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The Nıcene Creed 1n Liturgical Fragment of
the 5th 6th Century from Upper Egypt

Some ARO, the Harold Lee Library ot Brigham Young Universıty
ceived donation of manuscrı1pt fragments trom Egypt, SOINC apyrus,, SOINcC

parchment OT vellum and SOTINC The predominant language 15
Sahıdıc, trom which ONEC may conclude that the fragments orıginated trom Up-
PCI Egypt; however, lıttle Arabiıc, Bohairıic and Greek also The aApc otf
the Iragments varıes wiıdely trom the Sth CENTUrY the 16th CENTUrY and MUST
be determıned by palaeography.

IThe IMOST interesting of the Greek fragments contaıns phrases that Garn be
ıdentitied 4S belonging the Nıcene Creed, NOLT the Niıceno-Constantinopoli-
tan Creed that 15 sed currently 1ın the lıturgies of IM OST churches, both eastern

and western, but the creed that W as adopted by the Councıl of Nıcea ın 325
which 15 today sed solely by the Armenıuan Church. Sınce the palaeography of
the Iragment 15 such that 1t Ca be assıgned wıth consıderable contidence the
5Sth (35° 6th CENTLUFY, thıs makes thıs lıttle fragment the oldest Greek wıtness by far

the LEXT of the Nıcene Creed According Schwartz, the oldest manuscrıpt
of the Creed ate only from the 11th century”. It 15 true, of COUFSC, that the

Nıcene Creed 15 also ftound iın the wrıtings of the Fathers of the Church, but the
manuscrıpt wıtnesses the of theır works, accordıng Ortız de Urbina,
do NOLT antedate the 10th century“. The only manuscrıpt wıtnesses that ATC AT all
comparable in ApCc the Brigham Young Unıiversıty fragment AUC. the Syrıac
translatıons, OTE manuscrı1pt of which dates trom the VCar 501 and the
Coptic translations of the 7th century”.

However, the primary interest of thıs iragment 15 NOT 1tSs wıtness the DEeX- of
the Creed In fact, It provıdes only three relatıvely mınor varıants the erıitical
LEXT, whıiıch, however, 21© supported by SOINC ancıent OUI'CCS4. Its primary 1N-

Schwartz, Acta concıliorum DeCUMENICOTUM,, I’ vol E: part (Berlin, » and 35
Ortız de Urbina, S3 FI Simbaolo Nıceno, Madrid, 1 9

Ortız de Urbina, Ö 1/vA E 6 S It adds XCLL atter vevvnOEvVTA, Omıts the iın the phrase TIO EV TW 0UOAVO XCLL T Tn YN and
substitutes ın the Samııe phrase Enl ING YNC tor EV T YN According DOSSETTI, sımbolo dı
Nıcea dz Costantinopolı. Edizione crıt1ca (Roma, 230, the tirst varıant (QGCHIS 1ın the
Syri1ac vers10n, tound 1n the 7th CENTUrYy Br. Mus Add the Syrıan canonıcal collection and
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Lerest 15 rather that it places the Creed in the CONTEXT of the eucharistic lıturgy,
that IS, the Creed 15 preceded by the end of pPpraycCr whose phraseology marks ıt
rather clearly A4ASs belonging eucharistic lıturgy, even though aVve NOLT tound
the Praycr 1ın anı Y other SOUICC, ancıent OT modern.

hıs 15 O6 of the oldest wıtnesses the recıtal of the Creed during the
eucharistic lıturgy. The only other wıtness of comparable ADC that ave 15 the
OMMENTAFCY the eucharistic lıturgy contaiıned 1ın the wrıtings of Pseudo-
Dionysıus the Areopagıte, which 15 thought ate from about the YCar 500

and testify the lıturgical practice of 5yıa For Egypt, the other
hand, ave lacked until NO direct evidence the recıtal of the Creed during
the Mass untiıl Aas late AS the 12th CENTUFY.

The fragment ın question 15 No 90 1n the Brigham Young Universıty Collec-
t10n of Coptic Fragments. It 15 actually LW iragments ot parchment that e
barely CONt1ZUOUS, ( measurıng BFF OS an! the other
The complete eaf MUST AaVe measured approximately When the
LW! fragments A Jjoined, there A lınes of LCXT both the and
There An holes ın the parchment, which 15 also somewhat wrıinkled.

In the following edıtıon of the TeXT dot 15 placed under doubtful readıngs,
and SQUaTrEC brackets enclose mM1sSıng etters. ere MOST oratefully acknowledge
the V signıfıcant help that ave receıved in reestablishing the BEXT of the
fragment ftrom Professor Hubert Kaufhold of the Unıiversıty of Munich?.

the ACTS of the East Syrıan Synod of Seleucıa-Ctesiphon of 410, and also ın Armenıuan versıion 1ın
the OMMENTAFCY of the Catholicos Sahak the Epistle Proclus; the second varıant DVEGUTS 1n the
ACTS of the sixth sess10n of the Councıl of Ephesus (ACO I’ 1, 7! 89), tour Greek codices of
lıturgical canonıcal nature, the oOMMECNTAFrY of John of Antioch the Epistle Proclus, the
eccles1iastıcal hıstory of Gelasıus of Cyzıcus, the Samlle Syriac SUOUTCECS indicated above and the
Coptic canonı1cal collection;: the thırd varıant 15 tound 1n Athanasıus of Alexandrıa’s Epistula ad
Tovianum Imperatorem, 1ın SOTINC manuscr1pts of Cyril of Alexandria’s Ebpistula tertia (synodica)
ad Nestorıium, also ın hıs Liber prımus CONEFETrAa Nestorium, ın the Samne tour Greek canoniıcal
lıturgıical manuscrı1pts mentioned above, 1n the Coptıc canonı1cal collection, ın Marcellus of AÄncy-
Pa  X (Or hıs discıple’s) Libellus zustificationıs and 1ın Theodotus of Ancyra’s Exposıtzo ıIn Symbolum
Nıcaenum.
Kauthold, besides correcting ETITONCOUS readıng of LL1LOTEC than 0)81° letter of the LEXT, has also
corrected talse ımpress1ion that the “+a1l” of the sıde Came ftrom 6al the CENiIeEer of the
entire leaf,; when, in fact, ıT trom the rıght hand edge, 4as 15 evıdent ftrom consıderation of
the en In addıtion, he has ocated LW parallel in the Coptic ordınary of the 11ASss and
ın the Anaphora of St Mark 1ın Renaudot, Lıturgiuarum orzentalıium collectio, vol (Fran-
coturti ad Moenum, 60 and 156, wıth the help of which he has een able SUggESLT
INanYy of the M1SSINg words of the Praycr that precedes the Creed, and he has also offered
probable reconstruction of the rubric that introduces the Creed
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Recto

CINTAATITHMAT[- —| OLV ALTNUOA|TO|
TENKAPAIQN|-—-| 10 XAOÖLÖV nAv?
TQNI--—-ATAOQ!/ b LO) TOV| AyYaOG| n
IIAHP |=-] mMOo[o|POoONO|AL bannn

IXXAPICGT b Ö$ |0XAQLOT| nmn
PIONTSNAOYA[- —| OLOV 10 ÖOM OV|
COYTQNAELILIP[- —| OOU TOVOÖE NO|O0|
AEZAIEIINTOO[--—-] e  AL E70L 0([V0C|
|  | banl V |LOV %CL E[ 0XWEVOV|
-|YOYCIAC en OO |U QUOLAO[TNOLOV|
— | d ELG| eU[wÖölas

CL t| weyYEOnN| TO[V|AMETEO|/| ba —
ANQNAI[ bn OVQ |AVOV OL[ Ö
|KAILIPCHMI baa LOU 0E0V| HUL JL LOOC N U[ OV|

15 15 ]))(]))(
II JoL ILLO

vLC EXTE |OELOC
OO TOV| LLY]|TIH
OLEQ WYV T |OV  E

70 ICYM DA NLXaLÖ |ovu
BAvtwOV®S. IlıotjEtJEY

CENAON OLULEV ELIG }EV  S Gs.  OV

NTOKPA WOLEOU NO |VTOXOÖ
LOOU, NÄVT |OV|S2N

C Renaudot, I!
Ct Renaudot, I’ 136
It ı15 hard IMASINC how the - relates the rest ot the rubric. One would CXPECL definıte artıcle
modıfyıng JLLOTLG. H5 u: possıble that JLLOLLC eutEOELIOO chould be PUL the AaCCUSALLVE,
instead of the NOMINALLVE, CAasec
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Verso

}  Ö  |OQTÖOV %CL 6701010PATQNTEKAIAOPA
NIIO T|OV NOLNTNV,b  l  EL R AIEICE|-JAKNINXN [X Jal ELG Elvjo WÜQLOV Inoobv

X QLOTOV
-|ONYIO[-|TOYOY T|OV VeO[V| TOU OsoV

-IJENNHOENTAE [y]evvnOEvtA E
TOU NOATOQOC WOVOYETOYIIPCMONOTE

-IHTOYTECTIN v IN TOUTEOTLV

-|KTHCOYCIAC [E]x NG OVOLAC
|TOV| NATLOGC, OEOV EIX|—— -]IPC-ONE[-]

[-]Y®QCEKP[-] 10 1080 0, OC E D[0|
—]C  ---] [TÖ|S OEOV AAINYL|

[VO IV E O[E0 AAnOL|——-]N-EKO[ be)
VOU, velvvnOEVTO|

KAIOYUII| S XCLL OUV n OLNOEVTA, |
15 15 ÖWO00Ü|OLOV TW|

1IPI NATOL, ÖlL An IO OLV
AELELI Pn b EV[EvVETO|

T EV 1T& 0000 XLTAEN e
TAELI IO En [ NS YNG; tTOV|

2 AIHM Z ÖL NU[Äc TOUG Ö
vVOQONOU[S XCLL ÖLO tNV}NOY| na

HM  m NUE[TEOAV OOWT||
PIAN OLOLV |KOTEAOOVTO. Xal
@0 OA0[KWOEVTA n

We do NOLT SCCIN ave suftficıent D: 1n the m1ssıng part of thıs lıne accommodate all ot the
etters here Perhaps thıs TO, which 1$ lackıng 1ın few of the less signıficant wıtnesses the
Creed should be omıiıtted. However, parallelısm wiıth the phrase, SNl ING Yng’ would SCCIN call
tor It

10 As 1n lıne 1 x do NOL SCOC1 ave sufticıent D accommodate all of the etters. Perhaps
thıs XL, which 15 lackıng ın tew less signıficant wıtnesses, cshould be omıitted.


