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The rophecy of Charour

‘“ Monastıcs In the declining ADC
seldom follow the precepts.”

he Irue Dharma BEYe. /Äen MasterDogen
Tee Hundred Koans (Boston 17

Folhos 167-20Vv of Pıerpont Morgan Lıbrary Coptic MS M586, ate: Dy Its crıbal
colophon October 844“ contaın unıque text- that has hardly been
tudıed al all SINCE Its publiıcation fıfty ag0 Many pOomnts In and aSPECIS of
thıs problematıc plece of Coptic remaın be elucıdated, includıng ıts LOTM,
9 and date deserves be regarde ASs LNOTC than Just phılologists’ play-
ground of Strange words.°

In the dısplay-scrı1ipt title fol 16r the texT proclaıms 1ts W, desıignatıion:”
°“T’hese AIC the words OTf the prophecy (MTPOOHTIA) IC Apa Charour
APOYP prophesied (MNPOOHTEYE) about the neglect that hap-
pene In the of Pbow.”” SO dIC dealıng wıth that well-known
phenomenon, ‘prophecy' after the fact The word 'neglect’ further alerts us

the import, the moral, of the LIEeXT that thıngs ATC NOT what they used be CYy

Catalogued AS 10 174 In Depuydt, Catalogue Of COoptic Manuscripts In the herpont Morgan
Library, ols (Leuven 0-3 (esp 36()-361 plates 9(0)-291
Phaophı 1Z indıction Ö, 'year Dy time: 1 Hıjra| 230, from Diocletian 561 Depuydt, Cara{ogue,
361 (not M’); Va Lantschoot, Recueil des colophons des mMaAanuscCrIls chretiens Egypte
(Louvaın 8-10 (no 1V); read by the present wriıter from Bybliothecae Pierpont Morgan
( Odıces Copticı photographice eEXpressi (Rome 51 pl 43; date verılıed according 18

Bagna OTpD, Chronological VSECINS of Byzantıne “2VDIL, 2nd ed (Leiden 2004) 139 3()5
fragmentary wıtnes  S W reporte yYCals AD '"TOm he Coptic useum In Calro, but

SCCIN®S untraceable: 1R Lefort, (huvres de Pachöme el de dısciples,} 159-160,
SCT. op 274 )yuvaın L:;XXX, ct. XVIIL, XX1.
Le{iort, (Euvres, 100-104 (Coptic tEXT); 100-108 (French trans.). Sece Wıpszycka, "(LONITI-
bution A V’etude de l’economie de la congregation pachömienne, ” Journal Oof Juristic Papyrology
26 1996) 67-210, here 96-201, who aCCCDIS (p 1 /3) the text’s havıng been composed al he end
Of the fourth CCNLUTY; do a Fournet nd (JaSCOU, “Moinnes pachömiens batellerie,  27 In
Alexandrıe medievale, Z ed Decobert, Etudes alexandrınes (Parıs 2002) 3-25, ere {[1

Depuydt, Catalogue, 361:; cf. Leiort, (Euvres, :

And yel Wıpszycka, “Economie, ” 96-197 calls it 'Apocalypse’. C R Sharpe, 1UIUS ( Turnhou
2003) 21-28; and P Buz1, Titolı autorı nella tradızıone COA 1sa 2005) (no. (  9 U'/
thoug 171er typology Ould ImMpIy in ecarly date, which — hınk untenable).
Lefort, (EuvreSs, [(010% (Odıces Copticı, pl $ Depuydt, Catalogue, 36()

(IrChr U ]



The rophecy f (C’harour 45

HVT are). What 1S thıs prophecy text o1ng In Its manuscrıpt CONTeXT, AS ell AS

In Its scr1bal Context and Ifs hıstorıical CONTfEeXT ıf Can dıscern 1t?

The secrıbe and hıs productions
Ihe manuscrıpt of which the rophecy f Charour (hereafter PC) 1S the Ir and
1na tem Was copied by A scrıbe named Zacharıas. He describes imself As ..
Zacharıas, MOST humble priest and COpyıst Uıt. callıgrapher', FAAIOTPAO®OY|],
servant (Z0YA{A}OC) of the holyaof the MoOount of Kalamon Qala
mun];, Amen  9 Before thıs sıgnature and the datıng clause, 1Cc AdIC ın reek-
Lype scr1pt, he In hıs regular Coptic hand A PTaycCI for the donor, who had
commıssıoned the volume, ONMNEC Epima. “ reads: “Wıth o My holy fathers,
less IM make obeisance the dust of YOUT holy feet  12 Everyone who wıll read
alou irom thıs book., remember OQUT God-loving rother Papa pıma the Ss() of
the ate God-lovıng Papa Damıane, who by and admınıste-
red (OIKONOMEI) hıs ıfe accordıng Hıs holy will, and completed hıs end ell
In the mıdst of hıs brothers: and INAay He have hım in Hıs kıngdom He

took the HR and rouble g1ve ıf In the D of the holy Archangel
Michael, the of Hol[alntoou, for the salvatıon of hıs soul »13 Thus Ep1-

commıssıioNeEed d scrıbe from the nearby Qalamun CODY 0 book
that Was {O be donated the lıbrary of the Archangel Michael al Phan-
tOOu  14 Zacharıas adds request fOor iımselfTf O00 ess IN  9 LOO make

of INY lıttle handıwork Remember In and INaYy (G0d have ON

Is thıs A calque of he ega term OAXOYON ()I M7 AA, ‘servant’, meanıng A N Onate: and/or
1ed [0 do A tatus OM 1Cc much ega scholarshıp has been expended”? See Rıch-
teI., Rechts.  mantık ıund forensıische Rhetorik: Untersuchungen U Wortschatz, S77 und (1ram-
matık der Sprache koptischer Rechtsurkunden e1Ipzig 2002) 3792-373 FOor A different reg1ion of
2Yyp cf. Bıedenkopf-Ziehner, Koptische Schenkungsurkunden AUSs der Thebaıs (Wıesbaden
2001), and Papaconstantinou, “OAs 10 OLKOVOLLO: les ACIESs thebains Cde donatıon d’enfants (QU Ia
gestion monastıque de Ia penurie,” Iravaux ef Memoire |4 5 1-526

Lantschoot, Colophons, LÜU:; ( Odıces C’opticı, pl 43
| () Probably he AINC PCISON he pıma who four VCals later (1n D 545) copıed

en WTOTE and annotated M5855S, and DYy 8S89/90 had cOommMIsSsIONEd cft.
Depuydt, Catalogue, 370 I1 5 (under 10 165 IMS 5831); Vall Lantschoot, Colophons, 16 V

XIV
| The remarks f Ph Luisıier, “ v VE@O« Signification e destin d’une formule d’ınvocatıon CM

Iägypte‚” In Kopvepaia XVvÖpT : Melanges fferts a Andre Ursl, ed Kolde e al (Geneva 2005)
330.-346 (esp. 341 1 [ 345 1 35); do nNnO take sufficıent 1CCOUuNtT of he INnVvOCatıon tormulae In
Bagnall/Worp, E: Y9-1( 290)-299

12 KNOown Al epıstolary formul  a Biedenkopf-Ziehner, Untersuchungen ZUM Koptischen Brief-
formular (Wıesbaden |983) Y4 d) cf O, 45-246 Examples AIC P.Mon.Epıiph. 216 and

( rum 43
|3 Van Lantschoot, Colophons, Y-10:; ( Odiıces ‚OptICI, pl 43; Depuydt, Catalogue, 361
14 Emmel. “The Library Of he onastery of the Archangel Miıchael al Phantoou (al Hamulı),” In

Christiamity and Monastıcısm In he Fayoum ed 6 (jabra (Cal[ 2005) 3(



46 MacCoull

al Hıs fearsome Judgment-seat (BHMA) Amen, So be It 27 Hıs phraseology 1S that
famılıar irom both documentary and lterary CODYIStS of early medieval Egypt. R

Iwo other ıtems make thıs manuscri1pt: LirSt. l martyrdom of St eoOdore
Stratelates OI1S Ir 7y), and Ssecond, martyrdom of Sts (Cosmas and Damıan
OIls Sr-15v). Stephen inme has discerned that the miscellany-type volumes
from the Phantoou MONa  IY lıbrary tend have theır arranged In
chronologıca order accordıng feast day  15 Therefore 0Ug O0k for
date OMNEC connected poss1bly wıth Pachomian monastıcısm? that later In
the calendar than feasts known for eoOdore and Cosmas, AS PC£ 16
hang the

Iwo and half earlıer, aTrG 542, (Dl Qalamun scrıbe achna-
ras had also  19 1INısShe Copyıng multıple work that Was be onated the SAame

Phantoou m  n Pıerpont organ Liıbrary Coptic MS M588,“ collection
of In honor of the popular St Mercurius.“ the end of thıs earlıer produc-
tion (on fol 31r he agaın S1ZNS In Greek-type scr1pt, designatiıng imself as “I,
Zacharıas, MOST humble, both priest and Copyıst 1L Of the holy of Ka-
lamon, ” and colleague, aso|n| (‘my brother’)“ ADaCOuU, “lıkewıise CODV-
ist [KAAIOTPAODOY] of Heracleopolıs (or of the Heracleopolite)“ and brother
|AAEAODOY] of the SamIc, SEervant|of the SAaMe.;  2224 SO al first aCcCNa-
ras worked ASs half OT Z5  duo, and then later alone.

See Förster, Wörterbuch der griechıischen Örter IN den koptischen dokumentarıschen Texten
Berlın-New Oork 134 BHMA Iso the index In Al Lantschoot, Colo;glmns.

16 Depuydt, Catalogzue, 36) See Papaconstantinou, CU. des Saınts Ezeypte. des SvVZan-
HNS aux Abbassıdes (Parıs 6-10 (C£: BH:  C but nOTt the same.

127 Papaconstantiınou, des saınts, 129-132; Va  - SDTOEC. S dıffusion orjıentale de Ia
legende des saınts (Cosme el Damıiıen,” In Hagıiographie, cultures R SOcIetLes 1 Ve-AXIle srecles
(Parıs OI (L BH  C 372-373, 376-379, but agaın NOL the same.

15 mmel, ag 1'211'y,” 65
(: Y oussef, Onastery of Qalamun durıng the Fourteenth and Fıfteenth Centurljes,;
In Fayoum Oasıs, ed abra, 1-1 ere ıth 101
Catalogued 126 In Depuydt, Catalogzue, 253:25J7, plates 109117 The datıng clause
Q1VveS Phamenoth 12 ındıction 3, irom Diocletian 5IS, ‘year Dy times’ \ Hıjra| 24 note the LEVG1S6

order): Depuydt, GCatalogue, 2 not‘AM'’); Van Lantschoot, Colophons, (no II1): C(Odıces
Copticı, pl 61 (fol S4r); for date c1. Bagnall/Worp, E Z 162, 305

z Papaconstantınou, des saınts, 145-146 (CT. BH  € 4-1 CPG 2969,
Restoratıion of the by the present wriıter. For thıs locution SC ackson, COoptic anı rrtTee:
EXELS relatıve the Hermopolite OnNaSstery of Apa Apollo (Oxford 16-
Not far SOU' of the Fayum.

of the MONaSteTY, Qalamun
Z The invocatıon OIl tfol 31r reads al 1ITrS' of the spırıts and Lord of all flesh Ithe ormula of

lıturgical Or1g1n LNOTEC famıhar from gravestones|, EesSs the God-loving TOthers who o0k CaTre for
the commemoOrTatıon of the holy MercurIıius. Ihey provıde: the ACCOUNLT of hıs martyrdom and hıs
miracles; In eIr takıng rouble they DaVC hem In the f the holy Archangel Michael f
Hantoou, that abıdes In the ıne |John Dl AaCE Vall Lantschoot, Colophons, 10, thıs 18
comprehensible.) Both Trothers AdIC referred alıve In 542; perhaps OMNC W ds deceased Dy 844



The TOphecy of (C’harour A

St Mercurius for h1ıs part 1S commemorated D Hathyr,““ hıs martyrdom
an encomı1a hım WOU all pertaın that feast What about the SUCCESSION
eoOdore (osmas the that obtaıns In 5586° For the fırst LWO, the usual
feast days AL () Epeıph (14 July (Julian|) and D Hathyr (18 November R3
spectively.“” Ihat 1S bıg SaD, and what OCCasıon m1g follow In the calendar for
the f1it ıf the pattern of chronologica SUCCESSION fOor thıs and Was

ollowe Dy the serıbe Zacharıas? ere 1S alsoO feast of the consecratıion of the
basılıca healıng sıte, pılgrımage o0al of the ‘tee-free’ medical saınts (osmas
and Damıan, } aynı (16 June AAnd there 1S pecı1al feast for the day
St eoOdore conflated In the Egyptian ashıon wıth h1Is homonym the 1ro of
FEuchaıta kılled the dragon: 18 aynı (12 June 5o, ıf the pattern indeed
O  S, e probably dealıng wıth orderıng of eodore June (osmas
and Damıan June somebody JI somethıng In poss1ıbly ate June early July
TI'he obvious feast for texT connected explicıtly wıth Pbow WOU be that of St
Pachomius,“” but he earlıer, Pachon (9 May . ] In that Casc the
Oorder WOU be broken

uggest the feast of Cyrıl of Alexandrıa, who cshared feast day wıth hıs SIxth-
CENTUTY SUCCCSSOT Theodosius In late-nınth-century Fayum Epeıph
(Z7 June J. Attention has recently been drawn Cyril’s letter Calosıirius of
Arsınoe and the STTESS that patrıarch ald the ımportance of monastıc work.”“
yrı utılızes, AS does the ‘prophetic’ putatıve author CharourMfol 20v), the
Pauline stricture “Whoever does nNOT work does NOT eat  27 (Z ess 3:10-11). We

SCS E I0W NOW strongly the CONCENTrates that VC ubject In Its OW

26 28 November ulan). See Depuydt, Catalogue, 254 WI I1

Depuydt, Catalogue, 360)
De Fenoyl, Le sanctoral (Beırut 1653 Thıs WasSs probably the church al Cyrrhus: eee

Shahid, abh Christian Pılgrimages In the Proto-Byzantıne Periodz Centuri1esS); In Paıl-
2TIMALE and Holy yDaCE In ate Antıque E2ypt, ed Frankfurter (Leıden 373-389, ere
38()-35852

29 According the typıka of Shenoute MONAaStTETY: Papaconstantinou, des saınts, More
research 1S needed hOow the USagcs E hıs prest1g10us house spread eT monasterlies In
er reg10Ns f ‚2yp
He Was eplcte In the decoratıve PDrOgTram of A mı1ıd-tenth-century church In nearby eDIUNIS
(Touton), together ıth St eodore Stratelates and St MerTcurıius: Walters, rıstl1an
Paıintings from Tebtunıis,  22 Journal f Egyptian Archaeology (1989) 191-2058 CSD 193-194, 196,
and plates MS K CS5SD XVII-AXVUIL, Boutros, Chrıstian Monuments of
ebtunıs,  27 In Fayoum Oasıs, ed abra, 119-131, ere VE
este: Dy Pıerpont organ Liıbrary Coptıc M5 /5 (no 55 In Depuydt, Catalogue, 11{
12 antıphonarıum donated the Miıchael mMmONastery at antoOu Dy 892/93 fols
65v-66r (St Pachomius (JICCUI! fol 64r) See Krause, “ 1Jas koptische Antıphonar AUusSs dem
Handschrıiftenfund VO:  5 Hamulı, ” Agypten Münster: kulturwıissenschaftliıche Studıen, ed
Blöbaum ei al (Wıesbaden 167-185, ere 17/9; Depuydt, Catalogzue, 110

Davıs. “Bıblıcal Interpretation and Alexandrıan Epıiscopal Authorıty In the arly Christian

work.
Fayoum, ” ıIn Fayoum Oasıs, ed abra, 45-61, he_re S: 58-59 Fayum monks wh efused



45 aCLOou.

WaY The m1g ell have been read Out al St ichael Ifs oral qualities AIC

instantly perceptible Cyrıil’s feast day the calendarıcally iıttıng 27 June  33

The putatıve author

Since the edıtio DIIMCEPS ıt has been taken for ranted that the PCISON who
Composed the text WAas, Was suppose DE ıdentical wıth the
°‘Karour‘’ (KaQp0ovo who aAaDPCAaIS In the Pachomian texT known ASs the etter
of Ammon . In fact thıs 1S extremely problematıc. In Coptic the Namme begıns wıth
the letter chıma (6) In TG wıth appa The TE texT (Goehring, Letter Oof
Ammon, 14 7) that NCcal the CIty of Ptolemaıiıs In the Thebaıd (Upper
ZVYP Was mOoNnastery that had been ounded by Pachomius’s ir SUCCESSOT

eoOdore (superio0r 351-:368): One of Its monks Was Kapovp OVOULOTL, \
AeyetaL NOpC OnBotouc KOoAOoßoOc: ..  one named Karour, IC War

the Thebans. ” Notwithstandıng propose etymology of the Coptic O1 -
POY? Irom OPW?2, MO be dimınıshed 1Or short crippled]’,”” much easler an
IHOLG6 stra1ıghtforward meanıng iımmediately mınd. The Coptic word

TO rum, COoptic Dictionary, 117a) and whether spelled wıth
wıthout alpha it 1S attested AS personal Namme SINCE al least the CENLUTY,

ıf NOT SINCE Roman times.” Metathesıs of appa and chıima 1S ell known and

373 In addıtıon, it SCCI1S ha Qalamun. where UTr scrıbe Zacharıas Was from, WAasSs ell hought of Dy
Ifs ne1ghboring mMONaSstery f antoou: NnOTL only Samuel of Qalamun n1mMSe but alsoO the NSC-

cratıon of the Jalamun church ave eas| days atteste: In M5 /5, the antıphonarıum (S
Cho1i1ak 4 December J and 13 (C’ho1jak 19 December respectively): tfols 1v-2v OT the Berlın
ragment and ZÜFE of he NEew ork cCOdex (Depuydt, Catalozue, 108-109; Krause,
“Antıphonar, ” 17/06, 179)
See Goehring, he Letter of Ammon nd Pachomian Monastıcısm, PIS (London NEew
ork 147-1458 (Greek exX! 175 (Eng. trans.), TE (commentary). oehrıing NnOtEeSs the
identıificatiıon Dy L efort (Z7U; where he Observes that thıs Iso the only (QEGUTTENEGE of thıs charac-
ter/name In monastıc lıterature):; thıs 1S accepte Dy Depuydt, Catalogue, 361 (“Chartr 3:

35 oehrıing, “New Frontiers In Pachomian Studıies, ” In ıdem. Ascetlics, Socıety, nd the esert
Studıes In Early Egyptian Monasticısm (Harrısburg 162-156, ere 167172
Irans. oehring, erof Ammon, 75 Ihe ero€es indeed Occasıonally ote hat ıts wrıter
es be peculharıties of Theban pper Egyptian speech (1 Sahıdıc Coptic) S17 (136, 168,
24 7-248).
oehrıing, erof Ammon, Z cıtıng Crum, Coptic Dictionary, for KOoA0oßoc.
&r Brunsch, “Index euserSs “Personennamen der Kopten’,  ba Enchoria 12 (1984) 119-153,
ere 129 (Heuser Z TOSC!

Preisigke, Namenbuch (Heidelberg 1922, ICDL. Starnberg 166, I6 Foraboschi, Ono-
mastıcon Alterum Papyrologicum (Mılan L60, 143 Brunsch. “Index der koptischen un!
griechıschen Personennamen In ('rums Coptic Dictionary,” FEnchoria 13 (1985) 133-154,
ere 136 (no. 46),; 1406, 150, 154 C Iso 1372 and asıtzka, “Namen In koptischen doku-
mentarıschen Texten” [onlıne , KAaPOY? (T (Jascou and acCoull.
cadastre d’Aphrodıitö”, I ravaux el Memoires S14() 115
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abundantly attested“”” that ıt Can be dısregarded nere: and for that atter It 1S CASY
understand how perhaps short (JI iımperfectly formed DCISON &9108 gel the

moniker rog In addıtıon, the Ir0g Was symbol of resurrection In Egyptian
Chrıstianıty, Comıng Ouft of the ıle mud ASs it did.” What better Namme o1vEe
the putatıve author of prophecy of HhOwWw bad things al Pachomius’s na
WETEC g01nNg get? prophecy formulated In what SCCIN be dıfficult times for
monastıcısm In Egypt The Karour INn the Letter ot Ammon 1$ monk known for
TOV EKKÄNGLOAOTLKÖV ÖOYLOTOV AKplßEım (Goehring, Letter of Ammon, 148:
..  exactness f eccles1astical doectrines” 41751 whose g0ood eath‘’ In spıte of hıs
other faults 1S claırvoyantly SCCH al distance bDy eoOdore In VISION (  222
WOU SG that thıs noOoTt unfamılıar NamMe, Karour, In A alternate spelling wıth
chıma, Was approprlate Dy the Coptic-language of the fOor hıs la-
menting prophef”, Lıgure who 111 Insıst exaCctIness of observance.

The form

No OIlC has yer noticed that the C(EXtT, full of Strange words AS It 1S, 1S composed
In strıkıng LOrm, ONC ell sulted recıtation Out oud The first part  42 consısts of
twenty-Iive formulatiıons ave myself hought of ASs ‘Jabberwocky conundrums’
‘Jabberwocky’ SINCE they often uUusS«ec those Strange words. They follow pattern that
D0OC5S metaphor inkıng sıgnıfler always9°that 18’, Lefort’s West-a:
dire') explanatıon: aASs though formulatıon WeTC SO borogroves WEIE

noOoTt M1mSY, and the IHNHOMNC raths have NOT outgribben: that 1S the monks WCIC nOT

attentive, an the recıters have NOL pald heed scrıpture” (vel sIm.)  44 All LWwenTY-
fıve of these EXPresSSIONS prımarıly deplore the neglect of scripture readıng (ME-
AETA and the prevalence OT personal oreed” and WOT.  1NEeESSs (OQVCT cooperatıve
attention the harvest (cClearly both ıteral and spırıtual). The ast four of these

Crum, Coptic Dıictionary, YWa, SÜla; CT. Gignac, rTrammar of the tTeE Papyrı O: the
Roman anı Byzantıne Periods (Mılan 4 7, 76-5(0) (K/yY SINCE 1S Iso found In Iterna-
tıon ıth chıma).

41 In HommagesLeclant, Yıa grenouıille d’eternite des pay>s du Nıl monde mediterraneen,’
Maarten Vermaseren, ed de Boer ei al., ols (Leıden PTE
Leiort, (Euvres, 100 lıne S 102 lıne L5 100 lıne AA Iıne I
Indeed the vC 1ITS ONC SayS 'ITAPABOA upON TAPABOAH’ 5-6) 1pszycka, “Econo-
mile, 197-200 prıints In bold the CXPrESSIONS che SGGL ASs zaMeCL. NOL metaphorical”

gratefu Professor Miıchael Herren and HIS work the atın CXı Hısperica amına and
other of the ‘hermeneutic ©€; and for hıs helpfully pomtıng cComparanda In the
pseudo-Methodıus Apocalypse and In the wrıter known ‘Aethıicus ster‘ hat uUusSeC ATrCanC,
recherche, VE neologistically reated words In makıng eIr poılnts.

45 100 much fo0d and T1IN. (cf. Nos I5 and 25) COU. it WAas feared, Iso ead SAaAIL1C-SCX Intımacy:
CT, Lucches!ı1, “ I J)euUuxX inedites une instru_ction d’Horsiese S{|T les amıiıties particulieres,”
Orientalia /() (2001) 1822702
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formulations“® er transıtiıon the second part, ” ıtself bıpartıte, consisting of
double parable (about milıtary raı and dıspute about the work ÖF the har-

vest of these also Occasıonally usSc metaphors wıth explanatı-
ONS.) One Besarıon IS named ASs Narrator of the parable, and he and OINC Vıctor
aAaPPCal AS dramatıc of the dıspute (together wıth character named An
ICW The Hirst [WO AL actual hıstorıical figures:” Besarıon 15 known as Horsies1’s
SUCCESSOT ASs head of the pan-Pachomian congregatıon, and Vıctor ASs buıllder of
the Pbow basılıca. Thıs WOU o1ve dramatıc date of about the mıddle 1r'
poss1bly the In quarter of the CCENTUTY, time when Chalcedonıian/antı-
Chalcedonıian contlhet In Egeypt Was beginnıng be rife”” and had impact

the Pachomian In the dıspute, Besarıon 1S the 200 fgure and
Vıctor the disobedient Te

xamples of the ‘Jabberwocky’-type cCOoNunNdrums In the first part Al  @ (No
numberıng by the present writer |), “WC made EMHCE-woOo0Ood sta1fs, made
onı1on-skın textiles, threw the fennel-wood>” the rıverbank: that 1S
rolled around In sleep, put In place headmen wıth rooked hearts, put In
deuterarıo1 who WCIC despondent In theır thoughts” Iınes 0-2 Compare,
thıs time wıthout recondıte words, No 13 Iınes 1-2) “NO sound of LOOtsteps
al even1ıng, sound of pourıng In the day that 1S sound of readıng
al0u al even1ng, sound of recıtation In the day  27 The boundary
between and outsıde WOT. 1S felt ASs much LOO permeable: No JT COTMN-

plaıns ırectly iIree({is of Pbow AdIC ıke the iIree({is of M1n (Panopolis):””
that 1s alk and cshout ıke ın) the Ö  A of MIn  27 IInes 222B)
TOM the openıng (Ultter lament Pbow, ode Its congregatıion: that 1s

weeping Pbow, mournıng Its monastery”) thıs parallehstic CON-

wısh COU csolve the en1gma of the ‘Sderapıon of Coptos’ cıted authorı figure In No
(: Tımm, Das chrıistlich-Koptische Agypten ( Wıesbaden 21 40-2154, ere
Ort, (Euvres, 1:102 lıne 6-10 lıne 2 D 71004 lıne Yend
Lefort, (Euvres, 2:104-105 40, 46; oehrıng, “New Frontiers, ” 1792181 (Andrew be

made-up character.)
Davıs., I he arly COoptic Papacy (Ca1ro 88-97

Does thıs recall the fennel STa In 1C| Trometheus stole tıre Iirom heaven” epeate: In No
100 lıne 23); “the works f the monasterıes A ıke fennel.”

51 ote the place reference, closer, (OTMIC would thınk, Shenoutean than Pachomian CENTET Per-
spectIves OM Panopolı1s, ed kgberts el al (Leıden But thıs INaAaYy provıde valuable clue:
&s CI0W.
ext No 23 1C 5SayS “They ave murmured OUu the collection of vessels z  BI-
'1'O| CT, KAKOYBION In DuCange, Glossarıum, 543) In the EDOIKION of Nabershaı |Nafer-
shor/Nabershor|: that 1S the people of INa y words ave stirred 1g (MIYE) CIryıng AalOuU: In
the house of abershaı 1C) 1$ the dıistrıict of (MHHWE note the play words|”
lınes Ihe Nabersha1 1$ known from eighth-century Aphrodıto document. Lond.

419.935., Y5 1 thank the ate John ates for checkıing 1S
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struction 1S clearly oral/aural, part of the eXpressIive culture OT Its time.  3 The
WOU have been read alou. lıve audıiıence, probably wıth oral

The second part of the begins wıth Besarıon’s parable of armed contlıct
(CTACIC, 1 1ne 25) He hıs hearers gel ready al Ekaster, wıth WCAaDONS,
tunıcs, breastplates, and €  SE and SO fo eavers’ Street al Taıllors’ Gate, and
make stand The interpretations tollow the WCAaVOIS ıll provıde andages, and
the taılors repairs, fOTr the combatants. The tunıc the hearers AIC suppose have
put 1S knowledge, the breastplate Obedience: 1l1e the belt MUuSt NOT be eft
done indıcate loo0seness. The tunıc 1S$ recıtation MEAE of the pıstles, the
breastplate of the Psalter, the belt of the Gospels Iınes 22-35 All thıs 1S Of
COUISC eXEZESIS Ephesians 1-16, from monastıc pomnt of VIEW.

The parable 1S OllOowWwe: by the dıspute wıth the rebellious Vıctor ine
1104 Iıne 14) Vıctor, SsupervIsor of the rope-makıng monks, +O1VES hıs loom
and key, SOCS Out the errace and takes hIs pet dog that 1S abandons patiıence
and sılence, becomes tO conftflıict and prideful.” Besarıon hım take hIs
tools, that 1S. INEeEN of patıent specch, and e harvest the 1e that 1S, do “the works
of yYOUL 1f 22 Vıictor refuses wıth prou oaths “By the kıngdom that COIMN-

trol, that 1S. the rope-makers’ steelyard and beam, Vıctor [3I‘d person| wıll do
that take f1ve hundred solıdı instead” (to hıre laborers). Besarıon, In OE
INES back wıth the ITONIC vocatıve lıfted stra1ght iIrom classıcal]l Tee OratorYy
n\ AVÖPEC Alnvo1ioı- “‘Athen1ans’, unruly ONCS (ATAKTOI) of

bow!” lıne 25) Havıng been o1ven the perfect openıng, he denounces love
of wealth (MAIXPHMA, ıne 26), alludıng Isaıah 61:1 and Luke 4A16

Up Jumps OC Andrew, deuterariıos abeled the ‘wooden horse‘ and spotted
ONE-, and Vıctor supporter, refusıng the three-day work iımposıtıon. ‘Wooden
horse‘’ 1S explaıned ASs ‘unruly'aagaln), and 'spotted’ AS a  DA
A1C,  I9 indıcatıng that he LOO 1S DCISON In the Besarıon then replies wıth

oath of hıis OW “By the cincture Oun round 1:104 lIınes 451°
ıf YOU dont g work there ıll be” and there ollows ıst. ..  NO oaf in YOUI
brea  asket, vegetables In YOUI garden, legumes/charlock In VOUT Jakon;'

olıves In VOUT Jar, 01l In yYOUTF {lask, cheese iın YOUT dısh. mustard In

useful CONCEPL: SCC 19 ON for the UdYV of EXpressIive Culture, ed eINTUC (Urbana
CS ıton, “Text,” 69-98

Lefort’s Ofe IS
O Surely the leopard-beast of Danıel’s VISION In Danıel

known Coptic monastıc ogath ormula SC en Der Eıd IM röm1'sclz-äg;ä)ü'scben Proviınzıal-
TeCi (Munich 2:143-144, ıIn PCLA _ but ere XHMa (CL Förster, Wörterbuch, 784-785),
NOLT MO.X.4.
(In the fOor contaıiners In hıs DaASSagcSnotes) 110 have the help of ul

Worp, “Metrologıical otes Measures and Contaıiners of L1quıds, ‘ CÄAIV 45 (1999) Y6-
WZY. and eıdem, “Geographical Jar Name: Towards Multi-Discıiplinary pproach, ” CAIV
(2000) 5-14 ForA Ct. alsSO Förster, Wörterbuch, 46()-462
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VYOUI pot  » 98 And hıs hearers respond, 1ke chorus, “Not WOLTY, ll e and
do the work.” e ollows the 19 interpretation of the oath (ANAU) AS

fOr the loaf, remember ess 3: 10 “Whoever does NnOoTt work does NOT eat  77 (the
quoted emphatıcally Dy rıl for the vegetables, they AdICcC good food for the

weak (Romans 14:2); the O1l 1S ıke salm for the face shıne. AIl then
ulckly to appY resolution ASs the tuttı repeal that they 111 O and spen

the day harvesting, returnıng Pbow al evenıing (avoıdıng women!) and quoting
salm 1255 #EREYV that sS()  S In chall ICAD In JOYVy  27 SO ends the prophecy

Hiıstorical CONLEXT

Notwiıthstandıng the dramatıc date,” clearly thıs texTi 1S nNnOot ate fourth- mıd-
CENTLUTY. It, though, Out of time when Pachomian monastıcısm Was

experlencing iIress and threat. FT WETC such maJor times: the Chalcedoni-
an/antı-Chalcedonıian splı In the sixth century, ”“ and the uslımuIn the
seventh. IC CONTEXT makes INOTEC for the composıtıon of the PE

us take another ook al the matter of the eing In Lorm, definıite
form, and what that form m1g be 62 In ONC of the VC Tew remarks made thıs
TEexT In the last half-century, Orlandı abeled It ‘antı-hıterature’ composıt1-

motivated by rejection of “ıterature’ AS ıt WAas defined In the hegemonI1c
TE cultural ambıance In Egypt  65 Thıs romantıc VISION 1S the opposıte, AS ıt
WEIC, of helpful. I0 O0k deeper OHGeE INOIC, the work’s first section lament-by-
metaphors “Sıng ırge OVCT Pbow 27  — that A A1Calle words INn alance locu-
t10ns make Its poımnts, 1S deployıng structural, hortatory, and iıdeological stimulIi1

WINdOw into the vegetarıan monastıc het for cComparanda from another, earher Communlıty,
Nl Layton, “Socı1al Structure and Food onsumption In arly Chrıistian onastery: The
Evidence of Shenoute ( anons and the Whıte Oonastery Federatıon A
Le Museon 1415 (2002) Z3-35, CSD 44-45 and TIhe author of the monastıc
laundry workers for eatıng drıed fish (TAPIXION, 1:102 lıne Iso food forbıdden Shenou-
eans (Layton, 00d Consumption, ” 45); SE Iso ackson, “domethıing 1Shy In CPR XE
ICHIV (1999) 94-95, and eadem, “Fısh and Chits;”. ZAC 129 (2002) GEFT
the manufacture of prophecıies en involved delıberately recreatıng the CIrcumstances of the
per10d In IC the prophecy Was allegediy made  Gl Kaldellıs, “ Hıstoricısm In Byzantıne I] ıtera-
ture and Thought,” 3]\1 Byzantıne Studıes ( onference Abstracts anta
NSee oehrıng, “('halcedonıan Power OlllICcs and the Demise of Pachomıian Monastıcısm, ”
In idem, Ascetics, SocıetY, nd the ‚esert. 2212261 FExcellent comparanda Can be OUuUnN:! In F
Steppa, John UIUS anı Fhe Orl Vısıon of Antı-Chalcedonian Culture, 2nd E  < ed (Pıscataway,
NJ

61 Fıfty d9U ] efort had ate the iragmentary Caılro manuscrıpt palaeographically ate 7“_early
8lh CENLUTY ( (Euvres 1:Xx)); but hıs 1S (a) subjective and (b) uncheckable
ave been greatly al Dy TOut, How Tradıtion OTrKSs (Tempe CSD chap

dealıng ıth subject matter from VC dıfferent time and place, but thought-provokıng nonethe-
less.

03 Orlandı, “| _ etteratura eristianesimo nazıonale eg1Z1aN0, ” INn sgıtto CISUAaNnO: aspett1
problemi ın eta tardo-antıca, ed amplanı Oome 61
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provoke reactions In the hearer (: reader.“ What COU have been the C-

of, the models IO thıs style, 16 clearly IS How dıd the Coptic-
usıng school pupıl of ate antıquıity pıck words Irom oglossarıes (e o.) and
quıre the naC of mixing and matchıng, GVn neO-COINING, indigenous, TCE
and 1DI1CcCa elements? Indeed glossarıes and glossing, 1DIica especılally, INaYy be
Key here. The memorable form 1S rafted as {O authorize the CONtTENT the COIM-

wıshed convey.“”
KeYy metaphor for the monastıc ecline eıng amented 1S No Iınes

3_’ 22102 Iınes 6-8) “In the Ne of [a specles of| doves, the AMOYAAQ.X i
VUXTLXOQOXEG| have aıd theır C995 that 1sS In the monasterIies full of holy INCI,
impure ICN have COMEC well.” That 1s clear: thıs sneaky, subversive,

66cuckoo-lıke behavıor by interlopers has caused takeover that has pushed the
DUIC ONCS OT °doves’ Out of theır c  nests  B NuxXTtiXO00.E 1S the key The mode!]l for
art One of the IS 1DI1Ca Even INOTEC than the 'nıght-raven’ ow|] of the
desert’ of the lamenting salm H4127 the oleful creatures’ AIC those of
Isaıah 132022 and AA - 15 65 What Was ONCEC A harmon10us garden 1S 1O wıl-
derness of 1scord

Who m1g these sneaky Ir have been? Very 1ıkely the Chalcedonıians The
Sixth-century imperI1al inıtlatıve fOo take OVCI Pbow, backed Dy Justinian’s milıtary
force,” seemed the antı-Chalcedonıijans be ST1EVOUS transformatıon of the
Pachomian heartland nto C wasteland. ”® Though Its communıty opposed the
Chalcedonıian doctrinal posıtion, Pbow Was LOO bıg and tempting targel for A
stinıan resIist. According later u  „ the CINPCIOT summoned Abraham,
the Pachomian general, Constantınople and held hım hostage untiıl the
Pachomuians should accede O Chalcedon Abraham managed refurn Kgypt
and take refuge first wıth the Shenouteans In the Panopolıte, subsequently foun-
dıng WI ‘taıthfu remnant’) breakaway non-Chalcedonıian house, ” pomintedly

TrOout, How Tradıtion OTKS, ROI
65 TOUutL, How Tradıtion OTKS, 250

] efort’'s NOTte 22) MISSES the pomnt; AdIC In Eg2ypt, NOL Belgıum
See Vycıchl, Dictonnaire etymologzique de Ia langue (Leuven
MOYAAX(?2), complete ıth Olklore materı1al (and notfe [00 the play words, ınvolving the COIMN-

of °to be enmeshed and °tOo smother, suffocate recoverable from Crum 166)
68 Although ese Isa1ah aDCS do Ol SCCIMN ave been lıturgıical lecti1ons In the Coptic church,

the Phantoou mONastery lıbrary dıd OW CODY f Isaıah (Emmel, “Lıbrary”) Morgan Coptic
M568
Compare he parable of the armed raıd In Part Iwo of the
For q ]] N1IS CS oehrıing, “ Power olıtıcs,  27 243-251; also Cf. G’ray, "T’he Legacy of hal-
cedon,” and Van KOMmMpaYy, “docCIety and Community ın the Chrıistian East,” he Cambridge
Compamıon Fhe Age of Justiman, ed Maas (Cambrıdge 215-238, 239- 266 FeSPCC-
tıvely, CSD. 227-2395, DÜ

+# As dıd [WO er TOthers who went {[O Coptos: 1ımm, Agypten APerhaps thıs 168 be-
hınd he ‘derapıon f Coptos’ fıgure mentioned above.
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ST1 ocated In Pachomian terrıtory (at Farshut). ”“ Thıs left Pbow ıtself presenting
the image of IO0Cus nest of Chalcedonianısm In the CYCS f the antı-
Chalcedonıian maJorıty lamentable wiılderness, where cOorrecft CAECTaAa OT

scriptural meditatıiıon/recıtation (a CO CONceptL In monastıcısm) 1S ear AalıYy lon-
SCI,; where neıther (the g0o0d grain) OT souls AIC harvested OWINg elfish
oree (1 collaboratıon wıth the Chalcedonıan authorities). The author of the

depicts the ruln of hıs Communı1ty In 1T OoTf hostiıle takeover.
Notiıice agaln the Panopolıs reference ® Why dıd the author of the lamen-

ting condıtions al Pbow, SaYy that the dıstracting chatter that 110 prevaıls 1S A bad
ASs that In the of Panopolıs? Why NnOT the closer Ptolemaıis (Iinked wıth the
Kapovp of the Letter O  INMON) Apollinopolıs Parva? Panopolıs INaYy ell
have sStood for the Shenoutean hospitalıty offered that sixth-century Abraham.,
the stauch and al Pachomian wh NOT only efused aCCept Chalcedon but
GVn defiantly planted antı-Chalcedonian house ng In the collaborators’ back
yard, the Pachomian heartland between mM1n and Sne  74 However, GvEen the
g00d emnant of Pachomian monastıcısm mostly village and tOwn phenome-

/5
11011 INAaYy have OoOun that the WOT. the Panopolıte WOT. ( be LOO
much wıth them  /6

Conclusıon

has long been yeL another trulsm that Coptic culture, specıfically antı-
Chalcedonıian maJorıty culture, Was deeply monastıc culture. The monastıc WaY
of ıfe and monastıc virtues VLG held A the ea 16 all, In Out of
vowed STatus, should aspıre and L Iıve by Both those who had made prom1-
SCS leave the WOT. and those lıving ordınary Iıves In the WOTr WEIC influenced
Dy monastıc iıdeological rhetoric rhetoric concerned effect “the transmıssıon
of monastıc codes54  MacCoull  still located in Pachomian territory (at Farshut).”” This left Pbow itself presenting  the image of a locus or nest of Chalcedonianism — in the eyes of the anti-  Chalcedonian majority a lamentable wilderness, where no correcft MEAETA or  scriptural meditation/recitation (a core concept in monasticism) is heard any lon-  ger, where neither crops (the good grain) nor souls are harvested owing to selfish  greed (i. e. collaboration with the Chalcedonian authorities). The author of the  PC depicts the ruin of his community in terms of a hostile takeover.  Notice again the Panopolis reference.”” Why did the author of the PC, lamen-  ting conditions at Pbow, say that the distracting chatter that now prevails is as bad  as that in the agora of Panopolis? Why not the closer Ptolemais (linked with the  Kapovp of the Letter of Ammon) or Apollinopolis Parva? Panopolis may well  have stood for the Shenoutean hospitality offered to that sixth-century Abraham,  the stauch and faithful Pachomian who not only refused to accept Chalcedon but  even defiantly planted an anti-Chalcedonian house right in the collaborators’ back  yard, the Pachomian heartland between Shmin and Sne.’* However, even the  good remnant of Pachomian monasticism — mostly a village and town phenome-  75  non  — may _ have found that the world — the Panopolite world — came to be too  much with them.”®  Conclusion  It has long been — yet another — truism that Coptic culture, specifically anti-  Chalcedonian majority culture, was a deeply monastic culture. The monastic way  of life and monastic virtues were held up as the ideal to which all, in or out of  vowed status, should aspire to and try to live by. Both those who had made promi-  ses to leave the world and those living ordinary lives in the world were influenced  by monastic ideological rhetoric — a rhetoric concerned to effect “the transmission  of monastic codes ... into metaphors for the secular culture.””’ Even recent work  has reaffirmed the perception that anti-Chalcedonianism was a deeply monastic  phenomenon.’® Armed with both metaphors from the present and wise figures  72  Goehring, “Power Politics,” 250 n. 47; see now idem, “Abraham of Farshut: History, Hagiogra-  phy, and the Fate of the Pachomian Tradition, “ Journal of Early Christian Studies 14 (2006) 1-26.  73  There was also an earlier Pachomian house near Panopolis: Goehring, “Power Politics,” 251 n. 48.  74  For Farshut see also Timm, Ägypten 2 (Wiesbaden 1984) 945-946, 3 (Wiesbaden 1985) 990-992;  c£. 5:2146:  /  Cf. J. Patrich, “Monastic Landscapes,” in Recent Research on the Late Antique Countryside, ed.  W. Bowden et al. (Leiden 2004) 413-445, here 422.  76  See H. Behlmer, “The City as Metaphor in the Works of Two Panopolitans: Shenoute and Besa,”  in Perspectives on Panopolis, ed. Egberts et al., 13-27; also cf. S. Emmel, “From the Other Side of  the Nile: Shenoute and Panopolis,” 95-113.  7T  Drout, How Tradition Works, 255.  78  See J.-E. Steppa, “Heresy and Orthodoxy: The Anti-Chalcedonian Hagiography of John Rufus,”  in Christian Gaza in Late Antiquity, ed. B. Bitton-Ashkelony and A. Kofsky (Leiden 2004) 89-106  esp. 92-94, 96, 105; and idem, John Rufus, 25-34, 172-173.into metaphors for the secular culture.  »77 Even recent work
has reaffirmed the perception that antı-Chalcedonianısm Was deeply monastıc
phenomenon. ”“ Armed wıth both metaphors Irom the present and WISEe LZUTES

oehrıing, “ Power olıtıcs,  ‚29 SA 4 7: SC 10 ıdem. raham of Farshut History, agl0gra-
phy, and the Fate of the Pachomian Tradıtıon, 6 Journal of Early Chrıstian Studies (2006) 1A1  ON

73 There W d> also earher Pachomian house Calr Panopolıs: oehrıng, “ Power olıtıcs,  29 751
For arshu RS Iso 1ımm, Apeypten (Wıesbaden 945-946, (Wıesbaden 990-992;
ct.

T (B Patrıch, “Monastıc Landscapes, ” In Recent Research the ate Antıque Countrysıide, ed
Bowden l al (Leıden 413-445, eTe A

76 See Behlmer, Cıity ASs etaphor In the OT of Iwo Panopolıtans: enOute and Besa,”
In Perspectives Panopolıs, ed Egberts ei al., 13:2% Iso CT. mmel, “ Irom the er Sıde of
the ıle enNnOute and Panopolıs, ” \ 8y2T:
TOut, How Tradıtion OTKS, 255

78 See i 6S Steppa, “Heresy and TthOdoxy: Ihe Antı-Chalcedonian Hagıography of John Rufus, ”
In Chrıstian (Jaza In ate Antıquity, ed Bıtton-Ashkelony and Kofsky (Leiden 9-10
CSD. YU2-94, 96, 105: and iıdem. John ufus, 25-34, VE
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irom the past, the author of the S attention the devastatıng CONSCYUCNH-
N of sınful and heretical Cavıng In to establishment W PIODOSC that the
rophecy of Charour Was composed in the late sıxth earlv seventh CENTUY Dy
antı-Chalcedonian Coptic monastıc writer, ” aASs protest agamınst the Chalcedonian
assault the Pachomian network of foundatıons. In keeping wıth well-known
ıterary practice, the prophecy 1S put iInto the mouth of character representing
the good old days pomnt the Ontras wıth the Current of l0ss. Not p_
ting Chalcedon’’s formulatıons NnOTt accepting Ifs 1Ca interpretations,
C VEn under duress; In the Pbow that Justinian has forced 20 Over’, COrIreCL
E A€TAaA 1S ear and only STeEE the expectatiıon of mater1al reward irom the
powerfu rules. The SOUTCE of legıtimacy for thıs cultural production Was antı-
Chalcedonıian loyalty the part of both and audiıence. Thıs Texi Can

10  < be read, SUuggeSLT, ASs hıghly poetic depıiction of aspect of the ate of
Pachomian hıstory, ONC that played ıtself Out In the last half-century of
Byzantıne Z2YpP Was probably cComposed be recıted AIl0QOuU: iıttıng feast
day audıence belonging that ‘talıthfu emnant’ that had NnOT collaborated

Was then copled al time when Egyptian Christians themselves WEIC subject fOo

yel another of CONTTrO180

oss1ıbly Irom Kalamun, SINCE the I Samuel f Kalamun (our scr1be’s house, hıghlıghting
the connection) attaıne: fame antı-Chalcedonian resister (cf. Davıs, arly Coptic Papacy,
117-118).

S() gratefu the Inter-Lıbrary LOoan ServIice of Hayden LiıDrary, TIzona ate University, for
obtainıng tTreAasures old and 11CW. In lovıng5 always, of ırrıt Boutros alı, who In
hıs ı1Tetime experlienced the iIfects of another kınd of ostıle takeover‘.


