Liturgical texts relating to the First
Council of Ephesus (431):
the Origin of the Date of 12th of Tt
in the Coptic Calendar

[Textos litargicos relacionados con el Concilio de
Efeso (431): el origen de la fecha del 12 de Tt en
el calendario copto]

Youhanna Nessim YOUSSEF
University of Divinity- Saint Athanasius College
ynyoussef@hotmail.com

Abstract: The Council of Ephesus is an important event in the Church
History. In this paper, we give an introduction about the main events of
this council; we will make an overview about the date of this event in the
Byzantine, Syriac and Coptic traditions. We will provide the reader with
three sets of the Coptic liturgical texts relating to this council and we will
give a brief commentary on these texts.
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Resumen: El concilio de Efeso es una fecha importante en la historia de la
Iglesia. En este trabajo, ofrecemos una introduccién de los eventos mds
destacados de este concilio; haremos un recorrido sobre la fecha de esta
festividad en la tradicién bizantina, siria y copta. Ademds, ofrecemos al
lector tres ejemplos de textos liturgicos coptos relacionados con este
concilio, asf como un breve comentario de estos textos
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Introduction

The council of Ephesus is a turning point in the life of the Church. A
Coptic tradition attributes to this council the introduction of the
Creed.! The sources relating to this council arrived in different
languages such as Greek, Latin, Coptic, Syriac, Armenian and
Georgian.” In this council, Cyril of Alexandria played an important.’®

Despite this rich documentation, very few studies are dedicated to
the liturgical texts relating to this council.

The Coptic liturgical texts provide an amazing date of the 12 T(t.
In this paper, we will overview of all the dates relating, then we will
give the commemoration of 12 Tt in the different calendars in order
to show that the council of Ephesus is not mentioned in any at this
date.

We will study the different calendars known in the Coptic tradition
and we will conclude with the edition of the full texts of different |

Chronological table
The table below gives the development of the events® in this council.’
430

November 19. The Emperor Theodosius II invitation to the Synod
at Ephesus.

Youhanna Nessim Youssef, “The introduction to the Creed (revisited),” Bulletin de
la Société d’Archéologie Copte 47 (2008), pp. 93-111.

M. Geerard, Clavis Patrum Graecorum, Corpus Christianorum, Turnhout : Brepols
1980, volume 4, p.30-32 § 8611.

For an overview of this controversy cf. N. Russel, Cyril of Alexandria, The Early
Church Fathers , London and New York: Routledge 2000, p.31-57.

C. Hefele, A history of the councils of the Church from original documents, volume 3, AD.
421-451, (Edinburgh: T&T Clark, 1883), pp. 1-110;

A.]. Festugiere, Ephése et Chalcédoine, actes des conciles, Textes dossiers documents,
(Paris : Beauchesne, 1982), pp. 12-13. R. Teja, La “tragedia” de Efeso (431): Herejia y
poder en la antigueda tardia (Santander: Servicio de publicaciones de la Universidad
de Cantabria, 1995) [thanks to the reviewer of CCO for attracting my attention to
this reference].
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431

7 May. The Pope Celestine answers a letter giving a beautiful proof
of his peace-disposition to Cyril.

15 May the pope Celestine addressed to the Emperor Theodosius
saying that he could not be present at the Council

22 June. First session Nestorius is condemned by the Cyrillian
council.

26 June. Cyril and Memnon are condemned by the Oriental.

29 June. Sacra sent to the Cyrillian council by Palladius.

1 July. Relation of the Cyrillians to Theodosius carried by Palladius.

10-11 July. The legates of the pope subscribed to the condemnation
of Nestorius.

16-17. After three convocations John of Antioch is condemned by
the Cyrillians.

22 July. Affair of the priest Charisius at the Cyrillian council.

Sacra confirming the depositions of Nestorius, Cyril and Memnon
and putting them under arrest

13 August. The Cyrillian bishops sent to Constantinople wrote the
Cyrillian council.

Eight legates of each party are sent to the court by imperial order

11. September. The legates of the prefecture of the Orient are
received in audience by the Emperor

25 October. Maximian is ordained with the assistance of the
Cyrillians.

31 October, Cyril escape from the prison and returned back to
Alexandria.

432

End of July Theodosius wrote to John of Antioch and to Simon
Stylite for the peace with Cyril

25 December Sermon of Paul of Emesa at Alexandria in front of
Cyril.
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433

1 January Second sermon of Paul of Emesa at Alexandria
Spring Letter of John of Antioch and the reply of Cyril

As we can see none of the dates mentioned above corresponds to date
of 12 Tt (9" September). The closer date is 11" September when the
legates of the Oriental are received by the emperor. Hence it is
important to investigate the origin of the date in the Coptic
Synaxarion.

The Council of Ephesus in the Coptic literature

Many Coptic texts are related to the council of Ephesus, for example,
in one text we find the Abbot Victor of the monastery Pbow playing
an important,® in another tradition relating this council to Shenoute’
which is confirmed by the fragments of the History of the Patriarchs’
this tradition is also attested in the doxology Batos of Shenoute’

AAHOWMC AKGICI EMAMMD HEN OMH T Truly, you became elevated in the
NtCYNOAOC NTE NENIOT midst in the Synod of our Orthodox

NOPOOAOZOC HEN TTIONIC EHECOC fathers in the city of Ephesus

¢ U. Bouriant, Actes du concile d’Ephése, Mémoires publiés par les Membres de la

Mission Archéologique Frangaise au Caire, (Paris : Ernest Leroux, 1892), pp. 2-4.

C. Lenormant, « Note relative aux fragments du concile cecuménique d’Ephése »
Mémoires de I'’Académies des inscriptions et Belles-Lettres, 19 (2) (1852)

D. W. Johnson, “Further Fragments of a Coptic History of the Church: Cambridge
Or. 1699R.” Enchoria 6 (1976): 7-17. 1d., “Nestorius” Coptic Encyclopedia, A.S. Atiya
(ed.) volume 6 (New York: MacMillan, 1991), col. 1786a-1787b.

Nahdat ‘l-Kanais, nxmm NTe HYaAMOALS €00Y2B NTE MPOMII MPPHT €TAY0AWN)C NXE
NENIOT NFEKKAHCIA NpeMuxHMl NopeoA0%zoc [The book of the holy psalmodia as it
was established by the fathers of the Coptic Orthodox church] (Cairo: s.n., 1949),
pp. 423-424. This doxology, in the edition of Tukhi, is dedicated to Cyril of
Alexandria as Shenoute is not recognized as a saint in the Catholic Church. cf. Y.
‘Abd al-Masih, “Doxologies in the Coptic Church. Edited Bohairic Doxologies”,
Bulletin de la Société d'Archéologie Copte 6(1940), pp. 19-76 espec., p. 48.
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AKTMIM NNICTOYPIOC TIITATPIAPXHC
NACEBHC 0YO2 2KEPOMOANOTIN
NTOMOANOTIa €ONANEY

ben oyMeTOoYal NTTPIAC
NPE(TaNHO NOYMOOCIOC GIDT NEM
TIYHP NEM TITING. €0Y T NpPaN
OYNOYT NOYWT

0YO0QR 3KCITEM ETCMH €4M®)
€BOADEN THE €4X.M MMOC X€
AYEPATIAZIN MIMOY CENOYOI0C
NAPXHMANAPITHC
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You gave shame to Nestorius the
impious patriarch, you confess the
good confession

In one unity of the Life giving
Trinity the consubstantial The Father,
the Son and the Holy Spirit, three
names one God

And you heard the voice from
heaven, proclaiming and saying:
You are consecrated Senuthius the
archmandrite

The Calendars

In the Byzantine tradition, the commemoration occurs in the
Synaxarion of Constantinople on 9 September (12 T(it):

TH 00T HUePO LVALVTV EMLTEAODUEY TOV EKOITOV TEVINKOVTO Crylov

8£0pOpOV TOTEPOV TOV £V EQECH

On this day, we celebrate the hundred and fifty God-bearers, fathers

in Ephesus™®

The Synaxarion of Constantinople was revised by the order of the
Emperor Basil 1T (975-1025AD)". In the tenth century, The Melkites
started to translate their synaxarium' to Arabic where we can find
this commemoration in the Manuscript Paris Arabe 254 fol. 7r-v.” The

10

H. Delehaye, Synaxarium Ecclesiae Constantinopolitanae e codice sirmondiano,

(Bruxelles: Société Bollandistes 1954), Col. 31-32.

11

A. Fortescue, “Synaxarion” Catholic Encyclopedia 14, C. Hebermann (ed.), (New

York: Robest Appleton, 1913), s.v. Synaxarion

12

J.M. Sauget, «Premiéres recherches sur l'origine et les caractéristiques des

Synaxaires Melkites » Subsidia Hagiographica 45, (Bruxelles : s.n., 1969).

Tome 1. Bibliothéque Nationale-

G. Troupeau, Catalogue des Manuscrits Arabes- premiére partie Manuscrits Chrétiens,
Département des

Manuscrits, (Paris :

Bibliothéque Nationale, 1972), Numéro 254, pp. 212-213.
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translation of the Melkite Synaxarion will have a great influence on
the Copto-arabic synaxarion. We may assume that the date proposed
by the Coptic Synaxarion is, in fact, the influence of the Melkite
influence. It is worth mentioning that the number of the bishops in
the Coptic tradition is two hundred while in the Greek tradition is one
hundred and fifty.

While in the Syriac tradition the calendar: for the 9" September
(Iyltil) commemoration of Sarbil and his sister, Mor Julian the elder,
saint Basilides the martyr, the birth of the Virgin Mary, Joachim and
Anna, Y(r4 the martyr.” The commemoration of the Council of
Ephesus is on 18 January (2 Can{in).

Hence we find that the commemoration of the Council of Ephesus
in the Coptic Church is influenced by the Byzantine tradition rather
than the Syriac one.

The commemoration is mentioned in the Synaxarion,” (c.13
century) however only one manuscript of the Meneloges of the
Gospels (12 T{it).'

This commemoration is absent from the calendars of Ibn al-Rahib,
(13 century)” Abu Barakat Ibn Kabar (12 T{t) (14 century)”® and
Qalqgasandi. (15 century).”

" Roger Akhrass, 515 ol ke ZS3 W) sl ) ST S 3 ) STy Ko sLeW KT
OS5 bl el pl, 3T iS, e — ol 0\ Sl [Calendar of the Lordly feasts and the
commemorations of the saints in the Church of Antioch the Syriac Orthodox, Publications
of the centre of the Syriac studies,] (Damascus : Patriarchate of Antioch and all
the East for the Syriac Orthodox, 2015), pp. 134-135.

" 1. Forget, Synaxarium Alexandrinum, «Corpus Scriptorum Christianorum

Orientalium» 1, Arabic 18 (Paris: Poussielgue, 1905), pp. 19-20. R. Basset, Le

Synaxaire Arabe Jacobite, (rédaction Copte), 2 Mois de tout et de Babeh, Patrologia

Orientalis 1.3 Numéro 3 (Paris : Firmin-Didot, 1904), pp. 259[45]-261[47].

F. Nau, Les Ménologes des évangéliaires Coptes-Arabes, «Patrologia Orientalis» 10.2

Numéro 47 (Paris : Firmin-Didot, 1913), p. 188[24] (Thomas the Apostle), p. 211[47]

(Archangel Michael), p. 223[59] (the council of Ephesus and the translation of the

relics of Climasand his companions), p. 225[61] (Thomas the Apostle).

A.Y. Sidarus, Ibn ar-Rdhibs Leben un Werk, «Islmakundliche Untersuchengen» Band

36, (Freiburg: Klaus Schawrz Verlag, 1975), Tafel 7 (Thomas the Apostle).

E. Tisserant, Le calendrier d’Aboul-Barakat, «Patrologia Orientalis» 10.3, Num. 48

(Paris : Firmin-Didot, 1913), p. 254 [10]. Thomas the Apostle and Clement and his

companions.

17
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Only few fragments survive from the Coptic calendar of Upper
Egypt, a late fragment of the lectionary from White Monastery, (Paris,
BNF Copte 43, f.25r (= p. 7 of the quire) commemorates Anba Isaac the
Stylite the anchorite.”

The commemoration of the 12 Tfit is not mentioned in the seven
manuscripts used by Bishop Samuel for his edition of the book the
Order of the Church “Tartib al-Bay‘ah”

The Book of Turuhat (pl. 1)

O.H.E. Burmester was the first to study the Turuhat* however his
leading studies, very few studies were done in this subject. We will use
the manuscript Coptic Museum 323 Lit” from the fifteen century

Tarh Batos
COY 1B MIMABOT 6MOYT D5 gl a3k The 12" day of the
TIXINOWOYT MITIC €ThEN i -l L\}\ month of Thot, the
€$ECOC BATOC P t > Council of the 200 in

g_)"’L‘j 5\ Ephesus -Batos

¥ R.G. Coquin, “Le Calendrier Copte des fétes de saints chez al-Qalqasandi » Parole de

I'Orient 6-7 (1975), pp. 375-411 espec., p. 389.

U. Zanetti, “Lecons liturgiques au monastére Blanc: Six typika,” Bulletin de la

Société d’Archéologie Copte -46 (2007), pp. 251-304 espec., pp. 278-282.

2 O.H.E. Burmester, “The Turuhat of the Saints (T{t, Babah, Hat{ir),” Bulletin de la
Société d’Archéologie Copte 4 (1938), pp. 141-194, espec., p.148.

2 M. Simaika and Y. ‘Abd al-Maish, Catalogue of the Coptic and Arabic Manuscripts in the
Coptic Museum, the Patriarchate, the Principal Churches of Cairo and Alexandria and the
Monasteries of Egypt, volume 1, (Publications of the Coptic Museum, Cairo:
Government Press, 1939), p. 84, Number 171. Not in the catalogue of G. Graf,
Catalogue de Manuscrits Arabes Chrétiens conservés au Caire, Studi e testi 63, Citta des
Vaticano: Biblioteca Apostolica Vaticana 1934.

20
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24
march.
Arabic: “deposed”.

25

The 200  bishops
assembled in the city
Ephesus according to
the order of Jesus
Christ (and) His Good
Father

For the denying of the
Godless Nestorius the

impious, the heretic
man who belongs to
the evil heresy

Who blasphemed the
Son of God and made
him two natures, two
hypostases  in  his
inferior mind

Our holy fathers, the

200 bishops clothed
themselves* with
might  from  the

Elevated by the Holy
Spirit

They  anathematized
him and threw” him
from his high-
priesthood and banished
him from his throne

In Arabic “desired ardently” or “agitate the arms while walking’ hence going on
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0YO0Q AYOY22Ca20Yl NOYON
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MENENCa Nal AYWENDOY
EMoYMa+ NX€E NENIOT
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2ITEN THC TIXC+ ETIPL
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TTIC €ThEN €PECOC NTEYXA
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Commentary

281

And  they  cursed
everyone who says his
abominable statement,
saying two Natures and
two wills

Afterwards, our
fathers, the bishops
victoriously went” to
their place by Jesus
Christ who acts in them
every time,

Pray to the Lord on
our behalf our lords
fathers the 200 bishops
in Ephesus in order
that He...

In order to respond to the following doctrine of Nestorius:

oHeTagx€e0oY2Ee* TIHPI M T agalq Nagq MPYCIC B NEM
OY2YTIOCTACIC B+ bEN MEYNOYC €TOI NXMDXEB

Who blasphemed the Son of God and made him two natures, two
hypostases in his inferior mind.

% Arabic adds: “back”.
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The theotokia of Monday states this:”

THC TIXC MAOTOC €TAYGICAPZ hEN OYMETATMIBT aq@MIM NPWML
NTENOC

MIIEYX.MDA) MIEYOWD OYAE MIEYPWPX. KATa @Al NCMOT MENENCA
TMeToyal

A 0YPYCIC NOYDT OY2YTOCTACIC NOYMT OYTPOCTION NOYWT
NTe ¢t mroroc

Jesus Christ the Word, who was incarnated, without alternation,
became perfect man.

He did neither alternate, nor mingle or separate in any form
after the unity.

But He is One Nature, one Hypostasis and one Prosopon for God
the Word.

Our text declares this statement:

0Y02 AYOY32C220Yl NOY ON NIBEN+ €T XM bEN [1€ YCaXl €TCW 4+
NHETOYX.M MYCIC BT+ 0Y0R OYD®) Bt

And they cursed everyone who says his abominable statement,
saying two Natures and two wills.

The acts of the council mention the following statement:

The holy and great synod, therefore stated that the only begotten
Son, begotten of God the Father according to nature, true God from
true God... We too ought to follow these words and these teachings
and consider what is meant by saying that the Word from God took
flesh and became man. For we do not say the nature of the Word was
changed and became flesh, nor that He was turned into a whole man
made of body and soul. Rather de we claim that the Word in an

7 Nahdat ‘l-Kanais, nxwm NTe ‘HYarMoAlx €00YaB, p. 158, Theotokia of Monday part

6.
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unspeakable, inconceivable manner united to himself hypostatically
flesh enlivened by a rational soul, and so became man and was called
son of man, not by God’s will alone or good pleasure, nor by
assumption of a person alone. Rather did two different natures come
together to form a unity, and from both arose one Christ, One Son. It
was not though the distinctness of natures was destroyed by the
union, but divine and humanity together made perfect for us ONE
LORD AND ONE CHRIST *

So we shall confess one Christ and one Lord. We do not adore the
man along with the Word, so as to avoid any appearance of division by
using the word “with”. But we adore him as one and the same,
because, because the body is no other than the Word... We ought not,
therefore, to split into two sons the one Lord Jesus Christ...””

Hence from this statement we see that only the “nature” was
highlighted and not Will, which will be raised by the crisis of the
Monothelitism: The teaching that the person of Christ has “one will”
or voluntative activity was promulgated by Patriarch Sergius in his
statement entitled Psephos (633), and officially endorsed by Emperor
Heraclius in his Ekthesis (638) in an effort (given the increasingly
fragile state of Byzantine.”

Hence we can conclude that text provided here above was written
after the seventh century as it is more related to the Monothelite
controversy of the seventh century while it should be related to the
christological controversy of 431. The same confusion occurs also in
the life of Samuel of Kalamon where we find that Samuel opposed to
the council of Chalcedon.

% N. Tanner, S.J. Decrees of the Ecumenical Councils, volume One Nicaea I to Lateran V,

(Westminster: Georgetown University Press, 1990), pp. 41-42.

Tanner, Decrees of the Ecumenical, p. 43.

E. Epsen, “Monothelitism”, The Encyclopaedia of Eastern Orthodox Christianity, J.A.
McGuckin, (Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell, 2011), pp. 402-403.

29
30
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Not in Coptic.

To them also Adam

When  the  heretic
Nestorius blasphemed
against the Son of God

And he made Him
(Jesus) in his
abominable counsel:
two Natures and two
will

The 200 believers bishops
assembled in Ephesus
against him

They were asking him
to return back from this
blaspheme. He did not
return.

They cursed him with
all who are with him
and they broke with
him and exiled him

They established
saying: “Jesus  Christ
three hypostases, One
God
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MEqPWPX. EMTHPY+ sy ok 2\ 35 % He is not divided at all
NOYCOYCOY NOY T+ . ] (even) for one second:
oYNOYT NOY T+ ol 3 e e 2>ly &Y One God, He is never
MIeqPmPpX. ENEY divided.

3 0YDYCIC NOYWD T+ . JUCRNEAN danb g But one Nature, one
OY2YTIOCTACIC NOYDT+ oy Hypostasis, one God, He
OYNOYt NOY(T+ Neoy Ry 2y O9aY uoly s God the Word

¢ mroroc K31 )

CITEN NIEYXH® NTETC RPN P IRCHNW Through the prayers of
NETCKOTOCH M6C - the 200 bishops Lord

€PeMOT NaN U‘ M2 grant us...

Commentary

The first stanza confuses Christological doctrine with Trinitarian
doctrine as Nestorius never denied the Divinity of Christ.

“When the heretic Nestorius blasphemed against the Son of God,

And he made Him (Jesus) in his abominable counsel: two Natures
and two wills

They established saying: “Jesus Christ three hypostases, One God

He is not divided at all (even) for one second: One God, He is never
divided.

But one Nature, one Hypostasis, one God, He is God the Word

As we mentioned in the previous text, Nestorius did not tackle the
problem of “Wills” which will appear two centuries later.

The text here echoes the theotokia of Monday (mentions above) as
well as the doxology of Shenoute.

The text makes an overview about the heresy of Nestorius
however the theological expressions are not accurate
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Doxology

No doxology is found in the collection of manuscripts used by Yassa
Abd al-Masih,”” however I find a doxology in the Manuscript Paris

Copte 123% (P. 2).
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TIENIIDT €6Y ABBA KYPIANAOC*
MmN T NAPXHEPEYCH NEM NENIOT
Narmekortoc s aYowoyYt THPOY+
bEN a<l>ecoc35

THC MMANECOY NNIFI)T+ Neoq
NAUXH bEN TOYMHT+ 0Y0p
AYTAXPO X€ TIAPOENOCH ECMIC
Mgt mroroc

€0BE€ TNCAX1 NXE0Ya+ NTE
NACTOP® MaCEBHC X€ TP
MIIECMICI+ NNOYT aAAA OYPMMI

The 12" of the month of Tit the
commemoration of the Angel
Michael and the assemble of the 200
in Ephesus

Doxology Batos for the third council
of the 200 in Ephesus

Our holy father, Abba Cyril the great
high-priest and our fathers the
bishops all assembled in Ephesus

Jesus the great shepherd was in
their midst and they confirmed that
the Virgin gave birth to God the
Word

Because of the word of blasphemy
of the impious Nestorius that the
Virgin did not give birth to God

2 Y. ‘Abd al-Masih,,“Doxlogies in the Coptic Church -unedited Bohairic doxologies I
Tt -Kyahk” Bulletin de la Société d’Archéologie Copte 7(1941), pp. 31-61 espec., p. 36.

33

L. Delaporte, Catalogues sommaire des manuscrits de la Bibliothéque Nationale de

Paris (Paris : Piccard, 1912), p. 84 Numéro 123 cANons ET HYMNEs (bohairique) pour

les six premiers mois de 'année.
Read neruckonoc

Read edecoc

Read necTwpioc

34

35

36
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AYMOP €BOADHEN TIINa €0Y + NXE C
N 37 N

NTE adeCOC” + aYCOR1 MMOY 0YO0P
AYKOPY+ MITEYCAXI ETXEOY™

AP AAHOMC WOYNIATENOHNOY* D
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The 200 of Ephesus became full of
the Holy Spirit and they reproved
him and they destroyed his
blasphemous word.

Then blessed are you truly, O priests

of Christ, the bright stars on the
whole World

NIOYHB NTE€ TIXC NIGMCTHP
OYEPOYMINI+ €X €N TOIKOYMENH
THPC

Pray: the 200 of Ephesus abba Cyril
and who are with him.

TWBP+ NIC NTE APECOC + BB
KYPIAOC NEM NHEOMEMAY

Commentary

While the doxology is too short and the scribe did not master the
Coptic language as it is apparent from the number of mistakes,
however his understanding of the history of theology is more
accurate than that of the Tarh.

Difnar

The Difnar® of Lower-Egypt has this commemoration while it is
absent from the Antiphonarion of Upper Egypt.*!

37 Read edecoc

Read eyepoywmt

Read edecoc

For this book cf. G. Gabra ,,Untersuchungen zum Difnar der koptischen Kirche. I
Quellenlage, Forschungsgeschichichte und kiinftige Aufgaben®, Bulletin de la
Société d'Archéologie Copte 35 (1996), pp. 37-52, Id., ,,Untersuchungen zum Difnar
der koptischen Kirche. II zur Kompilation”, Bulletin de la Société d'Archéologie Copte
37 (1998), pp. 49-68.

The commemoration should be between commemorations of Dioscorus and
Stephen. M. Cramer & M. Krause, Das koptische Antiphonar, «Jerusalemer
Theologisches Forum» 12 (Miinster: Aschendorf Verlag, 2008), p. 68 (Dioscorus 7
T{t), p. 74 (Stephen 15 T{t).

38
39

40

41
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We can compare the text with the text of the Antiphornarion,
(Difnar)* for which we use the manuscript Coptic Museum 357A Lit.:”

AYOWOYt NX€E NENIOT+
Narmekonoc*s nem
TIENIDT KYPINNOCH EXEN
nacTwpioc”

dal €TayxeoYa+ bEN
TIEYAAC ETCWY+ PHETE
MM NOATY+ EBONHEN
PY ET2WOY

€XEN TENGC THPEN+
tee0A0KOCT IWOYWOY
NNUTCTOCH taria Mapla

A4X0C X€ MITECMICI+ NXE
2P+ €BHA €OYPMMI+
€0YNOYT &N 1€

il
L bl Caar|
L) - aBslt

Choe L"5,'\\\ RV
el B

o aﬁm ol
o ad

sl ALyt Je
okl 2 )
s (l Syl o) B
C.SL.N QLA\; ¥
Y1 52

The 12" of the month of
Tit, the holy council of
the 200 at Ephesus

Our fathers the bishops

and our father Cyril
assembled against
Nestorius

This who blasphemed

with his abominable
tongue who is worthy to
be cut from his evil
mouth

Against our Mistress of
all, the Mother of God, the
pride of the faithful, the
holy Mary

He said: The Virgin did
not give birth not to God
but a man

2 De lacy O’Leary, The Difnar (Antiphonarium) of the Coptic Church, Vol. 1, (London:

s.n., 1926), p. 11.

43

Nashaat Mekhaiel,, Untersuchungen zur Entstehungs- und Uberlieferungsgeschchte des

koptischen Difnars, Aschendorf Verlag, Miinster, 2010 (= Jerusalemer Theologisches

Forum 14), pp. 42-47.
Read neruckonoc
Read necTwpioc

44

45
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AAN2 MENENCa Nal+ & T
@I NHHTY+ HEN
OYMETOYal AN+ aAAa HEN
doywm

ben Taiadpopmn+ eymoyt
enxc+ x€ ¢ycic Bt+
OY2YTIOTACIC NNOYWT

AYOWOYT €BOA+ NX€E Nal
T+ NETICKOTOCH €2PHL
€XEN Nal

AYCEMNI bEN NOYCAX1+
Npeqt MIOmMNbL+ X€ TTia p
€0Y+ aCMICI M

dHETAYEPPDOMIT HEN
OYMETATMIB}+
WATEYCWT EBON+
MICENOC NaAJM

aYCOP1 MNACTWP s NeM
NHEONEMAY+ MENENCA Nal
A€+ aYaly NaN2AOEMA

e sx o S
ok ! o
sl iy o1 Jyler
) %MS‘ s

s gl

Soly 58l

4 Read necTwpioc
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But  afterwards, God
became in Him not in
unity but in wish

In this means calling
Christ that two natures
and one hypostasis

These 200 bishops
assembled against these
(statements)

They established with
their life-giving words:
The holy Virgin gave
birth to God

He became man without
changing until He saved
the race of Adam

They rebuked Nestorius
and who are with him
afterwards they
anathematized him
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AYCEMNI NZANKANON+ NEM f)g\x»j plgd gy They established canons
eANCBMBL NIDNb+ ' i " and teachings of life in

EYWDI™ HEN NIEKKAHCIA G 4> & the church forever

@2 TCYNTENIA A A_...s..ﬂ\

MOYNIATENOHNOY+ Ll ? bsb Blessed are you O Bishops.
NIEMCKOTIOC*+ €TE TIC+ 200 who assembled at

€TaYOoWOYT beN edecoc %.;""m L) Ephesus

CITEN NIEYXH Sy Through the prayers

Commentary

The first three stanzas highlight the role of Cyril. The
author/compiler of this text evokes in the following stanzas the
doctrine of Nestorius who claimed that the Virgin Mary ought to be
called only Christotokos, the Mother of Christ, and any other title given
to her designated a false understanding of Christology, betraying (as
he thought) a confusion of the divine and human properties in Jesus.
Initially, Nestorius preferred to designate the Virgin Mary as
Anthropotokos, Mother of the Man, but eventually chose to refer to her
as Christotokos, Mother of Christ, as he sought to bring about unity in
his divided church.

The dogma of Ephesus was in fact proclaimed in the year 433 AD,
two years after the council with the Formula of Union (in Cyril’s
Letters as “Let the Heavens Rejoice”), according to which they agreed
that Christ was one person (hypostasis). The Council of Ephesus set

47 Read pancB®

Read eyaon

48
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the terms of the fundamental Christology of the church, determining
the agendas of the next three ecumenical councils to come. *

f\lG(l)OY ON HXOC BaTOC

AAHOWC 01 Na)dHPL+
0YO0? €JTOMT NXE
TIANOYC*+ Al)ANCAX1
ETIEKTA10 KYPIANOC TIIMAC
Mmooyl

NEM NENIOT NEMCKOonoc+
e€TaYewoYt beN edpecoc
coBe ONOIXT™’
ANacTpioc '+
e€Tayxeoya etna’p

dHeTGAHEM OYO0Q
ATCOTY s €Ta
TICATANAC CaX1 NHHTY+
€qT20YE> NNAICAX]
E€TEWOY+ X€ TTIa P
urecmict Mt

by b Ll 4

wel Gl 3%
13) J.apwj
Saol K, s
S g Sk

Bl Ll

U el (i)
Gul gl o
sl Je

e ) el s
4 3o sl

G ) placsdl
N oy Lol

d sl ol &)
oY) s

49

To them also tune Batos

Truly 1 am amazed and
my mind is marveled
when 1 talk about your
honour Cyril the cub.

And the fathers bishops
who  assembled  at
Ephesus because of cause
of Nestorius when he
blasphemed against the
Virgin

That impure and
abominable that Satan
talked in him delivering
these evil words that the
Virgin did not give birth
to God

Stamenka E. Antonova, “Council of Ephesus (431)”, The Encyclopeda of Eastern

Orthodox Christianity, J.A. McGuckin, (Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell, 2011), pp. 164-165.

%0 Read exanxi

Read necTwpioc
Read eTcay

51

52

53

Read it should be either eqTaoye Nalcax1 Or €qTa0Y0 NNAICAX]



292

22 ACMICI NOYPMMI+
Mpput NPOMI NIBEN+
MENENCIIC €TAYOY D)
nxe ¢t agi aqmmm
NbHTY

ARAYLA, MITPOGHTHC
A4bWTEB* NTOANIAO
THIAANODYAOCH 2YDAL
NOYIT NEM MDD+ HEN
NEN@HP1 MITICX

ATETENHITEB
NNACT®P s @ M)yt
NEMCKOTIOCH APETENAIY
NNa8EMa+ NEM TIEQIDT
TICATANAC

M NIOYHB NTE MXC+
NIMANECIDOY NAOTIKON®
NTE MOgl €60Y2B+ NTE
NIOPOOA0Z0C

M NIQMLX, NAYNXTOC
0YO0Q NIPEGMIML NKIADC*
OYBE NIPEPETIKOC
MIIONHPOC* NLX2X1 NTE
nxc

Youhanna Nessim

bl ol s
B e il
Jo s sm @ )
Gl 4

Jia gl 550 Ll
5 M\ Sl
G o S
Sl !

ogia-ly st AB
olarsll aly 5

Al Ll fzs\j

sl &S L
Sl sl C_...Ji
c&zﬂ s ab )

A el el

S Y)

L3l lasedl L)
B\e ‘AA’ J.PJ;\
) ) e &b\ gl

C,,..i\

5 1 Sam 17:48-51.
»  Ps151:7.
% Read necTmpioc

But she gave birth to a
man like every men
afterwards God wished
and came and dwelt in
Him

David the prophet killed
Goliath the Allophyles™
and removed shame and
reproach from Israel’s
sons”

You killed Nestorius, O
great bishops, you made
him anathema with his
father Satan

O priests of Christ, the
rational shepherd of the
holy  flock of the
Orthodox.

O brave mighty and the
good fighter against the
evil heretics, the enemies
of Christ.
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M NICTYANOC e ol saall L 0 luminous pillars of the
NPEYEPOYWINI+ o whole World who
€TOIKOYMENH THPC* u"’\“ A.;j{__..l\ VK established tr}lly for us
NHETAYTAXPON bEN el Jo bgus the straight faith
MmN T+ €TCOYTMN hEN Sl dgieed
OYMEOMHI o
TMBY MITGC €2PHI EX DN+ be oMl e |yl Igr;;lyl;o thg Lc;lrd on our
NEM MM ocC " ehalt and this martyr
K)\HMZC Ne:'tl‘lel;u)qu g‘“‘b \ -\*é-*j\ b2y Clems and his
MMfs NTEYXA NENNOBI Joadg slagall alse|, COmpanions the martyrs
NN €BON ’ 7 so that He forgive our
W oaad & J-L\iﬁﬂ. N\ sins
Lollles
Commentary

The text here repeats the same statement as the previous texts
regarding the doctrine of Nestorius.

The image of David and Goliath is unique in the whole corpus
relating to the council of Ephesus.

Again the last stanza, asking the in prayers of saint Clems is also
unique, we should expect the prayers of the 200 hundred bishops
assembled in Ephesus. It seems that there are some missing stanzas.

Conclusion

The Council of Ephesus is an important event in the Church History,
as this is apparent from its inclusion even in the monastic biographies
such as the life of Shenoute and Victor.
The Chronological table in the beginning of the article did not
include any date close to the date of the 12 T{it (9" September).
While the Coptic church is a sister church of the Syriac church,
however for the commemoration to the Council of Ephesus, we notice
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that the source of this date is Byzantine Synaxarion of
Constantinople, the Syriac calendar commemorates the council of
Ephesus on the 18 January.

The Calendars of Lower Egypt such as the calendar of Ibn Kabar,
Ibn al-Rahib, Qalqasandi did not include this commemoration and
only one manuscript of the Menologe includes this event.

The Upper Egypt Typikon of the White Monastery commemorates
for this day Isaac the stylite.

Only three sets of Liturgical text commemorate this event.

The Turuhat in both tunes, they highlight the doctrine of
Nestorius however with anachronism as we find the mention of the
“two wills”.

The doxology Batos, we find only one manuscript, despite its late
date and the ignorance of the scribe, the theological contents are
nearly accurate.

The Difnar also echoed the theological doctrines Nestorius
concerning the Virgin Mary.

These texts are also used in other liturgical texts such as the
doxology batos for Saint Shenoute and the Theotokia of Monday.

This study shows once more the importance of the studying of the
liturgical texts for the history and theology.
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Manuscript Coptic Museum 323 Lit. fol. 206v-209r
(PL 1)
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