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Interpolated STLanZzZas Ephraim’ Madroshe
| X VI:1 XVIN Faıth

Volume VII of the collected Iyrıc PDOECLFY of Ephraim of Nısıbıs (d 373)
accordıng probably sıxth CENLUFCY index, contaıned eighty Madroshe

faıth” hıs volume has een preserved eniure LW MSS an aAM
Dart LW HO16 (B an All four MSS AF oft the sixth CENLUCY INAaYy

be EVENn older being dated 577 5572 an 519 Internal evıdence
spread throughout the cycle PO1NTS the last few of Ephraim ıfe 4S

the HIN of COMPOS1ILU1ON, there W as iınterval of ON an halt Centurles

between the day the 1n dried the last Da of the autograph an the day
which the earliest dated MS (an anthology began be TEL Although

IMay be older an INa Y COMEC from Edessa, where the cycle W aS composed
UILIGe of the CX Ta MSS APPCals ave een copıed ftrom 1L

de Halleux, Une cl6 DPDOUTL les hymnes d’Ephrem AaNs le 1115 Sınal SYI VE
Museon K (4972) 171 99 [edıtion]; ıdem, La IS  SIN1ISSION des hymnes Ephrem D le

Sinal SYI 165 v 178r Symposıium 5Syriacum (OCA 197 Rome 1974 63
Brock The tr.  SIN1ISSION of Ephrem MAdrashe the Syriac lıturgical tradıtıon Studia Patrıstica

ed Livingstone (Leuven 490 505 497+$*
'The sıgla WEeEIC assıgned by Beck ed Des heilıigen Ephraem des Syrers Hymnen de
fıde SI} 154 Louvaın 11 whose descr1ption and ıllustrations Bl[rıtish]
L[ibrary] Addlıitional MS| 176 11{ Vatlıcan| codl[ice] S1r(12CO| 17 111
Vat cod SIE 115 Add 14 571 AT SÜiTUTLES what ollows Beck
PrınNts the (ext of CXCCDL that he PrINtSs that of wherever has lacuna (see the tollowıing
note) he places includıng those which he iıdentities (wıth the word lege better
readıngs, the apparatus Beck tound “frequently unreadable, especıially the first
half’ 15 OIlLC of the MSS which sank ıth the boat which they WCIC being transported trom
the Monastery of the Syrıans the ıtrıan Desert an which the atıcan Catalogue describes

[imMm0sS0O Nılı fluminıs IM PXLYACLOS

Wright Catalogue of the 5Syrıac Mannyuscrıpts the British Museum, London
1871 409 Add 4> 176 “T'he WT1LUNS evıdently that of Edessene
seribe ot the vth vıth ent atter tol there eat IN1SS1119, lacuna the LEXT
from the second haltf of the tirst lıne of the second STLanzZa ot the ıttieth Madrosho the
second word of the tourth lıne ot the tourteenth SLanza of the {1fty second Madrosho, inclusıve

Palmer Restoring the ABC Ephraım Cycles Faith and Paradıse The
Journal of Eastern Christian Studzes 55 14/ See also OTlte 15
Of the cycle Faıth 1105 14 1 ZAr DE (on 60 67) and 37 (on
69 70)
Beck ed CLE ıf

OrChr (2006)
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“When the eviıdence of the Varıo0ous OUILGES tor the LEXT has been collected
AN! organızed, apographa elımınated, hyparchetypes AT archetypes 11-

structed where possible, an e} the time has COMMLEC Lr y establish what
the author originally Sometimes thıs 15 IHAaLLer of choosing between
transmıiıtted varıants, somet1ımes 1t 1S IMatter of Z01Ng beyond them aN! C116

dıng the LEXE by /  conjecture. ” Beck collects an organızes the ancıent M5S; he
[01 NOL make systematıc search tor trom thıs cycle iın later lıturgical
compilations. He cshows that often S together agaınst iın theır transmıs-
S10N of the reESPONSCS, though W asSs apparently HOL copıed trom A,; S1InCce 1t
chares SOMI1G readiıngs wıth agalnst A; but he oes NOLT CL STCININA

OT decıde whether 15 apographon. Here aAM there, he selects varıant
from the apparatus 4S preferable the readıng transmıtted by A, but he Ooes
NOLT systematically C establish what Ephraim orıginally In particular,
he makes attempt identify the interpolated STLANZAS, the of
which 15 betrayed by anomalıes in the acrostics, the interpolated lines
which ATC cshown by anomalıes 1n the Besıdes, he oes NOLT always
Set OUL the liınes correctly, accordıng the m  T  9 and, whıile he Occasıonally
rejects readıngz the basıs of the IMEULE,; he nowhere ınvestigates the princıples
of Ephraimic prosody. Lastiy, techniques for readıng erased wrıting 2ve
been oreatly improved Ss1ince the S when Beck tried unsuccessfully
read INalıy portions of There 1S, then, LCASONMN enough PTCDaICc HE

edıition. The pPresent artıcle 15 (QI16 of serles iın which the princıples of the
L1IC edıtıon AT be threshed OULT, by trial aM

The Oon1ans made the assumptıon that NMAaLlre W as subject certaın laws
aM that these Cal be discovered. These LW: assumpt1i0ns aVve served us ell
1n (T attempt acquıre the control OUTLr enviıronment. My assumpt1ions
AT that Ephraim’s esSssons WEeTIC originally ell constructed and clearly
expressed, that CVENn modern reader, provided he has patıence, should be
able understand them an commıt them MECMOLY, Let us SCC how tar these
assumpt1io0ons justified Drı0rL by the judgement of the tradıtion which looks

Ephraim 4S the teacher of a1] t1me 111 take us in distinguishing
between the venulne an the Spur10us 1ın works attrıbuted thıs author.

The alphabetical acrostic 15 time-honoured mnemon1c devıice. Another

West, Textual cr1t1cı5m and editorial technıique (Stuttgart 1973 481.:; Syrıac
editions would oreatly benetit trom the applicatıon of the princıples clearly Seit OUuUtL 1n thıs
book
Brock, ArTtT. CHE 495 “Beck only made rather ımıted uUsSs«Cc of these |medieval] lıtur-
xical manuscrı1pts, and wiıder UsSCcC of them would undoubtedlyoworthwhıiıle”; tor example,
Faıth 40:2-3, 46:12, 4/7°:11 and 48:10 WT 6 ll reused 1ın LW Madroshe transmıtted 1n the Syrıan
Orthodox Fengıtho. It 15 NOTLT iımpossible that iındividual SLanzas transmıiıtted 1n thıs WaYyY ave
preserved orıgınal readıngs lost 1ın BC4)
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such device 15 numerology. f 15 taır assumption that Ephraim, for whom
etters also served 45 S12NS tor numbers, orıginally constructed hıs aCcrost1ics
aın theır numbers accordıng regular pattern. Medieval readers read
book wıth CYVC memorı1zıng It Ephraim 111 ave wanted help hıs
readers do thıs. For that [CASON 1t 15 extremely unlıkely that Ephraim GVL

aCcrost1ic 1n which there W GE LW LANZAas tor the first letter, eight tor
the second aAM UE tor the thırd letter 1ın the alphabet. GE thıs 15 how Faıith
LXNV has been transmıtted.

My plan ere 15 A  9 1n AT ÖOne, tor the rationalızatıon of the z
alphabets, Faıth IX AL SCVE an Faıth LEAXVIIEL which E transmıtted wiıth

total of seventy—two TanZAas, by the emoval of twenty-eight Farnzas <hall
that Faıth LACMVI 2-9, 14, Z3 24, Faıth [ 5-/, D 10, 1  ’ 14-17, Z0;

Z and EXMVIH V WEIC NOLT included in the orıgınal composıtıon by Ephraim,
but added later. At the end of art One, hopıing develop generally applicable
method tor distinguishing zenuınNe Ephraimic STAaNnzZa from SPUr10US ONC,
<hall classıty the instruments which Lurn OUuUt be usetul tor thıs task. In art
Iwo <hall present theory explaın how these tTanzas CAaillec be interpolated
into these an SuggeSsL that the conjectural layout which torms the
basıs of thıs theory 15 contirmed by the numerological an otherwise symbolic
interpretations which 1t naturally lends ıtself. At thıs poıint 1T 11 EIMCISC
that the anomalıes which remaın ın Faıith L X V after the eXC1ISION of ONEC of
the z TAHZas the last letter of the alphabet INAaYy ave helped produce
symbolıc pattern of numbers the DPagc

Faıith LAXVI-LAVIUILL,; 4S transmıiıtted ın ABC; (D contaıns OE of these), C
OUuUtL tor rationalisatıion. The first < of these three Madroshe originally 1 Adll

through the Syrıiac alphabet from Olap Mım (the tirst thiırteen letters, the
numbers FEn an three havıng for Ephraim symbolıc value) Ahal from Nun

T1aw the last ıne letters, ıne being, 4S three times three, symbol ın LIts
OW right).’ Faıith LAXNHI GOVGES the entıre alphabet 1n sıngle acrost1ic POCIN,
CXCEPL that the inıtıals Kap, Lomad and Olap there replace Olap, Waw A
Yud, respectively. There 15 ‘method’ the “‘madness’ of thıs substitution, ASs

<hall SUgSESL 1ın art Iwo hıs apparently irratıional alphabet cshould NOT,
therefore, be rationalısed. Besides, rationalısatıon would entaıl alterıng the
LeXl al thıs would GTE AFO He problem: should 2ve explaın why
anı y later scrıbe chould AVvVe consc10usly iırrationalısed the LEXT. It would be
easıer explaın why they should aVe ratiıonalısed irrational alphabet.

Note that Faıth orıgıinally el  - through the tirst 1ıne etters of the alphabet, whıiıle
Faıth 1 Aall through the remaınıng thirteen, that thıs two-Madrosho alphabet 1$ the miırror-
image ot the two-Madrosho alphabet 1ın Faıth ETV
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art One

Faıith LSXVLE XE ave acquıred number of EAZas 1n the PTFOCCSS of
transm1ss1ıon, 45 boot vathers clay in walkıng AVGI: tield hıs tact obliges
the er10us student oft Ephraim, wherever he finds HOFE than OILlC SEANZAa

single letter of the alphabet, investigate which SLAaNza 15 gvenulNEe. hıs 1Inve-
stigatıon Ca  — best be conducted the basıs of z assumpt1i0ons. One 15 that
Ephraım W asSs ITMastier of the Syrıac language, assumptıion justified by the
judgement of al Syrıac Christians (for ıf AILY ST ack that MAaAaSTErYV,
1T 15 unlikely be by hım) The other 15 that he W a5 mMaster of poetic
Composıtıon, tor then, ıf AaILY SLANZa SCCINS, by comparıson wiıth another STanNzZa

the SAaINlec letter, be less ell placed less ell integrated, 1T Cal be
eliminated that erıteri10n. In addıtion, 1t 15 somet1mes possıible elimınate

candıdate which 15 otherwiıse anomalous anachronistic, arguıng either
from what 15 known about the history of Ephraim’s tiıme, OF trom the outlines
of hıs teaching, 45 credibly attested 1n number of probably venuınNe

'The task which lies betore us 111 be clearer ıf Sei OUutL 1in tabular torm the
of acrost1ic inıtıals in the three A transmıtted an place beside

1t the unadulterated ser1es Olap-Mım an Nun-Taw, which represent the
presumed origınal ftorms of Faıth XN an an the LWENLY-LWO
letter wıth Its three delıberate mistakes, which INa Y be assumed
ave belonged Faıth 1l XMl (Table 1) hıs table makes 15 CaSV SCC,; tor
example, that the three WEIC originally ıke three bottles, of which the
first W AasSs halt full, the second one-third full; the thırd seven-nınths full; an
that these ‘bottles of x00d wıne) ave been tilled wıth dırty walter, 1n the
PTOCCSS of transm1ss1ıon, AaVCIABC eight-nınths of theır capacıty. The
‘bottles’ of which speak WEIC presumably PagCs, 4S <hall 1in art
1wo The ıdea that the capacıty of ( 6 Pasc W as tWCHtY—SCVC TLanzas derives
trom the observatıon be documented below that the column-length W as

apparently tixed AE 1ıne Talzas of tive lınes each, wiıth LOOIN for of
the SAadIiIlle length, where needed: total of tıfty ruled lınes the PaARC, lımıt
which 15 approached by SOMILEC early Syrıac MSS, though 1t IMUST be admitted
that ( of those that ave een preserved the line-divisıons of
Ephraim’s meitires Ihree columns of 1ıne o1ve ‚WENLY-SCVECN.
Table LEFT: Inıtial etters ot the STanZzZas ot Faıth LXVI-LXVIIIL, 4S transmıtted by the manuscrı1pts
ABC (Faiıth 1LV aMnı L ATC M1sSSINS trom manuscrı1pt C ratiıonalısed
versıion of the irrational serl1es displayed 1n Table 1a Beside the of the etters Aı wriıtten
theır numerical values. NOL be rationalısed. Olap Call also ave the value 1000
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NI N LXVAaH CN N LXVIH
AB AB

Olap Nun (AB) Kap Rationalısed:
Olap Nun (AB) Bet Semkat Bet
Bet Nun (3omal (3omal (3omalAyn /1)
Bet Nun Dolat Dolat e Dolat
Bet Nun He He Sode He 5
Bet Nun Lomad Waw 100 Lomad 3()!
Bet Nun Zay av 7 Rısh 200 av 7CN A UD Bet Semkat Het Het Shın 61010 Het
Bet Semkat TT Tet Taw 4000 Tet
Bet Semkat Yud OlaOlap

11 Gomal Ayn Kap Kap Kap
19 Dolat G Lomad Lomad
13 He De P9madMım Mım Mım

He DPe Nun Nun
15 Waw Pe Semkat Semkat

Zay Pe Ayn Avn 70
Het De DPe De

18 Tet Sode Sode Sode
19 Yud Qup Qup

Rısh Rısh
Qup 100

Kap ısh 200
7U Lomad Rısh Shıin Shın 31918
Z Mım Shin Taw Taw 400
72 Mım Shın Taw
24 Mım T1aw
25 Taw

Faıth NT: Which of the LO LANZAS Olap 25 genumneS
Of the LW TANZAS Olap in Faıth LANT.: the second 15 less lıkely be by
Ephraim, because the first SEaAnNZAa of Ephraimic Madrosho usually contaıns,
4S 1t WEIC, the seed, OT PTOSTAaMMEC, of the FEeESE The theme of L XNVI 15 the
theological dıspute whıich W as tearıng the Church 1n the latter part of
Ephraim’s ıte The dispute W as due, Ephraim thought, those wh c  set
themselves cırcumscrıbe the (Sreator” 1) There 15 1T of thıs 1ın
the second S Olap EXVI 2 which INaVy be translated 45 ollows:
aar hım that has sensed that he 15 earth thank the finger whiıch moulded
hım an established hım!”
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Faith L X VE Which of the eight LANZAS Bet 15 genuineS
Here 15 translatıon of the first of the eight LAHZAas Bet LAVI 3 ‘ Amongst
the debaters dispute has arısen (lıt tallen) (QNET lıt by) the 5SCAa,
that they might CASUuTe 1t 4S ‚one miıght measure| puddle.” T ’häs; AT least,
1S related the theme of the Madrosho, but 1T Oes NOLT SCCH} logıcal and
perhaps the word-order an the choice of preposıtiıon A NOLT those of
master): the dispute alluded 15 presumably zuhether OHE should U Yy MmMeL-
sure’, detine 1n ratiıonal the 'ocean’, God; and, ıf 5 how There
might 2VeE arısen ıdea that G 5öd miıght be defined ın rational MsS, but
that ıdea 15 NOLT a dıspute.

The last SLAanza Bet 10) has 4S Its subject “the Evıl One” aN! the
TE subject 15 assumed 1n the SLanZzZa Gomal, which begıns “He incıted
human beings with words] which aVe USse The SEAa Gomal INAaY
be presumed zenumne, because 1T has NOL been transmıtted wıth doublet. Oft
the tirst Tanzas Bet NOLT OC supplies sultable subject for the SEAa

Gomal Faıth 1 X \A 10 1S therefore the venulne STanza Bet

Faıth BVL Which of the S LANZAS He 25 genuine®
'The STAanNnzZza Dolat, which iıke that Gomal INa Y be presumed gzenulne,
SINCe IT 15 the only STANZAa that letter, SaVS that people “have torn the truth
A ‚ one miıght tear | cloth”. The first STanza He LAXVI 15) ollows ell
trom this "But 4S for the Truth, He 15 NOL or Carn be] divided lunder-
standıng TIruth a4as AT tor Christ (cf. John 14:16)], because 1t 15 those wh
LCArTr Hım that He off trom the ' cloth of he] Kıngdom.” The second
STAn Za He el 14) 15 NOLT such StIroNg candıdate: “Behold, they AVeE
PutL AIINOUL, A 1ın WAal, ACGOUNTE of victory ın which 15 hıdden
deteat.” Here, ASs 1n 1LLXVI 3: the choice of preposıtıon
CEXDECLT ‘tor the cake of vViCtOr Y - The ıdea COM from 1XNVAHN 10
“Where 15 the victor, SINCEe GV he that WO the viıctory has suffered

defeat, because he hımself has been deteated by pride?”

Faith AT Which of the three LANZAS Mınm 15 genumne®
The FEANZAS Waw, Zayn, Het, Tet, Yud,; Kap an Lomad aVve doublets.
There AIC three TANZASs Mım 'The tirst ftorms suntable close

POCIMN which 15 about theological dispute. The second an thırd both
aVe AS theır theme the royal road, lıned wıth milestones, which leads the
kıng, wh 15 waıtıng o1ve the traveller Present. These LW TAaNZas belong
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together, both MUST be removed. Faith 1 XN 15 theretfore the orıgınal
STAaNnzZza

Faıth Which of the LANZAS Nun 25 genuines
Faıth 15 transmıtted wıth VAHzZas Nun, three Semkat, LW

Ayn, five Pe, OHe each Sode an Qup, an LW each Rısh, Shın
and Taw Here, begin wıth, 15 the ser1es Nun

The target of truth 15 placed 1n the wrıtings. The tools ave torsaken ıt and aVe begun
choot the mMmMaster of the Largetl.
Let usSs enquıre whether there AT (some), the bows, who ave torsaken the Larget

and ave directed their ATTOWS agalnst theır kıngs.
The Largelt 1$ thıs that the tather 15 OHGC; wıthout AILY doubt, and the SO 15 ONC, wıthout

(any eed for) investigatıon.
manıftest target has een e 1n the lıght, but the man) wh: has SOILC aSLray (readıng:

w-d-askel) cshoots haphazard AI1T1OWS Into the dark
Let stillness be boundary for Orators and let sılence be boundary tor those who

would) enquıre about hıdden thıngs!
Let the mouth (first) learn how i should speak and (only) then speak, est 1T cshould

ave regrelts atter 1t has spoken!
Let learn tirst and then let teach, est should be like ferry, carryıng people

Ver the place ot words|] which ave use!

The second STAanZzZa MUST be the orıgınal. It ollows ell from Faıth FA
“N/hO C  . STOP them? KOL, whereas they pretend seek the truth (d-quüstö

bo‘en), they seek quarrel (d-nasun bo‘en).” 'The first word of pıcks
from the final STANZA of the previo0us POCIN the repeated erb bo‘en an

1t into neb  e the tifth word, gesotö (*bOwsS"'); recalls SLO “the truth ;
the seventh word, 780)  ONAZN (”tarset”); play nNaASUN (“t0 quarreil”).
Perhaps there 15 allusion, 1ın the play qustO/gestoö, the tradıtion (recorded
by Herodotus) that the Pers1i1ans raısed their SOMNS “rıde, cshoot straıght an
speak the truth” Moreover, the words Ir af us enquıre” SCCIN inaugurate

Besıdes, the question posed 1n the second SLAaTZa “whether there ATC (some)
wh aVe torsaken the Carget an ave directed theır AITOWS agaınst the

kings” would make kınd of9 ıt it really tollowed E: 1n which
1T 15 stated wıth confidence that SOI “have forsaken It the target) AT ave
begun shoot the ord of the target”.

The second SEAZSE 15 therefore the clear favourite anı the first 15 evıdently
iıntended explaın IT It 1S, 1ın fact, oloss, indexed by the acrost1ic inıt1ıal Nun

10 Herodotuss, Hıstorıes, 1:136 (2) “  [From the ASC of five that of twenty | they teach theır
SONMNS Just three things: rıde horse an cshoot wıth bow an tell the truth.” Does
ramaıc sayıng lie behind thıs passage?
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the SEAa f hopes elucıdate. By the “target, AIC told, Ephraim
“the truth”. The ylossator has read the Prevı1ous Madrosho, 1n which

thıs word OCCUTS number of times. 'The ıdea that “the Largel of the truth” 15
c  set 1n the scrıptures” trom (inıtıial Semkat), the second
1A2a of the original Madrosho, where read that “The scrıptures An set

iıke mıirror; he whose CYC 15 lımpid SCS the portrait of the truth there.”
As tor the C kings 2 al the en of Z the olossator taıls do Justice

the plural; he olosses thıs Aas “+rhe ord of the target . Sınce he has iıdentitied the
target wiıth the truth, he 15 110 callıng somebody (presumably God) “rhe ord
(or perhaps the owner) of the truth”. Ephraim, however, ın accordance wıth
the Gospel (John 14:6), iıdentities the truth wıth Jesus, wh has lord, S1InCce
he 15 “lord of all” (Faıth 4)

Faıth 15 another ınept attempt explaın the “target‘ mentioned 1n
the orıgıinal tirst STaAaNZa, Z ınept, because 1t mentıions the Father an
the SON: but NOL the Holy Spirit.

Faıith 15 longer xloss Z but varıatıon the
theme, inspired perhaps by Faıth 1{11 (*Now that the truth has dawned,
why 1in darkness?”) else directly by the SO E of thıs STaNZAa, John
3.:19 (“Lıight 15 GCONHE Into the world, A MI  — loved darkness rather than
lıght”): darkness 15 substituted tor the myster10uUs ‘kıngs’ A whom AarITOWS RAa

NO directed.
It would be hard read thıs cycle al taıl understand the metaphor.

Archery (perhaps because the Aramaean Philosopher, Bar Dayson, Was, 4S

eye-wıtness repOrTS, CONSUMMALE archer) 15 tor philosophy 1n Faıth
1, HE VL Al XX VIIL, XX XC an XX NL the ‚tatoct. being
the subject discussed. See, tor example, Faıth IM “DO NOT strıng that bow,
yYOUL mıind, tor shooting words!” and Faıth “By OLLC Largel thıs

arın y 15 ridiculed aAM PutL cshame. Al these forces, massed, CAMNNOT

perce1ve lıght, defenceless, beneath theıir nOoses.” hat thıs Largel, OT mark,
the “lıght which chineth 1ın the darkness, an the darkness comprehended It
NOt  » (John 1:5); 15 Christ 15 clearly stated 1n XX XI - Just 4S pıgments faıl
1in portrayıng sound, the mınd’s figments mM1Sss theıir mark, the SO He
15 subtler far than OUT clumsy thought.”

The boundary between lıght aAM darkness 15 iıke the boundary between
knowledge an 1ZNOFAaNCE; O€ IA Y speak only of that which OILC knows,
day an nıght AL ike OUTr speech an OUT siılence (Faıth MN 9)

hıs traın of thought leads D, trom which 1t AaPPCals that the

1A Julıus Africanus: SC ]'- Vieillefond, Les CD hoct de Julius Afrıcanus. Etude WW/AA Pensemble
des fragments e edıtion, traduction el commentaıres, Publicatıions de I’Institut Irancaıs de
Florence (Florence an Parıs, 18072
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olossators INaY, after al wıth each other they understand the plural
“kıngs of refer the Holy I'rinıity, MmMYyStery (Rasyotö) Arn
theretore darkness the human mınd hıs WaY of harmonizıng the Zl0sses
wıth the orıgınal SLATKZA leaves the reader UNncCasVYy, though Oe€es 1L NOT -
agalınst the of John and 5 The xlossators of thıs PDOCIHN WGLE evidently
NOT full contro] of bıblical INASCIV, AaSs Ephraim W as

The last LW Zlosses Nun al AL the proverbs
“ Brom hearıng wısdom from speakıng rePpCNLANCE an “He that DAaSSCS
judgement 45 he 1 U11S overtakes repeENLANCE The of the bad teacher
AS terry (()MVGT the Land of Unproftitable Actıvıty (LXNVH 15 SUggESLLVE
but has CONNECLION wiıth the FeSt of thıs Madrosho

Faıith Which of +he three LANZAS Semkat Z5 genumnes
Of the three tanZzas Semkat the second an the thırd (EXVAI an 10)
torm couplet “ Placed there 15 the of the Father Placed there 15

the of the Son an of the Holy Spırıt L/ Placed there] AL e the
of ll three of them, OHE€E after the other taıth tor baptısm hıs 15

reference the Gospel according Matthew, Chapter 78 Verse c GO VC
therefore an teach al NatLıi0Ons baptızıng them the Alille of the Father, an
of the 5on, an of the Holy Ghost Since only (MHMIE of the three (  . be
SCHUMNGC, the orıgınal STLANZA MUST be

Faıth Which of the LO LANZAS Äyn Z5 genumnes
The second of the LW TAHNZAas Ayn (LXM1 12) 15 metrically incomplete
al three MANUSCC1IPEIS In( InterrOgation, CATHE disputation CAHNG

strıfe aM OT went truth 'The 15 complete 1T that thıs W as al
there EVEGL W as of thıs STanza 11 MUST theretore be the orıgınal hıs
STanza referring presumably the SCr1ptUres which ATC the subject of the
foregoing orıgınal STanza qUOLTES unnamed authorıity AS Sayıng
One has probe them order make them OILlC <

Faıith Which of the five LANZAS Pe Z5 genumnes
There ATC five FAn zZzds De they ll begın the Samne WAdY
ı It would ave een better, though, tor them ACYULLEC the truth wıthout debate, and
NOT torteit ı1L entirely by TCaAasOIMN of debate.

152 The Oxford Dıictzonar'y of English Proverbs 3rd ed REr Wılson (Oxford 1970 363
and 415
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It would ave een better,, tor acquıre ıte sımply, and NOL acquıre
death by LCAasOIl of wısdom.

It would ave een better far, 1n (thıs) tiıme of drought, drink (supplying the
cConjunction Dolat)y and NOL CS the SUOUICE instead of drinkıng.

It would ave een much better tor the lıttle child NOW hıs tather by sıght itself
and NOL by probing.

It 15 better theretore tor learn the truth DYy the g00d) works of taıth, wiıthout
interrogatıon.

1t the original StaNZza De WE{ G the last of these, then Ephraim would AaVe
made the transıtıon directly trom the idea of makıng the Scriptures One’s <
(EXV that of learnıng the truth, 245 ıf these z things WT E the Samnc,
the only ditference Iyıng 1ın the HSG of logical enquıry ()I: quasıi-jJuridical sS-

questionıng. Faıth 13 1S therefore the orıgınal STAaNZA, because 1t makes
1T clear that those (Arıans) who UuUs«Cc theır debatıng o ills appropriate Scripture
tor theır sıde INa Yy ‘make the Scrıptures theır OWNn’, but they do Al the
CADECIHNSC of the (Nıcene Orthodox) truth. To acquıre the truth 15 therefore
something different trom appropriating the Scriptures, CVCMN ıt the SAaIllc erb
1S sed 1n both It happens that 13 1S also the pıthiest of the
tive Tanzas De

Faıth Which of the LO LANZAS ısh 15 genuıines
hat brings us the last three etters 1n the alphabet, Rısh, Shın an Taw

19 (on Qup) an 21 (on Rish) together form complete, though
much abbreviated, Hıstory of Salvatıon: (also Rısh)
aVe been designed 5 between them. The trouble 15 that 1t descr1ibes the
‘Harrowiıing of Hell’, Jesus’s descent the Underworld atter hıs death the
CrOSS-. whereas 214 COMDICSSCS 1Into OiAie ımage the Crucıitixion an the
General Resurrection. There W as cerimınal hangıng the eXTt that
of Jesus who sa1d hım, 4S read 1ın the Gospel according Luke, Chapter
24, Verses 4° and 423 *Lord, remember when thou COMEST into thy kingdom.”
And Jesus sa1d NO hım, “Verily SaVy NTIO thee, T:6 day chalt thou be wıth

iın paradıse.” 24 reads: A AH Iu agaın He opened the gale of
Paradıise wıth promıse an caused dam settle the TIree of Lile”
The second STAanZa ısh 15 therefore the orıginal SLanZzZa that letter.

Faıth Which of the LWO LANZAS Shın 25 genumeS
The tirst of the z 1AnNnZAS Shın 27) 15 o10ss the words “He
opened the gate of Paradise wıth promıse” (LXVII 21) Glory Hım
that torged thıs key, whiıch, though 1t 15 only OMNC [key], ıtself ll
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storehouses of treasure!” T °he second (EXVH 23) 15 triınıtarıan doxology 1n
which sılence takes the place of the Holy Spairıt: “Glory the Father, wh
15 hidden by hıs essence! Glory the Son, whose birth 15 hıdden under
the seal of sılence!” Since AT lookıng tor the penultimate SEanNza of the
Madrosho, doxology 15 LNOTC appropriate than meditatıon Jesus’s promıse

the cerimınal. After the mastertul summıng of od’s mercıtful dealıngs
wıth humanıty in z COMPaCL STaAaNZAS, culminatıng in the ımage of Mankind,
ike flock of birds, perching ın the TIree of Lite and eatıng of 1ts frult),

NOT only uneconomical,; but distinctly OUut of place: 1t oes
NOLT tocus sharply the GLE of Christian doetrine. The second SEATHLZE

Shıin, therefore, 15 the original SLaHZzZa that letter.

Faıith Whiıch of the EW LANZAS Taw Z5 genumeS
hat that the tirst SEATILZA Taw (LXVJ 24), which 15 PDraycr of
thanksgiving the Holy T'rinity “Thanks the Father, wh CAaNNOT be
encompassed! Thanks the Son, wh CAaAMNnOL be interrogated, wıth the
Holy SpırıtI 15 redundant. In AILY CasSC, It ends rather lamely, 4S ıf what W 4S

really requıred W.GLE “Thanks the Holy Spirıt, wh CAMNOE be tathomed!”
OT words that effect, but the wriıter had NOLT been able fit these into the
five-line SEANZAa (compare the incomplete trınıty 1n 3) (Once agaln, AS

1ın the of ısh A Shin, AT obliged conclude that thıs 15
inverted interpolatıon ATl the second SEANZA Taw 15 the orıgıinal close of
the DPOCH 'The cComparıson between the lameness of Aan! the quality
of 25 provıdes the decisive tor rejecting the former 1n favour
of the latter.

Here 15 translatıon of Faıth SV 1801 Lord, ın SV greater
INCASULC, both sılence Ahal vOo1Ce, that by these IMay lıve restraın the
search tor You all praıse of O! There 15 tine chiasm ere
sılence 15 mentioned first, before the vOo1Ce; yeLrl 1T 15 primarıly wıth hıs vOo1Cce,
that 15 hıs wrıtten words, that Ephraim reproves’ the (ratiıonalıstıc) ‘search‘’
for Christ, 1t MUST be primarıly In sılence (albeıt NOLT exclusıvely SO) that he
WLers od’s pralse.

Faith ET Which of the LO TANMTAS Taw 25 genumneS
begin wıth translatıon of the whole Madrosho. hıs translatıon imıtates

the syllabıc of LANE Al EXNVAIIH 1n the orıgınal Syrıiac: five
unıts of tour syllables each
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(Olap) 'The books ATIC al al ONC, TESS INCIL, because they’re free, who dısagree about the truth
Bet Their 15 truth; theır motıve, love ot headshıp weaklıngs call INeN rally

round.
Gomal They’ve chosen bands, become e  ; + NOL the chiefs of thousands, then al least

ot e  3

Dolet Sınce has tilled the and wiıth gang>S, each gans of thugs takes captıves trom ıts
tellow-gangs.

He They stabh ıth words, ıf debate WCIC CONLESL, choot ıth arTOWS al theır mother’s
C115

aw Theır LONYUECS unsheathed, the PULLY striıke, A struck; SINCE there 15 0O they
ave tear.

Zayn \Who fears the sword, however weak, SCOTI1S5 sharp LONYUCS, although they kıll, 1$
lackıng sıght.

Het Ambition drıves debaters, ıke prize-fighters, who, tor CrOWNS, will striıke and Ö
1n paın.

Tet Well beaten they, though they <hould WI1Nn, because theır 1$ chamelessness
cryıng shame!
Where 15 he NOW, the ViCtOr, when the victor 15 defeated Dy hıs arrogance?

Kap How total 15 the double l0ss ot losıng and CHVY, to0!
The (1 wh: hıs tellow 111all by questionıng 1$ trapped ımselt 1in vanıty.

MımLomad Full, ONC of heat, another of ten thOousan:!ı teuds, they hold what do they hold? No

hope!
Nun Lamentably, theır logıc has assaulted God and Man, make them both obscure!
Semkat Aggression ere earth about the thıngs above! Farth seethes, theır smokes AaTC

spirallıng.
Quite barren, heav’n and heav’n-of-heav’n, of question1ng, yeLrl earth 15 tull of blasphemy.Äyn

Pe Administered by heaven, dew and raın bestow those below all benetits.
Sode Released by earth, volley ot debate directs AT those above al blasphemuies.
Qop Slung pebbles clash with pebbles ın theır slangıng match, then tal] earth, educed

dust.
ısh Ten thousand t1imes ten thousan: hold theır angel-tongues, while body, soul 1105S5-

quıtoes —_whıiıne.
Shın Hushed, Gabriel and Michael watch, while ust debates ıth urft 1n stupıdıty.
Taw The ıllness has declined, theır words AVE een made ıdle and, thanks the end, theır

interrogatı1ons and theır ebates.
Ta thank YOou, Lord, that You ave kept yYOUL SErvanct tree trom questionıng live tor

NOa

The first STAn za Taw LXV1 27) would make weak en! SIrONg
POCHIN. find the language of thıs STANZAa clumsy; but EV.GI ıt A mistaken
about that, the suggest1on that doetrinal disputatiousness 15 1n decline 15 SUSPECL.

135 LAa “chiefs of thousands, chiets of hundreds and of tens”; have brought OUuUL the implıicıt
1rony of thıs bıblıcal cComparıson 1n WdYyY that 15 recognisable 4S ironıcal, CC by OMNEC who
Ooes NOL thıink oft Ex 18:21 whıiıle he reads It.

14 hıs translatıon anı the tollowing agalnst STanza Z A1LC repeated here, with mınor
adjustments, trom the article cıted 1n OLTE 4)
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There 15 pIaCE 1n the cycle Faıth where Ephraim SdYyS OTr iımplies that the
CY1SI1S in which he 15 comıng en He closes (Faith AA 23)
wıth prayclL that the ‘c1ıviıl war INAaYy end: but mn the preceding SLANZa he has
Just sa1d that “ Kıngs AVe NOW begun struggle wıth their walled cıties”
The Chronicle of Edessa, compiıled 1n 540 trom the officıal Episcopal
archives of the CIty, records that the Irınıtarıans WFE expelled trom the cathedral
church anı the Arıans installed there SiIxX months atter Ephraim’s death the
nınth of JDE 684 (AD 373);

Tabular presentation of the er1ıterıda sed In +his analysıs
At thıs poıint 1t 15 useful TAaW table showing which crıter1a, posıtıve
bal negatıve, EAHZas AVe been assessed ın practice A lıkely be zenuıne ()X

Spur10us.
Table Posıtive and negatıve erıter1a tor the aASSESSMENLT of STanzZas otf doubtftul authenticity wiıth
(ın the right-hand column) examples trom Faıith LANVISEXVIRE: AS analyzed iın thıs article.

(Stanzas which al satısty the posıtıve crıter1a
ATC 1n brackets)

Provıdes antecedent, grammatıcal XN 10 provıdes subject assumed by E 11
substantıve, needed by genulnNe STanzZa X 3_9 do NOL provıde thıs subject);

makes antecedent of
2 ,
(LXVII 20 antıcıpates OMeNnNTL. ın Salvatıon Hı-
v which 15 only approprıate AME the mıdway
Oınt ot Z1)

Follows well trom genulnNe STATLZA- EXVI 13 ollows ell trom EXVI 1 ‚9
15 ollows well trom

(K2C ollows badly trom 8
Makes, tinal STaNZa, 200d en the OE Z (on Taw) makes zo0d end LANE

POCIM. LOXCNAEI JM makes StIroNg end strong POCI
LAVMI makes weak en! strong QOCIII!

Follows well, 4A5 tirst STanNZa, trom the ollows well ftromK
ast genuıne SLAaN7Za 1n the previous POCH (5EX ollows badly trom E X VI 22)

Contaıns, the tirst STAaNZAa, the seed of LV contaıns the TOSTAaLLIN of EXNVE
the POCIN. LAXVI oes not)

15 Chronicon Edessenum, ed Gui1dı, XXX-XAXAXL, cf. XXXIIL, 1n Chronica Mınora, SCO
1/2 5yr 1792 (Louvaın, See Palmer, he Prophet anı the Kıng: Mar Atrem’s
Message tor the e4StErn Koman emperor’, 1n After Bardaisan. Studies INn Continuıty an
Change ın 5Syrıac Christianity: Han Dryvers, ed Reinink and Klugkıist
(OLA 8 9 Leuven B
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(Stanzas which taı] satısty the posıtıve crıter1a
AIC added 1n brackets)

Makes, 4S the first STaNZa, z00d beginning. XN makes yzood beginning tor other FrCasSsONS,
esıides Its programmatıc Nature;

makes 700d beginnıng tor
3C and do NOL make x00d
beginnings).

Makes satisfactory unıty wıth and Z together, torm satısfactory
genulne SLAaN7zZa. thumbnaıiıl sketch ot the Hıstory of Salvatıon.

The order ot thıs Hıstory 15 CONTIUSE: by
20)

25 doxology, tits ell atter 15 HMakes xo0od penultimate SLAaNZAa tor
POCH and 21 and before 2

Possesses excellence lıterary 13 15 pıthy;
composıtıion. 25 has tine chı1asm ath fıtting iımplicatı-

115

Linguistically inept. 1: N4 3’ 1 ,
1L:X N

Philosophically inept. XN

Theologically/scripturally inept. 1’ D
Stylistically inept. Z 15 OuL of place 1ın the COMLDAaILY of the

hıghly compressed STanZzZas and Z
15 lame

Anachronistic. LX V makes the doetrinal dispute decline,
whereas 1n Ephraim’s lıtetime thıs dı NOLT happen.

Form inseparable paır of STanzZas XN DA an 24 Mım:;
and 10 Semkat.sharıng acrostic ınıtıal aıth thırd

SLanzZa which Canl be separated trom thıs
paır.
Insufficiently connected wiıth the
genulne STATNZAS of the POCILL
Redundant. 15 doxology: 73 has already

provıded doxology.
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art Iwo

theory explain the number anl order of the ınterpolated LANZAS

Faıith EXVI 2-9, 1  9 Z3 24, Faıth 1 3-/, 9 10 LZ: 14-17, Z 22 an
LEA A Spur10us, then. hat ralses the question of the PTFOCCSS by
which such quantıty of CXa eDUus mater1a|l has ftound ItSs WaY into the FEXE
of al OUT manuscr1ıpts of the Madroshe Faıth Readers tamılıar wıth
other artıiıcles 111 CXPECL theory tollow the liınes already Set OUuUtL IHOLE

than ten agO They 111 NOT be disappointed, though reconstruction
of the orıgınal layout of the book there 15 certaımnly incorrect. There, tor
example, assumed that the ‘bottles’ IISsSE the ımage suggested AL the
beginnıing of thıs artıcle tor the of the orıgıinal manuscrıpt WG filled

Capacıty, ()1I: nearly CapaCıty, wıth Zl0sses; whereas ın fact, ıf these Zl0sses
accumulated pıecemeal VeCeT per10d of tiıme, 1t 15 MOST lıkely that
remaıned the Pasc tor INOTEC A the time when the archetype of (JUFT. manuscrıpt
tradıtion W 4S produced.

Briefly stated, the theory 15 that Ephraim eft deal of blank,
especı1ally around hıs acrostıics; aAM that thıs gradually ZoL tilled
though NOLT always entirely wıth Zlosses ındexed the olossed TAanzas by
the SA acrost1ic inıtıal. TE incrusted BEXT W as then reordered by probably
fiıfth-century edıtor workıng according method which evolved 45 he went

along, but which 1n princıiple aımed FESLOTE what appeared be disturbed
alphabetical order.

As INay be imagıned the theory has been ımproved ()V6GT the last decaäde ”
Its demonstration 15 made consıderably HILG comprehensible by the USs«CcC of
fgures representing the orıginal layout of the

The reconstruction iın Fıgure 15 made the basıs of the tollowing ASSUMPD-
t10NsS: that (Q)IIE STA ZAa each letter W 4s composed by Ephraim; that Ephraim
SGT OUuUtL hıs POCLILY 1n ordered STANZAS; that Zlosses 1n the form of Fanzas

imıtatıng the orıgınals accumulated In the eft blank the Pasc beside
them: that the olosses ATIC indexed by theır acrost1ic inıtıals the Lan Zzas

olossed; that the first o10ss wıth o1ven inıtıal W as wrıtten beside ()I. underneath
the orıgınal SEAMZA that letter, wıth subsequent Zlosses that SEATZAa being
wrıtten beneath il hat the W as wrıtten below the first STAaNnNza 15

16 Palmer, ‘Words, Sılences anı the Sılent Word Acroétics an Empty Columns In Saılnt
Ephraem’s Hymns Faıth’, 1ın Parole de °Orıient 70 (1995) 129-200
Most recently 1n Palmer, ‘Nıne INOTEC STANZAaS be banıshed trom Ephraim’s Paradıse), 1ın
Festschrift für Arafa Mustafa, ed Jürgen Tubach (forthcoming, Halle Universıty Press, Hal-
le/Saale). See Iso the artıicle ciıted 1n OTte
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suggested by the manuscrıpt tradıtion. The SaJmInlle assumptıons explaın the
reconstructions in Fıgures A

Fıgure explaıns the order 1n which the xlosses Olap, He an Mım WEerTITC

incorporated into Faıth LV namely atter the orıginal LAanzas The Zl0sses
ON Bet WT presumably inserted before the genuıne SLAHNZEa that letter
because the latter provıdes subject tor the STanza Gomal An ancıent
edıtor, who presumably lıved 1n the tıfth9SINCe al the CXTani manuscr1pts
derive from hıs edıtion, deciıded incorporate the xlosses 1into the
ylossed. He probably dıd thıs because he had decıded SAaVC the
Dasc (as MOST perhaps ll Syriac COPYIStS WTG do trom the tifth CENTLUFY
onwards) by disregardıng the line-divisions ın the POCIULY. hıs dec1ısıon
that the relationship between the Zl0sses aAM the Lan as olossed would aVve
been ditficult C: because acrost1ic inıtıal would longer be placed al
the beginniıng of line opposıte (T underneath related STanza

Yud Olap Olap

Kap KResponse

Lomad Bet Bet

Mım Bet Gomal

Mım DolatBet

Mım He He

Bet Waw

Bet Zayn

HetBet

Bet Tlet

Fıgure Conjectural layout of Faıth 1 XI
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Nun Nun

Semkat Kesponse Nun

Semkat Semkat NunSemkat 2 _  S Nun 2  Response  Semkat 1  AAA C
Ayn Ayn Nun

Pe Pe 1 Nun

Pe 3 Sode Nun

Pe4 Qup

Pe 5 Rish ısh

Shin Shin

Taw Taw‘ Shin 2  3Taw 2  D
Fıgure Conjectural layout of Faıith

Fıgure explaıns the order 1n which the Zl0sses WETIE incorporated Into Faıth
The tirst Z10ss Nun W as placed before 1tfs CHATLZA 1n obedience

the direction of Semıitıc wriıtıng, from rıght left; the second an subsequent
FTANZzZASs wiıth the SA”diILlEC iınıtıal WLLE placed atter the orıginal STLanza 1n obedience

the rule that OE reads from the LOP the bottom. The olosses Rısh,
Shın an Taw precede theır FAn ZASs 1n the fifth-century edition, because they,
ike the tirst ol0ss Nun, WEeIC originally siıtuated the rıght of them The
Zlosses Nun, Rısh, Shın 4Al Taw almost Hl the the right of the
orıgınal POCIN, 'The Zlosses Semkat, Ayn an De MUST thereftore aVe een
wrıtten the eft of 1 hat explaıns why they WL incorporated after the
An Zas olossed. Exceptionally, second oloss Semkat MUST aVe been
wrıtten above the Hrst: unless perhaps the oloss O Ayn an the tirst Zl0ss
Pe WLLE wrıtten atterwards, that they WEeTIC diagonally opposıte the BANZAS

olossed.
There 1s eed tor thırd fgure ıllustrating the hypothetical reconstruction
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of the orıgınal layout of Faıith 1 XNIIE hıs POCIMN would ave een Seit (T ın
z columns of iıne an ONEC column of ftour TanZas, the tirst column being
augmented by the Kesponse, which would aV een wrıtten atter the first
STANZa The x10ss the last STLAaNza would aV ecen wrıtten in the blank

below that STAa Za It W asS incorporated 1Into the POCIN before i because
the editor SA W that the original SLAHNZAa made much better en the POCIMN
an the cluster of three.

The reconstruction 15 based number of assumpt1i0ns, but It 15 NOL

wıthout value. It otters AL least provısıonal explanatıon tor VeCLY CUrT10US
Pattern of corruption 1n transmıssıon. Moreover, It happens produce
numeri1ical pattern which 15 OPCH symbolıc interpretation; aAM that inter-
pretatıon 15 ın agreement wiıth the CONTLENT of the cycle of the Eighty-Seven
Madroshe Faıth In general and, 1n partıcular, wıth the of Madroshe
which chare the oft Faıth LXVESLEXN TE

The Madroshe Faıith constıtute manıtesto of belief in the Holy Trinıty.
hat manıftfesto reaches 1ts climax ın the development of analogıes wıth the
SUuL  a an irGE The tire of the Su produces lıght an eat which make the ıfe
of human beings possible; the FOOL of ILG produces frut iın which 1tSs Sap 15
transtormed into Ju1ce, by which the ıte of those SAaIinle human beings mMay be
sustaıned. Fıre, lıght an heat; rOOTL, fruıt an San These Al z manıtest
lıfe-giving triınıtiıes which iıllustrate though they CAaANNOT really describe the
hidden thırd lıfe-giving Trinıity of Father, Son and Holy ale hıs demonstra-
t1on takes Faıth IX X- K (a cluster of three Madroshe the sun)
an 1XXVIS XXKNVIH (a cluster of three Madroshe the iımage of tree),
the last SIY Madroshe 1ın the of three-times-s1x which begins wıth the
cluster studied in thıs artıcle.

The assumpt10ns made 1above ead mechanically reconstruction which
that the whole of thıs cluster W 4S a1d OUL wıth 1ıne P Zzas

column, wherever column W aS tilled. As three-times-three, the number 1ne
15 suntable symbol of the TAnity. The reconstruction also produces three
columns DaAsC and three which make OIMEC cluster. The tirst Madrosho
1n the cluster of three 15 numbered SIXtY-S1X 1n the cycle of eight-seven. If
Faıth 1V anı A counted AS OHGC;, however, the orounds that
they constıtute together OMNC alphabet, then the SPaCcCCcS eft these

INAaYy be imagıned contaın iınvısıble thiırd alphabet, which miıght
notionally be numbered SiXty-nıne. Ihree alphabets would OCCUDY S$IXLy-S1X
of the eighty-one notional STANZA-SPACES these three PAasC>, leavıng tıfteen,
which 15 multıple of three ATl five Fıve, being the number of etters ın
Ephraim’s aInlc an the number of the human SCHNSC3I, INAaYy be held be
suntable symbol of mankınd, of whom Ephraim 15 representatıve. 'The whole
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pattern would thereby become 1ConNn of the integration of S6a wıth hıs
human creatiıon.

There 15 urther numerı1cal symbol 1n the reconstructed layout which
makes z00d of the anomalıies 1n the alphabet of Faıth E XI (see
Fıgure 3

1SO Recto NRecto  LXWVIN : Recto—— *“ n — 9 — i 8 i 8 ı—
Kap 20! Yud OlapLXVI  Olap 1 ‘  G E UDE

Response Kap Response

Shin 300 Lomad Bet 24 Lomad Bet

Ta 400 Mım Gomal Mım Gomal

Nun -” n n n 8 i 8 _ Dolat

Semkat He 5Yud10  Kap 20  Lomad  30  Mim 40
Lomad 3()! WawAynA  N T  Lomad 30 ‘  DAn  Mim 40  Nun 50  Semkat 60  Ayn 70

De $ () Zayn 15h 200 Zayn

Sode Het Shın 300 Het

Recto Tet Taw 400 Verso Recto TetS  ect  AA T e a  Zayn 7  Het 8  Tet 9
Fıgure Comectural layout ot Faıth LAXAVI-LAVIIL,; wıth the acrost1ic inıtials and theır numerı1cal

values (Olap Can stand tor either O
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The symbol ıllustrated by Fıgure lıes 1n the numerical value of the etiters of
the Syrıac alphabet. Thanks the substitutions ot Kap tor Olap Al Olap for
Yud 1n Faıth LO MI the multıiple of the numbers the LOp line 15 10 5(

100, which 15 thousand t1imes thousand, the number of those
wh mınıster ‘the Ancıent of Dayıs (God) 1n heaven, 4S deseribed 1n the
first part of 10 of chapter of the book of the prophet Danıel. hıs
might SC be IT1 chance, W.GTE 1t NOL (a) tor the substitutions AN (b tor
the tact that Faıth 1 X MIM (the StEANZEa Rısh) mentıons the number of
those who ‘stand betore’ the Ancıent oft Days; namely ten thousand times ten

thousand’, 4S deseribed in the second part of Danıel / 10
As tor the thırd substitution, 1t IMay be signıfıcant that the number thırty,

wrıtten A4AS Lomad, 15 made the aCcrost1ic inıtıal of the sixth SEAA7Za in the DOCHL
The tirst lıne of Faıth LCN II lıterally translated, SayvyS “There ATC disputes

[arısıng) trom freedom.  »15 By reversing the first z phrases, Ephraim could
ave made the POCH! begın wiıth the tirst letter of the alphabet ”NOSO plıgin
htobe solmıin. As IT 1S, the DPOCIMN beg1ins wıth the letter Kap, which stands tor
LWENTLY, instead of the letter Olap, which stands tor OM hıs CanNnnOL be
accıdental. It 15 typical of Ephraim that he induces the pupıl wonder why
the teacher 15 behaving strangely. NECCSSdaL Y condition tor the WIGGEsSsS of thıs
heuristıic 15 the pupiıl’s readıness learn trom such riıddles. But 1t 15
also NECECSSaL Y that the pupıl knows that thıs 15 the teacher’s WdY An that the
ALISWECI ll NOLT be tar seek, because Ephraim 15 700d teacher, wh PULS
knowledge wıthin reach of hıs pupıl, then O1VES hım 1INt where that knowledge
I1LAY be tound

In thıs CR the substitution of the twentıieth letter for the first ıllustrates the
theme of the STAaANZa INanı y VvOl1CeSs intrude 1ın the place of the ON  0

'The tenth STAaNZAaA, ATl the beginnıng of which ook tor the letter Yud,
begins wıth the Olap of 'aykaw:

Where 15 he 1NOW, the victor, when the victor 15 eieate: by hıs arrogance?

Here, agaln, there 15 explanatıon. Yud stands for Jesus. Jesus 15 the Vıctor
wh 15 NOLT deteated. 'The reader’s inıtıal confusıion, seeıng that the aCrostic
inıt1ıal 15 Olap, ralses 1n hıs mınd the question: “‘Where 15 Yud?’ hıs question
15 reflected iın the words: “‘Where 15 he now?’ In the battle which Ephraim 15
describing, battle ot words 1bout Jesus, Jesus himselt 15 difficult find T-he
question acquıres second meanıng: “Where 15 He NOW, Christ, the Vıctor
()V1. Death An Satan, 1n thıs W ar which people cla1ım be wagıng Hıs
behalft?”

18 avVve taken certaın lıberty 1n order achijeve the rhyme between ‘“disagree’ and ‘Iree’,
which repreSCNLS the sımılarıty between the ramaıc of the words heryone and hiruto.
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In ’ then, Ephraim 111 HOE} take s1ıdes 1ın the Wa  A At the en of the
DOCIN he takes refuge, 4A5 often, 1ın sılence. Yet there 15 urther meanıng
hıdden 1n the word 'aykaw, which reveals which sıde he 15 (1 that of the
TIrınıtarıans. Olap has een removed trom 1fs place an Juxtaposed Yaud
hat 15 1con of the unıon of the Father Ar the Son The place of Yud atter
Olap 15 remıinder that the Son atter the Father 1n the order of the
Names. But the fact that Olap shares the tenth STanza wıth Yud, instead öf
havıng the first STAa itself, teaches that the Son oOes NOL COIMNC after the
Father 1n tıme, but eX1IStS together wıth Hım eternally.

Where, then, 15 the Holy Spirıt, the thırd Person of the Trimty? It ook
tor hım iın hıs rightful place, after Olap an Yad,; find Kap Kap 15 the
letter which fills the place of Olap E: the VELY beginnıng of the POCHM hat 15

1cCon ot the fact that the Holy Spırıt W as also PreSCNL al the vVery beginning,
before Creation began (Genesıs 1:2) The tirst word 1n the POCIN, whiıch has
thıs inıtıal, 15 Rtobe, the Books By thıs 15 the books collected Un the
Bıble It 15 artıcle of the Faıth that the Holy Spırıt speaks through the
Scriptures. I1wo of the anomalies 1n thıs POCIMN form 1con of the Holy
Trıinıity, consubstantıal an coeternal, but nonetheless eX1StINg ın order of
essent1al priorıity reflected in the ormula ‘Father, Son arl Holy Spirit..

But what of the fact that the tirst word iın the tenth Stanza has tour letters,
NOT three? Does thıs NOLT disquality It Aa 1con of the Holy Trinity? Knowiıng
Ephraim, thıs 15 urther rıddle which A invıted solve. Perhaps the
solution has something do wıth the thırd anomaly. After all, 1con of the
Holy Irinıty which CONSISts of three anomalıes 15 surely better than ONEC

which CONsISsSts of two!
The tourth letter 1n 'aykaw, 1n Syrıac wrıtıng, 15 Waw The tact that the

sixth STanza in Faıith EXNAH Oe€es NOT begın wıth Waw, but wıth Lomad, 15
unlıkely be coıncıdence. The inıtıials Olap Hl Yud; which stand tor the
Father Al the Son, ave een gathered together wıth Kap ALl the head of the
tenth STAaNZA, and Kap stand tor the Holy Spiırıt, which speaks through
the Scriptures Rtobe), the word wıth which the POCIM begıins. The Waw 15
vathered wıth them makes, NOT much tourth, added the three whiıch
FrCDrFESCNLT the Irıinity, AS another number based three: tor Waw, ASs the sixth
letter of the alphabet, 15 the sıgn tor the number G1 The Juxtaposıtıon of
alphabetical 1con of the Trinity wıth the sıgn tor S1X IMay SuggESLT adding three

S1X gEeL ine The number SIN 15 perfect number, consısting of the SWl

of 1ts d1ivisors, OMNC an S 2N! three. Adding these produces 1con of the
unıty of (56d Multiplying them, perhaps, MaVy CXDICSS the dıversity of Hıs
Persons.

Diıvorced from Its COHLUX L, the first phrase 1n the sixth STLANZA, lesonayhun,
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could refer the diverse Scriıptures AaSs CC  their tongues” The substitution of
Lomad tor Waw would then be precıisely analogous the substitution of
Kap tor Olap ın the first Stanza In both word referring Ial y VO1Ces
15 substituted tor 1con of God, whether 1n Hıs Unıity, @]g 1n Hıs Pertection.
Perhaps CVeNn the substitution of Olap tor Yud INa Y POSSCSS analogous
dimensıion. Olap,; understood A4ASs the sıgn tor (TG thousand, 15 symbol of the
INa y LONZUECS of the diverse Scriptures; Yud; understood 4S elementally
sımple torm, resembling LONYUEC, INAaV be symbol of the OlNlEC volce of Jesus.

It INa V also be sıgnıficant that the etters Tet, Taw anı Tet torm LO of
three AL the bottom of the three Pascs, tor these LW etters resemble the
(ÜrOoSS; another ımportant Christian symbol. The first AT the last Madroshe
of the Eıghty-Seven Faıth evoke the CGross,; the tirst by usıng the word
NLSO, the eighty-seventh by comparıng the Arıan CY1S1S wıth the Crucıifixion. It
INa Y be that the layout of Faıith E XVI W as intended SUgSESL the
vertıical bar in the miıddle, horizontal bar under the tinal SEANZA less than
half-way OWN the Pasc

These speculations dIC generated by the conjectural layout. No doubt INOTE

sıgnıfıcant AT there be tound, OT ATr be tound there. It 15 1n the
NMAaLure of things that ONEC CAaNNnNOot that Ephraim intended hıs reader
tind them. It 15 4S lıttle susceptible of proof AS play words, (1 SOMNMNEC other
strıkıng poetı1c deviıce; 0)8 as the interpretation of the blank whiıch (whatever
reconstruction 15 suggested) MUST ave exceeded the inseribed surface the
Pasc which Faıth W as wrıtten, POCM which ends, 4S ave SCCH;
wıth the suggestion that 1t 15 primarıly 1n siılence that the POCL 1iters pralse.


