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In artıcle that appeared ın the 1970 volume of thıs perlodical *,
Dr Raıner Degen nOtes that, accordıng on-dıt, the PTreCc10uUS Mosul
manuscr1pt of the first part of the Chronicle of Se’ert 1s NO reduced LO
bundle of lo00se leaves, SOT1e of whıich ave disappeared SINCE the edıtıon
of Addaı Scher ınchned LO wonder whether 1a y not myself be the
ultımate SOUTCGE of thıs repOTT. In al Y Casc, SINCE Dr egen cComplaıns of the
lack of precıse informatıon thıs codeXxX, $ Ma y hbe worth whıiıle fOr LO

communıcate erTe a,1] of the ınformatıon that ave 91 dısposal.
My ınformatıon 1S based nO0tTes that took ın the 1964 an 1965,

when W as STaCcLOUSLy allowed by Hıs Beatıtude, Paul 13 Cheıkho, the
actual Chaldean Patrıarch, LO examıne a ]] of the manusecr1pts In the Patrıar-
chal Lıbrary, NO ocated 1ın Baghdad. Judging from these notes, would
not he ahle LO Sa y that the codex 18 OW INeTe bundle of loose leaves.
What 1S certaın 1Ss that ıt. lacks N! 1S, therefore, wrapped 1ın
NnNeEWSDAaPEL. 1$ 1s possible that SOTI11eE leaves mMa y ave COMe loose, but
ınclined doubt 6, for thıs type of detaiıl would normally be inceluded 1ın

notes As for the loss of leaves SINCE the edıtıon, 91 least
1mpressiıon of the 177e of the l1oss. AIl appYy report, W asSs based
eTTONEOUS interpretatıon

T’he manuscr1pt NO consısts of 130 leaves that ecASuTe 22 by 175 C
ıth 13 lınes of the Page T'hese Page measurements AaATre substantıally the
Samne A OSe LO the manuscr1pt of the second Part of the chronicle, Parıs
Arabıec 6653 which, therefore, WasSs orıginally eıther part of the Mosul
manuscr1pt 9,1, least, second volume of the SaImIne. One MaYy a 1sO conclude
that the VCLY iırregular aMoOouUunts of Lext indicated ın the edıtıon for the

egen Z wel Miszellen ZU Chronik VOL Se’ert, In ), 76-95

1bıid., 89,
faijled to note that MOST. of the text of V, that IS 1O mM1SSINg from the

Mosul manuscr1pt, W as supplied the basıs of lo00se leaves found 1, Se’ert.
. egen, Q c16.,
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of stem, A Degen rıghtly concludes not from the Mosul
manuscr1pt ıtself, but from the CODY whıch Scher made from an

The leaves of the Mosul manuscr1pt AT e numbered ıth Arabıc 6 numerals
from LO 3 Hence, leaves ave een ost 91 the begınnıng SINCE
the tıme when thıs numberiıng Was made. T’hıs MUSt ave Occurred before
Scher made hıs CODY, fOT, although the present beginnıng of the codex
0€eSs not quıte correspond LO the beginnıng of Scher’s CODY, the M1SSINg
text, amounts LO 16 Iınes ın the edıtıon, whıch 1Ss the equıvalent of on1y ONne

eaf (allowıng eıght lınes of printed LEXT, DEI manuscr1pt Page, A Degen
indıcates) Thus. 8rO begıns ıth INNG, A found ıIn N 254 lıne
(Inn-Allaha gad-ıntahabaka....), whıle ends ıth du ’ fıhım, found
In V, 246, lıne 4, where the manuser1pt ended 91 the tıme when the
CODY Was made. We 1118 V conclude., therefore, that In 1902, when Scher
made hıs CODY, S1X leaves WeIe M1SSINZ 1, the beginnıng of the Mosul INan

scr1pt. Scher later found four of them D S, 1': correspondıng LO
V 6-53) 91 Sefert after hıs electıon Metropolıtan of that Se:  D

Hence, the lacuna indıcated 246 of the echtion probably amounts LO

only LWO leaves.
. 31l a,lso be of SOTNE value LO indıcate the precıse pomt ın OUTLT 11an

scr1pt WerTe the true begıinnıng N! enNn: L 200 where Scher’s
edıtıon beg1ns, COTrTeSspOonNds In the manuscr1ıpt LO OST1°9, whıle V, 994
where hıs LexXTt, ends. COTTeSpONdS LO 67v9 'T ’hıs o1VES us the possıbılıty
of establıshıng rough Correspondence between the leaves of the I1a

scr1pt, the of Scher’s COPDY and the of the printed edıtıon ıth
regard LO the amound of text contaıned. Kor, SINCE the beginnıng of
ın Scher’s COPY corresponded LO the NO mM1ssING {TO of the manuscr1pt

V, begınnıng of 293), ‚N! SINCE the LEexXTt T'’UNS wıthout break LO the
mıddle of 38 of Scher’s CODY, correspondıng LO 67v9 Y en of

334), Ca  w calculate that 37 an half of Scher’s corresponded
LO 61 leaves In the Mosul manuscr1pt and 89 In the printed edıtion.

T'hıs Talses the question whether the other 3° l008e that Scher
found 91 Se‘ert S, 9-40 correspondıng to 1 474 and
5-11) Ma y not a lso ave een ineluded In the 137 numbered leaves, In
other words, whether there H1La y not NO exıst acunae In the of
ff LO OTl that faıled LO ote when examıned the codex ıIn 4-95. for

1bıid., 89
16 the numerals NO In uUuUSße the Arabs
Art. c1t., 87  O It mMust be pointed out that egen coniuses and leaves. The

division numbers In the margın of the printed edition for both (Scher’s COPY an (loose
leaves found al Se ’ ert) AaTe everywhere preceded DV ‘P, Wh_i0h clearly stands for page
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the sectıon ff to 137 ought LO correspond LO the remalınıng 37 an
half of Scher’s COPY 1 9-61, 274-3083, 3ll-2; plus Va

1-46, for total of pages). If had LO Judge by the of
Scher’s CODY, should he ın doubt, SINCE the 70 leaves that remaın should
gqve made roughly 49 In hıs CODY, whereas. ıf reduce the number
of leaves by 16 correspondıng LO the 3° found 91 de’ert. would
Qave only leaves, whıch ahould ave made only OT 34 ın the
CODY I+ Judge, the other hand, by the prıinted edıtıon, whıch DYy ıts
OL nature 18 1NOTeE regular and, therefore, [NOTEe rehable for OUT present
PUurpOsE, 1t. 1s clear that the loose lJeaves found 1ın Se’ert WeTe®e not inceluded
when the leaves WTF numbered. We ave that 61 leaves of the U-

scr1pt correspond LO 8 of printed DeXT Hence, 70 leaves should make
about 93 of printed text, whıch falls only hıttle short of the actual
On the other hand, ıf the loose leaves found 21 Se’ert WEeIEe LO be subtracted,
there would remaın ONLy leaves, whıch should yıeld only of
printed text Consequently, ıt cleatT enough that the 16 loose leaves
of Seert that f111 aCcCunae 1n the body of the Mosul manuscr1pt, unlıke the

that partıally f111 the lacuna T, the begınnıng, WeTiTe separTated firom the
manuscrı1pt before ıts leaves WEeIC numbered. We 11 y conclude, therefore,
ıth reasonabhle confıdence that there ALl NO breaks In the
of the eaft numbers.

IT 111 he SEeEeNN that Manı y detaıls of the checkered hıstory f the INanu-

ser1pt C  > NO be deduced T'he entire manuser1pt of the Chroniecle mMust
ONCE ave een ocated ,T Se’ert, but >WR SOINe tıme other ıts bındıng
W AS broken, that the manuscr1pt sphit ınto A ILaı y four pıeces, and

number of leaves WEeTe ost; ,T both the beginnıng and en of the entire
manuscr1pt N perhaps, LOO, ,T the beginnıngs N! ends of SOTINE of the
sect1ons. T'he fırst an second sectl1ons WeIitc then bound together 1n LTEVEILINC

order., whıle the thırd sectiıon W asSs ost altogether. Before after the bındıng
of the fıirst LWO sect1ons, 16 leaves of the fırst sectıon became separated,
but fortunately remaıned In the lıbrary ,T Se‘ert. Next, SOM EONE numbered
ıth Arabıc numerals the remaınıng 137 leaves of these fırst LWO sect1ons.
Afterwards, of the numbered leaves became detached from the beginnıng,
an the mutilated codex W a transferred the ('haldean Patrıarchate,
then ocated 1n Mosul In 190 Addaı Scher found thıs codex ın Mosul and
made for hımself CODY of ıb Shortly thereafter he became Metropolıtan
of Se’ert, where he took hıs OW. COPY, an OoOUnN! there the fourth sectıon
of the Chroniecle plus the 16 unnumbered leaves that Camne from the body
of the first sectıon and Out. of the numbered leaves that had become
detached from the beginnıng of the combıned second N fırst sectlons.
ext Scher sent. off cCoples Bt a ]] that survıyed for publicatıon 1n the Patro-
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L0qra Orzentalıs, and SOOTMN afterwards the Bıbliotheque Natıonale W as ahle
LO acquıre the fourth sectıon of the or1gınal manusCHpt. In 1915 CAaMne the
catastrophe that COst the ıfe of the Metropolıtan aMn destroyed, Ar far
Ca  - be known. the entire lıbrary of Se’ert; 9a1 least, ıth regard LO the
1008se leaves there Ca  - be reasonable hope for theır SuTrvıval. Fınally,
In 1959 1960 the fırst LWwO sect1ons. atıll oun together ıIn TEV: order,
but NO ıth urther eaf M1ssSINg from the beginnıng, W asSs transferred
ıth the rTest of the Patrıarchal Lıbrary from Mosul LO Baghdad.

The combıned fırst LWO sect10ns, whıich ave untiıl 1O een callıng
the Mosul manuscr1pt, ave een catalogued twıce. T’he fırst. cataloguıng
W asSs one by Addaı Scher N! Was publıshed ın 1907 In thıs catalogue
the codex hbears the number 113 whether g1ven Dy Scher hımself OTL by
SOINE unknown predecessor. H8 second catalogue W as prepared Iın Arabıec
DYy the actual Chaldean Bıshop of Beırut. MT Raphael Bıdawıd, 1ın collabo-
ratıon ıth the recently elected Metropolıtan of Krbıl, Mer Stephen Babeka,
an Professor Isaac Isko but the text. W as destroyed DYy unfortunate
fıre before 16 could be publıshed. Nonetheless, the 111e system of 1U M-

berıng whıch W 4S devısed In econnectıon ıth the cataloguıng remaıns
MOST, of the manuscr1pts of the lıbrary. T'he 111e number of OM codex 18
100L, which would prefer LO wrıte 10071 for 1t; indıcates that thıs 1s the
fırst. manuscr1pt of class 100, the ONe whıch contaıns works of hıstory,
bıography an mıscellaneous subjects 1 At the tıme that examıned the
manuscr1pts of the Patriarchal Lıbrary extended the Scher aN! Bıdawıd
sSystems of numberıng LO a, 11 the manuscr1pts 1n the lıbrary, and 1t. 18
hope LO publısh complete checklıist SOOTMN Accordıng LO thıs hıst, therefore.
the codex WO longer be called OoSsSu S: heretofore. but Chaldean
Patrıarchate 13 an D 100

In Revue des Bibliotheques 17 1907), 257
. 4A8 ko, Al-maktabat al-kaldäniyat al-batrıyarkıya, ın An-Nagm 11 (Mosul 1951),

S 309-402
he 116 system of numbering 1S explained DV Isko, TT c1ıt., 309-402 At that,

tıme, however, class 100 cid not vet exıst.


