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Abstract

Earlier scholarship faced a number of limitations in classifying catena manuscripts
on the Acts of the Apostles. This study makes a comparison of exegetical scholia in
selected text passages (Acts 2:1-16, 8:9—25, 28:19—31) in order to determine the different
types of catena and how they relate to each other. This survey reveals the diversity of
the tradition: some manuscripts are merely copies, which repeat the same text with
only small variations, but others are unique and cannot be directly identified with a
particular catena type. It is therefore necessary to expand the classification of catenae
on Acts in the Clavis Patrum Graecorum so as to mark subdivisions within the indi-
vidual types.

Keywords
catena — manuscript — Acts of the Apostles — Clavis Patrum Graecorum — scholia —
Andreas the Presbyter
1 Introduction: An Overview of the Previous Research
Recent years have seen a significant increase in the study of patristic exege-

sis of the New Testament, especially with regard to biblical catenae.! Detailed
research on the catenae on the Acts of the Apostles, however, is yet to be

1 For an overview and individual studies, see H.A.G. Houghton, ed., Commentaries, Catenae
and Biblical Tradition (Piscataway NJ: Gorgias, 2016 ). https://doi.org/10.31826/9781463236908.
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2 SCIERI

undertaken. At present, there is no critical edition and it is necessary to rely on
the printed editions of a few individual Acts catena manuscripts.?

In 1532, Donatus of Verona published a selection of material on Acts, the
Pauline epistles, the Catholic epistles, and the book of Revelation, apparently
based on Paris, BnF, Gr. 219 (GA 91).3 A Latin translation was then published by
John Henten in 1547. A subsequent printed edition containing both the Greek
text by Donatus and the Latin translation by Henten was produced in 1631 by
Frédéric Morel.* This edition eventually found its way into Migne’s Patrologia
Graeca, where the compilation was attributed to Oecumenius (sixth century).5
Migne also reprinted the edition by Finettus (1755) of three different catenae on
Acts attributed to Theophylact, an eleventh-century Bishop of Bulgaria.6 The
first catena, from Vienna, ONB, Theol. Gr. 150 (GA 1524), had been previously
published by Sifanius (1557). The other two texts were based on Vatican,
BAV, Vat. Gr. 652 (GA 1842) and Florence, BML, Plutei 1v.5 (GA 455), respec-
tively. In 1838, John Cramer published a catena on the Acts of the Apostles
as the third of his eight volumes of New Testament catenae.” This was based

2 A summary of the editorial history is given in R. Devreesse, “Chaines exégétiques
grecques,” Dictionnaire de la Bible, Supplément 1 (Paris: Letouzey & Ané, 1928) 1084—
1233:1205-1209, and most recently in W.R.S Lamb, “Conservation and Conversation: New
Testament Catenae in Byzantium”, in D. Krueger and R. Nelson, eds., The New Testament
in Byzantium (Cambridge MA: Harvard University Press, 2016) 277-299:290—291.

3 B. Donatus, E&nyyoeig modanal xod Mov dgéAtpor Bpoyvioyiov Te xal cagrvetoy tod Adyov
gxovoat Bavpaatiy x Slagdpwy TRV dyiwy Tatépwy tmopvnudTwy UItd Olxovpeviov xal Apéda
aulexBeloat elg Tag ThG véag Srabrung mparypartelog tdode” tod pév Olxovpeviov elg Tag Tpd&els
AV Amootéhwy el Tag xabolds Aeyduevag EmiaTodds eig tag IadAov maaag, Tod 3¢ Apéda
eig ™y Twdvvov AmoxdAvw, (Verona: Sabii, 1532) 1-110. The argument that GA 91 contains
the base text for Donatus’ edition was strongly defended by K. Staab, Die Pauluskatenen
nach den handschriftlichen Quellen untersucht, (Rome: Pontifical Biblical Institute, 1926)
151-153. However, sporadic cases of disagreement between the printed text and the catena
in the manuscript render this doubtful.

4 F.Morel, ed.,]. Henten, transl., Oecumenii Commentaria in hosce Novi Testamenti tractatus.
In Acta Apostolorum. In omnes Pauli Epistolas. In Epistolas catholicas omnes. Accesserunt
Arethae Caesareae Cappadociae episcopi Explanationes in Apocalypsin (2 vols; Paris:
Claudius Sonnius, 1631).

5 Oecumenii Triccae in Thessalia Episcopi, Opera omnia, PG 18 (Paris: Garnier, 1893)
29—308. See section 4 below. The Oecumenius catena on Acts was also published by
Theoklitos Farmakidis in 1842: ©. ®apuoxidng, ‘H Koy Aty peta dmopuvnudtwy dpxainy,
v. 3 Mepiéywv tag MpdEeig Tov Amootdrwy xai Ty mpds Papaiovs miatodiv, AbYva: Nixdoog
Ayyehidng, 1842.

6 Theophylactus Bulgariae, Expositiones in Acta apostolorum concise ac breviter collectae a
beatissimo Theophylacto Bulgariae archiepiscopo, in Theophylacti Bulgariae archiepiscopi
opera quae reperiri potuerunt omnia, PG 125 (Paris: Garnier, 1864) 495-1132.

7 J-A. Cramer, Catenae Graecorum Patrum in Novum Testamentum (8 vols; Oxford: oup,
1838-1844) 3. An online version of this work in XML format is available at http://open
greekandlatin.github.io/catenae-dev/.
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THE CATENA MANUSCRIPTS ON ACTS 3

on a twelfth-century manuscript, Oxford, New College, 58 (GA 2818), with an
appendix containing variants from Paris, BnF, Coislin gr. 25 (GA 307): in this
manuscript the compilation is attributed to “Andreas”, perhaps to be identi-
fied with Andreas the Presbyter (seventh century), compiler of a catena on
Isaiah.® A selection of scholia from GA 2818 had already been published by
Johann Christoph Wolf in 1723.° Finally, selected scholia on Acts were also pub-
lished by Matthaei in volume 5 of his edition of the New Testament (1782).1°
These were taken from four different catena manuscripts: Dresden, SLUB, A
104 (GA 101), Moscow, Hist. Mus,, S. 347 (V. 096) (GA 103), Moscow, Hist. Mus.,
S. 346 (V. 024) (GA 462) and Moscow, Hist. Mus,, S.192 (V. 095) (GA 463).

The extensive Catalogue of Greek Catenae published by Georg Karo and
Hans Lietzmann in 1902 records basic information about the contents of the
Andreas catena, building on Cramer’s edition: it includes a brief description of
each of the witnesses known to the authors, which are divided into two types:
(a) catena integra, and (b) catena ex opere maiore excerpta.l! In addition, the
incipit and explicit of the catena edited by Cramer are given along with the
first and last words of twenty-one scholia to Acts 8:9—25; finally, a list of the
Church Fathers named as sources for the extracts is reported.’> Some informa-
tion pertaining to Acts is found in Karl Staab’s article about the catenae on the
Catholic Epistles (1924), soon after expanded with minor additions by James
Hardy Ropes (1926).12 Again, some of the manuscripts in Staab’s major work
on the catenae on the Pauline Epistles (1926) also contain catenae on Acts,
although he pays little attention to these.1

The first to attempt a thorough analysis and a classification of catena manu-
scripts on Acts was Hermann von Soden. In the first volume of his edition of

8 See section 3 below.
9 J.C. Wolf, Anecdota Graeca Sacra Et Profana (4 vols; Hamburg: Felginer, 1722-1724) 3,
92-194; 4, 1-57.

10 C.F. von Matthaei, ed., Novum Testamentum XII. Tomis Distinctum Graece Et Latine
(12 vols; Riga: Hartknoch, 1782-1788) 5. S. Lucae Actus apostolorum Graece et Latine (1782),
301-347 (Scholia ad Acta Apostolorum).

11 G.Karoand]. Lietzmann, Catenarum graecarum catalogus (Gottingen: Liider Horstmann,
1902) 592-595. Such a classification has been recently adopted by Lamb, “Conservation
and Conversation”, 291.

12 Karo and Lietzmann, Catenarum graecarum catalogus, 592, which basically summarises
the index scriptorum in Cramer, Catenae, 3:452—456.

13 K. Staab, “Die griechischen Katenenkommentare zu den katholischen Briefe,” Biblica 5
(1924) 296-353;].H. Ropes, “The Greek Catena to the Catholic Epistles,” Harvard Theological
Review 19 (1926) 383-8. https://doi.org/10.1017/50017816000007823.

14 Staab, Die Pauluskatenen. In a third work, K. Staab, Pauluskommentare aus der griechischen
Kirche aus Katenenhandschriften gesammelt und herausgegeben (NTAbh 15; Miinster:
Aschendorff, 1933), he provides a detailed description of twenty-three additional manu-
scripts, some of which contain Acts.
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the Greek New Testament,'> von Soden provides a list of witnesses (Textzeugen)
which features various catenae on Acts, Pauline Epistles and Catholic Epistles
(collectively designed as Kommentarcodd zum Praxapostolos). With regard
to Acts, a distinction is made between manuscripts containing Oecumenius’
special
commentary” (Spezialkommentar zu AK von Andreas). The first cluster is fur-

’ o«

compilation (Kommentar des Okumenius) and codices with Andreas

ther divided into five groups, each indicated by an abbreviation: Oecumenius
manuscripts on Acts, the Catholic and the Pauline Epistles (O); manuscripts
on Acts and Catholic Epistles (O™) — distinguished from those with only
the Pauline Epistles (O™); codices preserving Oecumenius’ commentary on
Acts and the Catholic Epistles together with the commentary on the Pauline
Epistles by Theodoret (0©9) or Theophylact (00); commentaries on Acts and
both Catholic and Pauline Epistles whose authorship cannot be determined
(E%). In a second section towards the end of the book, von Soden makes an
examination and a brief comparison of the different catenae. He revises the
classification in Karo and Lietzmann’s Catalogue by separating the manu-
scripts with Andreas’ catena (Der Kommentar des Andreas) — both in the full
and reworked recensions — from those transmitting catenae drawn from the
major compilation (Ausziige aus dem Andreas-Kommentar). The second group
includes the catenae attributed to Oecumenius and Theophylact, which in the
editor’s view bear the character of an edition, unlike other excerpted catenae
more resembling collections for private use.16

The standard classification of Catenae on Acts is currently that of Maurits
Geerard in the Clavis Patrum Graecorum (cPG).'” This divides the diverse texts
into just three types: Catena Andreae (C150), Commentarii Ps.-Oecumenii (C151)
and Commentarii Ps.-Theophylacti (C152). Unlike the other books of the New
Testament, however, there are no further subdivisions nor the identification of
codices singuli with an otherwise unattested catena type. In addition, no list of
manuscripts is provided in the cpG. The present article fulfils this desideratum
by examining the witnesses to Acts in a new catalogue of catena manuscripts

15  H.von Soden, Die Schriften des Neuen Testaments in ihrer dltesten erreichbaren Textgestalt
(Gottingen: Vandenhoek & Ruprecht, 1902-1913) 1:270—279, 682—692.

16 Von Soden, Die Schriften, 1:687.

17 M. Geerard, ed., Clavis Patrum Graecorum (6 vols; Turnhout: Brepols, 1974—2003)
4:249—250. A second, updated edition has been recently published as M. Geerard and
J. Noret, eds., Clavis Patrum Graecorum. Vol. 4: Concilia. Catenae. Editio aucta (Turnhout:
Brepols, 2018) 380—-382. However, there are no differences between the two editions of
vol. 4 in Acts, apart from the additions of two categories in other languages: Catena ara-
bica (C153) and Catena(e) palaeo-slavica(e) (Ci54). Further updates are available on the
Brepols Open Access Clavis Clavium online platform.
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THE CATENA MANUSCRIPTS ON ACTS 5

prepared by Georgi Parpulov for the CATENA project at the University of
Birmingham.!8 In so doing, it reveals for the first time the diversity of the Acts
catena tradition, offering a new account of the relationship of the different
types and shedding light on their transmission.

2 Classification

One common method of identifying and describing a work in a manuscript is
to consider its incipit and explicit. On this basis, Parpulov assigned sixty-one
Acts witnesses to one of the CPG types.!® Due to the complexity of catena tradi-
tion, however, Karo and Lietzmann sampled witnesses in a selected passage in
order to determine their affiliation. This has been adopted in the present study.
In addition to the passage used by Karo and Lietzmann, Acts 8:9—25, two addi-
tional passages have been selected so as to include fragments and incomplete
copies: these are Acts 2:1-16 and 28:19—31.

Table 1 provides a list of the manuscripts considered in this survey with
details of the revised classification offered by this study (and described further
below).20 The three types of the cPG have been retained, with further divisions
and subdivisions marked with numerals and letters (e.g. Ci50.1a, Ci50.2a).
The division into subtypes has been applied even where these consist of only
one manuscript: while this may simply be a result of editorial revision of that
one witness, it may also represent a broader tradition which has not survived.
It should be remembered that this study considers all the evidence known at
present. In addition, a new category, Ci55, has been introduced for the codi-
ces singuli. The Gregory-Aland number, although technically descriptive of the
biblical text, has also been included here and in the discussion below for ease
of reference.

18  G. Parpulov, Catena Manuscripts of the Greek New Testament: A Catalogue (Piscataway
NJ: Gorgias, 2021). The online database of the catalogue is available at https://purl.org/
itsee/catena-catalogue. Cf. also H.A.G. Houghton and D. Parker, “An Introduction to Greek
New Testament Commentaries with a Preliminary Checklist of New Testament Catena
Manuscripts’, in Houghton, Commentaries, 1-36: 28-35.

19  Thirteen of these preserve brief glosses or isolated scholia rather than a full catena:
GA 203, 302, 457, 462, 617, 627, 1162, 1277, 1764, 1780, 1845, 1859 and 1980.

20  The glosses mentioned in the previous note have not been included, and the microfilms
of GA 101 and 2733 are illegible. On the other hand, GA 1371 has been added as a represen-
tative of Cis1.1a, although the manuscript is fragmentary (see section 4 below).
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6 SCIERI

TABLE 1 List of catena manuscripts on acts and type identification

Catena type Shelfmark GA Acts folios Century

Ci50

Cizo0.1a Paris, BnF, Coislin Gr. 25 307 5I—190r 10th
Vatican, BAV, Barb. Gr. 582 453 4r—230r 14th
Paris, BnF, Gr. 221 610 31-143V 11th
Athos, Pantokratoros, 770 1678 153V—192V 14th
Oxford, Bodleian, New College, MS 58 2818 1r-177r 12th/1

Ci150.1b Jerusalem, Gr. Orth. Patr. Stavrou 25 1895 3r—283v (i.m.) 1oth/1

C150.2a Paris, BnF, Coislin 202bis 94 30r-117° 12th

C150.2b Moscow, Hist. Mus., S 347 (V. 096) 103 9gr-75r 13th ex.
Paris, BnF, Gr. 217 606 2r—48r 11th
London, BL, Add. 22734 641 2r-67r 11th
Florence, BML, Plutei 1v.5 455 1r—40r 13th/2
Paris, BnF, Gr. 218 607 21r-66v 11th
Milan, Biblioteca Ambrosiana, 2576 1r-69r 13th
F 104 sup.

C1i50.2¢c Drama, Kosinitza Monastery, 3 (3P) 1424 164v—206r gth-10th

[ 12th
(comm.)

Ci50.2d Paris, BnF, Gr. 237 82 101-611 10th

C1i50.2e Paris, BnF, Gr. 220 608 1r-61v 14th

Ci50.2f Vatican, BAV, Reg. Gr. 6 886 189v—205v 14th

(catena two)

Ci51

Ciz1.1a Paris, BnF, Gr. 219 91 5r-28v 11th
Berlin, Staatsbibliothek, Phill. 1422 1371 207r-209r (fm.) 16th
Paris, BnF, Paris. Gr. 223 1933 2021-231V 11th

Ci51.1b Escorial, Real Biblioteca, X.111.03 916 1r-32v (fm.) 11th

Ci51.2 Paris, BnF, Coislin Gr. 26 056 2v—561 11th
Munich, BsB, Gr. 375 0142 1r-55¢1 11th
Athos, Koutloumousiou, 16 1066 1r-98v (fm.) 11th

Ci51.3a Oxford, Bodleian, Barocci 3 314 10r-27r (im.) 10th
Uppsala, Univ,, Gr. 1 441 1r-28r 13th
Florence, BML, Plutei 1v.1 454 1r—46r 11th
Moscow, Hist. Mus,, S. 192 (V. 095) 463 4r-32V 14th/1
London, BL, Add. 39599 911 2r-6ov 11th
Athens, EBE, 207 1360 1r.—88v (i.m.) 11th

10.1163/15700720-B]A10042
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THE CATENA MANUSCRIPTS ON ACTS 7

TABLE 1 List of catena manuscripts on acts and type identification (cont.)
Catena type Shelfmark GA Acts folios Century
Athos, Hagiou Pavlou, 2 1862 23r-98r (i.m.) 10th/2
Jerusalem, Gr. Orth. Patr., Taphou 38 1888 3r—7ar (im.) 11th
Paris, BnF, Suppl. Gr. 1299 2242 111-151V 12th
Florence, BML, Plutei viil.19 - 1141V 13th
Ci51.3b Paris, BnF, Coislin Gr. 224 250 28r-111r 11th
Vienna, ONB, Theol. Gr. 302 424 17v—101r 11th
C151.3C Vatican, BAv, Vat. Gr. 652 1842 16r-75v 13th
Vatican, BAv, Vat. Gr. 1270 621 6r-54r 13th
Ci51.3d Oxford, Bodleian, New College, MS 59 327 1r—7or 12th/1
Ci52
Ciz2.1a Vatican, BAvV, Vat. Gr. 760 437 2v-178r 11th
(catena one)
Ci152.1b Istanbul, Ecum. Patr.,, Panaghia 33 1871 1r-5r (i.m.) 10th /
13th
(comm.)
Ci152.1C Vienna, ONB, Theol. Gr. 150 1524 3r-56r 14th
C152.2 Athens, EBE, 490 254 5I—157F 14th
Ci55
Ci55.1 Paris, BnF, Gr. 216 605 3r-85v 10th
C155.2 Escorial, Real Biblioteca, V. 111. 18 920 1144V 11th
C155.3 Patmos, Ioannou, 263 - 1r-1or (im.) 10th
Ci55.4 Vatican, BAv, Vat. Gr. 760 437 181r-246v 11th
(catena two)
C155.5 Vatican, BAV, Reg. Gr. 6 886 185r-189v 13th/2
(catena one)
C155.6 Messina, San Salvatore, 40 1839 1r-25v (i.m.) 12th
3 C150: The “Andreas” Catena

Unlike the cPG, Karo and Lietzmann differentiate between the two types of
Andreas catena. The full catena (catena integra) is here identified as Ci50.1
and the abbreviated or reworked versions (catena ex opere maiore excerpta) as
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8 SCIERI

Ci150.2. To the first type belong six witnesses to what appears to be the princi-
pal and perhaps the oldest catena on Acts, as it is the primary source of most
later compilations. Their texts have the same beginning (Avtioyedg dmdpywv 6
Y€vog 6 Aouxds, lTpdg TNV EMITTAUYY, ...) and ending (MaptupoAdytov ITadAou Tod
‘Amogtérov’ ... unvi Tovview x8’ )uépa) and share approximately the same number
of scholia (50 for Acts 2:1-6, 21 for Acts 8:9—25, 25 for Acts 28:19—31).2! However,
GA 1895 features some additional comments and lacks others.2? Although fur-
ther research is required to determine whether this preserves an early stage of
the Andreas catena (as suggested by the early date of the codex: first half of
the 10th century) or a later expansion, the additional material in each group,
shown in Table 2, is used to identify two subtypes: C150.1a, the main tradition
(GA 307, 2818, 610, 453, 1678), and C150.1b, the version of GA 1895.

Most of the scholia in the Andreas catena are given a name or a title: in
the three passages examined, more than eighty comments are attributed
to Chrysostom, Epiphanius, Ammonius, Severus of Antioch, Theophilus,
Didymus, Athanasius, Severian of Gabala, Isidore, Cyril, Gregory of Nazianzus,
Irenaeus, Eusebius; two have the heading (¢£) dvemtypdgpov and three are sim-
ply marked as ox6Aiov.23 It is possible that the original basis of the compilation
was mostly or even completely made of excerpts from Chrysostom’s Homilies
On the Acts of the Apostles and On the Beginning of Acts (which are also the only
commentaries on the subject transmitted in their entirety), and subsequently
expanded with extracts from other exegetes.2* Support for this may be offered
by the title of the Andreas catena, which in all witnesses reads: ‘Epuyveia tév
pd&ewv tod Xpuoootéuov xal ETépwy Stapdpwy (‘Exegesis of Acts by Chrysostom
and other different [commentators]’). On the other hand, Chrysostom might
have been emphasised in the title because he is the most frequently cited
author throughout the catena.

21 The partial mutilation of GA 2818 and 610 does not allow us to ascertain whether these
witnesses had the same number of scholia to Acts 2:3—-4 and 8:9—24, respectively.

22 Here, as well as in the tables below, the source indication has been provided in brackets
where it was detectable. This has not been applied where the scholia have resulted from
multiple sources, which the compiler has freely combined, paraphrased and readapted
(see Table 5, Table 6 [scholia on Acts 8:9-25], Table 8 [scholia from GA 1524], Table g
[scholia 1—3 from Ga 886]).

23 For the list of Church Fathers named in the full catena see Cramer, Catenae, 3:452—456;
Geerard and Noret, Clavis Patrum Graecorum, 249.

24  Cf. Devreesse, “Chalnes exégétiques grecques,” 1205-1206, with regard to GA 453: “Le
Barb. 582, que nous avons examine avec quelque détail, nous apparait comme une chaine
dont Chrysostome fait la base. Sur ce fonds chrysostomien, viennent se greffer quelques
lemmes plus ou moins nombreux”.
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THE CATENA MANUSCRIPTS ON ACTS 9

TABLE 2 Additional scholia in “Andreas” manuscripts

Scholia GA 1895 GA GA GA GA GA
307 2818 610 453 1678

Acts 2:2—-3
1 Teunptavod TaBdAwv 'Ev totvuv Népa Tig Ievtyxroatiic €360y vopos ... xal
TéTe evopoBétnae, xal viv vopodetel. (CPG 4218)
2 "ES66 pév vépog &v T Modaud ... o fjoav ~ —
xatapévovtes. (unidentified work)
3 tod Xpugootdpov” Attt uy) xwpls -
algdntdv ... Kai 10 aipvidiov 3¢ davéaty-
aev adTovg. (Hom. in Ac. 4.1
[PG 60.42.50—-55]; CPG 4426)
4 Teunproavod Koddg 16 ¢& odpovod, émedy) -
xol TOTE V) Tt QW) ... Seify adTdv
Oeov xal TéTe ViV EmigolTHoavTa.
(cf. C155.2, schol. 4; CPG 4218)2

5 Olx v oty 1) TTvoH) ... & PdPog v &yvés. -
(unidentified work)
6 Kot 0016 16 yevdpevov ... mapagtowaty ol —
vopoBeTodpevol T@ vopodéty.
(unidentified work)
7 Tevpov Emaxdmou &md Adyov uy’ 'EE odpavod pév, va mapaathoy) ... g v
Nuépa 1o Tis Tptadog puatyptov. (cf. PO 165; CPG 7035)
Acts 8:25
1 - To? adtod (scil. Xpuaoatépov)’
Aot AW dmioot exel ... pépog
xatahapfBavovatv. (Hom. in
Ac. 18.4 [PG 60.146.12-16])
Acts 28:22
1 - Edoefiov’ ITptv emidnpfjoot tov

IoadAov év i) Pauy ...

@v EdMAwaey Tovdax@y
amoaToAWY. (Is. 1.73.45-74;
CPG 3468)

a See Table g below.
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10 SCIERI

The name of Andreas is placed as a subscriptio at the end of GA 307, along
with an extract from the biography of Andreas the Presbyter found in three
witnesses to the catena on Isaiah. There, this figure is credited with three books
of the catena on Isaiah, but there is no mention of a catena on Acts.25 Staab
and Ropes have reasonably cast doubt on this attribution, absent from the
other five catena manuscripts on Acts.26

Karo and Lietzmann identified seven manuscripts as abridged forms of the
Andreas catena, which we designate as C150.2.27 To these should be added
GA 455 and 2576, which both Finettus and von Soden observed had been erro-
neously attributed to Theophylact.28 The degree of similarity is so high that
von Soden dubbed the text from GA 455 as “die Andreas-Catene ohne Text”.2°
In the abbreviated versions of the Andreas catena, the compilers chose a
small number of scholia from the fuller catena type. The name of each author
is retained before some of the scholia, but in most cases it is omitted. The
selected comments are either copied in full or slightly abridged; expansions
are rare. Occasionally, scholia from different sources are joined together in a
single extract as if they were written by the same author; conversely, a single-
author scholium might be split into two comments, with the second some-
times marked as coming from another source (o).

GA 94 features a different selection of scholia and has thus been identified
as an individual subtype of abbreviated catena, C150.2a. Six witnesses (GA 606,
641, 103, 607, 2576 and 455) have the same abridged version of the Andreas
catena, and shall therefore be marked as C150.2b. Nevertheless, a few additions
shared by three manuscripts allow us to split the cluster in two groups, the

25  Cf. Staab “Die griechischen Katenenkommentare,” 348-349; for the abbreviated text see
Cramer, Catenae, 3:v (and also Karo and Lietzmann, Catenarum Graecarum Catalogus,
593). The manuscripts are: Vatican, BAv, Ottob. Gr. 7 (1453), Oxford, Bodleian, New College
MS 41 (13th cent.) and Vienna, 6NB, Theol. Gr. 24 (12th—13th cent.)

26  Ropes, “The Greek Catena,” 387: “The name ‘Andreas’ for the catenist must disappear from
use, since Staab skilfully shows that the note in Coislin 25, in which it is found, is probably
due to the false inference of a scribe, and that the name has its proper place only in a well-
known catena on Isaiah where it is fully attested.”

27 GA 94, 103, 605, 606, 607, 641 and 886: cf. Karo and Lietzmann, Catenarum Graecarum
Catalogus, 593-595. GA 605 has been moved to Ci55 (see section 6).

28  GA 455 was attributed to Theophylact by Montfaucon, whereas in GA 2576 the author’s
name is found in the title (f. ir: 'EEynois ... elg mpdEeis ... dmd Ocopuidxtov dpxiemiond-
mov). However, Finettus, who printed the text from GA 455 as part of the edition of
Theophylact's opera omnia (= PG 125, textus tertius), rejected the attribution, as there is
no trace of Theophylact’s name in the inscriptio; cf. PG 125, 471-472.

29  Von Soden, Die Schriften, 1:687.
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THE CATENA MANUSCRIPTS ON ACTS 11

second of which seems to be an expansion of the first. The evidence is shown
in Table 3.

Another single instance of an abbreviated catena is GA 1424 (Ci50.2¢),
which is absent from Karo-Lietzmann’s catalogue and not mentioned by von
Soden. A few scholia were copied in the margins by the same hand respon-
sible for the biblical text (gth—10th cent.), whereas the majority of comments
was added by a later scribe (12th cent.). Unlike the prologue (Avtioxebdg dmdp-
XWV TO YEVOS 6 Aouxds, laTpdg TV EMaTUYY, ...), the incipit and explicit of the
scholia differ from the mainstream tradition, simply because these have been
abridged. Most comments have been created by reducing the exegetical mate-
rial in C150.1, and the names of authors are retained. Nonetheless, the diversity
of content in certain scholia suggests that the compiler may have employed

TABLE 3 Differences within Ci50.2b

Scholia GA 606 GA641  GA 103 GA 607 GA 2576 GA 455
Acts 8:9-17
1 T1&g acdtdv 0By odx dveldov ... Si8évat Ivedpo &ytov. (Chrys. Hom. in Ac. 18.2

[PG 60.144.12—15, 32—-33] + Epiph. Haer. 21.1.4; CPG 7820)
2 - Oy 6 v 1ol Siadexa Eatwv 0ltog 6
DIMTTOS ... ol pév Aot Sreamdpnaay,
ARy T@v dmootdAwv. (Isid. Pel.
Ep. 1.447.20-25; CPG 5557)
3 Kat éminpoito 10 mapd tob Xptatod elpnuévov 81t éAedaovrar hevddyptaror xal
Yevdamborodor émt @) dvdpar! pov. (Chrys. Hom. in Ac. 18.4 [PG 60.145.50-52])
4 - To pev g dgéaews Erafov [vedua,
olmw 3¢ 16 T@v anpeiwv. (Chrys. Hom.
inAc. 18.2 [PG 60.143.54-55])
5 Enpetwtéov 8t od el TANTIALEW ... (OOTE [Y) CUVLEVOL TA YIVOUEVAL.
(Appwviov in the margins of GA 606 and 641; CPG 5504)
6 - Ot ox dpyvpiov 003E broxpital, dAN
dylotg Siat Tiotewg 1) petoxy) Tod Ayiov
Ivedpatog didotat. (KED. TA.)2
7 Arartt odx fiooy oGtot AaBévTes ... 0dx 8Mhoug méumovawy, GG ITétpov.
(Xpuooatépov in the margins of GA 606 and 641; Hom. in Ac. 18.3
[PG 60.19-33])

a The scribe has mistaken the chapter heading for a scholium.
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12 SCIERI

additional sources. A similar situation can be observed in the catena from Ga
82 (C150.2d), which also features two layers of scholia. However, unlike in ca
1424, the comments are anonymous and indicated by symbols.

A curious abridgment from Andreas is GA 608 (C150.2€e), which seems to
contain a mixed catena, partly related to Ci50.2b but also apparently depen-
dent on Ci51.3, one of the Oecumenius subtypes.3? The connection with the
other abbreviated subtype of Andreas was detected by Staab, who observed
that the commentary from this manuscript agrees with that in PG 125 derived
from GaA 455 (Expositionis in Acta textus tertius).3! There are notes by three
librarians in the front matter that mention Andreas as the author of the cat-
ena (in Italian, Greek and Latin). Moreover, the incipit of the first scholium
from GA 608 ('O paxdplog Aovxdg Avtioyedg bmapywy T6 Yévog, latpds ...) and the
beginning of the prologue from Ci50.2b (Avtioxebs dmapyxwv T6 Yévog 6 Aouxdg,
latpog ...) are almost identical. Nevertheless, the Latin attribution explicitly
suggests a possible influence from the Oecumenius catena (Ci51.3): « Cod.
Membr. 13 saec. scriptus quo continentur Andreae Cretensis commentaria in acta
apostolorum, epistolas Pauli et epistolas septem catholicas. Videndum num haec
commentaria Oecumenium auctorem hébeant ». The alternation in this manu-
script between scholia from Ci50.2b and others presumably extracted from
Ci51.3 may be observed in Table 4. These are untitled and normally joined into
a single continuous text.

Finally, another abbreviated subtype is preserved in the second catena
from Ga 886 (Ci50.2f). This manuscript contains two fragmentary catenae on
Acts, copied by different hands (13th and 14th cent., respectively). As noted by
Karo-Lietzmann and Staab,3? the second compilation (on Acts 2:14-7:59) is an
abridgment of the Andreas catena with a particular preference for comments
from Chrysostom: all the scholia in this catena are found in Ci50.1, which con-
tains others not present in this manuscript. Nevertheless, Devreesse believed
that this shorter text might instead reflect an early stage of the Andreas catena,
when this was mostly made of extracts from Chrysostom’s Homilies.®3

30  See Section 4 below.

31 The erroneous attribution of this catena to Theophylact has already been noted above.
However, Staab claimed that the title, despite the faded red ink, disclosed tw fouh ...
Oeopuiaxtw (Staab, Die Pauluskatenen, 223—224). Nevertheless, von Soden states that
,Der erste Abschnitt ist unleserlich“ (Die Schriften, 1:688) and nothing can be made out on
our microfilm.

32 Cf. Karo and Lietzmann, Catenarum Graecarum Catalogus, 595; Staab, Die Pauluskatenen,
219-220.

33  Cf Devreesse, “Chaines exégétiques grecques,” 1205-1206.
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THE CATENA MANUSCRIPTS ON ACTS 13

TABLE 4 Scholia in GA 608 partly shared with Ci50.2b, partly with Ci51.3
Scholia GA 608 C150.2b C151.3
(Andreas subtype) (Oecumenius subtype)
Acts 28:19-31

1 Eidag 6 Mabog 81t dromov ... RABov, oly Etépotg didods xand. (slightly different explicit in
C151.3: ... Kaioapa oy g étépotg S1dog xaxd, G g adtog pelbywy xoxd; Ammonius
(cpG 2561) + Chrys. Hom. in Ac. 55.2 [PG 60.380.58—60, 381.1—4])

2 Elra xal éxetvot oites ... dmohoyyoacBol drép tév -
auyyevév. (Chrys. Hom. in Ac. 55.1 [PG 60.379.53-55])

3 Alpeaw xarobow Tovdaiot ... GMG dvTiAéyouai Tives. -

(Ammonius, CPG 2561)

4 Iptv O¢ émdnpijoat ToV - ptv émdnuijoon tov MadAov
MadAov év ) Poyy ... &v i) Payy ... TéV dpydvtwv
TAV APYOVTWY DTGV adT@V Emixoptlopevou.
EmopI{OpEVOUS.

(Eus. Is. 1.73.45-69)
5 - T yép elrmetv 8tt Efre w0 -
Ilveiua ... 3 dvewbev
tolto poyidet 6 Oeds.
(Chrys. Hom. in Ac. 55.2
[PG 60.381.31-39])

6 Toig dmovpydv Aéyovat Tod ITatpds ... log ekovaiag petéxet. (EE dvemtypdgov in C150.1)
Kat o070 T0 pTéV TOV TPOQNTHY ... TOV TTPo@NTEVOUEVWY Avagopdy. (additional line
in C150.2b2: xal év TobTw 10 ebhoyov Tiig Tod Oe0d xploews dvagaivetar; Bas. Is.
6.189.13-18; CPG 2911)

8 Yxdmer 8¢ v tod [vedportog duepiPeta, odx elre ... &1t édv Emotpéhwaty idoetat adTolg.
(slightly different incipit in C150.2b: Ei8e¢ xai tév mpog#mmv petd tocadtys dxptfeiog
xatyopolvra. 0082 yap adtée elney ...; Chrys. Hom. in Mt. 45.1-2 [PG 58.473.1-10];
CPG 4424)

9 ‘Totéov 3¢ 8t1 uéypt Tobto - "Totéov 3¢ 81t uéxpt tobto
... ElpeL Ty xepadny ... ElpeL TV xepadiy
dmotunbels. (Ex t0d dmotunbels.

ITpoAdyou ... ITadbAov
mpotaggopuévo in C150.1)
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14 SCIERI
4 Ci51: The “Oecumenius” Catena

Oecumenius was once identified with a tenth-century Bishop of Trikka, but
more recently has been considered as a commentator active in Asia Minor in
the sixth century.3* Nevertheless, the name of Oecumenius is not found in any
catena manuscripts.3®> Devreesse suspected that the attribution was Morel’s
invention,3¢ whereas Staab and von Soden blamed the manuscript tradition
for misleading the editors: in many witnesses, catenae on Acts are placed right
before the catena on the Pauline Epistles which is attributed to Oecumenius.3?
Although the Commentary on Revelation is now accepted as the work of
Oecumenius, the authorship of the catenae on Acts and the Pauline Epistles
must be left open.38

A preliminary survey of the manuscripts of this type identifies three main
subtypes. Ci51.1 may be further divided into Cisria (GA 91, 1371, 1933) and
Ci511b (GA 916). GA 1371 is a fragmentary copy of GA g1 in Acts 1:1-16 (but
not in the other New Testament extracts), as indicated by the gaps left where
this codex is damaged. On the other hand, two of the three representatives
of C151.2 (GA 056, 0142, 1066) are “sister manuscripts”: GA 056 and 0142 share
the same the layout, marginal notes, number of pages, script and even para-
textual features.3® Both subtypes exhibit a similar incipit (Ci51.1: Adyov mp&ytov
elmey xal odx edaryyétov, Cis1.2: Ilp@tov Aéyov elmev xai odx edaryyéhiov) and share
nearly all the comments on Acts 2:1-16 and 28:19—31. However, the scholia to
Acts 8:9—25 and the conclusion are notably different, as shown in Table .

The third subtype, Ci51.3, is found in the overwhelming majority of catena
manuscripts on Acts. The best known representative is GA 1842, which was
first edited by Finettus (Expositionis in Acta textus alter).* Despite his insis-
tence on the attribution to Theophylact (based on the inscriptio, which reads:
Ao puvilg ToD dytwtdTov Tod émandmov Tig Bovdyapiag OcopuAdxtov £puv-
veia), Finettus could not deny the striking resemblance to the Oecumenius

34  Houghton and Parker, “An Introduction,” 19.

35 Cramer, Catenae, 3iii: “Dubitarunt autem Viri docti an Oecumenio hoc opus rite assignari
deberet ... nam in nullo quem vidi Codice, eius nomen Commentario in Acta Apostolorum
prefigitur’. Cf. also Devreesse, “Chaines exégétiques grecques”, 1206.

36  Devreesse, “Chaines exégétiques grecques”, 1206.

37 Staab, Die Pauluskatenen, 162; von Soden, Die Schriften, 1:692.

38  C. Kannengiesser, ed., Handbook of Patristic Exegesis: The Bible in Ancient Christianity
(Leiden: Brill, 2006) 937.

39  On these manuscripts cf. Theodora Panella, “Resurrection appearances in the Pauline
Catenae’, in Houghton, Commentaries, 121-122. https://doi.org/10.31826/9781463236908
-009.

40 PG 125, 849-1060.
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THE CATENA MANUSCRIPTS ON ACTS 15

TABLE 5 Differences within Cis1

Scholia GA 91 GA916 GA 1933 GA 056 GA 0142 GA 1066

Ci51.1 Ci51.2
Acts 8:9-25

1 Iypeiwtéov 811 o0 8l matdlew ...  Obtwg foav tails payeiog adtod ...
ol TpoatiAfe TodTo alTév. mpds Stépbwaty T EAéyEaL
(abbreviated in GA 916)

2 IpédnAov 81t of H7d PLAimTon ... "AN\wg te 'ETe1dn) exelvw mpog
¢miBéaewg Sodvat Ivedua dytov. PPOVITUSY ... v 0lx ETiTpogi.
(absent from GA 916)

3 ‘0 papds obtog Tipwvy, ob mioteng "Towg d1d Tov ipwva ... g od
... TO AY10V V]YY)TAUEVOS. @Bdvovtog éxel Tod dmoaTorov.

4 Obx ot TadTA GPWUEVO ... -
Sraféaeng Eréyero.

Explicit .. ElpeL Y xepadiy drotunBels ... 7o 3¢ Tod owmplov madoug
(absent from GA 916). Tpidovta xal € (f.m. in GA 1066)

catena, especially from the middle of Acts 7 onwards.*! The latter may explain
why the work was recorded in the Vatican Library’s catalogue with the title
of Olxovpeviov &l Tag TPA&eLS TOV AmooTOAWY Xal €l TAS *aBoAdS EMITTONIS;
the credit given to Theophylact might therefore be simply a later addition.*?
More convincing evidence against the attribution of this compilation to the
eleventh-century Archbishop of Bulgaria comes from the earliest extant wit-
ness to this catena type, GA 1862, which was copied in the tenth century. The
hypothesis of a further subtype of the Oecumenius catena cannot be entirely
ruled out: in the vast majority of manuscripts assigned to this cluster the cat-
ena ends with the section on the martyrdom of St. Paul found in the commen-
tary attributed to Oecumenius/Ci51.1 (expl.: ... Eipet Ty xepaliy drrotundeis;

41 PG 125, 410-416 (and cf. von Soden, Die Schriften, 1:692). The editor was aware that the
brevity of the catena, however compatible with Theophylact’s writing style, is a weak
argument to determine the authorship of works of this kind, predominantly resulted
from words and sentences assembled from different authors.

42 Cf. Staab, Die griechischen Katenenkommentare, 332; of the same view is von Soden, Die
Schriften, 1:689.
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16 SCIERI

but GA 1842: 811 édv €miaTpédwaty idaeTar avtolg).#3 Most importantly, the two
types share a consistent number of scholia arranged in the same order, none
of which is given a title.

Further divergences between the witnesses of Ci51.3 enable us to divide
them into four sub-branches: Ci51.3a (GA 314, 441, 454, 463, 911, 1360, 1862, 1888,
2242, Plutei vii1.19), C151.3b (GA 250, 424),** Ci151.3¢ (GA 1842, 621),*° C151.3d
(GA 327). Table 6 provides the evidence for this subdivision and for the rela-
tionship with Ci51.1.

Oecumenius’ compilation is generally regarded as a reworking and abbre-
viation of the Andreas catena, with the greatest difference being the absence
of author’s names.*¢ A preliminary comparison with the Andreas catena, how-
ever, reveals a fair degree of independence from the mainstream tradition and
a different compilation practice. In commenting on Acts 8:9-15 the compiler
of Ci51.1 draws on different sources, not necessarily related to the Andreas
catena. He usually selects the extracts most appropriate for the exegesis and
arranges these in long comments. At the same time, he paraphrases sentences,
introduces linking words or phrases of variable length and adds something of
his own, following a technique of compilation known as résumé.*” This con-
sists of rewriting the sources ex novo, retaining only a few words and sentences
in their original form. The result is that we have scholia unique in appearance,
whose original sources are not easily detectable. Nevertheless, in other sec-
tions (such as Acts 28:19—31), the compiler employs the same technique used
by “Andreas”, consisting of a more faithful reproduction of the original patristic
extracts, either in full or abbreviated. Gilles Dorival has suggested that com-
pilations of this kind, based on catenae but lacking source indications, are
better labelled as commentaries.*® Nevertheless, given their origins in catena

43  The incipit is different: Avapipvioxet 1ov Oedgiiov tod edaryyehiov hate v oixelow dxptfBeiay
¢vdeiEaobot xTA.

44  These two manuscripts are likely to be genetically related: not only the layout, but also the
content is almost identical, line by line.

45  In GA 621 the order of some scholia is reversed. This is likely to be a development from
scribal errors rather than deliberate editing.

46  Cramer, Catenae, 3: iii: “Oecumenii enim opus nihil aliud est nisi Catenae nostrae epit-
ome, in qua omnium auctorum nomina tacentur, et eorum excerpta in unum quasi cor-
pus rediguntur”; and cf. Devreesse, “Chaines exégétiques grecques,” 1206.

47 Cf. C. Curti, “La tradizione catenaria e il recupero dei commenti greci alla Bibbia: validita
e limiti", in C. Curti, ed., Eusebiana I. Commentarii in Psalmos (Catania: Centro di Studi
sullAntico Cristianesimo, 1989) 280.

48  G.Dorival, “Biblical Catenae: Between Philology and History”, in Houghton, Commentaries,
65-81, https://doi.org/10.31826/9781463236908-006 in particular 67: “Oecumenius, Peter
of Laodicea, Procopius of Gaza, Theophylact and others are not authors of catenae, but of
commentaries totally or partially made from catenae”.
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THE CATENA MANUSCRIPTS ON ACTS 17

TABLE 6 Sub-branches of Ci51.3 and comparison with Ci51.1

Scholia Cis1.1  Cisi.3a Cis51.3b Ci51.3¢ Cigz1.3d
Acts 8:9—25

1 Iypeiwtéov §tt o 3el TANatdlew ... xai mpoafiAde Tobto aitdv.

2 IIpddnAov 6Tt ot Omo PrAimmov ... EmBéaewg Sodvar ITvedya dytov. —

3 - - Enpeiwv neydAwy yvoué- - -

Vv ... xal Tepatwy Ivedpa
olmw éndfBouev. (Chrys.
Hom. in Ac. 18.2 [PG
60.143.54—55], reworked)
‘0 papds 0dtog Tipwy, ob mlotews ... T dytov yModuevos.
5 Obx €oTt Tad T GpwUEVOL ... META THG Tpoatpéaew. (in conjunction with
scholium 6 in C151.1a)
6 00 xoAdeL vOv TV Zipwve ... Stabéoewg EAéyeTo. -
(in conjunction with scholium 5 in C151.1a)
Acts 28:19-31

1 Eidwg 6 MabAog 8Tt ... AN ardTog pelywy xoxd. (Ammonius -
[cPG 2561] + Chrys. Hom. in Ac. 55.2 [PG 60.380.58—60,
381.1-4])

2 Ipiv émdnufjoat MoadAov &v tf) Popy ... dpydvtwy adtdv -

énicoplopévors. (repetition after scholium 3 in C151.3b;
Eus. Is. 1.73.45-69)

3 Tolg Umoupydv Aéyovat Tod ITatpds ... 6Tt édv Ematpédwaty -
{doeton avtods. (in conjunction with schol. 4 in C151.1a; E§
dvemtypdgov in C150.1 + Bas. Is. 6.189.13—18 + Chrys. Hom.
in Mt. 45.1-2 [PG 58.473.1-10])

4 "Iotéov 3¢ 81t uéypt To0TO ... TV XEQAANY - -
dmotundévta. (in conjunction with schol. 3 and
5in C151.1a) ("Ex 100 ITpoAdyou tod &v @ BiffAw
Tév "EmiotoAdv 100 adtod Amoatéov adiou

mpoTaggouévoy in C150.1)

5 "Eatt Totvuv amd 100 ... THv xepaAny dmotunBeic. - "Eatt Totvuy
('Ex o0 ITpoAdyov ... in C150.1) amd 100 ...

TNV XEQAANY

amotuyOeis.
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18 SCIERI

tradition, no proposal has yet been made to change the traditional classifica-
tion. One could rather suggest that these works are representatives of an alter-
native type of catena.

5 Ci52: The “Theophylact” Catena

Five manuscripts transmit a catena on Acts under the name of Theophylact
(GA 254, 455, 1524, 1842, 2576) and Finettus edited three recensions based on
as many exemplars.*® However, as seen above, three of these seem to be wit-
nesses to different catena types. Therefore, only the texts from 254 and 1524 are
potentially related to the Archbishop of Bulgaria, and yet scholars have failed
to reach consensus on the attribution. In Finettus’ opinion, the catena from ca
1524 lacks the ratio commentandi characteristic of Theophylact as it emerges
in the commentaries on the Gospels and Pauline Epistles.>? His doubts were
shared by von Soden, who suggested that the author indication before the pro-
logue might be a subsequent addition by a later scribe trying to make up for the
omission of a commentary on Acts among Theophylact’s exegetical works.>!
The authorship therefore remains to be ascertained.

The text of GA 1524 contains a significant proportion of similarities to the
first of the two catenae on Acts preserved in GA 437 (ff. ir-18or), which in turn
seems to be partially connected to GA 1871, at least with regard to the extant
passages from this incomplete witness (only Acts 25:9—28:31). Table 7 makes it
apparent that GA 1871 and 437 are closely related, as they both split scholium
1 into three segments and lack scholia 2 and 10. On the other hand, Ga 1871
includes additional comments (5, 7) and shares scholium 6 with GA 1524 but
not with GA 437. This latter concludes the exegesis with a scholium (1) absent
from GA 1871 and 1524. Moreover, all three have different endings: ... £v ) xaté-
uev &v ) Pwuy (GA 1524); ... péypt Th TeAelaews, Ae” (GA 437, first catena); ...
ematpePpwaty, ldoetat avtovs (GA 1871). Although the genealogical relationship
between the catenae of these codices is yet to be traced in detail, the data sug-
gests that the three manuscripts might preserve different stages of the same
catena type (Ci52.1). For these reasons, we shall mark them as Ci52.1a (GA 437,
catena one), C152.1b (GA 1871), C152.1¢ (GA 1524).

49  PGi25,495-848 (Finettus’ edition of GA 1524), 849-1060 (textus alter from GA 1842), 1061
132 (textus tertius from GA 455).

50  Cf. PG 125, 407—408.

51 Von Soden, Die Schriften, 1:689.
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THE CATENA MANUSCRIPTS ON ACTS 19

TABLE 7 Comparison between the representatives of Ci52.1
Scholia GA 1524 GA 437 (catena one) GA 1871
Acts 28:19-31
1 Eidwg 6 MabAog étt dtomov  Eidwg 6 ITadAog ... dvtideydvtwy tév Toudaiwv.
<. TV XATAGKATY TGV (Ammonius, CPG 2561)
deapdv. Tt 0Dv; vet adT&Y )aTYopNays, .. dlapuyely
Tov x{vduvov. (Chrys. Hom. in Ac. 55.1
[PG 60.379.45-50])
Mia v éArtls, gnol, cwmplog ... THV xaTdaTtooty
TGV Seapdv. (Ammonius, CPG 2561)
2 Ipiv émidnufoat Tov - -

IadAov ... é3MAwaey

"Toudax@v dToTTéAWY.

(Eus. Is. 1.73.45-74)

3 Alpeaw xarodaw Tovdaiot ... 1) xat "EMyves. (Ammonius, CPG 2561)

4 “Opa TG 00 PATTTOVAY .. EMETETPATTTO AotTov T ¥t  adTév. (Chrys. Hom. in
Ac. 55.2 [PG 60.381.15-16] + 54.2 [PG 60.376.36—-37])

5 - - Toutéary, un

TUTTEVOVTES
QveWPOY ... ETL
udMov ampi&a.
(Chrys. Hom. in Ac.
55.2

[PG 60.381.14]
+55.1 [PG
60.380.35-37])

6 Tolg bmovpydv Aéyovat tod  — Totg bmovpyodv
Hatpds ... Tong Egovaiag Aéyouat tod ITotpog
uetéyet. (EE dvemrypdgpou ... long €Eovalag
in C150.1) METEXEL

7 - - Tov tpémov Tod W)

VIGILIAE CHRISTIANAE (2021) 1-25

cwpaxévat Semnvig,
7005 ... GUPBERNKEY
HVTAVTWY TOUS
SpSaduois. (Proc.
G.Is. [PG 87.1945.
10-20]; CPG
7434)
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20 SCIERI

TABLE 7 Comparison between the representatives of Ci52.1 (cont.)
Scholia GA 1524 GA 437 (catena one) GA 1871
8 "Entoinaoy o010, pol, Td ATt ... EMioTpédwaty, Ovy wg Tod Oeod
lagetal autovg. (Chrys. Hom. in Mt. 45.1—2 [PG .. Gvaryautiovra
58.473.3-10]) TS xaxiog adTéY.
(inversion of g)
9 Entaydvdy yap 1) xapdia tod Adaod todtov” Oty wg 0D "Emoinoav todo,

Q209 ... dvaryautilovra The xaxdag adtév. (Severus; CPG  gnol, T& OTA ...
7080.15) EmioTpéYwa,
{doeTat autols.
(inversion of 8)
10 00 xafdimep 6 Zvwmedg - -
... XaTépevey €v i) Paouy.
(Chrys. Hom. in 1 Cor.
35.4 [PG 61.302.9-24];
CPG 4428)
11 - "Emt T ‘Pupaiwy 6 -
ITatAog dieriav Ay ...
HéxpL THS TEAELWTEWS,
Ag’. (Ex to0 ITpoAdyou ...
in C150.1)

The other catena attributed to Theophylact is found in Ga 254 (Ci52.2). The
title of the work reads: "Ex t@v e&yntiedv o0 &y (io)v Twdvvou 100 Xp(voootéuov)
xol Tvwy ex Tav Tatépwy (E8nymaels) elg tag MpdEels xal gig tag KaboAwdg xata
cuvtopiay guMey(eloat) mopd Tod poxaplwTdTou OE0PUAGKTOV GPXIETITHOTOV
BovAyaplag. Nonetheless, Staab rejected Theophylact’s authorship and deemed
this commentary as a low-quality excerpt from the Andreas catena, formed by
cuts and extensions.>2

While the influence of the major compilation is undeniable, equally striking
is the proximity of GA 254 to GA 1524, as observed by von Soden.>3 This is appar-
ent in the verbatim repetition of some fairly long exegetical passages from Ga
1524: the two catenae have the same reworked scholium from Chrysostom’s
Homily on Acts 4, as illustrated in Table 8. However, the selection and sequence
of scholia is visibly different. Rather than a direct relationship, we can assume

52 Staab, Pauluskommentare, x.
53  Von Soden, Die Schriften, 1:688.
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THE CATENA MANUSCRIPTS ON ACTS 21

TABLE 8

Comparison between GA 254 and 1524

Scholia

GA 254 GA 1524

Acts 2:3-16
Adbpov” Avodapfavéuevog amo 'Ev i) Nuépa Tic Ievtnxoatis ... Expijy, Goel
TRV PaBTdV ... Noav dobévtog Tod TUP4S.
Ivedparog. (CPG 2561)
Xpucootdpou IToA v pOUNV T0d "Exdficé te ép’ Eva Exaatov adtév. Toutéary,
TTvedpatos ... €l ) xadi of dAXoL TIOPEYELVEY .. ETTL XPLOTE HapTUPLOL.
petéayov. (Hom. in Ac. 4.1 [PG 6o.
1—42], abbreviated and reworked)
Tod Xpuooatépov’ (no name in GA 1524) Kai adtd 10 xatoxelv éxel xataAimévTog
natpidag, ebhaBelag iv onpelov, udhiotd te éx drapdpwy EBvAv dmdpavtes xal dpévtag
oixlag xal quyyevels, év Tepovaadnu xatoixetv. To 8¢ dmo mavtog EBvoug dvtl Tod dmd TOMGY
EBVQV" TO yap TavTog €Mt TOMGY ExdapBaver 1) Ypagr) bmepBoAtnds xpwpéwy. Oltwg elptat
xol T6 Exyed dmd tod [lveduards uov éni moay odpxa, wal T of wdvtes tat Eavtdv {yrodory, od
¢ Tyood Xpiotod, xorl t6 olx éott Sixatog 0dde els, dmd Tod xaBdhov Todg ToMods apaivovaa.
Elra yevouéwng 8¢ ths pwviis tadtyg, cuviAde o TARBog xai auvexd8y, fiyouv Etapdyn,
EBadpaaey Emedy) yap v obeia &yéveto 16 yevdpevov, elxdtws EEwbev ouvédpape, 8tt fixovov
elg Exaatog adtdv T 18la Srokéxtew. "Heioow yap 8t Tedidalot 8vteg, xal udhiota of
AmtdaTolot’ TpdS Yaip Exelvoug AoV Epwy’ TS puplag Exelvag EAdAovY YAWTTag. Zuvexhiy
3¢ o TARBog, eindTwg: Evduilov yap altols Tapéxety Tpdypata Sid TV Suvouéwny TEApAY
700 Xptotod- xal 10 guveldog xatéaeley adTOV TAG Puyds Ev xepaty obv oavs &tt Thg apayiis:
xal avtor adTodg Emtéetl. Todto ¢ Tolg dmoatéAoug Evelpo, 8Tt xal Tapd TV AXPOaTRV
gpdvBovov Tod Badpartog THY ydpw” STt v yap v Tuxdv Mapbioti, adtol odx fidetoay, dAE
mapd xelvay pdvBovov. 'EBvav 8¢ pépwntal modepiny adtols, Kontdv, ApdBwy xal tév
v’ xal TodTo chuBolov v 8Tt mdvTwy xparthaouay. "Exel 8¢ &v alypodwoly foav moMol.
[TdvtoBey Totvuv ¥) paptupla, Tapd TOATAY, Tapd Eévewy, Tapd TpoanAitwy. (Hom. in
Ac. 4.1 [PG 60.43.50-59] + 4.2 [PG 60.45.37—41], reworked).
Adbpov’ T dmo Tovtog EBvoug Hovtoyod peta thg dpetis ... tvar 1) Aty
amhodatepov Exhnmréoy: ... d¢kacBattd  ToAoLS quvarydyy).
Ivedpa SiSoabat adtd pryéov.
(cpG 2561)
Teunproavod” Atd v T@v €0vav ... did Eldeg xel xnSepoviay ... puetd tooadtng
™V éAmtida T petavolog. (CPG 4218)2  SaAéyetat mappnaiag.

a In the Andreas catena (Ci50.1) this scholium is entitled to0 adtod and comes after a comment from
Chrysostom. However, since there is no trace of this text in Chrysostom’s works, the attribution to
Severian of Gabala is probably correct.
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22 SCIERI

the use of a common type as a source. Another departure from GA 1524 is the
indication of authorship in the margins of GA 254, next to the first words of
each comment, which is mostly absent from the representatives of Ci52.1. The
most relevant discrepancy, though, seems to be in the compilation practice:
while the compiler of GA 254 generally separates individual authors’ extracts,
the catenist of Ga 1524 tends to combine multiple sources in a single scho-
lium. Unlike the Oecumenius catena (Ci51), however, he does not ‘rewrite’ the
mixed comments: in most cases, these are merely abbreviated and assembled
while preserving the author’s style. This could be defined as a “cut and paste”
technique.>*

6 Ci55: Codices singuli

This category has been introduced as the next available number in the Acts cat-
ena sequence in CPG for manuscripts whose catena does not correspond to any
of the types so far illustrated. Three manuscripts have already been assigned a
number in the Clavis Clavium based on Parpulov’s catalogue: A 605 (C155.1);
GA 920 (C155.2); Patmos, Ioannou, 263 (C155.3).%° The next manuscripts to be
included are: GA 437, catena two (Ci55.4); GA 886, catena one (Ci155.5); GA
1839 (C.155.6). Further detailed research is required to determine the nature
of these compilations, but there is already sufficient evidence to exclude any
close relationship between the individual witnesses: each presents a different
selection and arrangement of scholia, as displayed in Table 9.

7 Conclusion

To some extent, the present survey may appear to have confirmed Charles
Kannengiesser’s opinion that the study of the genealogy of catenae is a “a
bewildering task”5 Nevertheless, this attempt to classify the manuscript tra-
dition in greater detail than has hitherto been the case has brought a degree
of order to the confusion which may arise both when approaching individual
manuscripts and in understanding the existing printed texts. The forty-six
catena manuscripts on Acts considered in this study disclose great diversity:
not only are there discrepancies between the selection and transmission of

54 Cf. Curti, “La tradizione catenaria”, 280.
55  https://clavis.brepols.net/clacla/OA/Link.aspx?clavis=CPG&number=Ci55.
56  Kannengiesser, Handbook of Patristic Exegesis, 978.
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TABLE 9 Sequence of comments in C155
Scholia GA 437 (catenatwo)  GA 605 GA 886 (catena one)
Acts 2:1—-14
1 Zevnpov’ ITadov ToutéaTt Tpo THjg AvorapBovopevog 4o T uady-
Xplotog 6 Oedg gapxl IevtexoaTiig, el AVTHY, WG TAV ... THG EXXANTIAG TANPWHATL
... &v Ivebuari xal dAy-  eimely ... xol woel o) ol
Jelq, Oel mpooxvvely. Yép dvepog iv. (Chrys. Hom.
(unidentified work) inAc. 4.1 [PG 60.42.45-56,
43.1-6])
2 "Ev ) Npépa Tig TouTéaTt TOPEYELVEY ETTOL- “Ov Tpémov & Tod VéUov ... G
IevtnxoaTijs 1) T0d VETATATO ... EIXGTWS, €T amo tod dylov Iveduaros.
aytov Ivedparog TS xeQokijs Edé&avo Tag
EMQOITNOLS ... ATAPYYY  YAWTTO.
¢ O mpooayopévwy.  (Chrys. Hom. in Ac. 4.1 [PG
(Severian of Gabala, 60.43.12—-13] + unidenti-
unidentified work) fied source)
3 TTdvteg Tveg ol Tottov yaptv o TGV GAAwv  "Exélevev 0 vouos ... TANpELS
‘AméaTorot xat of gV XOPLOUATWY ... N3UvavTo gyévovro.
adTols pnadyrals. Aaelv 38pdwg Quvals.
(unidentified work) (Chrys. Hom. in 1 Cor. 35.1
[PG 61.296.39—48])
4 Yeunpravod Kahdgto  Aenevis, 8t moddnig 6 Xpuoootdpou "0t 00 uebbouaty,
é€ odpavol Emedn xal  mapd dvbpmmorg Tiutog ... e00€ws ... mavtag @Beyyeabolb
TOTE V) TPWTN QWW ...  mavTa mpowpiabat. (Chrys. (Hom. inAc. 4.3
100 drylov IMvedporog Hom. inAc. 3.3 [PG [PG 60.46.20—48])
EMQOITHTEWS. 61.38.28-37])
(unidentified work;
cf. GA 1895, schol. 4)2
5 Teunpov’ EE odpavod "Totéov 8Tt TohTOL ExAeYE- OY¢ Eévoug elmey dvwtépw ... T

uév v Topaa o)
CaPas ... THV BagtAgioy
TGV 0VpAVAY.

(&md Adyov wn’ in
C150.1; CPG 7035)

VTOS ... 0UY &ma, GG wearl
OIS,

(Chrys. Hom. in Ac. 3.4 [PG
60.38.46-50])

év ‘TepogoAdpolg oixelv. (Hom. in
Ac. 5.1
[PG 60.49.27-32])
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TABLE 9

Sequence of comments in Ci55 (cont.)

SCIERI

Scholia GA 920

GA 1839

Patmos, loannou, 263

1 ‘Avti o0 Evexev Dpdv
TV dAVaLY.... 6Bev
to0to dAGV Emdryel-
(Chrys. Hom.
inAc. 55.1 [PG
60.379.50-55])

2 ‘Qael Edeyov Olte
318 YPARUAT®Y, ...
xatyyoplag €autodg
dmoAbovTEG.

(Chrys. Hom. in Ac.
55.1 [PG 60.379.
60-61, 380.10-15])

3 "O7e dvexwpovv
QVTITATTOUEVWY ADTAVY
< YV@VOL TO HUTTYpLOY
todro. (Chrys.

Hom. in Ac. 55.1
[PG 60.380.35-43])

4 Toutéaty, py) moTed-
OVTES GVEYWPOUV.
(Chrys. Hom. in Ac.
55.2 [PG 60.381.14])

5 "Evtadbo debevuat v
adTod EAevdepiav ...
xat Epetvey emi B &ty
d13douwv exel. (Chrys.
Hom. in Ac. 55.1 [PG

60.380.55-57])

Acts 28:19-31

Edoefiov Tplv émdnpiioot tov &v tf) Pouy ... v éMAwaey

"Touda@v dmoatéAwv. (Is. 1.73.45-74; no source indication in

GA 1839)

Kat todto 10 pytov
TPOPNTNV wG Odbev
dmopOeyyopev ... ol 3¢

apeldnoav év Tals apaptiorg.

(Bas. Is. 6.189.13-36)

Tob Xpugoatdpov” Achivuaty

6 IMadAog d1d TovToV, 8Tt Td
Tvebuoa v 8 6 mpogymis ‘Hoalog
tebéato. (unidentified work)

a See Table 2 above.

b A different hand is responsible for this and the following comments: these are excerpted from Ci50.1

(see section 3 above).
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THE CATENA MANUSCRIPTS ON ACTS 25

scholia, but even within groups it is rare that two copies are exactly the same.
Determining the boundaries between one type of catena and another is a chal-
lenge, because during the process of compilation, existing collections were
reduced, extended or mixed with others, quotations by Christian exegetes
were expanded or abbreviated, and often simply removed. It is apparent that
the Andreas catena (Ci50) exerted a consistent influence on all the other types,
yet there is sufficient evidence to adduce a certain degree of flexibility in fol-
lowing the main model and the utilisation of multiple sources (this is the case
in C150.2¢, C151, C152.2, and most likely some codices singuli). As observed by
William Lamb, “the rather chaotic manuscript tradition characteristic of cat-
enae suggests that a catena is an ‘open book’. Material was added and amended
with the production of each new copy.”>”

In the light of these considerations, the deployment of specific categories of
identification (type, subtype, group), albeit flexible, will permit scholarship to
gain a better idea of the diversified tradition of catenae on Acts. This account
provides a point of reference for future research and lays the groundwork for
specific exploration of matters yet to be addressed, such as reconstructing the
stages in the development of the recognised catena types and identifying the
manuscripts which merit close examination (such as the codices singuli). Only
by proceeding in this carefully defined way will it become possible to reach a
fuller appreciation of the nature and value of the catena tradition on the Acts
of the Apostles.
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57 Lamb, “Conservation and Conversation”, 280.

VIGILIAE CHRISTIANAE (2021) 1-25 | 10.1163/157007205BJAL0042, | &l com12/22/2021 12-18:24PM

via University of Birmingham



	_heading=h.gjdgxs
	_heading=h.1fob9te
	_Hlk78052890

