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A Post-Byzantine Reader of Prokopios of Gaza:
Pachomios Rousanos in MS Venice, Marc. gr. I1. 105
[Diktyon 70267]

The manuscripts inform us that, although being in essence a compilation,
the exegesis of the Octateuch by Prokopios of Gaza was in the Greek world
read as a continuous commentary instead of being mined for remains of
this or that earlier work (which modern scholars have done). The survey
of the manuscript tradition of the work of Prokopios published by Karin
Metzler in her recent edition of the section on Genesis shows that all of the
witnesses — the partial and youngest copies included — follow the sequence
of the original text, without displacing or selecting passages.!

In my review of that edition, I drew attention to an additional manuscript
that might represent a different kind of reception.? Without having seen the
codex, | suggested that MS Venice, Marc. gr. II. 105 contains a collection
of excerpts from Prokopios’s text, selected and put together by Pachomios
Rousanos in the sixteenth century. I further suggested that Rousanos used
either MS Munich, BSB, gr. 358 or MS Hagion Oros, Koutloumousiou 10.

I now confirm my tentative identification: ff. 35'—42" of MS Marc. gr. II.
105 (“M”) contain a selection of excerpts taken from the exegetical works

1. METZLER 2015, pp. XLII-LXVI. I thank Karin Metzler for our exchange on the
MSS of Prokopios (January—February 2020). Independently from me, she also worked
on MS Marc. gr. II. 105, identifying the excerpts on Genesis and Exodus and reaching
the same conclusion on their dependence on MS Koutloumousiou 10. Her results will
appear in the preface to her forthcoming edition, which she kindly shared with me before
publication (see n. 12 below).

2. CEULEMANS 2017, pp. 208-210. I suspected that a second possible case, that of an
Anglo-Saxon commentary on Genesis written between ¢ 650—750, had to be pushed aside:
a preliminary enquiry suggested that the link with Prokopios mentioned by the editors of
the Canterbury commentary was fictional. My suggestion has now been confirmed by
Karin Metzler (e-mail from 3 February 2020). Yet there might be other Greek manuscripts
evidencing a form of reception comparable to that discussed in the following pages. That
evidence, however, is either Western or very young: the respective catalogue descriptions
suggest that MS Escorial, Real Bibl. B. VI. 3 (deperditus 141) from ¢ 1585 and MS Ha-
gion Oros, Panteleeimon 720 (Lambros 6227; non vidi) from the nineteenth century might
(have) contain(ed) excerpts from Prokopios’s exegesis of the Octateuch.
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of Prokopios on the Octateuch and on Kingdoms.? I also confirm that the
manuscript from which Rousanos excerpted the text of Prokopios is Hagion
Oros, Koutloumousiou 10 (“K”; Diktyon 26035).*

Almost all the variant readings of K noted by Metzler in the critical ap-
paratus to the passages on Genesis retained by Rousanos, are shared by
M.5 The only two times Rousanos offers the correct text against K are two
cases where the copyist of K had changed an error and where Rousanos
copied or built upon that correction.® As it would fit a witness depending
on K, a number of additional errors can be found in M.” One may assume
that these observations, formulated here for the section on Genesis, can be
extrapolated to the sections on Exodus through IV Kingdoms.

These data confirm that Rousanos excerpted Prokopios” work from K, a
manuscript copied in Constantinople in the late eleventh or early twelfth
century. Its consultation by Rousanos offers a terminus ante quem for its
move to Mount Athos: one can safely assume that this consultation took
place in the period 1536—44, when Rousanos lived on the Holy Moun-

3. My consultation of a reproduction of MS Marc. gr. II. 105, ff. 3542V was made
possible with the much appreciated help of Matthieu Cassin and the Section grecque of
the IRHT. The selection from Prokopios concludes on f. 427, in the middle of the page (the
lower half is blank). Folio 42V contains a number of citations from Ben Sira (7:2, 7:4—
6, 11:28a.29, 13:1-4, 21:27-28, 31:20-21, in this order and preceded by the title Xopiog
Z1pdy). The selection is not related to the preceding pages and has nothing to do with
Prokopios (against the description by MI1ONI 1967, p. 318).

4. 1did not see K and consulted its section on Genesis indirectly, through METZLER
2015.

5. This includes the erroneous presentation of the genealogy of Japhet and Cham, a
variant reading of several lines: METZLER 2015, pp. 224.9 vioi — 224.11 £0vog. This
reading includes the variant yattodAot for I'etodiot (line 7). The entries for K in Metzler’s
apparatus to lines 13 (lemma i®vdv), 16 (lemma konmaddxat), 6 (lemma £0voc) and 68
(lemma £€Bvoc — papé<vor>) can or must be ignored: they either repeat or contradict the
longer entry for 224.9 vioi — 224.11 £€Bvoc.

6. 148.70 o0 déyetan M] K*, corrected to ovk déyetou by K'; 227.20 10 M] té K*, corr.
K®? (page and line numbers from METZLER 2015).

7. 148.79 00d¢ K] + yap M; 148.85 1) K] < M; 152.64 o K] mpdrov M; 205.30 td.
K] <M; 205.41 goyapromtikdg K] evyaprotikdg M; 223.1-2 koi 'Ehoa K] < M; 223.3
Appavod K] dpavod M; 223.4 éri K] arno M; 223.5 éni K] amo M; 224.10 yauep K] yapép
M; 224.10 oePayOnvoi K] oepaybnvoi M; 225.12 Mocdy K] pesody M; 225.16 "Exactog
K] + yap M; 225.17 162 K] < M; 225.5 "Eott K] + 8& M; 225.7 1 K] < M; 225.10 6 K] <
M; 225.16 Nefpmd K] veBpaor M; 225.2 tovtav K] tovtov M; 225.3 onueioig K] onueiov
M; 226.5 Accvpiot K] dovpiot (sic) M; 227.18 10 K] td M; 228.3 Accobp K] doovp M;
228.3 diepépilev K] + €6v M (page and line numbers from METZLER 2015; I interpret
the absence of K in her apparatus as meaning that this witness has the edited text).
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tain, frequented its monasteries, studied and copied manuscripts in their
libraries.®

The testimony of Rousanos is relevant: it shows us that K, mutilated today,
was still complete when consulted by Rousanos in the mid-sixteenth cen-
tury.? In this way, the selection in M allows us to know what the title that
headed the work of Prokopios in K must have looked like. This codex is
one of the two oldest and arguably most important witnesses, none of which
has preserved an original title for the entire work. Even when both in K and
M the section on Judges is immediately followed by those on Kingdoms,
the title cited by Rousanos (and most probably reflecting that in K) singles
out the Octateuch as a comprehensive unit. This confirms the suggestion
to approach Prokopios’s writings of the Octateuch, on the one hand, and on
Kingdoms and Chronicles, on the other hand, as two distinct works, even
when their transmission runs parallel.!”

Surveying the selection made by Rousanos, one observes an interest in facts
and concrete data: genealogies, the meaning of proper names, the location
of geographical entities, lexical information.!! In the course of his selec-
tion, the excerpts become increasingly shorter (which matches the gen-
eral tendency in Greek exegesis of the Octateuch and Kingdoms). From
Deuteronomy onwards, Rousanos as a rule first cites the biblical text to
which an excerpt relates.

Here I survey and identify the contents of M, ff. 35'—42", each time citing

8. This view agrees with that of MOUSOURAS 2003, p. 140 n. 112, but goes against
his later inclination that M was copied in the monastery of Saint George of Kremna at
Zante (MOUSOURAS 2005, pp. 231-232 and 239-241, proceeding from his identification
of ff. 207"-213" as having been copied by Barlaam Beleti, a fellow monk of Rousanos at
Zante). In any case the manuscript, together with much of Rousanos’s library, was later
brought to the monastery at Zante and from there, eventually, to Venice (ZORz1 2018, pp.
203-204). Michael Griinbart kindly brought MS Batopediou 33 to my attention (Diktyon
18180): it shows that at least one manuscript copied by Rousanos on the Holy Mountain
is still there today (e-mail from 8 April 2020).

9. The first excerpt retained by Rousanos is from a part of K that is lost today. In
a later section on Genesis an uncertain variant of K (today consultable in only a very
poorly readable reproduction: see METZLER 2015, pp. XLVIII-XLIX) is confirmed by
the testimony of Rousanos: 223.8 £8ovkevoav] €8ovievoe K(?) M.

10. CEULEMANS 2017, pp. 214-215.

11. A similar interest might have prompted Rousanos to copy the interpretation of some
words of Leviticus in an earlier section of M (f. 7V: see MIONI 1967, p. 317). I have not
seen those pages, but note that Levicitus is absent from the section under discussion here.
For Rousanos as an excerptor, see also CEULEMANS 2017, p. 208 n. 13.
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the incipit and desinit (with tacit adjustment of some accents) and referring
to a modern or easily available edition that allows further identification.

1" "Ex tfig eic mv Oxtdrevyov émropfic tdv éxhoydv Ipokomniov

coprotod Tod 'alaiov
I'evécemg

"Qomnep 8¢ oot TO 6EVOPOV ... INAOVOTL TUYYAVOVTL.
Excerpt on Gen 2:9 (cf. METZLER 2015, p. 109.121-124).

AM &ni tovtoig nTntéov ... [P ... 1 EHhov Kkai {on. 6

Excerpt on Gen 3:18 (cf. METZLER 2015, pp. 147.50-148.85).

01 8¢ dAAnyopodvteg ... |*%Y ... &v 1oic pBdcact mapedéueda.

Excerpt on Gen 3:21 (cf. METZLER 2015, p. 151.43-69).

Zntelton o€ 01Tl ... VYUPLOTIKADG AmapyesOot.
Excerpt on Gen 8:4 (cf. METZLER 2015, p. 205.27-41).

Opdc 1L mpognteioa ... P38 . edpnicévan v dotporoyiav.

Excerpt on Gen 9:26-11:2 (cf. METZLER 2015, pp. 222.2-228.13).

II6¢ 8¢ ovk &mi vortov ... |*" ... dopdtm Tpomodton yeipi.

Excerpt on Gen 49:8 (cf. METZLER 2015, pp. 436.149-437.168).

"EE6S0v 2

Kai 10 dvopd pov kopiog ... [V ... pooyomotiv fueriey.

Excerpt on Exod 6:3 (cf. MS Munich, BSB gr. 358, f. 1807).13

12. For the sections on Exodus to Judges, no edition of Prokopios ex-
ists. To allow identification and contextualization of the excerpts, I refer the
reader to the respective folio numbers in MS Munich, BSB gr. 358, a pri-
mary witness of the full text of Prokopios and available online (Diktyon 44806;
https://daten.digitale-sammlungen.de/db/0010/bsb00109048/images/). 1 also refer to
Nikephoros 1772—1773 when this edition contains text corresponding to the excerpts
selected by Rousanos (available on http://medusa.libver.gr/handle/123456789/2506 and
http://medusa.libver.gr/handle/123/1609; dependence on Prokopios is indicated by the at-
tribution to Prokopios and the two preceding asterisks; Nikephoros used MS Munich, BSB
gr. 358, but rearranged some fragments; parts of his edition were reprinted in PG 87). The
first critical edition of Prokopios’s exegesis of Exodus, prepared by Karin Metzler, is in
print in the GCS series.

13. See also (from the catenae on the Octateuch, with reference to Prokopios:) PETIT
2000, p. 150 (n° 177) and earlier Nikephoros 1772, 1:6228-¢.
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Avlaiag 0¢ kalel Ta mopoanetdopata, kol Popaiov eovi] koptivag.
Excerpt on Exod 26:2 (cf. MS Munich, BSB gr. 358, f. 228" and
Nikephoros 1772, 1:8475-¢).

Agvtepovopiov

09 mpocbnoete mpog to pijuo. Kai pet’ OAiyov €pel ... antod &ig TG AKodg
avT@®V.
Excerpt on Deut 4:2 (cf. MS Munich, BSB gr. 358, f. 342" and Nike-
phoros 1772, 1:143706-¢).

Ap1Oud u’ pootiycdroovery ovtdy. Koi TeCexmh onoi peter p &n ... [400v .

&v TveDOTL TEPLTOUTV S1oyoryGVTOG aOTOVG.
Excerpt on Deut 25:3 (cf. MS Munich, BSB gr. 358, ff. 361Y-362" and
Nikephoros 1772, 1:1575e-1576p).1

1000 ob KowdGool UETC TV TOTEPWY 00V, ZNUEWTEOV €1 TOV KATO TNV
TOAOLALY ... TVELUOTIKT]V VO TEOV GLYYEVELQVY.
Excerpt on Deut 31:16 (cf. MS Munich, BSB gr. 358, . 368").15

‘Incod

Kai oi karoikodvreg I'ofowv fikovaoy. IIpovydpnoev avToig Td THe potyo-
Vi ... [MT .. pog vOTOV AmOVTOVY Ei¢ TOV Aapmdy.
Excerpt on los 9:3 (cf. MS Munich, BSB gr. 358, f. 392"V and Nike-
phoros 1773, 11:56a. and 56p-y).1¢

"Eott 8¢ petadd Ailog kol AOTOAE®G ... O GLYYPAPEDS MG VEDTEPOG.
Excerpt on los 10:41 (cf. MS Munich, BSB gr. 358, f. 393" and Nike-
phoros 1773, 11:66¢-(, 67¢ and 683-¢).'7

|41v

Kpudyv

Ex tij¢c molews 1@V powvikwv. Teptyodg enoil. Apad 0& mOMGS ... THG 0€
XePpov and gikooTtod.

14. Nikephoros included only the first half of the fragment.

15. See also Nikephoros 1772, 1:1618 n. 2.

16. Nikephoros did not include the entire fragment, but (as separate fragments) two
non-consecutive sections of it.

17. The entire excerpt can be read in the edition of Nikephoros, but dispersed over
three different fragments.
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Excerpt on Tud 1:16 (cf. MS Munich, BSB gr. 358, f. 401" and Nike-
phoros 1773, 11:1243-¢).

Eic yijv Xenieiv. Trv Kdnpov onotiv.
Excerpt on Iud 1:26 (cf. MS Munich, BSB gr. 358, f. 401" and Nike-
phoros 1773, 11:126¢).

Koroikodvrag Ayycd. THv vij<cov> ITtolepaida enoiv.
Excerpt on Tud 1:31 (cf. MS Munich, BSB gr. 358, f. 401" and Nike-
phoros 1773, 11:129y-9).

Oboe tod¢ kotoikodvrog Awp. MeBoplov yap adtn TdV VO PLAGV.
Excerpt on Tud 1:31 (cf. MS Munich, BSB gr. 358, f. 401" and Nike-
phoros 1773, 11:1299).

Erava Axpofiv. ‘Oplov todto tig Tovdaiog avatolkov ... TOMG ToD
‘Tdovpaiov.
Excerpt on Tud 1:36 (cf. MS Munich, BSB gr. 358, f. 401" and Nike-
phoros 1773, 11:130y-0).

Eppafoile mopoig év Anvdd. T p) avepdg AAOT oL TOAUAV.
Excerpt on Iud 6:11 (cf. MS Munich, BSB gr. 358, f. 407" and Nike-
phoros 1773, 11:1625).

Booeidv!'®

Yiog éviavtod Zaodl év 1@ Paocileverv obtov. O Zoppoayog EESMKEY ...
UETO TNG AmOAITNTOG ONAOT.
Excerpt on I Regn 13:1 (cf. MEURSIUS 1620, pp. 34 and 37).

ITvedua kvpiov éidinoey év éuoi. AloyovOtmcoy Tovddiot ... [* .

00 TpOPNTNG;
Excerpt on II Regn 23:2 (cf. MEURSIUS 1620, p. 153).1?

.. TOC

Ap1cnf. O1 howmoi “ayproddyova’”.
Excerpt on IV Regn 4:39 (cf. MEURSIUS 1620, p. 285).

18. To allow identification of the excerpts, I refer to the page numbers in MEURSIUS
1620 (available on proquest:ned-kbn-all-00003310-001; this is an edition from MS Lei-
den, Bibl. Rijksuniv., BPG 50, a younger copy of MS Munich, BSB gr. 358). The precise
loci in MS Munich, BSB gr. 358 can easily be retrieved through the overview published
by PETIT 2003, pp. XXXIV-LX (here XXXVI, XLV, LVI and LVIII).

19. A new edition of this fragment, from MS Munich, BSB gr. 358 and replacing
Meursius’s, is available in PET1T 2003, p. 107 (n° 35).
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Kai édwrev é’ adTov to dyloouo kai to poptopiov. 'Ev 1oic [MapaAieumopévorg
gxet ... kaba mposimov mvopalov.
Excerpt on IV Regn 11:12 (cf. MEURSIUS 1620, p. 305).

Tnv EAop. Ty vdv ovopalopévnyv Aikay ... v Epubpav Tpocayopedovct
Barattay.
Excerpt on IV Regn 14:22 (cf. MEURSIUS 1620, p. 310).
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