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ITANATIQTA ZAPIZXOYAH, Arnoorndouara tne IAédag and tyv Afyunto.

Tyohtacpévr éxdoon tptodv mamdpwv tou Bepokivou mov Sraswfovv ano-
ondopata arnd v IAwdda (Y 351-365, E 719-724, 765-770, K 324-335,
362-374).

P. KOTZIA-PANTELI, «It is the Same Road. Echoes of Heraclitus, fr. 60».

Taking as a starting-point the position formulated by Jean Pépin in
his study «Clément d’Alexandrie, les Catégories d’ Aristote et le fragment
60 d’Héraclite» that Clemens Alexandrinus (Strom. VIII 8.24), who was
very familiar with Heraclitus, specifies the standard example «ascent/de-
scent», given by the commentators on Aristotle’s Categories for the term
heteronyma —which is traditionally discussed in commentaries on the first
chapter of this treatise, —not with the xATpaf, but with the Heraclitean
634¢ of fragment B 60 D-K=33a Markovich, this study seeks:

- to trace, in its first part, the use and function of the «ascent/de-
scent» example in the texts of the commentators in general, and not only
in commentaries on the Categories, —the example being a favourite one
with commentators, and one which they used not only when dealing with
the heteronyma, but whenever things identical & bmoxetpévey but dif-
ferent 17 oxéoet were at issue; in other words, whenever the matter arose
as to the point of view from which something can be considered or talked
about. Through the commentaries of Elias In Porph. Isag., on the one
hand, and of Simplicius and Philoponus In Aristot. Phys., on the other, it
is clear that the Heraclitean echo which Pépin identifies in Clemens
actually goes back to Aristotle himself (Phys. I1I 3).

- to investigate, in the second part, the sources of Galen, where (De
plac. Hippocr. et Plat. IX) an extremely interesting echo is identified of
fragment 60, in the discussion of the relation which governs the dialectical
methods of division and synthesis, of which Plato makes mention in
Phaedr. 265c-e.
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Both parts of the research lead with a high degree of certainty to the
hypothesis that Plato, and Aristotle too, gave fragment 60 of Heraclitus a
relativistic interpretation.

A. PATOZ, Hpotdoeis yia 1 ypovoAdynan twv Teapixadv tov Meveddov amd
v Adebavdpeta.

O texvixbg xapaxtipag g mpaypatelag dev agfivet moAA& meptlcdpra yia
T xpovorbyna# g pe Bdarn tig Aeydueveg eawtepxés paptupies. ‘Eta n na-
Xabtepn épeuva (Steinschneider, Krause, Bjérnbo) enuxévtpwae v mpoand-
fBetd tn¢ atnv tadtion Tov amedéxtn tou épyou (Basilides Alladsi, Aladija (El-
Ladzi), matedovrag 61t miaw tov xpdfertat oiyovpa évag Puwpatog avtoxpdro-
pag (xatd mpotipnan o Adpravés). Tekevtaia o A. Heinen mpdtewve va avoryve-
ploovpe to eEAAnvixd mpoanyopixd PBactdeds xat o yewypagixd ovopa Elevots,
0L 0dNYodv hht atov Adptavd (emiompo pbatn twv EXevaiviewoy Muatrpiwv)
xat ae pio xpovohoyia sdvBearng twv Zpatpuedy petd to 125 p.X.

H anédoon bpwe g xakdteprg mpaypatelag tov Mevédaou ot i emoy
nou o teAeutalog, av Sev elye Adn meBver, Bo SiAvue Ty Tn A Bn Sexaetia g
Lwig Tov, gaivetat evteddds antbavn: emBéAretat état n avalftnon véwv Spé-
pwv, énwg eivan 1 mbavh tadtion tou apafixod Basilides we to xbpto dvopa
BagtAe{dng | to npoanyopwxb BaotAeidng.

O addvartog, we ta onueptvd Sedopéva, auayetiapds Tov apafixod Alladsi
pe x&moto amwd Ta Yvwatd ovépatea tou Aopittavod amd T pa, xat 10 yeyovdg
6t o NépRag 8ev vnfiple moté Bastheldng amd tnv &AAn, odnyodv atov Tpaiavd
xat tov Adpravd. O mpdtog unfple Y Alyoug pfveg Betdg Baoihelding Tov
NépBa (97-78: emoy mou 0 Mevéaog Bptaxdtav atnv autoxpatopix sk tng
Poung), eved 1o bvopa tov Adpravod Ba xépdile édagog, av Sexbpaate dtt
Basilides = Baotdeds xat 6t niow and 1o apafixd Al-1adsi A El-Ladzi xpdBetan
o bvopa Aidiog ‘Adpravée h, ‘FAAddiog.

Evdiagépov mapovaidlet eniong 1 Suvatdrnra nlow and tig (deg apafixéc
AéEetg va xpdBetat to Yewypagixd Aaodixeds | Aaodixnvds, xabug ol atevég
aytaetg tou Tpaiavod xat tou Adpravod pe tn Aaodixeia tng Tuplag anotelody
wotopixt) mpaypatixdtnra. H mbav), télog, tadtion tov apafixot Basilides
Alladst pe éva SBactAixdv pélog g owxoyéverag twv ‘Eloudlwv (Helvidii) 7 pe
Tov opvupo «aatpovépor xat Belo tou Adplavod Aelius Hadrianus, Seiyvet
6Tt 0 awtypoatidg anodéxtng Tov épyou B propodat va elvar xal xdwotog pop-
pwpévog autoxpatopeds suyYeVs M| pikag.

To supnépacpa eivar bt 1 tomobétnan tng advleong xat tng amostodfg
tov Xpatpixdsy ota tehevtato xpbvia tou Adplaved (petd to 125 p.X.) npémet
va. amopptbel wg aniBavn. Avrifeta, n anédoon tou {Sov épyou atnv emoxh
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tov NépBa 7 ota mpddta Ypdvia ¢ Basthelag Tov Tpatavod cuyxevtpdiver mord
neptoabtepeg mbBavdtnreg, byt wdvov yra Adyoug xpovixddv Sedopiveoy, alrd xat
LITOPXWIY SLYXLPLEY. e pia emoyT] «moMTinAg x&Bapangr, Alyoug wévo wivee
petd T dologovia xat t damnatio memoriae tov tehevtalov EXTPOGEITOL TG
duvaosteiog Twv PAaflov, 0 Mevidaog, dedniwuévog pikhog Tov Aopttiaved, ya
vo amoplyet Tov avapevdpevo dtwypd touv xat va efaspakiset Ty edvota Twy
véwv apydvtwy, Tpémet va xatiquye ot dAa ta mpdagopa péca. Kat éva améd ta
7o amotehecpatind fitav puotxd 7 xohaxela tng véag efovalag e v aptépwon
Tov xaAbtepou épyou Tov elte oTov (dto Tov autoxpdtopa tite ot xdmotov toyxupd
ptho H ovyyevi Tou.

I. D. POLEMIS, Unpublished homily of Samuel Mavropous.

Edition of an unpublished homily of Samuel Mavropous. The author
believes that the text is an encomion of Patriarch Lucas Chrysoberges,
addressed to his succesor, Michael of Anchialos.

AAEZANAPA BAZIAEIOY, Xyéoews uetaés EAAddac xar Adane tov 160 au.
‘Eva ypauua and 1y Biéwn oty Bevetia.

Avtuixelpevo tov dpbpou elvar 1 dnpocieven g adnpoaievtng ematorig
Vind. Suppl. Gr. 140 nov owd{etat oto tufua yetpoypdowv tng Efvixdg Bi-
BAoBixng tng Avatplag. H {Sia 7 emiotodd] evrdaoetar ota mAalowa twy oyé-
sewv eAATvwv Aoyiwv g Tovpxoxpatiag pe ) Aben xatd tn dudpxeta Tov
160v atcivar guyxexptéva e Tov xxAo twv petappulatdv sty TuBlyyn, o
omolog suvdéetat e TOY ouPLaVtoty] xat HBAoXAN0 TwWY EAATVLXWIY Xot AdTIVIXY
yeappdtwy oto [Taveraripo g TuBlyyng Maptive Kpodato.

Yo ouyxexptpévo &plpo Sivetan 1 Simdwpatied] dnposleve g emeToArT,
nepottépw Yivetat ayoAtacpds Tov Tepteopévou TG Xat avapopd 9To taToptxd
nhaisio, oto omofo exelvn avixer. O emiotodoypdpog Ypdeet and tn Biévwwy, 1
omola amoteAel —Omwg apfvetar va evvonbel and v (3 TNV emioToA—
nvevpatid otalud oto takid tov mpog v TuBiyyn.

H emotord] w¢ yepdypago avagépetat otov xatdroyo tov Hunger Her-
bert: Katalog der griechischen Handschriften der Osterreichischen Natio-
nalbibliothek, Supplementum Graecum, Wien 1995 (cuprAnpwpévn xot
avavewLévn éxdoan).

ANNA TABAKI, Charles Rollin’s Pedagogical Views as Transmitted through
the Greek Translation of Traité des études.

Occupying a position between the old (tradition) and the new



220 Abstracts - Tepthfiderg

(change), Precepts on the proper upbringing of children (ITapayyéAuara di
v xaAfv avatpopriv Twv maidwv) introduced pedagogical ideas and concepts
which derived from the European Enlightenment and were new to the
Greek educational system. Special reference should be made to the indirect
but crucial introduction and popularisation of the pedagogical theories of
John Locke to the wider geographical area of South-Eastern Europe.
However, in spite of the formulation of a course of women’s studies —a
radical proposal at that time— these theories preserved a classical back-
ground and a conservative frame of reference (Quintilianus, abbé de Fleu-
ry, Fénelon) within a system of values which was governed by traditional
ecclesiastical ethics.

D. G. APOSTOLOPOULOS - P. D. MICHATLARIS - MAHI PATZI, A Famous
Legal Manuscript which had so far Escaped Attention. Manuscript I’
by Gerasimos of Argolis.

This study restores a nomocanonical source and provides scholars with
a manuscript for which there have been, so far, two mistaken variant read-
ings. To be precise, the article deals with «<manuscript ' by Gerasimos of
Argolis» —from which Rallis and Potlis first derived material for the 5th
volume of their Constitution of the Divine and Holy Canons— which had
either been considered lost for ever (in the fire of Thessaloniki in 1917) or
was wrongly identified with another manuscript in the possession of the
Bishop of Argolis himself —and which Rallis and Potlis used in the first
four volumes of the Constitution. '

After a time-consuming and exhaustive search, <Man. I'», as Rallis and
Potlis designated it, was located on the shelves of the Library of the De-
partment of History of Modern Times, Ioannina University, where it had
come to rest, in accordance with the expressed wish of its last owner,
Eulogios Kourilas, the Metropolitan of Korytsa.

This study proves that the manuscript was put together in the second
half of the 18th century, by the scholar and collector of manuscripts Niko-
laos Karatzas, and then passed into the possession of the Bishop of Aegina
and Hydra, Gerasimos, who later moved to the see of Argolis.

After the restoration of the source, the study publishes the table of
contents which Nikolaos Karatzas himself drew up, while texts are identi-
fied which were published from this manuscript and the notion is reconsi-
dered that «manuscript I'»> was the only source for four texts of the Byzan-
tine era (Regesten 1072, 1973, 2027 and regeste N. 2244).



Abstracts - Ilepdfidets 221

B. BOBOU-STAMATI, Methodios Anthrakitis and his Tetpédta.

The case of the condemnation of Methodios Anthrakitis by the Synod
of the Patriarchate of Constantinople in August 1723 has aroused the
interest of scholars. There are, however, many aspects of the story which
remain dark and confused. Note has been made of our ignorance of the
teachings of Anthrakitis, which formed the basis of the charge by lero-
theos and provoked the condemnation. This is a natural consequence,
since, in accordance with the verdict of the Synod, the tetpédia or note-
books with the contents of his instruction were burned, and the Patriarch-
ate was vigilant in ensuring the strict application of its verdict, both by
Anthrakitis and his disciples. From the correspondence of his accusers
Ierotheos and Anastasios Nikolopoulos with Neophytos Mavromatis, the
former Bishop of Arta, a piece of evidence emerges which has not so far
been noted: mention is made there of certain other tetpddi, apart from
those transmitting the teachings of Anthrakitis. In these, Anastasios Ni-
kopoulos had recorded the charges and the investigations into the erro-
neous beliefs of Anthrakitis and had sent them to Ierotheos in Constan-
tinople, no doubt to support him in the effort to have Anthrakitis con-
demned. These tetpddia were the cause of a misunderstanding between
them, revealed in the correspondence with Neophytos Mavromatis to
which I have referred.

A manuscript is presented here from Kalymnos, unheaded and trun-
cated, from the study of which much evidence is revealed in support of the
position that the document transmits the tetp&dia of Anastasios Nikolo-
poulos, which are of value in that they preserve many passages from the
contentious works of Anthrakitis, unknown from any other source. Publi-
cation of this manuscript is under way.

NOTES

J. E. STEFANIS, Aw SaxtvAiov tofedwv. — Proposed here is the reading
danep ofv 6] S SaxtuAiov tofedwy ete. for frag. XXV of PHere. 1015,
which has already been published in the periodical Cronache Ercolanesi 21
(1991) 97 ff., and it is claimed that the simile has the following meaning:
«just as someone who has learned to shoot an arrow through a ring, that
is, a fine archer, could not miss if aiming at a door, so he who ....». The
latter could be identified with a fine orator.
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G. DIMITROKALLIS, Observations on the Architecture of Saint Chara-
lampos’ in Maroneia. — The second phase of the recently excavated church
of Saint Charalampos in Maroneia (Thrace), according to Professor Th. Ali-
prantis, was an archaic cross-in-square church (aisles and nave separated
by solid walls) of the Frangokklisia in Attica variation. On the evidence of
the supposed great dome (d = 8.00 m) we ought to see not a cross-in-
square church, but rather a centrally-planned ambulatory church of the
Aghia Sophia at Salonica type. But more probably the monument was a
three-aisled, wooden-roofed basilica.

ALKMENE STAVRIDOU-ZAFRAKA, Provincia Velechative. — It has been
asserted by many scholars (G. L. Tafel, D. Zakythenos, A. Avramea, J.
Koder, F. Hild) that Provincia Velechative mentioned in the chrysobull of
Alexios III Angelos (1198) and in the Partitio Romaniae (1204) was the
area between Demetrias and Halmyros on the Gulf of Pagaseticos in
Thessaly.

In this paper, evidence brought from documents of John Apokaukos,
Metropolitan of Naupaktos, proves that Velechative-BeAeyatovia was the
mountainous area near Salona (Amphissa) and Lidoriki and that there was
a bishopric of Belas in the same area, subordinate to the Bishop of Neopa-
tras (Hypate).

P. SOTIROUDIS, The Mss Catalogue at the Metropolis of Thessaloniki,
Centre for Theological and Hagiological Studies (Supplement). — A revi-
sion is made of the description of the contents of ms 4, which was publish-
ed in vol. 44 (1994) 86-89.



