣƽƹƞƿƫƺƹƞƶ��ƺƹƨƽƣƾƾ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƿǀƢƫƣƾᄕ��ƺƸƣᄕ��ƣƻƿƣƸƟƣƽ�ᇳᇹth-22ndᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇴ�ƞƹƢ�
�ƶƣƹƞƽǄ��ƣƻƺƽƿƾ�ƺƤ� ƿƩƣ��ƫƹƿƩ�ƹƿƣƽƹƞƿƫƺƹƞƶ��ƺƹƨƽƣƾƾ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƿǀƢƫƣƾᄕ��ƞƫƽƺᄕ��ƣƻƿƣƸƟƣƽᄕ� ᇳᇷth-19th, 
ᇴᇲᇲᇺ ᄬ�ƽƫƣƹƿƞƶƫƞ��ƺǁƞƹƫƣƹƾƫƞ��ƹƞƶƣơƿƞᄕ�ᇴᇶᇹᅟᇴᇶᇺᄭᄕ�ᅟᄕ��ƣǀǁƣƹᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇸᄕ�ᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇵᇲᇵᅟᇵᇵᇶᄙ

 ᄕ�ᅸ�ƣƾƿƫƸƺƹƫƺƾ�ơƺƻƿƺƾ�Ƣƣ�ƶƞ�ƞƻƞƽƫơƫʖƹ�Ƣƣ��ƽƫƾƿƺ�ƽƣƾǀơƫƿƞƢƺ�ƞ�ƶƞ��ƫƽƨƣƹᅺᄕ�Estudiosاؘ؟؟�ᇳᇻᇷᇶ�ኙ��ᄙ��ؘاؘ؟؟ؘ�
bíblicosᄕ�ᇳᇵᄕ�ᇳᇻᇷᇶᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇻᇻᅟᇴᇻᇷᄙ


��ᇴᇲᇳᇺ�ኙآءإؘ�ᄙ��ؘآءإᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƣơƣƻƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƸƫƶƫƣƾ�ƺƹ�ƿƩƣ�	ƻƫƾƿƶƣ�ƿƺ�ƿƩƣ��ƣƟƽƣǂƾ�ƟǄ��ƺƩƹ�
�ƩƽǄƾƺƾƿƺƸ�ᄬ����ᇶᇶᇶᇲᄭᄕ�ǂƫƿƩ��ƺƸƣ��ƺƿƣƾ�ƺƹ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƸƻƺƾƫƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�����ᄙ���ᄬኙ�����ᇵᇴᇷᄭᄘ����ǀƽǁƣǄ�
ƞƹƢ��ƣǂ��ƣǃƿǀƞƶ�ƢƣƹƿƫƧƬơƞƿƫƺƹƾᅺᄕ�Adamantiusᄕ�ᇴᇶᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇸᇸᅟᇹᇶᄙ


��ᇴᇲᇳᇻ�ኙآءإؘ�ᄙ��ؘآءإᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ��ƺƹƿƣƹƿᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ) حب��ed.(, Detecting Early Mediaeval Coptic Literature 
ƩƵ��ƞǀƹ��Ƴᄵ�ƵƟǎ��ƞƸǎƹძ��ƢƻƾƢƢƵ��ƢƿƻƼƞƳ��ƶƵƺƢƹƽƞƻƩƶƵ�ƞƵơ��ƩƻƢƹƞƹǀ��ƢƞƹƹƞƵƧƢƴƢƵƻხ��ƨƢ��ƞƺƢ�ƶƣ��ƞƻჯ�
Copt. 57ᄕ��ƺƸƞᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇻᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇴᇻᅟᇶᇸᄙ

�ᄕ�ᅸ�ȅƥƷƣǃƫƺƹƾ�ƾǀƻƻƶȅƸƣƹƿƞƫƽƣƾ�ƾǀƽ�ƶƣƾ�ƻƽƫƹơƫƻƞǀǃ�ƿȅƸƺƫƹƾ�ƤƞǄƺǀƸƫƼǀƣƾئإآ؛ᅷؗبآ���ᇴᇲᇲᇸ�ኙ��ᄙئإآ؛ᅷؗبآ�
Ƣƣ�ƶƞ��ƫƟƶƣᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ��ؔ �ƵƶƺƻƩƠƞ�ᅂ��ƞƵƩƠƨƞƩƠƞჯ��ǾƳƞƵƧƢƺ�ƶƥƣƢƹƻƺ���ƶƷƻƩƠƞ�ᅂ ,(.eds) إؘإآ� .P.-H - ؗبؔ؛ؖء
à Wolf-Peter Funkᄕ��ƺǀǁƞƫƹ�ᅟ��ƞƽƫƾ�ᅟ��ǀȅƟƣơᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇸᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇺᇳᅟᇳᇲᇺᄙ�


ᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƽƞƢƫƿƫƺƹᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙئإآ؛ᅷؗبآ���ᇴᇲᇳᇴ�ኙ��ᄙئإآ؛ᅷؗبآ�ᄙ) ءآئء؛آ��ed.(, The Oxford Handbook of 
Late Antiquityᄕ��ǃƤƺƽƢᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇴᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇴᇴᇶᅟᇴᇶᇸᄙ

-ᄕ�ᅸ�ǀƣƶƼǀƣƾ�ƽȅƥƷƣǃƫƺƹ�ƾǀƽ�ƶƞ�ơƺƩȅƽƣƹơƣ�Ƣƣ�ƶƞ�ơƺƸƻƺƾƞƹƿƣ�ơƺƻƿƣ�Ƣƣƾ��ᄙ�ƺƢئإآ؛ᅷؗبآ���ᇴᇲᇳᇷ�ኙ��ᄙئإآ؛ᅷؗبآ�
Ƹƣƽᅺᄕ�Adamantiusᄕ�ᇴᇳᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇷᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇹᇻᅟᇺᇷᄙ

�ᄕئإآ؛ᅷؗبآ���ᇴᇲᇳᇸ�ኙ��ᄙئإآ؛ᅷؗبآ� ᅸ�ƣ� ƶᅷȅƢƫƿƫƺƹ�Ƣƣƾ� ƤƽƞƨƸƣƹƿƾ�ơƺƻƿƣƾ� ƤƞǄƺǀƸƫƼǀƣƾᄙ��ȅƥƷƣǃƫƺƹƾ�ƸȅƿƩƺƢ-
ƺƶƺƨƫƼǀƣƾᅺᄕ�Chronique d’Egypteᄕ�ᇻᇳᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇸᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇺᇲᅟᇳᇻᇴᄙ

�ئءإب� ᇴᇲᇳᇸ� ኙ��ᄙ� �ᄕئءإب� ᅸ	ƾƺƿƣƽƫơƫƾƸ��ƣơƺƽƢƣƢᄘ��ƣǃƿᄕ� �ơƽƫƻƿǀƽƣᄕ� ƞƹƢ� �ƞƽƞƾơƽƫƻƿǀƽƣᅺᄕ� ƫƹ��ᄙ�ᄙ��ؘ؞ؖءآ� 
(ed.), Religion: Secret Religionᄕ�
ƞƽƸƫƹƨƿƺƹ��ƫƶƶᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇸᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇴᇳᇵᅟᇴᇴᇻᄙ�

�ǃƿƣƹƢƣƢ	�ᄕ�ᅸ�ƫƿƶƣƾ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƞƹǀƾơƽƫƻƿ��ƽƞƢƫƿƫƺƹᄘ��ƺƸƻƶƣǃ��ƿƽǀơƿǀƽƣ��ƫƿƶƣƾ�ƞƹƢحب���ᇴᇲᇲᇶ�ኙ��ᄙحب�
�ƺƸƻƶƣǃ��ƿƽǀơƿǀƽƣ��ƫƿƶƣƾᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ� (eds.), Coptic Studies in the Threshold اؘ؟��إؘؗ�ءؔة .J - ؟ؘؘحإؘؠؠ
of a New Millennium. Proceedings of the Seventh International Congress of Coptic Studies, Leiden, 27 
August – 2 September 2000ᄕ�ǁƺƶᄙ�ᇳᄕ��ƣǀǁƣƹ�ᅟ��ƞƽƫƾ�ᅟ��ǀƢƶƣǄᄕ���ᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇶᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇵᇲᇻᅟᇵᇳᇷᄙ

Titoli e autori nella tradizione copta. Studio storico e tipologicoᄕ��ƫƾƞᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇷᄙ ,حب���ᇴᇲᇲᇷ�ኙ��ᄙحب�
-ƹƺƸƫơ��ƹƿƩƺƶƺƨƫƣƾ�ƞƹƢ��ƞƨƞƹ�ǂƫƾƢƺƸ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƽƞƢƫ��ᄕ�ᅸ�ƣƸƞƫƹƾ�ƺƤحب���ᇴᇲᇳᇹ�ኙ��ᄙحب�

ƿƫƺƹᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙإؔؖإ�� (ed.), �ƢǀƶƵơ��ƶƵƤƳƩƠƻƺჯ��ƼƳƻƼƹƞƳ�ƞƵơ��ƢƳƩƧƩƶƼƺ��ƶƨƞƟƩƻƞƻƩƶƵƺ�ƩƵ��ƳƢƿƞƵơƹƩƞ�ƞƵơ�ƩƵ�
Egypt, between the 1st and the 6th cent. CEᄕ��˦Ɵƫƹƨƣƹᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇹᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇵᇳᅟᇳᇷᇳᄙ

�ƨǄƻƿᄕ��ƽƺƾƾƽƺƞƢ�ƺƤ��ƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹƾ�ƞƹƢ��ƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ	ᄕ�ᅸحب���ᇴᇲᇳᇺ�ኙ��ᄙحب�ƹƿƣƽǂƣƞǁƫƹƨƾ�ᄬᇵrdᅟᇸth�ơƣƹƿǀƽǄᄭᄙ����ƣ-
ơƺƹƾƫƢƣƽƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ�	ƞƽƶƫƣƽ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᅺᄕ�ƫƹ�
ᄙءاؔةؘإ���ᄬƣƢᄙᄭᄕ�Egitto, crocevia di traduzioni, Trieste, 
ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇷᅟᇸᇹᄙ



ᇵᇲᇸ Francesco Berno

�ᄕحب���ᇴᇲᇳᇻ�ኙ��ᄙحب� ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ƫƹƿƩᅟ�ƣƹƿǀƽǄ��ƺƻƿƫơ� ᅵ�ƺƺƴ��ƣǁƺƶǀƿƫƺƹᅷ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ�	Ƹƣƽƨƣƹơƣ�ƺƤ��ǀƶƿƫƻƶƣᅟ�ƣǃƿ�
�ƞƹǀƾơƽƫƻƿƾᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ��ؔئب�ᅟ��ᄙ�
-(eds.), The Emergence of Multiple-Text Manu ؖؔء�ᅟ��ᄙ��ؔ؛ؖإؘؗإ
scriptsᄕ��ƣƽƶƫƹ�ᅟ��ƺƾƿƺƹᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇻᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇴᇷᅟᇳᇶᇴᄙ


��ᅟحب���ᇴᇲᇳᇺ�ኙ��ᄙآإؘ؟�ᅟ��ؔاؔؗ؟آ���ᅟآءإ�ᅟ��ؘحب�ᄙ��ؘآءإ�ᅟ��ᄙاؔؗ؟آ���ᅟ�
ᄙ��ؔآإؘ؟ᄕ�ᅸVat. coptᄙ�ᇷᇹᄘ����ƺƢ-
ƫơƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶᄕ��ƫƿƣƽƞƽǄᄕ�ƞƹƢ��ƞƽƞƿƣǃƿǀƞƶ��ƹƞƶǄƾƫƾᅺᄕ��ƶƴƷƞƹƞƻƩƽƢ��ƹƩƢƵƻƞƳ��ƞƵƼƺƠƹƩƷƻ��ƻƼơƩƢƺ��ƼƳƳƢƻƩƵ, 4.2, 
ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇸᇴᅟᇳᇻᇵᄙ


�- ءؚؔؗآ� .�ᅟ Jحب���ᇴᇲᇳᇺ�ኙ��ᄙآءإؘ��- ءؚؔؗآ� �ᅟحب�ᄙ��ؘآءإᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ�ᅵ���Ʃƾᅷ��ƽƺưƣơƿᄘ��ƹ�	ƦƤƺƽƿ�ƿƺ��ƣƻƽƣƾƣƹƿ�
ƿƩƣ��ƩǄƾƫơƞƶ��ƫƸƣƹƾƫƺƹ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ��ƽƺƢǀơƿƫƺƹ�ᄬ�ƩƫƽƢᅟ	ƶƣǁƣƹƿƩ�ơƣƹƿǀƽƫƣƾᄭᅺᄕ�Comparative Ori-
ƢƵƻƞƳ��ƞƵƼƺƠƹƩƷƻ��ƻƼơƩƢƺ��ƼƳƳƢƻƩƵᄕ�ᇶᄙᇳᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇵᇻᅟᇷᇺᄙ

�ᄕ�ᅸ�ƣƽ�ǀƹ�ƻƽƺƧƬƶƺ�ƾƿƺƽƫơƺᅟƽƣƶƫƨƫƺƾƺ�Ƣƣƨƶƫ�ƞƸƟƫƣƹƿƫ�Ƣƫ�ƻƽƺƢǀǅƫƺƹƫ�ƣ�Ƥƽǀƫǅƫƺƹƣءؔ؟أؠ�ᇴᇲᇳᇷƞ�ኙ��ᄙ��ؔءؔ؟أؠؔ�
Ƣƣƫ��ƞƻǄƽƫ��ƺƢƸƣƽᄘ�ơƺƹƿƞƸƫƹƞǅƫƺƹƣ�Ƣƣƫ�ƶƫƹƨǀƞƨƨƫ�ƣ�Ƣƫƞƶƣƿƿƫơƞ�Ƣƣƶƶƣ�ƫƢƣƣ�ƹƣƶ�ơƺƹƿƣƾƿƺ�Ƣƣƶ�ƢƫƟƞƿƿƫƿƺ�ƾǀ�
ƢǀƞƶƫƾƸƺ�ƣƢ�ƺƽƫƨƣƹƫƾƸƺᅺᄕ�Adamantiusᄕ�ᇴᇳᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇷᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇻᇺᅟᇳᇵᇷᄙ�

�ᄕءؔ؟أؠ�ᇴᇲᇳᇷƟ�ኙ��ᄙ��ؔءؔ؟أؠؔ� ᅸƶ�ơƺƻƿƺ�ƣ� ƶƞ�ơƩƫƣƾƞ�ơƺƻƿƞᄙ��ƞ� ƶƣƹƿƞ�ƣƢ� ƫƹơƺƹơƶǀƾƞ�ƞƦƤƣƽƸƞǅƫƺƹƣ�Ƣƣƶƶƞ�
ƶƫƹƨǀƞ�ơƺƻƿƞ�ƹƣƶƶƺ�ƾƻƞǅƫƺ�ƻǀƟƟƶƫơƺ�Ƣƣƶƶƞ�ƿƞƽƢƞ�ƞƹƿƫơƩƫƿǆᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ؟؟ؘؖ�� (ed.), L’Africa, l’Oriente medi-
terraneo e l’Europa. Tradizioni e culture a confrontoᄕ��ƫƶƞƹƺ�ᅟ��ƺƸƞᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇷᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇴᇻᅟᇳᇷᇵᄙ�

�ᄕ�ᅸ�ǀƶƶƞ�ƸǀƶƿƫƤǀƹǅƫƺƹƞƶƫƿǆ�Ƣƣƶ�ƿƽƞƢǀƽƽƣ�ƫƹ�ơƺƻƿƺᄘ�ƹƺƿƣ�ƾƻƞƽƾƣ�ƾǀ�ƤƽƞƸƸƣƹƿƫءؔ؟أؠ�ᇴᇲᇳᇺ�ኙ��ᄙ��ؔءؔ؟أؠؔ�
ơƺƻƿƫ� ƿƞƽƢƺƞƹƿƫơƩƫᄕ��ƫơƣƽƺƹƣ�ƣ�ƸƺƢƣƽƹƣ� ƫƻƺƿƣƾƫ�Ƣƫ� ƽƫơƣƽơƞᅺᄕ� ƫƹ�
ᄙءاؔةؘإ�� (ed.), Egitto crocevia di 
traduzioniᄕ��ƽƫƣƾƿƣᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇲᇳᅟᇳᇶᇶᄙ

�ᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ƫƾơƺǁƣƽǄ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƞƹǀƾơƽƫƻƿƾ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ��ƣǁƣƶƺƻƸƣƹƿ�ƺƤ��ƞƿƽƫƾƿƫơءؔ؟أؠ�ᇴᇲᇴᇲ�ኙ��ᄙ��ؔءؔ؟أؠؔ�
�ƿǀƢƫƣƾᄘ��ƣƿƩƺƢƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ƞƹƢ�	ƻƫƾƿƣƸƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ�ƾƾǀƣƾ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ��Ʃƞƶƶƣƹƨƣ�ƺƤ��ƺƸƣ��ƣǂ��ƣƾƣƞƽơƩ��ƽƺư-
ƣơƿƾᅺᄕ�ᇴᇲᇴᇲᄕ�ƤƺƽƿƩơƺƸƫƹƨᄙ

�ƻƫƿƿƣƿƺ�ƣ�ƶƣ��ƣƹƿƣƹǅƣ�Ƣƫ��ƣƾƿƺᅺᄕ	�ᄕ�ᅸ�ƫƤƞơƫƸƣƹƿƫ�ơƽƫƾƿƫƞƹƫ�Ƣƫ�ƺƻƣƽƣ�ƻƞƨƞƹƣᄘ�ƫƶ��ƞƹǀƞƶƣ�Ƣƫء؟إ�ᇴᇲᇲᇶ�ኙ��ᄙ��ؔء؟إؔ�
in M.S. 
�(ed.), Aspetti di letteratura gnomica nel mondo anticoᄕ ؛ؚءبᅟᄕ�
ƫƽƣƹǅƣᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇶᄕ�ᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇻᇹᅟᇳᇳᇲᄙ

�ƽȅƨƺƫƽƣ�Ƣƣ��Ǆƾƾƣ�ƿƽƞƢǀƫƿƣ�ƣƹ�ơƺƻƿƣᄕ�ƞƿƿƽƫƟǀȅƣ�ǆ��ᄕ�ᅸ�ƹƣ�ƩƺƸȅƶƫƣ�Ƣƣ��ƞƫƹƿؘءڕؔ؛���ᇳᇻᇳᇴᅟᇳᇻᇳᇵ�ኙ��ᄙؘءڕؔ؛�
�ƞƫƹƿ��ƽȅƨƺƫƽƣ�Ƣƣ��ƞǅƫƞƹǅƣᅺᄕ�Revue de l’Orient chrétien,�ᇳᇹᅟᇳᇺᄕ�ᇳᇻᇳᇴᅟᇳᇻᇳᇵᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇵᇻᇷᅟᇶᇲᇻᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇵᇸᅟᇶᇳᄙ

-et al. (eds.), Christianismes orien اإؘؕ؟��ᄕ�ᅸ�ƞƹƨǀƣ�ƣƿ�ƶƫƿƿȅƽƞƿǀƽƣ�ơƺƻƿƣƾᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙءبؤآ��ᄙ��ᇳᇻᇻᇵ�ኙ��ᄙᅟءبؤآ�
taux: Introduction à l’étude des langues et des littératuresᄕ��ƞƽƫƾᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇵᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇸᇹᅟᇴᇳᇹᄙ

�؟ؘؠؠ	 ᇴᇲᇲᇸ� ኙ� �ᄙ� �ᄕ؟ؘؠؠ	 ᅸ�� �ƣƻƺƽƿ� ƺƹ� �ƽƺƨƽƣƾƾ� ƫƹ� ƿƩƣ� �ƿǀƢǄ� ƺƤ� �ƺƻƿƫơ� �ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄕ� ᇳᇻᇻᇸᅟᇴᇲᇲᇶᅺᄕ� ƫƹ� �ᄙ�
-Huitième congrès international d’études coptes (Paris 2004), Pa ,(.eds) اإبآؖءؔ؟؟ؔ� .D ,ئإآ؛ᅷؗبآ�
ƽƫƾᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇸᄕ�ᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇹᇵᅟᇴᇲᇶᄙ

�ƞƽƶǄ	�ᄕ�ᅸ�ƺƻƿƫơ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣ��Ǆǅƞƹƿƫƹƣ�ƞƹƢ؟ؘؠؠ	��ᇴᇲᇲᇹ�ኙ��ᄙ؟ؘؠؠ	ƾƶƞƸƫơ��ƺƽƶƢᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ�ᄙ��ؚؔ؟؟ؔء 
(ed.), 	ƧǀƷƻ�ƩƵ�ƻƨƢ��ǀǁƞƵƻƩƵƢ��ƶƹƳơძ�ᇋᇈᇈᄵᇏᇈᇈᄕ��ƞƸƟƽƫƢƨƣᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇹᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇺᇵᅟᇳᇲᇴᄙ

�ᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ǀƶƿƫǁƞƶƣƹơƣ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƣƽƸ�ᅸ�ƽƫƨƫƹƞƶ��ƣǃƿᅺ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣ��ƣǂ��ƣƾƿƞƸƣƹƿ��ƣǃƿǀƞƶ��ƽƫƿƫơƫƾƸᅺᄕأأ	�ᄙ�ᄙ	��ᇳᇻᇻᇻ�ኙأأ	
The Harvard Theological Reviewᄕ�ᇻᇴᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇻᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇴᇶᇷᅟᇴᇺᇳᄙ


-ƽƣƣƴᄕ��ƞƿƫƹᄕ��ƺƻ��ƨǄƻƿᄘ	�ƹǁƫƽƺƹƸƣƹƿ�ƺƤ��ƞƿƣ��ƹƿƫƼǀƣ	�ᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ǀƶƿƫƶƫƹƨǀƞƶاؘءإبآ
��ᇴᇲᇲᇻ�ኙ��ᄙᅟ�ᄙاؘءإبآ
ƿƫơᄕ�ƞƹƢ��ƣƽƾƫƞƹ��ƺơǀƸƣƹƿƞƿƫƺƹᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ�ᄙ��ؚؔ؟؟ؔء (ed.), The Oxford Handbook of Papyrology, Oxford, 
ᇴᇲᇲᇻᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇶᇳᇺᅟᇶᇷᇳᄙ


�ƨƫƿƿƺ�ƾƣơƺƹƢƺ�Ƣǀƣ�ƿƣƾƿƫ�ƞƨƫƺƨƽƞƧƬơƫ�ᄬ�ƞƹƣƨƫƽƫơƺ�Ƣƫ	�ᄕ�ᅸ�Ƹƣƽƺ�ƣ�ƫ��ƽƫƾƿƫƞƹƫ�ƫƹاؘءإبآ
��ᇴᇲᇳᇳ�ኙ��ᄙᅟ�ᄙاؘءإبآ
�ƞơƞƽƫƺ�Ƣƫ��ƴʗǂ�ƣ��ƺƤƽƺƹƣ�Ƣƫ��ƣƽǀƾƞƶƣƸƸƣᄕ��ƫƽƞơƺƶƫ�Ƣƫ��ƫƽƺ�ƣ��ƫƺǁƞƹƹƫᄭᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙؘاءؔائإ�� - S. �ؔؔة-
 ,Il calamo della memoria. Riuso di testi e mestiere letterario nella tarda antichità ,(.eds) آؖ؟�ᄕ Trieste, 
ᇴᇲᇳᇳᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇻᅟᇵᇳᄙ



ᄕ�ᅸجؘإ
��ᇴᇲᇳᇻ�ኙ��ᄙجؘإƽƺƸ��ƞƹƺƹƫơƞƶ�ƿƺ��ƻƺơƽǄƻƩƞƶ��ƣǃƿƾᄘ��Ʃƣ��ǀƣƾƿ�Ƥƺƽ��ƽƺơƣƾƾƣƾ�ƺƤ�ᅸ�ƻƺơƽǄƻƩƫơƞƿƫƺƹᅺ�ƫƹ�
	ƞƽƶǄ��ƣǂƫƾƩ�ƞƹƢ�	ƞƽƶǄ��Ʃƽƫƾƿƫƞƹ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ�
-(eds.), �ƢƻƾƢƢƵ��ƞƵƶƵ ئؔ؟؞ؖ���ᅟ��ᄙحؔة؟���ᅟ��ᄙجؘإ
ical and Apocryphal Textsᄕ��˦Ɵƫƹƨƣƹᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇻᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᅟᇶᇵᄙ

 ,Codices Coptici Vaticani ,اآآ؛ؖئاءؔ� ءؔة��ᅟ��ᄙ؞ؖءج؟ؘؘؕؕ���ᇳᇻᇵᇹ�ኙ��ᄙاآآ؛ؖئاءؔ� ءؔة - ؞ؖءج؟ؘؘؕؕ�
�ƞƹƟƢƹƩƵƩƞƵƩძ��ƶƹƧƩƞƵƩძ��ƶƺƺƩƞƵƩᄕ�ᅟᄕ��ƫƿƿǆ�Ƣƣƶ��ƞƿƫơƞƹƺᄕ�ᇳᇻᇵᇹᄙ

 ,ᄕ�ᅸ���ƺƩƞƫƽƫơ��ơƩƺƺƶ��ƣǃƿ�ƺƹ��ƞƻǄƽǀƾᅺᄕ�Journal of Near Eastern Studiesءؔؠ؟ؘئئب��ᄙ��ᄙ	��ᇳᇻᇶᇹ�ኙءؔؠ؟ؘئئب�
ᇸᄕ�ᇳᇻᇶᇹᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇴᇻᅟᇳᇷᇳᄙ

��ƞƷǀƹƼƺ��ƶơƴƢƹ ,إؘئئ�ᇳᇻᇷᇺ�ኙ��ᄙ��ؔإؘئئؔ�წ�WƽƞƵƧƩƳƢ�ơƢ��ƢƞƵ�Ƣƻ��ǽƵƢƺƢ�ᄵ��ƢƵ�ƟƶƨƞȹƹƩƸƼƢᄕ��ƺǀǁƞƫƹᄕ�ᇳᇻᇷᇺᄙ
��ᅍWƽƞƵƧƩƳƢ�ƺƢƳƶƵ�ƺƞƩƵƻ��ƢƞƵ�Ƣƻ�ƳƢƺ�ƽƢƹƺƩƶƵƺ�ƠƶƷƻƢ�ơƢ�Ƴƞ��ƩƟƳƢᄕ��ƣǀơƩǈƿƣƶᄕ�ᇳᇻᇸᇸᄙ ,إؘئئ�ᇳᇻᇸᇸ�ኙ��ᄙ��ؔإؘئئؔ�
-ᄕ�ᅸ�ƣ�ƶǄơƺᅟƢƫƺƾƻƺƶƫƿƞƫƹ�ƣƹ�ƾƞ�ơƺƸƻƶƣǃƫƿȅᄕ�ǁƣƾƿƫƨƣƾ�ƽȅƨƫƺƹƞǀǃᄕ�ƞƶƿȅƽȅƾᄕ�Ƣƣǁƣƹǀƾ�ƻƺƶǄإؘئئ�ᇴᇲᇲᇴ�ኙ��ᄙ��ؔإؘئئؔ�

ƸƺƽƻƩƣƾ�Ƣƣ�ƶƞ�ƶƞƹƨǀƣ�ǁȅƩƫơǀƶƞƫƽƣ�ƻƽȅᅟơƺƻƿƣᄕ�ǀƿƫƶƫƾȅƣ�ƣƹ��ƞǀƿƣᅟWƨǄƻƿƣᄞ�ᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙᅟ�ᄙ��ؘؘؚ؛ا - S. 	؟ؘؠؠ�ᅟ�
�ᄙ�ᄙؚء���ᅟ�ᄙ��ؖإؘإؘاؘ؟؛�(ed.), For the Children, Perfect Instructionᄕ��ƣƫƢƣƹᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇴᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇵᇶᇳᅟᇵᇷᇳᄙ
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�ᄕ�ᅸ�ƣ�ƾƣơƺƹƢ�ơƩƞƻƫƿƽƣ�Ƣᅷ�ƨƨȅƣ�ƣƹءآئئآ� .�ᅟ�Nؘ؞ؘؖب� .�ᅟ Hإؘئئ�ᇳᇻᇻᇴ�ኙ��ᄙ��ؔءآئئآ���ᅟؘ؞ؘؖب� �ᅟإؘئئؔ�
ƟƺƩƞɊƽƫƼǀƣ��ᇹᇶᅺᄕ�Orientaliaᄕ�ᇸᇳᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇴᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇸᇻᅟᇴᇲᇶᄙ

�The Coptic Encyclopediaᄕ ,(.ed) ؔجا��ᄕ�ᅸ�ƺƻƿƺƶƺƨƫơƞƶ��ƿǀƢƫƣƾᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ�ᄙؘئبؔإ���ᇳᇻᇻᇳ�ኙ��ᄙؘئبؔإ�ᅟ�ᄕ��ƣǂ�
�ƺƽƴᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇳᄕ�ᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇸᇳᇵᅟᇸᇳᇸᄙ

�ǃƻƺƾƫƿƺƽǄ��ƽƣƞƿƫƾƣ��ƺƹơƣƽƹƫƹƨ�ƿƩƣ��ƺǀƶᅺ�ᄬ�ƽƞơƿƞƿƣ	Ƣƫƿƺƽƫƞƶ��ƺƿƣƾ�ƺƹ�ƿƩƣ�ᅸ	ᄕ�ᅸءآاج�ᇳᇻᇹᇹ�ኙ��ᄙ��ؔءآاجؔ��ᇸ�
from Nag Hammadi)’, �ƼƳƳƢƻƩƵ�ƶƣ�ƻƨƢ��ƴƢƹƩƠƞƵ��ƶƠƩƢƻǀ�ƶƣ��ƞƷǀƹƶƳƶƧƩƺƻƺᄕ�ᇳᇶᄕ�ᇳᇻᇹᇹᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇸᇷᅟᇹᇵᄙ

-et al. (eds.), Ges ءءؔؠ؟ؘ؞ؖآإ��ƣƾơƩƫơƩƿƣ�Ƣƣƽ�ƴƺƻƿƫƾơƩƣƹ��ƫƿƿƣƽƞƿǀƽᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ�ᄕ�ᅸاؗ؟آأ�ᇳᇻᇲᇻ�ኙ��ᄙ��ؘاؗ؟آأؘ�
chichte der christlichen Literaturen der Oriensᄕ��ƣƫƻǅƫƨᄕ�ᇳᇻᇲᇻᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇵᇳᅟᇳᇺᇵᄙ

�ᄕئؘ؛ؖؖب��ᄙ	��ᇳᇻᇺᇺ�ኙئؘ؛ؖؖب� ᅸ�Ʃȅƹƺǀƿƣ�ƞᅟƿᅟƫƶ�ȅơƽƫƿ�ƣƹ�ƨƽƣơᄞᅺᄕ� ƫƹ��ᄙᅟ�ᄙءبؤآ�� (ed.), Mélanges Antoine 
�ƼƩƳƳƞƼƴƶƵƻხ��ƶƵƻƹƩƟƼƻƩƶƵƺ��ǂ�Ƴᅍ�ǾƻƼơƢ�ơƢƺ�ƠƨƹƩƺƻƩƞƵƩƺƴƢƺ�ƶƹƩƢƵƻƞƼƿᄕ��ƣƹȄǁƣᄕ�ᇳᇻᇺᇺᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇴᇲᇳᅟᇴᇳᇲᄙ

�ئؘ؛ؖؖب� ᇴᇲᇲᇲ� ኙ� 	ᄙ� �ᄕئؘ؛ؖؖب� ᅸ�ƞ� ƶƞƹƨǀƣ� ƺƽƫƨƫƹƞƶƣ� Ƣƣƾ� ơƺƸƸƣƹƿƞƫƽƣƾ� ƾǀƽ� ƶƣƾ� Wǁƞƹƨƫƶƣƾ� Ƣǀ� �ǀƤǀƾ� Ƣƣ�
�Ʃƺƿƣƻᅺᄕ��Orientaliaᄕ�ᇸᇻᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇲᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇺᇸᅟᇺᇹᄙ

 ,(.eds) ءؔ؟أؠؔ� .A - حب��ᄕ�ᅸ�ƣƨƞƽƢƾ�ƹƺǀǁƣƞǀǃ�ƾǀƽ�ƶƞ�ƶƫƿƿȅƽƞƿǀƽƣ�ơƺƻƿƣᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙئؘ؛ؖؖب��ᄙ	��ᇴᇲᇳᇳ�ኙئؘ؛ؖؖب�
Christianity in Egypt: Literary Production and Intellectual Trends. Studies in Honor of Tito Orlandi, 
�ƺƸƞᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇳᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇵᇸᇻᅟᇶᇳᇶᄙ�

 Les citations vétéro-testamentaires dans les versions coptes des évangiles. Recueil ,إؘئب���ᇳᇻᇻᇺ�ኙ��ᄙإؘئب�
et analyse critiqueᄕ��Ȅƹƣǁƣᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇺᄙ

�ᄕ�ᅸ�ƞ�ƢƺơǀƸƣƹƿƞƿƫƺƹ�ơƺƻƿƣ�ƟƺƩƞƫƽƫƼǀƣ�Ƣǀإؘئب���ᇴᇲᇳᇺ�ኙ��ᄙإؘئب��e�ƞǀ�ƢȅƟǀƿ��e siècle, des traductions 
ƟƫƟƶƫƼǀƣƾ�ƞǀ�ƿȅƸƺƫƨƹƞƨƣ�Ƣƣƾ�ƫƹƾơƽƫƻƿƫƺƹƾᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ��ؙؔبآ؞�ᅟ��ᄙ؟؟ؘاؔءؚبإ�� (eds.), Writing Sources 
about Africa and Their Studyᄕ��ƫƶƞƹƺᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇺᇷᅟᇳᇲᇴᄙ

�ᄕ�ᅸ�ƞƾ�ƫƾƿ�ᅬ�ƞǀƾ�ƣƢƫƿƺƽƫƾơƩƣƽ��ƫơƩƿ�ᅬ�ƣƫƹ��ƣǃƿᄞ�ĈƟƣƽƶƣƨǀƹƨƣƹ�ǅǀƽ��ƣƾƿƫƸƸǀƹƨئءؘاإᄙ��ؔ���ᇳᇻᇻᇳ�ኙئءؘاإؔ�
ƣƫƹƣƾ��ƣƹƿƽƞƶƟƣƨƽƫƦƤƾ�Ƣƣƽ�	ƢƫƿƫƺƹƾƻƩƫƶƺƶƺƨƫƣᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ��ؘؘؖؕ؛ - C. �ؔإؘؙب (eds.), �Ƽ��ƢƹƲ�ƼƵơ��Ƣƿƻჯ��ƢƩ-
träge zur Textologieᄕ��ƣƽƶƫƹᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇳᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇵᇷᅟᇳᇷᇸᄙ

-ƞƽƶǄ��Ʃƽƫƾƿƫƞƹ��ƫƿ	�ƽƣƣƴ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ��ƫƾƣ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣ��ᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ƣƽƾƫƾƿƣƹơƣ�ƺƤۋ؞؟د؛���ᇴᇲᇳᇻ�ኙ� ᄙۋ؞؟د؛�
ǀƽƨǄ�ƫƹ�	ƨǄƻƿᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙؗؔإآ�� - S. إؔةآ� ئؔ؟؟ؔإآ� (eds.), Proceedings of the 28th��ƶƵƧƹƢƺƺ�ƶƣ��ƞƷǀƹƶƳƶƧǀწ�
ᇊᇈᇉᇎ��ƼƧƼƺƻ�ᇉᄵᇎწ��ƞƹƠƢƳƶƵƞᄕ��ƞƽơƣƶƺƹƞᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇻᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇸᇻᇺᅟᇹᇲᇷᄙ


�ᄕ�ᅸ�ƺƻƿƫơ��ǀƿƩƺƽƾ�ƞƹƢ��Ʃƣƫƽ��ƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ��ƺƽƴƾ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣؗؔتؔآ���ᇴᇲᇳᇺ�ኙ��ᄙؗؔتؔآ�ƫƽƾƿ��ƫƶƶƣƹƹƫǀƸᄘ��ƽƣƾƣƹƿƫƹƨ�
ƞ��ǀƽƽƣƹƿ��ƽƺưƣơƿᅺᄕ� ƫƹ��ᄙ��ؙؔبآ؞�ᅟ��ᄙ؟؟ؘاؔءؚبإ�� (eds.), Written Sources about Africa and Their 
Study. Le fonti scritte sull’Africa e i loro studiᄕ��ƫƶƞƹƺᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇴᇹᅟᇳᇶᇷᄙ


�ᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣؗءؔ؟إ���ᇳᇻᇹᇺ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�ǀƿǀƽƣ�ƺƤ��ƿǀƢƫƣƾ�ƫƹ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƫƟƶƫơƞƶ�ƞƹƢ�	ơơƶƣƾƫƞƾƿƫơƞƶ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ�
McL. ءآئ؟�, (ed.), The Future of Coptic Studiesᄕ��ƣƫƢƣƹᄕ�ᇳᇻᇹᇺᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᅟᇴᇴᄙ

�ᄕ�ᅸ�ƣ�ƿƽƞƢǀǅƫƺƹƫ�Ƣƞƶ�ƨƽƣơƺ�ƣؗءؔ؟إ���ᇳᇻᇺᇶ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ� ƶƺ�ƾǁƫƶǀƻƻƺ�Ƣƣƶƶƞ� ƶƣƿƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƞ�ơƺƻƿƞᅺᄕ� ƫƹ��ᄙ��ؘؚؔ؟ 
(ed.), �ƹƞƢƠƶᄶ�ƶƷƻƩƠƞჯ��ƹƩƢƠƨƢƵ�ƼƵơ��ƶƷƻƢƵ�Ʃƴ�ƟǀǁƞƵƻƩƵƩƺƠƨƢƵ�)ƨǄƻƿƣƹᄕ��ƞƶƶƣᄕ�ᇳᇻᇺᇶᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇺᇳᅟᇴᇲᇵᄙ

-ƧǀƷ	��ƨƢ��ƶƶƻƺ�ƶƣ ,(.eds) ؚءإ؛ؘآ��ᄙ	�ᅟ��ᄙءآئإᄕ�ᅸ�ƺƻƿƫơ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ�ᄙ��ؘؔؗءؔ؟إ���ᇳᇻᇺᇸ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�
tian Christianity, �ƩƫƶƞƢƣƶƻƩƫƞᄕ�ᇳᇻᇺᇸᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇷᇳᅟᇺᇳᄙ

�The Coptic Encyclopediaᄕ ,(.ed) ؔجا��ᄕ�ᅸ�ƺƻƿƫơᄕ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ�ᄙؗءؔ؟إ���ᇳᇻᇻᇳƞ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�ᅟ�ᄕ��ƣǂ�
�ƺƽƴᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇳᄕ��ᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇶᇷᇲƟᅟᇳᇶᇸᇲƞᄙ

�The Coptic Encyclopediaᄕ ,(.ed) ؔجا��ᄕ�ᅸ�Ǆơƶƣᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ�ᄙؗءؔ؟إ���ᇳᇻᇻᇳƟ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�ᅟ�ᄕ��ƣǂ��ƺƽƴᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇳᄕ�ᄕ�
ƻƻᄙ�ᇸᇸᇸƞᅟᇸᇸᇺƟᄙ

 ,(.eds) ئؘ� .J - ؛ؚإؘؘؕ�-اإؔئئᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ƿǀƢǄ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄕ�ᇳᇻᇺᇺᅟᇳᇻᇻᇴᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ��ؔؗءؔ؟إ���ᇳᇻᇻᇴ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�
Actes du IVe Congrès Copte, Louvain-la-Neuve, 5-10 sept. 1988ᄕ�ᅟᄕ��ƺǀǁƞƫƹᅟƶƞᅟ�ƣǀǁƣᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇴᄕ�ᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇴᇳᇳᅟᇴᇴᇵᄙ

 ؗءؔ؟إ��ơơƶƣƾƫƞƾƿƫơƞƶ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄕ�ᇳᇻᇺᇺᅟᇳᇻᇻᇴᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ	�ᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ƿǀƢǄ�ƺƤ��ƫƟƶƫơƞƶ�ƞƹƢؗءؔ؟إ���ᇳᇻᇻᇵ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�
(ed.), Acts of the Fifth International Congress of Coptic Studies, Washingtonᄕ�ǁƺƶᄙ�ᇳᄕ��ƺƸƞᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇵᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇴᇻᅟᇳᇷᇲᄙ�

 L’Egitto ,(.ed) ءؔ؟أؠᄕ�ᅸ�ƣƿƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƞ�ơƺƻƿƞ�ƣ�ơƽƫƾƿƫƞƹƣƾƫƸƺ�ƣƨƫǅƫƞƹƺᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ��ؔؗءؔ؟إ���ᇳᇻᇻᇹ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�
cristiano: Aspetti e problemi in età tardo-antica, �ƺƸƞᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇹᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇵᇻᅟᇳᇴᇲᄙ

�ؗءؔ؟إ� ᇳᇻᇻᇺ� ኙ� �ᄙ� �ᄕؗءؔ؟إ� ᅸ�ƺƻƿƫƾơƩƣ� �ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽᅺᄕ� ƫƹ��ᄙ� -Ägypten in spätantik-christlic ,(.ed) ؘئبؔإ�
ƨƢƹ��ƢƩƻხ�	ƩƵƣ˃ƨƹƼƵƧ�ƩƵ�ơƩƢ�ƲƶƷƻƩƺƠƨƢ��ƼƳƻƼƹ, �ƫƣƾƟƞƢƣƹᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇺᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇳᇹᅟᇳᇶᇹᄙ

 .S.G - ؘئبؔإ��Mᄙ - ؟ؘؠؠ	�ᄕ�ᅸ�ƺ�ƾƿǀƢƫƺ�Ƣƣƶƶƞ�ƶƣƿƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƞ�ơƺƻƿƞᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇴᅟᇳᇻᇻᇸᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ���ᇳᇻᇻᇻ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�
�Ägypten und Nubien in spätantiker und christlicher Zeit. �ƴƿƣƹ�Ƣƣƾ�ᇸᄙ ,(.eds) ءؘاؔ؛ؖ� .S - إؘا؛ؖ�
ƹƿƣƽƹƞƿƫƺƹƞƶƣƹ��ƺƻƿƺƶƺƨƣƹƾƴƺƹƨƽƣƾƾƣƾᄕ��˦ƹƾƿƣƽᄕ�ᇴᇲᅟᇴᇸ��ǀƶƫ�ᇳᇻᇻᇸᄕ�ᅟᄕ��ƫƣƾƣƟƞƢƣƹᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇻᄕ�ᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇴᇵᅟᇵᇹᄙ

 .BP - ئاإؘؚؕ	�ᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ƫƟƽƞƽǄ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƹƞƾƿƣƽǄ�ƺƤ��ƞƫƹƿ��Ʃƣƹǀƿƣ�ƞƿ��ƿƽƫƻƣᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇲᇴ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�
 Perspectives on Panopolis: An Egyptian Town from Alexander the Great ,(.eds) اؘ؟��إؘؗ ءؔة .J - ئ؛ب�
to the Arab Conquestᄕ��ƣƫƢƣƹᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇴᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇴᇳᇳᅟᇴᇵᇳᄙ



ᇵᇲᇺ Francesco Berno

 Patrology. The Eastern ,(.ed) آءؗإؔءإؘ����ᄕ�ᅸ�ƞƿƽƫƾƿƫơ��ƣǃƿ�ƫƹ��ƺƻƿƫơᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇲᇸ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�
Fathers from the Council of Chalcedon (451) to John of Damascus († 750)ᄕ��ƞƸƟƽƫƢƨƣᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇸᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇶᇻᇳᅟᇷᇹᇲᄙ

�Coptic Texts Relating to the Virgin Maryᄕ��ƺƸƞᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇺᄙ ,ؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇲᇺ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�
�ᄕ�ᅸ�ƞ�ơƺƶƶƣǅƫƺƹƣ�ǁƞƿƫơƞƹƞ�ƣؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇳᇴ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ� ƶƞ� ƶƣƿƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƞ�ơƺƻƿƞᅺᄕ� ƫƹ��ᄙحب���ᅟ��ᄙ�ᄙآؕإؘةآإ�� 

(eds.), Coptic Treasures from the Vatican Library. A Selection of Coptic, Copto-Arabic and Ethiopic Man-
uscriptsᄕ��ƫƿƿǆ�Ƣƣƶ��ƞƿƫơƞƹƺᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇴᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇴᇹᅟᇶᇸᄙ

�ᄕ�ᅸ�ƣƽƸƫƹƺƶƺƨǄ�Ƥƺƽ�ƿƩƣؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇳᇵƞ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�ƢƣƹƿƫƧƬơƞƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƫƿƣƽƞƽǄ��ƺơǀƸƣƹƿƾᅺᄕ�Journal 
for Coptic Studiesᄕ�ᇳᇷᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇵᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇺᇹᅟᇻᇶᄙ

ᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ǀƽƫƹ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƞƻǄƽƫᅺᄕ�Augustinianumᄕ�ᇷᇵᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇵᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇷᇲᇳᅟᇷᇵᇲᄙؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇳᇵƟ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�
�ᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ�������ƶƞǁƫƾ��ƺƻƿƫơƞᄙ��ƹ��ƽƺƢǀơƫƹƨ�ƞ��ƿƞƹƢƞƽƢƫǅƣƢ��ƫƾƿ�ƺƤ�ᄬ�ƺƻƿƫơᄭؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇳᇺƞ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�

�ƺƽƴƾ�ƞƹƢ��ƞƹǀƾơƽƫƻƿƾᅺᄕ��ƶƴƷƞƹƞƻƩƽƢ��ƹƩƢƵƻƞƳ��ƞƵƼƺƠƹƩƷƻ��ƻƼơƩƢƺ��ƼƳƳƢƻƩƵᄕ�ᇶᄙᇳᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇲᇹᅟᇳᇳᇶᄙ
�ᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ƺƹƞƾƿƣƽƫƣƾ�ƺƤ��Ʃƣƹƺǀƿƣ�ƞƹƢ��ƞơƞƽƫǀƾᄘ����ƺƸƻƞƽƫƾƺƹ��ƣƿǂƣƣƹ��ǂƺؗءؔ؟إ���ᇴᇲᇳᇺƟ�ኙ��ᄙؗءؔ؟إ�

�ƫƟƽƞƽƫƣƾᅺᄕ�Adamantiusᄕ�ᇴᇶᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇺᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇷᇺᅟᇸᇷᄙ
�ᄕ�ᅸᅵ�ƩƣǄ��Ʃƞƶƶ��ƻƣƞƴ�ƿƩƣ��ƽƞƟƫơ��ƞƹƨǀƞƨƣ�ƞƹƢ��ƞƴƣبآءاءؔائءآؖؔأ�ᇴᇲᇲᇹ�ኙ��ᄙ��ؔبآءاءؔائءآؖؔأؔ�

�ƽƫƢƣ�ƫƹ�ƿᅷᄘ��ƣơƺƹƾƫƢƣƽƫƹƨ�ƿƩƣ�
ƞƿƣ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƞƤƿƣƽ�ƿƩƣ��ƽƞƟ��ƺƹƼǀƣƾƿᅺᄕ�Le Muséonᄕ�ᇳᇴᇲᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇹᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�
ᇴᇹᇵᅟᇴᇻᇻᄙ

-ئبآ� .M - ؘؚؗؔ��؟ؔ؛؞��ᄕ�ᅸ�ƞƢƫ�ƞƶᅟ�ƞƿƽǀƹ�ƞƹƢ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ�ᄙإؘا؛ؖ���ᇴᇲᇲᇻ�ኙ��ᄙ�ᄙإؘا؛ؖ�
-Christianity and Monasticism in Wadi Al-Natrun: Essays from the 2002 International Sympo ,(.eds) ؔئ
sium of the Saint Mark Foundation and the Saint Shenouda the Archimandrite Coptic Society, Cairo, 
ᇴᇲᇲᇻᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇶᇵᅟᇸᇴᄙ

-ᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƞƿᅷƾ�ƫƹ�ƞ��ƿƺƽǄᄞ��ǀƶƿǀƽƞƶ��ƞƽƽƞƿƺƶƺƨǄ�ƞƹƢ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƩƫƶƢ��ƺƹƞƿƫƺƹ��ƺơǀإؘا؛ؖ���ᇴᇲᇲᇷ�ኙ��ᄙ�ᄙإؘا؛ؖ�
Ƹƣƹƿƾᅺᄕ�Journal of Juristic Papirologyᄕ�ᇵᇷᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇷᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇴᇵᇹᅟᇴᇸᇶᄙ

�ƽƣƣƴᄕ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ�ᅵ�ƞƹƨǀƞƨƣ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƫưƽƞᅺᄘ�ƿƩƣ��ƫƾƣ�ƞƹƢ�ƿƩƣ��ƣơƶƫƹƣ�ᄕ�ᅸإؘا؛ؖ���ᇴᇲᇲᇻ�ኙ��ᄙ�ᄙإؘا؛ؖ�
ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƞƹƨǀƞƨƣ�ƫƹ��ƞƿƣ��ƹƿƫƼǀƣ�ƞƹƢ��ƣƢƫƣǁƞƶ�	ƨǄƻƿᅷᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙ�ᄙءآااآ���ᅟ��ᄙ�ᄙ��ؗءؔ؟جآ�- J.J. 
-From Hellenism to Islam. Cultural and Linguistic Change in the Ro ,(.eds) ءؘائإؘئئ��ᅟ��ᄙ�ᄙ��ؘؔؖإ�
man Near East, �ƞƸƟƽƫƢƨƣ�ᅟ��ƣǂ��ƺƽƴᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇻᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇶᇲᇳᅟᇶᇶᇸᄙ

Ƣƫƿƫƺƹƾᅺᄕ�Variantsᄕ�ᇳᇲᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇵᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇲᇷᅟᇳᇵᇳᄙ	�ᄕ�ᅸ�ƺǂƞƽƢƾ�ƞ��ƩƣƺƽǄ�ƺƤ��ƫƨƫƿƞƶءآئءؕآ���ᇴᇲᇳᇵ�ኙ��ᄙءآئءؕآ�
��ᇴᇲᇳᇻ�ኙئآإؘتؔ�ᄙ��ؔئآإؘت, Another Athanasius. Four Sahidic Homilies Attributed to Athanasius of Alexan-

dria: Two Homilies on Michael the Archangel, the Homilies on Luke 11:5-9 and the Homily on Pentecost, 
�ƣǀǁƣƹᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇻᄙ

��ᇴᇲᇳᇹƞ�ኙئآإؘتؔ� ᄙ� �ᄕئآإؘتؔ� ᅸ�ƹ��ƫƿƺ��ƽƶƞƹƢƫᅷƾ��ƺƹơƣƻƿ�ƺƤ� ᅵ�Ǆơƶƣᅷᅺᄕ��ƼƳƳƢƻƩƵ�ơƢ� Ƴƞ��ƶƠƩǾƻǾ�ơᅍ�ƹƠƨǾƶƳƶƧƩƢ�
Copteᄕ�ᇷᇸᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇹᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇴᇹᇹᅟᇵᇲᇵᄙ

��ᇴᇲᇳᇹƟ�ኙئآإؘتؔ�ᄙ��ؔئآإؘتᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ƣƽơƣƻƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ��ƿᄙ��ƿƩƞƹƞƾƫǀƾ�ƺƤ��ƶƣǃƞƹƢƽƫƞ�ƫƹ��ƞƿƣƽ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᅺᄕ�
in G. �ؔؕؔإ - H.N. �ؔؔ؟؞ (eds.), �ƨƹƩƺƻƩƞƵƩƻǀ�ƞƵơ��ƶƵƞƺƻƩƠƩƺƴ�ƩƵ��ƶƹƻƨƢƹƵ�	ƧǀƷƻჯ��ƢƵƩ��ƼƢƣძ��Ʃǁƞძ��ƞƩƹƶძ�
and the Nile Deltaᄕ��ƞƫƽƺ�ᅟ��ƣǂ��ƺƽƴᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇹᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇲᇻᅟᇳᇳᇹᄙ

�ءؔؗإؘ؛� ᇴᇲᇳᇸƞ� ኙ��ᄙ� �ᄕءؔؗإؘ؛� ᅸ�ƣƾƣƞƽơƩ� ƞƹƢ��ǀƟƶƫơƞƿƫƺƹƾ� ƫƹ�	ƨǄƻƿƫƞƹ��ƺƹƞƾƿƫơƫƾƸᄕ� ᇴᇲᇲᇶᅟᇴᇲᇲᇺᅺᄕ� ƫƹ� �ᄙ�

��ᅟءؔ؟أؠ�ᅟ��ᄙ��ؔحب�ᄙ) ؗإؔاءآ��eds.(, Coptic Society, Literature and Religion from Late Antiquity to 
Modern Timesᄕ��ƽƺơƣƣƢƫƹƨƾ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƣƹƿƩ�ƹƿƣƽƹƞƿƫƺƹƞƶ��ƺƹƨƽƣƾƾ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƿǀƢƫƣƾᄕ��ƺƸƣᄕ��ƣƻƿƣƸƟƣƽ�
ᇳᇹth-22ndᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇴ�ƞƹƢ��ƶƣƹƞƽǄ��ƣƻƺƽƿƾ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƫƹƿƩ�ƹƿƣƽƹƞƿƫƺƹƞƶ��ƺƹƨƽƣƾƾ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƿǀƢƫƣƾᄕ��ƞƫƽƺᄕ��ƣƻƿƣƸ-
Ɵƣƽᄕ�ᇳᇷth-19thᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇺ ᄬ�ƽƫƣƹƿƞƶƫƞ��ƺǁƞƹƫƣƹƾƫƞ��ƹƞƶƣơƿƞᄕ�ᇴᇶᇹᅟᇴᇶᇺᄭᄕ�ᅟᄕ��ƣǀǁƣƹᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇸᄕ�ᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇵᇳᅟᇳᇷᇲᄙ


�ᄕ�ᅸ�ƾƣǀƢƣƻƫƨƽƞƻƩƞ�ƞƹƢءؔؗإؘ؛���ᇴᇲᇳᇸƟ�ኙ��ᄙءؔؗإؘ؛�ƞƶƾƣ��ƿƿƽƫƟǀƿƫƺƹƾ�ƫƹ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƣƽƸƺƹƾᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙحب���ᅟ��ᄙ�

��ᅟءؔ؟أؠؔ�ᄙ) ؗإؔاءآ��eds.(, Coptic Society, Literature and Religion from Late Antiquity to Modern 
Timesᄕ��ƽƺơƣƣƢƫƹƨƾ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƣƹƿƩ�ƹƿƣƽƹƞƿƫƺƹƞƶ��ƺƹƨƽƣƾƾ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƿǀƢƫƣƾᄕ��ƺƸƣᄕ��ƣƻƿƣƸƟƣƽ�ᇳᇹth-22nd, 
ᇴᇲᇳᇴ�ƞƹƢ��ƶƣƹƞƽǄ��ƣƻƺƽƿƾ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƫƹƿƩ�ƹƿƣƽƹƞƿƫƺƹƞƶ��ƺƹƨƽƣƾƾ�ƺƤ��ƺƻƿƫơ��ƿǀƢƫƣƾᄕ��ƞƫƽƺᄕ��ƣƻƿƣƸƟƣƽᄕ�ᇳᇷth-
19thᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇺ ᄬ�ƽƫƣƹƿƞƶƫƞ��ƺǁƞƹƫƣƹƾƫƞ��ƹƞƶƣơƿƞᄕ�ᇴᇶᇹᅟᇴᇶᇺᄭᄕ�ᅟᄕ��ƣǀǁƣƹᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇸᄕ�ᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇲᇲᇷᅟᇳᇲᇳᇴᄙ

-ᄕ�ᅸ�Ʃƣ��ǄƾƿƣƽǄ�ƺƤ��ƺƩƞƫƽƫơᄘ��Ʃƣ��ƺƶƣ�ƺƤ�ƿƩƣ��ƺƹƞƾƿƣƽƫƣƾ�ƫƹ��Ƣƞƻƿƞءؔؗإؘ؛���ƤƺƽƿƩơƺƸƫƹƨ�ኙ��ᄙءؔؗإؘ؛�
ƿƫƺƹ�ƞƹƢ��Ʃƞƹƨƣᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��Ʃᄙبآؙئاآ���ᅟ�	ᄙ�-(eds.), Coping with Religious Change in the Late-An ؛ؖئءؖإ
tique Eastern Mediterranean, Tübingen, forthcoming.

��ᇴᇲᇲᇺ�ኙ��ᄙئبإؔؗ�ᄙئبإؔؗ��ᄕ�ᅸ	ƹơǄơƶƺƻȅƢƫƾƸƣ�ƣƿ�ƾƞǁƺƫƽ�ƽƣƶƫƨƫƣǀǃ�ǆ�ƶᅷâƨƣ�Ƣᅷƺƽ�Ƣƣ�ƶƞ�ƶƫƿƿȅƽƞƿǀƽƣ�ơƺƻƿƣ�ƞƽƞƟƣ�
ᄬ�eᅟ��e�ƾƫȄơƶƣᄭᅺᄕ�Orientalia Christiana Periodicaᄕ�ᇹᇶᄕ�ᇴᇲᇲᇺᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇵᇶᇹᅟᇵᇸᇳᄙ

��ᇴᇲᇳᇵ�ኙ��ᄙئبإؔؗ�ᄙئبإؔؗ��ᄕ�ᅸ
ƽƺƸ��ƺƻƿƫơ�ƿƺ��ƽƞƟƫơ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣ��Ʃƽƫƾƿƫƞƹ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣ�ƺƤ�	ƨǄƻƿ�ᄬᇹth – 11th centu-
ƽƫƣƾᄭᅺᄕ�Copticaᄕ�ᇳᇴᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇵᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇵᇷᅟᇷᇸᄙ

ᄕ�ᅸ�ƺƿƣ�ƾǀƽ�ƶƣ�Ƣƺƾƾƫƣƽ�Ƣƣƾ�ƿƣǃƿƣƾ�ƾǀƟƞƴƩƸƫƸƫƼǀƣƾᅺᄕ�Le Muséonᄕ�ᇷᇻᄕ�ᇳᇻᇶᇸᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇶᇻᇹᅟᇷᇲᇻᄙءآؠ���ᇳᇻᇶᇸ�ኙ��ᄙءآؠ�
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�Ƣƫƿƫƺƹ�ƺƤ��ᇷᇻᇷ	��ᇴᇸᇴᇴᄭᄘ���ᄕ�ᅸ�ƾᄙᅟ�ƩƣƺƻƩƫƶƫ��ƶƣǃƞƹƢƽƫƹƫ��ƣƽƸƺ�Ƣƣ��ƽǀơƣ�ƣƿ��ƞƿƽƺƹƣ�ᄬبؖب���ᇴᇲᇳᇴ�ኙ��ᄙبؖب�
ǂƫƿƩ��ƞƽƞƶƶƣƶƾ�ƞƹƢ��ƽƞƹƾƶƞƿƫƺƹᅺᄕ��ƢƩƻƺƠƨƹƩƣƻ�ƣ˃ƹ��ƵƻƩƲƢƺ��ƨƹƩƺƻƢƵƻƼƴᄕ�ᇳᇸᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇴᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇳᇺᇳᅟᇴᇴᇷᄙ


ᄕ�ᅸ�ƺƻƿƫơ��ƫƿƣƽƞƿǀƽƣᄘ��ƺƻƿƾ��ƽƫƿƫƹƨ�ƫƹ�ƿƩƣƫƽ��ǂƹ��ƺƹƨǀƣᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙؔ؟؞�ᇴᇲᇳᇶ�ኙ��ᄙ�ᄙ��ؔؔ؟؞ؔ�ᄙ�
 (ed.), The ؚؔإؔ
Coptic Christian Heritage: History, Faith and Cultureᄕ��ƺƹƢƺƹ�ᅟ��ƣǂ��ƺƽƴᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇶᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇴᇴᇶᅟᇴᇵᇸᄙ

 ئإآ؛ᅷؗبآ� .A - ءآئئآ��ᄕ�ᅸ�ƺƹᅟơƞƹƺƹƫơƞƶ��ơƽƫƻƿǀƽƞƶ��ƫƿƞƿƫƺƹƾ�ƫƹ��Ʃƣƹƺǀƿƣᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙؘؕؠ���ᇴᇲᇲᇹ�ኙ��ᄙ�ᄙؘؕؠ�
(eds.), �ƠƻƢƺ� ơƼ�ƨƼƩƻƩǽƴƢ� ƠƶƵƧƹǽƺ� ƩƵƻƢƹƵƞƻƩƶƵƞƳ� ơᅍǾƻƼơƢƺ� ƠƶƷƻƢƺძ� �ƞƹƩƺძ� ᇊᇐ� ƮƼƩƵᄵᇋ� ƮƼƩƳƳƢƻ� ᇊᇈᇈᇌ, Leuven, 
ᇴᇲᇲᇹᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇸᇴᇷᅟᇸᇵᇶᄙ

-ƫƺǁƞƹƹƫ��ƽƫƾƺƾƿƺ��ᄕ�ᅸ�ƣƽ�ǀƹƞ�ƶƫƾƿƞ�Ƣƣƶƶƣ�ƺƻƣƽƣ�ƿƽƞƾƸƣƾƾƣ�ƫƹ�ơƺƻƿƺ�ƾƺƿƿƺ�ƫƶ�ƹƺƸƣ�Ƣƫبؖآ���ᇴᇲᇳᇳ�ኙ��ᄙ�ᄙبؖآ�
Ƹƺᅺᄕ�ƫƹ��ᄙحب�� - A. �ؔءؔ؟أؠ (eds.), Christianity in Egypt: Literary Production and Intellectual Trends. 
Studies in Honor of Tito Orlandiᄕ��ƺƸƞᄕ�ᇴᇲᇳᇳᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇷᇹᇷᅟᇸᇳᇲᄙ

 ƨǄƻƿƣ�ƟǄǅƞƹƿƫƹƣᄞᅺᄕ�Journal of Juristic	ᄕ�ᅸ�ƣ�ƹƞƿƫƺƹƞƶƫƾƸƣ�ƞᅟƿᅟƫƶ�ƣǃƫƾƿȅ�Ƣƞƹƾ�ƶᅷؔ؞ؖجحئأ��ᄙ	��ᇳᇻᇻᇴ�ኙؔ؞ؖجحئأ�
Papyrologyᄕ�ᇴᇴᄕ�ᇳᇻᇻᇴᄕ�ƻƻᄙ�ᇵᅟᇳᇴᇺᄙ


