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An ımportan. work for the understandıng of med1iaeval Coptıc theology
the Kıtab al Tdah Dn T’he Book of Kxposıtion a S A of the tenth CENTUTY Bıshop

of a Ashmünaın, Severus ıbn a} Mugaffa Severus wTOTe thıs book LO

combat the doectrinal 19NOTAaNCC of hıs fellow opts, whıch he doubtless
correctly aser1bed LO the extiınctıon. of the Coptic anguage and the
cCONSEQUENT incomprehensıbılıty LO behevers of the language of the hıturgy
and the Bıble 'T’he contents of the Kıtab al Idah ave een analysed DYy
Taf who short indıcatıon of the subject matter of each of 1GSs

VarTrTlOuUs chapters!
T’he Kıtab al Tdah has SUTVIVed LWwO TEeCENSIONS ONne CONSISTIN.G of

twelve chapters? and shortened ONE, whıich excludes the last four

chapters. Of the MSS lısted by (Graf3 A CONTaININ.S a 11 Part of thıs work

eight MSS contaın the shortened 1ECENS1ION of eight chapters.
T'he catalogue of manuscr1pts of the Lıbrary of Aya Sofya* hısts under

the number an0N y MOUS Arabıec work entitled Muallım f Bayan

rafi OGAL (1 |Studı estl, 133 (Vatıcan, 1947 ]9 309 310 T’he ımportance of
Kiıtab al-TIdah pointed ut by Samır, °Un traıte inedıit de Sawirus Ibn q} Mugaffa
(10e€ sıecle) 10a Flambeau de Intelligence” OrChrP 41 1975) 165

An unsatısfactory edıtiıon of thıs L’ECECEMNSLONMN Was published (alro 19925 by urqus
Jirjıis under the title Darr al T'hamiıin f? TIdah al Din M The Precıo0us Pearls the Kxposition
of Religion’) second equally unsatısfactory editiıon, omıttıng Chapter Nıne, but, otherwıse

based the edition of 1925 W as published (Jalro 1971 the SECT1E6S Maın T’urath al Aba
by the Uoptic Madarıs al Tarbiyah al Kanasıyyah of Shubra Ags far WC Ar'C the Kıtab
al TIdah has een translated INnTO AI Kuropean language, although VEerS10OIN (+e
does ex1ist

CAL 11 311
Defter K utubhane Aya Sofya T’arıh T 'asısı (Istanbul 1304 1886 'T’he Aya

Sofya collection of manuscr1pts 1O0O forms sectıon of the Süleymanıye Library Istanbul
'T'o be OUnN! the sectıon ‘Kutub ‚ Aqa 1d Kaläm 141) 'The econtalıns 155 folios

of thick Paper, an NO WOT'I eaten mMan y places The scr1pt bold naslkchi, an ere
Ar aVErage of lines LO Page T’he pagınatıon Coptic characters throughout WHol Ir

has nOote statıng that the Was donated waq f by the Sultan Mahmüud Khän It reads
ollows
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Madhahıb al Nasaras® M Teacher of the Kxplanatıon of the Doectrines of the
Christians — of hıch the en MISSINS The catalogue informatıon
beyond thıs OWeEeVerTrT fol 1 of the unambıguously ascer1bes the work
LO Severus 10 q Mugaffa and examınatıon of the hıst of contents
(Tols Iv 2v) clearly shows that thıs fact CODY of the shorter eıght-
chapter 1ECENSLION of Severus 1b: a ] Mugaffa“ s Kıta al Idah

The contents of the work ATe follows

0Jv._'>.j..>_‚ r„.‚le (
(On the eXPOSITLON of the Trmity an Unıty of the Persons of God)

Adyag Ul Ol zl S mul z lal (
(On the eXPOSITLON. of the 164501 fOr the 1incarnatıon and erucıfixıion of the
Son of ((0d)

(On the sıgnıf1cance of the interpretatıon of the word of (+0d the books
of the Pentateuch)

(S1C) > AI },"»L| mal 919 C .H A w.AmhS zlanl (s)
(On the exposıtion of the interpretatıon of Kaster an the Lamb and OW
the Bread an Wıne become flesh)

(SIC CN l C Ea
(EKxplanatıon of the fight hıich the behevers fought)

TEL DUE CI (nl L}5L-Ä-‘} eK AA —AI I A9 ))

A DGa S ] llR E 6 CM aD
‚«L&}.é (C;:x:o}‘ dL93 obb .H-)\A.>' } 39

Pa 'T’his COM Y has een valıdly donated waqg f by ur most mighty Sultan, and August Ruler,
Possessor of the I ’wo (lontinents an the ' Iwo Seas, Servant of the I’wo Nobhle Sanctuaries,
the Sultan, Son of the Sultan, the Warrıor Sultan Mahmüuüd Khän Indited by the POOT 118a

Ahmad Shaykh adah Inspector of the waqgfs of the T wo Sanctuarıies May they both 1T6Cc6G1VO

forgiveness ——
hıs presumably reference to Mahmüud (Ottoman sultan, ruled 1730 1754 and the
Aya Sofya 2360 must therefore have een wrıitten T SOITNE tıme before the latter date

We Ar’ C greatiy ndebted tOo Miss Emine Gürsoy for her help 1n obtainıng mierotilm COPYV of
the Aya ofya manuscr1pt

f- 'hıs tıtle has een taken by the cataloguer TOM ote at the LOp of fol L1v which reads
ollows S Lal , l ll e | Aa It 111 ater hand than that

of the rest of the MS
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Al AA Ul (4)
(On the explanatıon of the meriıt of holy Sunday)

=\;u..-L-} a (v)
(On the s1gnıf1can.ce of the Wednesday and Frıday fasts)

d Sg p ga Bn (A)
(On. the explanatıon of fastıng, an how ıt should be conducted)?.

These chapter tıtles COrrespon.d (wıth m1noTr varlatıons 1n wordıng) tO
the tıtles of the first eıght chapters of the Kıtab al'I däh! g1ven 1n the
Lwo (Calro edıtıons of thıs work.

A{fter SOTINe brıef introductory remarks, hıch apPear LO ave een put
together by the wrıter of the (fols. ÖT-3V), Aya Sofya 2360 begıns ıth
Chapter One, follows

* Wol. 3 J9l —
ID d  - 9A9 f„‚\‚T CLÄJ„‘ 53

A ( I9 SÄl\is 7E C LE  ® A Lan 1
o_;::— L5’db| 9 A S dbl:f@ u;f.$ Sl

* Wol. 4r (&  \ | \ ‚P f‚.4\sf A
9 (Ah9 Cy 6 SN z Al IC .  ‘.«\=—'_3 | 9595 l 9
. A — | a SA} 1_»>=‚a_3[3 AT A A 9 MS
LG sg (a 9 en  z U g Ü 9 SETALT SAa

Z A A  AUlS 65 U„}T (qu Ö& Ö..Jc.U.le_9 E
‚l AD

* Hol 4 v ul | a d y | a UL (_)6w Al )s580  Ebied, Young  „oäll wa pg Aa Öla S (4)  (On the explanation of the merit of holy Sunday).  ‚änszlig ela l p A A S (V)  (On the significance of the Wednesday and Friday fasts).  ‚A Sg aal Ola S (A)  (On the explanation of fasting, and how it should be conducted)?.  These chapter titles correspond (with minor variations in wording) to  the titles of the first eight chapters of the Kitäb al-Idah, as given in the  two Cairo editions of this work.  After some brief introductory remarks, which appear to have been put  together by the writer of the MS (fols. 3r-3v), Aya Sofya 2360 begins with  Chapter One, as follows :  *Fol. 3v  JaYl GLl *  Uadagig U sl dr zlal sa  Au 79) 934 Süs A (yag 7emudl Eg Sl , A bl  Andie Sym SE aal ll C A n a M  *Fol. 4r  E 14595 Ol Rk AS lai Y# ‚ Bizagig Jlai A mal anr i  Lg Ag AUl Ol zl Aöis U pgl Ol Alug „Iualg 1455 Ol  G A3 CGS 8 SN c.;a-.‚f:;b AL J dL'.;.>T J S Ln  L legig rakallg eal 2 UD Al aı ı e e Aaalli kal  d.sf (L._‚.._> ol s Anc 165 Oa_3T :oß.?:.„\&.fl\:_d.".&‚_Jc.ü.x.)l_‚ AT  „elgällg äl ® L  *Fol. 4v  Öl Hs S dl Hs Ola ÖS w OT Jgli # 10 Yal aalarl unl  7 As mentioned in the Aya Sofya catalogue (see above), MS 2360 has some folios missing  at the end, breaking off with fol. 188v towards the end of Chapter Six. The table of contents,  however, which is in the same hand as the rest of the MS, makes it clear that we are here  dealing with the shorter, or eight-chapter, recension of the Kitab al-Idäh.  8 MS CnalJäU.  9 MS Al äll.  10 This word is repeated in the MS.Yo A;—L‚a.; S  ‘_;.\:.>‘_9

As mentioned In the Aya Sofya catalogue (see above), 2360 has SOINeE follos missing
at the end, breaking off ıth tfol 188 v towards the end of Chapter Six. 'The table of contents,
however, which IS the Sa1le hand S the rest of the MS, makes 1t; clear that An 6 here
dealing ıth the shorter, eight-chapter, recension of the Kıtab al-Idäh.

AA
E  .

'his word 18 repeated 1n the
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11 gj"““ SSS 395 AA meb (le'
Y AJ V1 S C} 55 ( gra 199 Lo.9 c[‚.g.„su.x.o U 99
J> AUl Ol da LB e L el SS d A O
S 19y sl -  .>j.%23 NL 6Ü_9.0.) SA A | A& An _9 (J\Aq9 A&|
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Chapter ÖOne, beıng exposıtion of the Trmity and Unıty of the Persons
of (+0d eaT brother, MaYy the Lord Jesus Christ iıllumıne the CYy 6S of

yOUT intellect ıth the hıght of hıs consoling Holy Spiırnt, that you May
uınderstand the MYySteTrYy of hıs dıvimıty. You ave ment.oned 1n yOUTr epıstle
which you ave sent to that you AT greatly perplexed 1n regard LO the
Trimity an Unity of the Persons of (+0d ost Hıgh You do n.0t NOW how
ıt, 18 possıble for them to be both three an ONG, an you ave asked
LO explaın LO you the true nature of the incarnatıon and erucıfıxıon of the
Son of God, an the 1e4ason for ıt ave acceded LO yOUr requeST, and
ave expounded to yYou 1ın thıs book the definıtion of triunıty INn LWwO WaYyS,
1n OLE WaYy fOoT PETrSONS of lıttle understandıng and knowledge, and 1n another
WaYy for PeETSONS of discernment and learnıng, that the person who reads
1t, has ıt read LO hım, 1n either STOUP, 1.e. both PETSONS of hlıttle under-
stan.dıng and discernıng PETSONS, May benefit from ıt.

shall begın wıth the celarıfıcatıon [of thıs matter| fırst by sayıng that
the 1e4AaSON for the difficulty of explaınıng thıs mM yStery the faıthful 1n
the present ASC 18 theır minglıng wıth the heathen!”, an theır havıng lost

SA
SS

As In AlLl-Darr al-Thamiın (2nd edition), zLLl.
The phrase ß‘) AA 18 here supplied TOM Al-Durr al-Thamin (2nd edition),

1 -9 ese words SCCI1H LO have een omitted TOM OUTr by ser1ıbal
'his word has been added the margın.
Le. the Muslims. Ibn al-Mugaffa’ has In mind here the prevallıng uslım dogma of the

unıty of God, an the negatıve effect B W as havıng belıef the Trinıty N: the
1801a alty.
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theır OW. language, by of which they ould ave een ahble LO
understand the truth of theır doectrine ; an they ave GOME LO pomt
where they only rarely eaT the Trmity mentioned them, an only
eaT the Son of (+0d mentioned them by WaYy of metaphor. Indeed
they usually only eaTr that ‘God’, Whose amne 18 g10Tr10US, 18 eternal’,
an the rest of thıs statement hıch the heathen utter1s Thus the faıthful
ave become accustomed LO 1t; and ave een brought 16n it, untıl ıt
has become dıiffieult for them LO mentıon the Son of God, Whose ame 1s
glor10US, an they do n.0% NOW aAM Y interpretatıion meanıng for [thıs
term| Then agaln, when they eaTtT that he 1s Son of (+0d an Son of the
Vırgn Mary, MOST, of them hbelleve that he had hıs begınnıng 1n the Vırgıin
Mary, A the heathen Q,SSEeTT that Sa y They ATe not that he 18
coeternal ıth God, Whose Namne 1s mighty, an orn of Him, and that
he ex1ısted before Mary and before Adam, of whose PIOSCHY Mary WaSs,
an before a{ 1 AgES, because (+0d Was wıithout hım, for he 18 Hıs Son
an Word, coeternal ıth Hım. wıthout eNnd.)

Thıs 18 substantıally identical wıth Chapter One of Kıtab al-Idäh
g1ven ın the 19773 Calro edıtıon (PP 14-15), although there AT ama l
dıfferences 1n SOINe words.

T'he NO ends OwarTds the en of Chapter S1X of the WOrk, follows

*Fol. 187v A‚‘SH N! J e Öl r‚.g_sls w Ö Yl 9
Ul 9 ‚Ar j A an A AL _9 M))k» E

L)-f“‘-‘“-° MN A da 319 M REl
*Fol. 188r Q‘ J‘)' N S3 y ea A.o'

öl il kalg bal A Ayldo g &16 7A7 MK _9 AD
5 Ulg (.Ä>Y‘ ol Ü A 90 Ul 9

U N »43l 95 6\.‚a.2:>‘ S! W Ga B
Y el Al U‚„‚s_.k.e;'.“_3 C..3 M)j\[ G e

*Fol. 188v N A A S]a SS yls

Ibn al-Mugaffa’ el refers LO urah 119 otf the Qur’än, which consısts of four short
VEerTSECS refuting the doetrine of the Trinity : "Day °“ He 1S God, One; (30d the eternal:;: He
neither ega NnOT W as egotten ; an has equal”’

oLalo9
r)Y_9
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‚A a 035 Lanl Ol AA aa Al 5 agall MS S A
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(And NOW, oh beloved, understand that the words of (+0d ost Hıgh that
Ian should rest Sunday?? INnecan that OlLe 1S LO praise an hallow Hım
an hısten LO Hıs word throughout the day I I1a 0€S not do thıs

through preoccupatıon ıth the livelihood of the anımal body, an hıs
death OCCUTS before the \next| Sunday, he 111 perısh from od’s CO1N-

munıty, an the ephemeral sSustenance whıch he has acquired fOor hıs
anımal body 111 not benefit himM. because he desıred LO g1Vve 1ıfe LO hıs

rıdıng-beast?3 an 6O kall hıs soul. Thus he 11 dıe together ıth hıs

riding-beast, whıch he chose, whose lıfe he preferred ahbove the lıfe of hıs
SOul. IT he regTEtsS hat he has one an rTepeNtSs, (+0d 111 hım
SUTVIVEe untıl the Inext| Sunday, and ıf he adheres LO hat He has
commanded hım LO do hıs soul ll lıve an ll be reheved of the SIN
whıch had clung LO hım, A long A he dheres LO the work of the Lord
Hıs day, which He set asıde from the other QA1X days fOrT Hımself. (+0d SayS
CONCETNINZK 1t; that c<hould rest DYy cleavıng LO praise and hallowıng an

readıng, an should no0%t he preoccupled ıth liıvelihood that PDasses aWAY
If he 18 tOO die C0 S!  9 he 11 perısh from od’s communıty. As (}+0d
ost Hıgh has sald. the O11 hıch o€es n rest that day wıll be
excluded from Hıs communıty. He DYy thıs ıts portion. wıll be
the LraANSYTESSOTS.

Therefore 1t; 18 ineumbent upOoN LO early Sunday LO church, the

paradıse of (+0d ost High, an LO cleave LO praise an hallowıng wıthout

thought OT, preoccupatıon wıth. lıyelıhood that PAasses aWaY When
church 1S OVeTr yOou should read the scrıptures of God, Ose amne 18

glor10us, throughout the day, because ıt, 1S the Day of the Lord

Ibn al-Mugaffa’ 1S thinking of the Chrıstlan Sabbath rest. transferred TOM Saturday
Sunday.

SC his body.
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(+0d Sa ys 1n the Psalm through the mouth of the Prophet avıd
that S: 1s the Day of the Lord hıch the Lord hath made; let;

re]0o1ce an be glad 1n it
T'hıs passage corresponds LO the Iater portion of Chapter S1X of Kıtab

al-Idäh, g1ven 1ın the Calro edıtıon. of 1971 (pPP 152-153), of hıch about
thırd has een lost from (see ote above)
The foregomg shows that Aya Sofya 2360 1s COPY of the shorter

rTecens10Nn. of Severus ıbn al-Mugaffa“ s Kıtab al-Idäh, but the problem
remaıns of the Status of the tıtle Kıtab al-Mu‘allım T7 Bayan Madhahıb
al-Nasära. As indıcated above note 6) thıs tıtle has een wrıtten
fol 1v of the 1ın later hand; the tıtle gıven the work by the cCopyıst
also fol 1v) aPPCAaIsS Kıtab al-Mu‘allım wa l-Talmidh. Thıs 1s ollowed
DYy the ascrıption o Severus ıbn al-Mugaffa’, follows

\JÄ«IT cäll y Y _ L7 A i A ALg ll DL
«J A S y

(*Book of the Teacher an the Pupıl, composed by the Holy Father nba
Severus ıbn al-Mugaffa’, Bıshop of al-Ashmünaın, mMay the blessıng of hıs
PTayers Amen for aye)

The tıtle Kıtab al-Mu‘allım wa l-Tıilmidh 1S n.0%T lısted beıng ONe of
the works of Severus 1b al-Mugaffa’ by Abü’l-Barakät 10 Kabar iın hıs
Kıtab Miusbäh al-Zulmah I4 Idäh al-K hıidmahı, an other authorıty,
far ave een ahle LO ascertaıln, mentı]ons work of Severus ıbn a l-
Mugaffa‘ bearıng E: tıtle However, al least Lwo other Coptic authors
AI NOWN LO ave wrıtten books wıth the tıtle ALl-Mu‘allım wa l-Tıilmidh,
namely Cyrillus ıb Laglaq?* an Murqus 1b al-Qanbar?2® (the Mu‘allım
wa l-Talmidh of the atter, hıke the TeCENSION of Ibn al-Mugaffa“s work
disceussed here, contalns eight chapters). HKor SOINeEe 1645012 thıs tıtle has
een wrongly applıed 1n Aya Sofya 2360 LO work of Ibn al-Mugaffa’.
T‘'hıs 1s further instance of the confusıon. hıch exısts 1n regard LO the
tıtles of the books of Severus ıbn al-Mugaffa’‘, LO hıch amır has
drawn attention?2®.

The seventy-fifth Patriarch of lexandria (1235-1243). Yor hiıs book ALl-Mu‘allim wa l-
Talmidh (or Kıtab al-I’tiraf), SCcCc Graf{f, AL I, 365

ıed 12058 Kor hıs book Al-Mu’allım wa l-Tilmidh, SCcC Graf{f, CAL 4: 308f.,
OrChrP 41 4 167-168 'The Kıtab al-Idäh 18 ‚Iso known al-Daurr al-Thamin

fi Idäh al-Din, mentioned above (see note 2) raf ın his Catalogue de Manuserıts Arabes
Ohretziens (Jonserves ()arre [Studi estl, 63 (Vatıcan, —  % 124, records another CODY
of thıs work under the title Idäh Tathlith Aqgaänım AlUG. al- Muwahhad bhi-Jawharıh (M5S No. 336)
Ibn al-Mugaffa ’s short exposition of the maın doectrines of Christlanıty, Kıtab Misbäh al-“ Agl,
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I 1S clear that final solution of the problem of the LWwO recens1ons an
the multiplıcıty of tıtles of the Kıtab al-Idäh must awalıt the much-needed
eritical edıtıon of thıs ımportant work of medıiaeval Coptıc theology.

18 given alternatıve title, Kıta al-Istibsär, In the Bibliotheque Nationale Parıs) aAb7
See Ebied an oung, T’he Lamp of the TIntellect of Severus ıbn al-Mugaffa”,
Bishop of al- Ashmünarın vol 2365 (Seript. Arabı., Tom. 32), Louvain,

Iso Samıir, OrChrP 41 1975 183


