A NOTE ON ANASTASIUS OF SINAI

BY

Arcamantriie PANTELEIMON CARANICOLAS

The name of Anastasius of Sinai is not unknown among the theo-
logians, and Anastasius of Sinai is well known as a ‘theologian and
an ecclesiastical writer of the 7t century by his works as «Odegos»,
«Scholia in Hexameron», «Answers to Questions», etc., all writings of
first importance.

Under the vame of an Anastasius monk of mount Sinal, certain
«Stories» concerning the life and deeds of a number of monks who
lived there, were discovered by F. Nau®,

The stories constitute a collection but there is another, a second
collection of stories which were discovered by the same I, Nau,

This second collection concerns events and miracles, as well as
works and deeds of clergymen, monks and laymen, who lived in
Cyprus and the Middle East®,

© 'This second collection bears also the name of an Anastasius,
as author of the stories®.

F. Nau published a french translation of certain of those stories*
but the greater part of themn he gave in a french summary?

F. Nau is of the opinion that the authors of the first and second
collections of the stories are different; and he identifies the author
of the second one, with Anastasius of Sinai®.

He further explains that the «humble monk Anastasius» wrote
at about 650—700 A.D., and he is not the same person as Anastasius

1. «Text Grec de recits du moine Anastase» Oriens Christianus 1902 t. II.
p. p. 58—87. There is also a translasion of the «Stories> in french, in «Revue
de 1* Institut Catholique de Paris» 1goz Nos 1 et 2. The same translation has
also been extracted from the nentioned <Revue» and separately published
under the title «Recits inedites du Moine Anastase avec a resumé de Recits
edifiants d° Anastase Sinaite». Paris 1goz. p.p. 1—48.

2. Les Recits inedits etc. p.p. 49—67.

3. Ib. p. 49, where in footnote No 1, there is the title of the stories in
Greek, as follows: < Avactociou poveyol xoi tanewod Ehayliorov Suyfuota yuyo-
e} xol ookt yevéuevae &v Swagpdgoig tdroig dnl tdv fuetéowy yodvovs

4. Tb. p.p. 52—56. The stories are numbered XILII—ILI.

5. Ib. p.p. 60-67. The stories in the summary are numberd LII-LV.

6, Ib. p. 8.
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of the first collection, because this second Anastasius, is a stylist
and an orator and he introduces his stories with a long and poetic
preface.,

Anastasius of the second collection was an important person, he
had a disciple called «abba» John, and he also had in his possession
a silver cross containing a small piece of the real Holy Cross.

1t is safe to say, continues F. Nau, that he could be identified
with Anastasius of sinai, the well known writer.

F. Nau can not say with entire confidence that Anastasius inha-
bited in Sinai.

He also supposes that this Anastasius in question was a cypriot,
because he was associated with John the bishop of Amathonte at
about 6481

F. Nau goes on writing that the same story in pages 410—412
of the manuscript read by himself, is also found in Coislin No 283 fol.
253, under the title «’Avootaciov 100 Jwd dgovg Gnddeitigs .

Then F. Nau continues, that the fore mentioned story has for
its heading the words «ITggi to¥ Adpvanog». He also gives a short out-
line of the story®.

In the same story of manuscript 1596 are read, in Greek of course,
the words «d’ une certaine histoire».

‘The manuscript 283 is'more explanatory on the matter and it
begins with the words «&v t{j fxxAnowaorinf] ‘Iovogia ®ilovog 100 @iro-
obgpov elpwy 1L toLoTrov» (sic).

: It is noteworthy, concludes F. Nau that Anastasius of Sinai quotes

Philon the Philosopher, but if one attributes to Philon a work on Ec-
clesiastical History, he is a different person from Philo the Jew, un-
less one would attribute to Philo the Jew, christian books which
would allow him to be ragarded almost as a father of the church.

Finally, he says that, out from this mention of Philo, which is

of irst 1mportance, two results are reacnced, and tucy arc a5 woiows™
(I) The stories of chapters XLII—LI are only a weak part
of Anastasius® work which is larger is manuscript 1596.
(IT) The writer of the work is Anastasius of Sinai®

. Ib. p. 49 footnote No 2.

. Ib. p. 50.

. Ib. p. 50 footnote No 2.

4. Ib. p. 51. F. Nau mentions in page 51 footnote No 2, that Anastasius

[FE I S

of Sinai has quoted in his Hexameron Philo the Philosopher (Migné P. G-
Vol. 89 col. g1
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F. Nau is entirely right in identifying the author of the second
collection of the stories, with Anastasius of Sinai, because, there 'is
indeed more evidence for such identification, other than that in the
«stories» of the «<humble monk Anastasius»,

In manuscripts found in the Library of the Greek Orthodox
Patriarchate in Jerusalem, and published by A. Papadopoulos-—Kera-
meus ', there is an Answer to a Question (== [leboig), and it bears, as
its author, the name of an «Anastasius monk of the Holy Mount Sinai».

One would have no doubt that the person who answered to
«ITetoig» is Anastasius of Sinal, because:

(1) The Question and Answer in its shape and coustruction,
reminds one of the 154 Answers and Questions, the work al-
ready mentioned, belonging to Anastasius of Sinai?®

(II) There is a «Scholion» there, following the «Iletowg» where
it is stated that the writer and the answerer to that Question was

Anastasius, the «Abbot of the Holy Mount Sinai»®,

Further proof of such an identification, is definitely the name
«Philon» the author of an Ecclesiastical History.

The name occurs, as already mentioned, in the second collection
of the stories of Anastasius, as well as in the Answer to <«IIeliowg» %

Of course, there should be no further explanation necessary to
the problem regarding the matter of who was Philon the writer of an
Feclesiastical History if there were not another explanatory «Scholion
following the Answer to «IleDaug» ®.

1. *Avddexzo “Tegosodupitixfis Stoyvoroylag St. Petersburgh 1891. Vol 1
P-Pr 400—404. ,

2. Migne P. G. Vol. 89 col. 330—823.

3. "Avddexta ete. p. 404. The «Scholions corresponds to paragraph 4, 6
of the text of «Ilelog> and it reads as follows: «Kal totito to8 Ilavaywwtdrou
mama xal dopremiondmoy ITétoov dotl vd Suviynuas & vie *Aveotdorog & talita Aéymy
xal yodpov ok vedtepog voltou Evdyyavey v fiyodpevog 1ol “Avyiov *Ogovg Sivds.
The heading of that Question and Answer is also a proof that Anastasius of
Sinai is the writer of the whole of it

4. The details, concerning the occurrence of the name of Philon, have
already been given, and the text regarding that occurrence in the Answer to
«ITeiorg» reads as follows: «Adtn vol uexaguwtdrov ITétgov 7 mpdg TV doxwTry
Svfiynoig iiv &v vl ovyyeapli Pllovog tol ‘lotogioyedgou gsgoudvmv edgpranev»
Ib. p. 404.

5. The «Scholion» reads as follows: «Ofitog § ®ikav & dvetéen mpopvnuo-
vevdeic Emionomog Gnfioxe Kagradiov dnep doriv drommigiov g K’u:n:gn.?;oﬁang
Kingov 10 moodg dvarohds' to yag mpdg duopdg Mdgog xaheirar dg xal al  mpdtew
@Y dnootéhev Snholiowy. «Gvaydévres 83 dud tiig Tldgpou of mepl tov Iladlov
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In this «Scholion» is written quite clearly that Philon the author
of a work on Ecclesiastical History was the bishop of Karpathion®
which was a province and diocese on the eastern part of the island
of Cyprus.

He was ordained bishop by St. Epiphanius of Constantia of
Cyprus, to whom Philon was a very close friend, and when Epiphanius
travelled to Rome to meet Honorius the Emperor, left Philon of Carpa-
thion as his representative, to administer his diocese during his
absence,

Therefore the remark «d’ une certaine histoire» in. manuscrzpt
1596, and the more explanatory one in manuscript 283 can be clearly
understood as refering, the first one of them to an Ecclesiastical Hi-
story, written by Philon the bishop of XKarpathion -and the second
one, without leaving any doubt, as refering to the same person, who
is Philon the bishop of Carpathion of Cyprus, and author of an Ec-
clesiastical History, who also in this second case, has been given the
epithet «philosopher» ®,

All the above evidence is easily leading to the conclusion that
Anastasius of Sinai is the writer of thé fore mentioned second col-
lection of the «Stories» as well as he definitely is the writer and an-
swerer of the Question (==Ileiisig), and that the name of Philon which
puzzled F. Nau so much, is the key to the identification of the author
of the second collection of «Stories» with anastasius of Sinai.

Furter more if we accept the suggestion made by F. Nau, that
the writer of the second collection of the «Stories» was a cypriot,

(I) because, Anastasius was also assosiated with John the
bishop of Amathonte, a cypriot bishop,
(II) because, as it is a fact that the events occuring in the

«Stories» took place mainly in Cyprus,

we come to the very reasonable conclusion that the birth place
of Anastasius of Sinai was the island of Cyprus.

frABov slg Hsgynv g Haucpv?«.mg» 13, 13 Hv 8¢ ysiwgotovio TOT MOMOQLOTATOU
"Enwpaviov vmgaym\:muswg B’ abrol Bv xal  xoTéhumev dmuiv v Pcf)pfa aohe

L 4 Y ‘ L
oLOTLRDY ngaymmw» Ib p. 404, «Scholion» correspondmg to the text Para-
graph 4, 1—4.

1. KoondBov (Karpathion) is called to day Karpassmn (Kagnamov or
Kagndoy) and it corresponds to the ancient province. There is up to day there,
a village called Risokarpasso (Pifexdgmooco) and the whole provmce is called
commonly to day, Karpassia (Kegndow), by the cypriots.

2. There is more evidence in a fragment attributed to Anastasius of
Sinai, where the name of Philon the Philosopher and writer of a work on
Ecclesiastical History, also occurs. Migue P. G. Vol. 8g col. 1281 (Fragment
named «De dlgmtate Sacerdota.h»)

Phllon “the blshop of Karpathlon and in the preface the words«’Ev ‘I:’Q ’Exx&w
owoting] Totooly @tltmvog 0T quhoodpov eiiody T ToLTTOV> are cited, with other
citations concerning the same person (P. G. 40, 12, 13, 14}




