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EP.I aTOLI‘cRX- FO RI 1 LA’E

'(i‘fﬁ . . IN THLBAN COPTIC DOCUMEWT 4 N
'_. "7 .._ s o " _'. — — . '-.. ) ‘_ . .\ i B
SR TR . by;Snsan furner ST T me T
S Coptlc documentq of a non-legal nature hava‘

. / -
'remalned unclaq91f1ed up o ;he preqent tlme. It ha

¢

'hlonq heen recoqn;7ed that Coptrc prlvate 1etters are :

N formulalc 1n structure.- However, the 1ntere°t shown by
B " e . s l‘ * ."'. \l

\-ee_,,ascholars over the lagt century has been dlrecgsi to

v

those texts of a legal nature, to thc detriment of prl-

vate 1etters. ThlS thebls is an attempt to isolate: and

sw
b) -

4classify those formulae appehrrnq .in COPth letters fﬁqm

" Thebes. . ' o T

The, study centres on those numerous létters” )

appearing in the Monastery of Epiphanius ‘and thoée‘fromﬂ

.

the c¢ollection of the Royal Ontario Museum. The latter

o ]
_are being published‘here for the first time. Both re-

present ‘Theban epistolary style of the late sixth and "=
early qevcnth century. Bvery Jetter has been analvzed A
4

v ‘ with a view to isolatina introductory formulae, addrebs

+ formulae, and other letter formulae of an optional na— '
_ - 3

ture. In those -instances when the evidenCesn#emained‘

3

inconclusive, letters from other Theban collectlons

’ 9



. e,

-

) C }{;?;
were drawn-lnto thls studv. Vherevernp0551ble the - .
charaaﬁggq occurrlng;Ln the letter;“\.v' e .
‘so thaf‘?ome perepectlwe on thglsodlal 1nteractlonq of ;
Theban wrrrers could be arhlevéé-; ThlS alFo ;;;earn;:“;"‘;
jsight into,thermheban s&stéﬁ of ra An . .
mm A : , R
éttémpt has also been made to compdre -these lettcrg‘ b»\\ -
U D

~_Egypt and to‘suggest the origins of Coptic epistolary

2

wiﬁhfotherS'frém'aiffqrent periods and_iocét}ohs inf*:‘

.-

formulae. S "

'/\i - : - .
.. . The lettexs reveal that there were five major

N - -
~ . AN ©m

tYpCs_of intrqduétory\formulae_and.phfééﬁbasic‘fdrms'
of address.’ To*varyinq-degreeé,,each made_allowanpe
. e

for compllmentary formulae, those eplthets whrch the"

- writer attached to tho name. of his "addresseec. The “writer

‘.
v -

could alSo‘include such optibnal eleméhts as terminal
‘ Y |
formula, preface or 1nvocat10n. These generally ad-

characterized the writing of individual scribes. - Each

seemed to adhere to a favourite style.of 1etter,’one~in-

k]

keeping with the raﬁé of his recipient and the_pgrpose

-

of his correspondence. _ - /

o

hered to a standard form. A des1re for homogcnelty also
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o~ PREFACE

/

ghe following thesis is the result of research'

“5”:which began in 1969. My original intention had been _ .

'to e%it and translate the COptic ostraca which have

v .

past sixty years. 1In my first attempts to read these

'fregmentéry'documents, I turned for help to the"

~ been in storage in -the Royal Ontario Museum for the .

.
L3

e
A

collections of ostraca which had already been pnblished,

amongst which was that of the Monasterif9£ §piphanihs; The

striking featu:e in.all ?heban_letters is the eimilafiﬁy' )
in wording. They all seemed to begin in predictable ‘
ways even though they‘were the products of different
writers, Sinee I was familiar with the'formuiaic .
patterns of letter writing in‘hieroglyphic writing
and in Demotic, I found it rat#er reassuring to find
that the Egyptian love of established ways of deing
things had continued,on into Coptic times, in fact,
into the Middle Ages., When I ‘discovered thet'tnere
was a reietionship between characters published in
EPI and other texée, I then realized that I had the
opportunity of analyzing the formulae in leiters

in éAéet historical éontext.u_This then became -the
major theng of my thesie._ The ROM ostraca Became v v

)
a part of this study.



K4

-

- I wish t ank Miss W, Needlexr, Curator

Eme¥itus .and Dr. . Millet; the present curafor of

‘the Egyptian Department in the Royal éhtario Museum,
for enab11ng pe to examine- their collectlon of .
ostraca first hand, ‘I am particularly-grateful to
'Prof R. J. Willlams for the years of careful
supervis;on of my work and to Prof. J Wevers  who
offered me great encouragementf -

¢ - L a

» Toronto, 1975 Susan Turner

’



,© ° ,  HBBREVIATIONS AND SYMBOLS

)]

- BALA-  P.E. Kahle, Bala'izah: Coptic Texts from Deir

L el-Bala'izah 1n Upper'ggxg_. -2 vqumes. Londoh,
."_:_. o ] rs4. < . ; ’ '
BM. - .., W E. Crum, Catalogue of the Co t1c manuscripts
- ' -In the Brltisﬁ M eum. . London, I905. _
~ BUDGE E.A.W. Budge, Cogtlc Agoc§§¥ha in the D1a1ect :
S of Upper Egypt. London, . o -~
.CO_ . - W.E. Crum, Coptic Ostraca. Special Extra Publlcation
. of the Egypt Exploration Fund London, 1902. o
R N ' [
CRUM = W.E. Crum, A Coptlc chtlonary. Oxford, 1939
o EPI " H.BE. Wlnlock and W.E. Crum, The Monastery of
gglghanlus at Thebes. 2 Parts. The Metropolltan
Museum of Art. E’yptlan Expedltion. New York,
_ 1926 ' '
HALL * H.R. Hall, Coptic and Greek Texts of the -
) Christian Period from Ostraka, Stelae etc. in
I the British Museum.  London, 1905.
KRU ‘Walter E. ‘Crum, Koptische Rechtsurkunden des
.. achten Jahrhunderts aus Dj8éme (Theben). ‘!.
Leipzig, 1912. o :
MH . E. Stefanski, Coptic ostraca from Medinet Habu.
Chicago,/1952 R
PhO Charles Bachatly, Le Monastére de Phoebammon
dans le Thébaide. Tome II. Cairo, 1965.
. RE E. Revzllout, "Textes coptes extraits de la
- correspondance de St. Pesenthius év@que de «

Coptos et de plusiéurs documents analogues,"
Revue & tolo%%ggg, 9 (1900) pp. 133-177;
- To(1902) pp. 34-47; 14 (1914) pp. 22-32.

ROM’ "Coptic Ostraca in the Royal Ontario Museum..
RYB_‘ W.E. Crum, Catalogue of the Coptic manuscripts
Manchester. .

in the John ands Library,
Manthester, §¥3§2

~



ST . W B. Crum. Short Texts from Coptlc Ostraca -
o apd Pagxrl Oxfor . .

alter C.. Tlil, Datlerung und Prosopographie
der Koptlschen U"kunden aus heben Vlenna,
I§52. , L _ :

TILL

-

- ve - W.E. Crum, Varla Coptiga. Aberdeen, 1939.

g

W.E. Crum and H. I Bell, Wadi -Sargas Coptic =4
and Greek texts from the excavations under-
taken by the Byzantine research account.

Iae, {922 X \v . ) R

seabe .

(WS T

} . ~

Lo IR : -
. ~. ’ AN

’ . : 4
Oblique brackets £ - enclose scribal GM1831ons. : .
Square brackéts [  .J} enclose restorations and 1acunae._;/’
Parentheses ( ) enclose. explanatory additions in the
Engligh. translations.
Four dots within [....} indicate a lacuna of indeterminate
length. -
Three dots before the’ text 1nd1cate that other words pre-
cede the text.

Three dots after the. text. 1ndlcate that the sentence
.continues. ) i

/
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-1

-Egypt was the blrth place of monast1c1sm. This

/
was - Egypt's most endurlng glft to the Chrlstlan world Pil-

grams came 1n thé hundreds to see the land where Antony and -
B “hL ‘, :

Mo
- ‘-

W!Pachom ret;eated 1nto the desert. They retutned to Europe i
.. . .- .‘ 1
with splrltuc} and artlstlc modele for. the ascetlc llfe.

e

~ —

[y . . e

. “The: populatl n-of Egypt had’ embraced the monastlc ldeal N -

.
-
-

'1ﬂhwholeheartedly. Their rellglous‘fervour prompted the fo;lowh ’

ing descrlptlon of Egypt in the fourth century° . m

‘

°

e - "no earthly klng hath ever been able to gather

.+ -+ _ together 'so .great a.number-of men into ‘his ser=
vice; for there is neither village nor city in .. . .
Egvpt or in ‘the Thebaid which is not surrounded
by monasteries as by walls, andwmany multitudes

. of peoplé rest upoz thelr (priests') prayers as
they do- upon God.

. Althouqh the politlcal sztuatlon had deterlorated

“in ‘the: 1ntervenrng two centurles, the above descrlptlon

L) .~'“- ‘
could have applled to‘the monophy51te commun;ty of’Jeme in -

the sixth and seventh centuriés. Reference is‘madeﬂregu- S

L I

larly to the WTMJY of Jeme, literallé the 'mountain' of
'Jehef - This refers to the wider gea9raphic area surrounding

- . . X . k v 3
w " ' : Q

1 ' .

For a brlef discussion of Egyptian #nfluences on
Europe, and on Celtic art and religion in partlcu-.
lar see A. Atiya, A history of eastern Christlanlty
i (London- Methuen, 19€8), p. 53 ff. R
v Lt 2 R ., .. . ‘

The editor of thls Syrlac version of the Historia
, Monachorum .falsely ascribed the authorship to St. .
“ .Jerome instead of ‘to Rufinus. E.A.W. Budge, Stories"
o of the Holy Fathers (London: Oxford Unlver51ty Press,

L 1934), p. 420.

.



. ) 3

'« the town of Jeme, 1nc1ud1ng the numerous 1EYTO| ’ ‘churches'
4 1 )
" or monasterles. One of these was the 51te 1dent1f1ed as

2 .

the monastery-of‘Eplphanius. ’

In the season 1911—1912 the Metropolltan Museum :
\
. i
of Art turned its attentlon from excavatlon of the Eleventh

S~ . S
- \

Dynasty tonbs to a svstematlc excavatlon of the Coptlc re-

mains around the tomb of Daga. Amonq the rulns of what turn-

. - 3

ed out to b the monastery were found hundreds of texts\ hioh’

’

tors were confident that the texts' contents would

L4 s

~

1ight on the date of the monastery. On this basis, 'the m?nas-'

tery‘of Epiphanius was dated ca. A.D. 600. ~ f, . v

-

. Most of the personal letters from the Epiphanius{ ‘!
.. . ! .
_site were wrltten on broken pottery (GXXE). This aometimes

- : l

included Ietters on llmestone._ Papyrus,_however, was the 1»

- .

.MAQ; most acceptable epistolographic medlum. It was also the most
S o . 2 '
' d@ifficult to asgnise. Coptus, thewnorthernmost town with

® which there is evidehce of continuous contact, is likely to

]

have;been‘the source of Jeme's papyrus supply. Furthermore,

Y 1 ) | S o '
' EPI, Vol. 1, p. 4. BALA, p. 27.' ..
2 . : ;

For a dlscu551on of wrltlng materlals see EPI,
. Vol.. l, ch. VII. :

L]
.

\ "D{"f‘,\“?* LR ’ ,. ] o



it was ‘the eglsco al -centre of its reglon.’ Papyrus would
e K- . _

, have been necessary for ‘the bishop"s correspondend“”w1th >%'

_church authorltles in the nortﬁ As we wa;l see, most of
fithe_letgers from RE which are addressed to Pesenthius, the
mOnophysite bishob:of Cobtus,aareuwritten on'papyrus;* )
Whiie'ci;i} authqgities appear to have had ready
access~to papurus:for lé%ters to résidents of the'Monastery
~of Epiphanius,1 for-the ordinary peop1e of Jeme,\inc;udingb.
oriests and monksﬂ aooess was more iimited; ;The:freéuency
of apoloqies for not haVing_written‘on papyrus‘is an indif
cation that scareltles were wldespreadvat thls t:l.me.2 In
this regard-it is interesting to note %hat most of the papyri

from the monastic site not dealing with ‘civic matters con-

) 3

cern Pesenthlus, Eplphanlus, and their immediate assoc1ates. .

Such” letters date to the time of Pesenthius fllght from .the =
4

' Persian anvasrgnf, ca. A. D. 616-630, when he t66\ refuge at 599

4 -

Thebes. It may be that when Pesenthlus moved south his epl-
scopal headquarters moved south with him. Thls then gave

Eplphanlus access  to mater1a1 advantages not usually assoc1at-

‘ .
-

) » o , FE
EPI 142, 163, 183,.250(?), 409(?). Cf. EPT 151.
- | 20 40 |
“ EPI 103, 141, 172, 278, 298; ST 197, 305; VC 64,
70, 82. See also CO, p. x.

3 o, )
. EPI 104, 106, 108, 111, 129, 131, 136, 144, 152,
.~ 153, 162, 164, 177, 184, 198, /253, 254, 263, 327,.
S 427, 429, 430, 431, 433, 44T, 460, 463, 466, 473
s 482, 483, 494, 510. '
L4

~ TILLy.@. 168 £,
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© _ed bith'anphoritictexistencer such as'the use of'pabyruS'for~;
Lo Ok

, S : - .

-:correspond7nce; None of hls predecessors in offlce made such
v A .- .

exten51ve use of papyrus even thonqh they were'held in eaually -

’

hlgh esteem, Judglng by the 51m11arrty of tltles and eplthets

y/ attached to the1r names. -

The task undertaken in this present study is a
. b}

‘classification of the formulaic expressions occurring in.

-~ PREE

Theban letters.A The need for such a study wasbacknowledged
° . 1
by Crum at the tlme when EPI was first publlshed Before

thls time no one had been able to prov1de a suff1c1ent1y

! ¢
-

\\\ larqe“hody of texts oﬁ.known provenance on.which one could .

base valid conclusions. A1l texts ‘from EPI are from the one !
site and date'within a century of each other.

A further posutlve feature was the dlscovery, through

3 the Eplphanlus letters, of the relatlonshlp which existed be-

» hd

tween;Eplphanlus the anchorlte of Jeme and Pesenthlus the
blshop.ofrCoptus, the latter“belng.known elsewhere_from the

. ) . B -~ " - ' R - N 2 . N .
letters published in'RE and from his biography. A comparison

of tbe‘correspondence of EPI and RE provided a basis for .
xamlnlng the assoc1dt10ns of characters and events mentloned

' n them. Since many of the letters refer to Eplphanlus and -

B - N\
EPI, Vol. 1, p. 253 f. <§§\ o
2 T, ey .o LT -

BUDGE, p. 75 ff.
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Pesenthius, and thus to the time of the secbnd Persian

_presence. in Bgypt, 1t was possible to exqplne the rest of
. . { .

the letters from the monastery in relatlon to them. Thls-.'.e’
~~,$

d

was an opportun;:y to examlne letters of- Theban style whlch

a

. were written in the early part of the seventh century..

The following is a representative'letter of'the"‘

v

Epiphanius collection. It does not contain all the possible

formulaic elements, but does ihclude the two most important:
introguctory formh;aland address.
. .. * \ : . .

EPI 241 : | | e .

INTRODUCTORY FORMULA

_P~ s ) ] ' 'v | w_.'(.» B S
N‘HOPT! . ‘

SK.

'MEN Nnwaxe t |
WINE ETRAMEPIT NEIW -

CAKAY / ‘l‘c\cm&ie

MrrEKé.r- reh\oc E'ro\er.\e

| HQPETE:KHNTEle
OYU.)“_‘-!E Né:zsooy T\'EKOY .
XAl NaT ByXmE O=' TE N
_.‘Taas" ENZHT toY\JQE mp R RS
EE| EnolHTl Nak TENOY M, | .‘

WIEN [T]YTT[O:]C. ETBE OYZ‘”B o o
‘EAﬁTAZo'l‘/ % o - - -

<~ ;./
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Nrrc\HEpl'r N St

; EiwT! Tcaak . _

) ~ 2N TNIW R S
CHO TENS | “ |
- X1eToc + , | ' .

$ At the beginnming of the message I greet my

-~ beloved father Isaac. I kiss your holy angel.
May your fathership be pleased to send me (word
of) your health. If only there were a way .o
for me to come north! For I (?) desired— to
come north 'to you now. "I found no means because
6f something which hés happened to me. £ Give
it*to my beloved father Isaac from the most
humble Joseph + . L . ’

S . "

. 'Bach letter in the.EPI coliection and in the ROM
collection {(which forms an appendlx to this study) has been
. examlned with a view to 1solat1nq the formulae which beq1n,
end; or otherw1se‘decorate it. In 1nstances where ev1dence

remained 1nconc1u51ve, letters from other collections were.

-

drawn into the analysis. Finally, Coptic letters of the
: N i

-

Epiphanius collection have been compared with other'Theban~.
~letters ‘and with Coptlc letters from other reglons of Egypt.

An attempt has been made to trace the fpndamental relation-
fshlp between Theban Coptic epistolographic formulae and those

found in Greek-Egyptlan letters. ' .

n

Ao ' ~

Nuld expect the imperfect NE1OY Wy .

<
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The Coptic letter formulae will be seen to re-

' = —_ . .

semble prefabricated bui}ding-blocks which are'arranged'

at the discretion of the writer. Since most_ letters were  °

essentialiy-requests; writers usually endeavodred to be as
pplite'as¥possib;e'in the opening linés. This often result-
ed in a letter 1n téhich the requestlwuas obscured by elaborate
'epithets ref’errinq to the recipieht | ‘FRhese complimentary -

formulae could be included elther in the 1ntroductlon or
: . N
in the address. Frequently they occur in both. .
. \ . ' » ) .
Most"letters begin w{th a formal introduction, a

ul i

"kind of preamble in wh:Lch the sender declares that his best

- wishes for Lhe reclplent take precedence over anythlna else.

‘

Such formulae commence w1th y\)fm- ‘MEN , ZJc\eH HEN ¢ OF

:

T"PD TQ\r\TwN If he beglns his letter with 0<AT<:\ BE, T(’Po(

oE ., - or FWE!AH he is. descrlblng the c1rcumstan es whlch

" led up to the present comment or Eequest Sometlmes the

-er.ter abbrev1ates hlS 1ntroductory M rmula by omitting’ the
~open1ng conjunction completely. ' |

A letter: s address ‘can. appear at the beginning or
end. It can cons:.st of a s:.mple 1nd1catlon of sender and -

»

recipient; or 1t can contaln compllmentary eplthets referring

1

.1

The following.letters begin w1thout formulae:
EPI: 111, 114, 131, 145, 162, 163, 176 178, 181,
205, 238, 266, 277, 283, 288, 298

B

..'.V
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to the addressee. The . latter 1s espec1a11y observable in’

- -

those letters whlch begln with an address. There is some -

. 1nd1cat10n that when the address occurs in this p051t10n,

Nl
_ it usurps the. function'of introductory@formula.

Introductory formulae and addresses are the two.

,_most J.mportant elements 1n Coth.c letters. \\In addltlon,

at the close of the letter, one could 1nclude a terminal ' .

-

formula Whlch sent a f1nal wish for the recibient's con- /
tlnued well-belng. The usual form is OYAAlZﬁﬂ&OEKJ 'Fare
well in the Lord ' The letter could also be decorated by

"small crosses (chrysma) or 1nvocatlons to Chrlst, Mlchael;
. 1 : . -
or Gabriel. Material not essential to the content of the

letter could be attached in the form of preface or postscrlpt

»

»

Flnally, in those cases where the scribe is writing in the - *Q*
"'.
name- - of someone else, heléometimes-adds his own commentls or

requests. Usually he includes his’ name so that it is clear/r
. . N l\"Z
that it is the scribe and not the sender who is speaking.

; 7 )
1 “ | :
Mlchael %was the most honoured archangel who

helped monks in times of temptatlon. Gabriel was .
the bearer of good news from God. Cf. Pierpoint k

— Morgan Ms 575, Folio 9v-12r, in M. Cramer, . -
. ’ Koptische Hymnologie in deutscher Ubersetzung \
L (Wlesbaden‘ Harrassow1tz, 1969) . '

2

EPI 431:9.

T
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In spite'pffthe:fact’that prefaces, bhrysma} inf
.vocatlons and termlna\\formulae are elements 1ncluded onlyl
at the w1sh of tQ? writer and that this choice allowed h1m
an element of 1ndependence, 1f he. dld use one of these ele-i' '

ments, it nearlv always conformed -to ‘one. of the standard

patterns. New forms were slow to evolve.

e
Prom these letters it is possible to gain impres-
sions of évents in Jeme. Allusions are made to sickness,
personal'problems, civil strife, andvtﬁgre are general refer-

L R ]

. ences to the political*situation. It is difficult to fit

these random»comments into an historical framework. What
makesﬂthe problem even more complex is that ch racters.can

be igentified positively only in the contextl of t:he_~ 1etters ‘
lin which they appear. Monks and pr!ests used only one name o
and seldom identified tnemselyes by title. Fortunately Crum
managed to isolate certaﬂg characters on the Sasis of their

handwriting. The conclusions of Crum were subsequently supported

by Till in his Prosopoaraphie. Using their studies as a
< -

K

starting point, I analyzed the work of individual scribes

whose letters appear both in EPI and other Theban collections.

This expanded the horizon samewhat since it was. now possible

to.augment the list of recognizable characters appearing”ln

these letters. It was soon apparent that certain names occur-

red in association with others on a ‘reqular basis. Groups-

B



iof Yetters ¢ou1d then be seen to.sfem from varying periods?

- of the early seventh century. - This analysis led_tb-g‘re-,
intefpretation of some of Crum's‘canIuéioﬁs about the  ?7
history of,%he.sitg._l

| fhere,seems to be;liitie justificatio;'for a;suﬁ-

ﬁhg that the inhabitants of Jeme.regérdéd Epiphanius more

highly than the anchorites who followed or preceded him in

[

“office. He 'stands out historically because his naﬁ; has
survived on the will of.the monastery (KRU 75i as being the
; . ® -
builder.of the two towers, the major architectural features
- of the site; He has also;received prominence through his
asSociétion with the famous Pesenthius, bishop of Coptus.
In spite of all this ve find,'in reading those letters
destined to him, that.the,epithets appended folﬁis name are
‘no nésler, nor more exceésive thén those used to refer to ’
othef anchorites, such as John or Enoch. it youlé seeﬁ that

' political events gave Epiphanius prominence. His rise to

power within the monastery coincided with the Persian inva-

sion and with the sojourn of Pesenthius at Jeme. ‘The
. - h ‘

turbulsfice of the times prompted him to construct defenses
for the monastery's protection. Howevef, there is no indi-.
. cation from the letters that hisiépiritual qualities were'

any dreater thanrthose of his pféﬂecg§sors. As Crum points’

—



. 12

out, all attempts to find EpiphaniuS' name in the lists of
: | 1 . o
local saints have remained unsuccessful.

;Examination of the letters of EPI and other Theban

S

'collectlonsahas prompted me to revise some conc1u51ons of

'Crum and Wlnlock I dlssoc1ate ‘the Elijah who" 1s the an-

-
-

chorltb partner of Isaac from the Elljah who assumes: leader-'
ship after the demise of Jacob, the second successor of
Epiphanius.z ‘As- I describe in chapter V,- the evidence. :
points to the fact that the anchorites Isaac and élijah,
John and Enoch actually antedate Epiphanius.in the monastic

succession. If this is so, some relnterpretatlon of the

-archaeoloqlcal evidence at the 51te w111 be necessary.

S Although Wlnlock and‘ Crum both state that no -

rellance can be placed on the ostraca to provide evidence
for’datlng various parts of the 51te, they 1dent1f1ed the
so-called monastery of Cyrlacus, one of the oldest sectlons,

3
" on the-ba51s of the‘texts that were discovered inside it.

- ) €

~

Yet they viere unw1111ng to admlt ostraca as evidence for the
T~

date of. the two towers or keeps.‘ It seems to. me partic-

- ularly significant that under the_floors and in the walls

- EPI, Vol. I, p..215. _
2 g - o
EPI, Vol. I, p. xxvi, h : ' .
EPI, Vol. I, p. 16. '
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of the rooms whose reoonstruction vas necessitatedfby the o

~ . . v

bulldlnq of the keeps, there are found OStraca spec1f1ca11y

addressed to John and Enoch (EPI 476) and one other by the

lsame scrlbe (EPI 275). Crum-acknowledges that'these letters

‘1

were ear11er than the date of the towers.,

Y 4 T e
'Also subject to'question is the dating of the .
éastern buildings of the monastery. Their construction =

®
.

~ has been interpreted as an expansion of the original monas-.

. . L - 2
tery‘and towers when conditions became crowded. Two
considerations makézthis'interpretation unlikely. Mohks
3
an’thelr communities around caves or tombs.

-~ -

genmerally

."

It was easier for them.Just to take over a ready-made
. a ' A :

" cell than to construct one. At ourNsite} which consists

Y
-

.'-ba51ca11y of a serles of Eleventh Dynasty tombs, expan51on

took the form of constructlon around the outside of-one
of the tomb entrances. This was how Daga's tomb grew into
the original monastery. It 1s probable that the eastern :

bu11d1nqs developed thls waﬁkalso because they too were.

built around an old tomb entrance. Winlock states that maﬂy

" 1 ) ' . v
EPI’ VOl. I' pc 26. N
2 : o
EPI’ le. I' po 37_0'

. 3 .

EPI, Vol. I, p. 44.
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,of the'texts which relate to :the ‘amchorite
- . 1 F . N L ) N
Eli]ah were found here. Siﬁte I date the'career of these

two to about A.D. 600-610 the construction of these eastern

buildings wonld then antedate that of- the keeps which, as

q [~
KRU 75 tells us, were erected during the time of Epiphanius'
holdlng‘office. The keeps were prohably 1ntended as a de-

fensefagainst the Persians whd\invaded and occupied Egypt

from ALD. 616 to 629 . The need for protection was not to

diminish even after Heraclius gained back power in A. D. 629;

for then effective goverﬁment control of the south ceased,

. . : . ‘ , v
at Antinoe. Local governments and monasteries had to fend

a

for themselves against their enemies, whether Chalcedonian
= > -
or Monophysite. Given such conditions, it is unlikely

thatfthe_unprotected eastern buildings would have come into
existence at a time of steadily increasing danger. -
There are_few‘allusions to theiPersians in the .

Epiphanius'letters- and all can, with the exception of EPI

300 which is _anonymous, be found in letters to Epiphanius.
P

—

1 .

EPI, Vol. I, p. 38.

- 2 : .

Co This had been the case even before the Persian
inva51ons. Edward R. Hardy, Christian Egypt.
Church and people ' (New,K York: Oxford University
Press, 1952), p. 163 ff; John of Nikiou, ch. 97.
3 _

- cf. C.C. Walters, Monastic Archaeoloqy in Egypt

) (Warminster- Aris & Phillips, 1974), p. 10.

.

4



EPI 198,-200 and 433 nge the 1mpre551on that everyone re- '

garded the 1nvas1on as 1nev1tahle. Pesenthius hlmself fled

: 1l
Coptus before\lt had actually fallen.i -plthough the~mono-

LN
. ¢

phy51te Chrlst;ans, the bulk of the natxve populatlon, -were

e "2 .
not persecuted by the Per51ans, ‘thexe was con51derable civil
i 3 . ' ‘ o -
strlfeaq',mhe'Theban area was no exception. -Iﬁ EPI 163 Epi-
~

A -

phanlus is asked to 1ntercede personally b~negot1ate an

exchange ef prlsoners between Jeme and the v1llages of Taut
>

.and Tabennese. Apparently the llfe of our Theban hermlts
was not one of unlnterrupted'medltatlon; nor had it bgen so
.q—' earller. Although there contlnues to be a large number of - .

. letters which concern themselves w1th dally monastlc affairs,

. A \

this does not dlspel the:impre551on that’® the earller anchorltes

Isaac and Elljah_had 1nvolved’themselves in local affairs; g!

"'o

" In EPI 16@ the pair agrees to demands of certaln chLefs of

"Jeme. In EPI 167 Isaac ‘writes requeStlng mercy fbr prlsonets.

Legal problems abound/ Sons are dlsanher;Zed (EPI 162); thex .
~ are imprisoned for dehts (EPI 176). ‘They tugnjtq,thehmehks.

for help. Becaase the Egyptian peasants recognized the moho-

auncr:, p. 288 (Fol. 46a)..
] ~
The Per51an invasion was 1nterpreted as divine _
punishment for the sins of the Chalcedonians again
é Monophysites. John of Nikiou ch. 101,5. :
3 *
. Ibid., ch. 97. A magnate of Akhmim terrorlzed his
» area w1th his prlvate army. -

\
-
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physite chgrqh, pere~représented:byf¥he Monastgry of Epi- .
phaniﬁs; tq.be free of Cofruptio;, fhey tufneé éq it.insiead
bf'td the étaté.: They thereby,ehdowed‘the mbnéﬁhysite

. éhufcg Qiﬁh'ppiitigai imborgance in,opéosition to the S£ate .
'and;the-dﬁélceaonian church. -“ . . .

‘ Mbst ;hebans éied young. The;number qﬁ_wills and
:—~iégal documents whichxbind'bdth’testator and . his descendants )
. . ) ) M - .- . s A 4
would inaicaﬁe that a rapid turnovér'in population ofteﬂ'led.

o bitter legal disputeé.% This appi%ed fo th?‘monaséic :
éommuhiﬁy as weligﬁfor,‘as KRU 75‘te§tifie§, monéstgpies too
. . . RN . - L
' were‘bequeathed; ~A high death rate among'clericﬁ would .Av -
mean a rapialtﬁ{poveg in mOnaséEE succe;sioh. vThis.may helb.

to explain’the fact that the-anchorites seen in the EPI

letters always occur in 33IES.¢ A younger monk became asso-

- ciated with the leader of the cdmmunity in orde%”that‘there

<

would be a smooth ‘transition-of power When the senior monk
S o | v p h X .
- died. Sééondly, of the identifiable characters of the site,

» i -

we have isolated three pq}rs of anchorites who inhabfted the

monastery over a period of just‘ﬁhirt§ years, beginning'With

*Isaac and Elijah about A.D..600 and ending with Epiphanius
. and Psan about A.D. 630. - This_would,allqw_;saac and Elijah,

v el = 1 - - . . - - PR

2

- i ~ . <

KRU 37 and 38.
. pP. 229 ff. ,
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