Summary of dissertation titled: The Byzantine sources of Eortodromio St.

Nicodemus the Hagiorite.

Nicodemus the Hagiorite (1749-1809).

An eminent monk, theologian and writer at the last years of the Ottoman
domination Nicodemus Hagiorites, named as Nicholas Kallivourtsis, was born from
devout parents at Naxos in 1749. In childhood, he was taught the first letters by a
clergyman in his hometown. Nicodemus at 16 years old, accompanied by his father
Antonio, continues his studies at the Eugene School of Smyrna by the teacher
Dorotheos Voulisma. In 1775, he settled in the Monastery of Dionysius in the Mount
Athos, where he received the monastic order of the name Nicodemus. In the Scortaeus
cell, in Karyes, he was devoted to copy manuscripts, to study them and to write. At
the same time, he corresponds to the scholars, such as Athanasios Parios and the
Patriarch Gregory E’. His death occurred on July 14, 1809, and his funeral took place
in the Scortaeus cell, where his head is kept.

Immediately Nicodemus’ work is recognized as very important in the field
of theological survey, as a result many younger Orthodox and Catholic researchers
recognized him as an extraordinary theologian. We can distinguish his work in
practice and literature, in spiritual and ethical, in pastoral and practical matters, in
canon and in the field of philological and scholarly works. The first chronological
work with the title @iloxalio 1@V icpddv vyrrik@v was published in Venice in 1782,
following the Ilepi ovveyods uetainyews v dypoaviwv b Xpiotod Mvotypiowv and
the Evepyetivog. The Eouoioyntapiov it was published in 1794, in 1796 the Bifliov
kododuevov Aoparog Iloleuog, in 1799 the Néov Moaptopoidyiov, in 1800 the
IInoaiiov, in 1801 the Jvufovievtixov éyyeipioiov epl pviakiic t@v mévie aioOnoewv
and in the 1803 the Néov Exloyiov.

From hymnographic and hagiological works, which are inextricably linked
with the physical spirituality and the functional life of the Church, the subject of the
doctoral dissertation will be the Eoprodpiduiov.

Edited, for the first time, after the death of Nicodemus, in 1836 at Venice,
has the full title, Eoprodpouiov #jror épunveio €ic T00¢ GOUATIKODS KAVOVAS TAV
0eoTOTIKDV Kol Beountopikdv éoptdv ovvepoviolev ék dapopwv tiic Exkinoiog
TOTEPV, TAOVTIGOEY UE TOALGS OHUEIDOTELS KOl aOVTaYOEV EIC TV KOIVIV YADGGAY DO

Nixoonuov &v uovayois tod éiayiorov tod Ayiopeitov. The name of Eoprodpouiov



imitates those of the Kvpiaxodpouiov. Because the interpreted canons were written in
a difficult language, leads the theological meanings in confusion and
misunderstanding by the crew of the church, thus Nicodemus’ project, interprets the
canons to be understandable from the people.

A. The first stage of the analysis will be the literature review which is related
with the pattern of interpretations and their evolution during the Byzantine and post-
Byzantine period. Also, we will try to present unpublished and published
interpretations of canons which were written before Nicodemus. Typical examples of
these published interpretations of canons we read in the works of Komine',
Panagiotou Ant”, Montana® e.t.c.

B. The second chapter focus of the presentation of the content of their canons.
The interpretations of the rules, which are included in the FEoprodpouiov, concern the

following:

1) the canon of the Cross rise (Ztavpov yapa&os Mwotc).

2) the canon of the Christ's Birth (Xptotdg yevvatar do&dcoate)

3) the iambic canon of the Christ's birth ("Ecwoev Aaodv, Bovpatovpy®dv 0eomdTNG).

4) the canon of the Epiphany (BvBod dvekdaivye mobuéva).

5) the iambic canon of the Epiphany (Xteifet Oaddoong, kopatoduevov Garov).

6) the canon of the Candlemas (Xépoov apvocotokov, tédov "HAlog Enendievcs
TOTE).

7) the canon of the Annunciation (Avoi&m 0 oTop0 LoV Kol TANp®OnceTUL
TVEOLOTOG).

8) the canon of the Palm Sunday (Qe0noav ai nnyai tfig apvccov votidog dpotpot).

9) the canon of the Holy and Great Monday (T® tnv éfatov xopotvouévny
Odracoay).

10) the canon of the Holy and Great Tuesday (T@ d0ypatt T® TuppoVIKD).

11) the canon of the Holy and Great Wednesday (Tfg mictewc v métpg e

OTEPEDTOG).

! Kominis A., «I'pnyopiov tod Kopwvbiov €&nynoeig ig todg iepodg Aettovpytkovg kavovag Todvvov tod
Aapacknvod kai Koopd tod Melwdody, in Akten des XI Internationalen Byzantinisten- Kongresses (Miinchen
1958), Miinchen 1960.

2 Panagiotou Ant., Avéexto Hokaoloysiov Tpoppateiog I, €k8. Tovpvapd, Thessaloniki 2004.

? Montana F., Gregorio di Corinto, esegesi al canone giambico per la Pentecoste attribuito a Giovanni Damasceno

(introduzione, edizione critica, traduzione), Pisa 1995.



12) the canon of the Holy and Great Thursday (Tun0gion tudtor toviog £pvopoc).

13) the canon of the Holy and Great Friday (ITpog o& 0p0pilm tov o1’ gvemhayviog
GEOVTOV).

14) the canon of the Holy and Great Sabbath (Kvpatt Bokdoong tov kpoyavta moiot

SUOKTNV TOPAVVOV).

15) the canon of the Holy and Great Sunday of Easter (Avootdcewmg Muépa

AopumpovOduev Aoot).

16) the first canon of the Ascension Day (T® cotpt Ocd, T® v Borldoon Ladv).

17) the second canon of the Ascension Day (Avéotng TpMUEPOS O KATA VOV

a0dvatog).

18) the canon of the Pentecost (ITovte éxdivye Oapad GOV GpHacty).

19) the iambic canon of the Pentecost (Ogi® koAvedeig 6 BpaddyAwcscsog Yvoe®).

20) the first canon of the Metamorphosis (Xopoi Topank avikpoic moct).

21) the second canon of the Metamorphosisi (Mwotic &v OaAdoon TpoenTIKAS idmV

&V veQELD).

22) the first canon of the Assumption (ITemouciApévn tfj Oeiq S6EN).

23) and the second rule of the Assumption (ITapBévor veavideg cvv Maptap i

TPOPNTIOL).

Summary, 23 canons are interpreted.

C. The next stage of the analysis focus on the sources that have been used by
Nicodemus. The information from the sources of the Foprodpouiov is derived from
this study itself and out of it. He mentioned, in the preface of the Eoprodpouiov, that
earliest interpretations of [Ttwyorpodpouov and Avwviuov, have been used, from
manuscripts in the libraries of the Mount Athos. Another fundamental aim of our
dissertation will be the identification of the manuscripts based on Nicodemus'
indefinite references.

D. The next chapter will be referred to interpretation methods of canons
such as grammatical, symbolic, recreational interpretation, interferences etc.

E. The fifth chapter of our work will include all interpretation efforts of
canons after Nicodemus. Characteristic examples of such interpretations after

Nicodemus belongs to the monk Anthoussa, Sofoklis Dimitrakopoulos® etc.

* Dimitrakopoulou S., TTapaihnTikh keipevo kotd oTién kai péhog ko veoehdnvuch dmodoon, t. A” Kvprakt, 8k8.
Mappnoia, Athens 2012.



F. The conclusions will be the final chapter of the current work and the
original contributions to the subject will be highlighted. Estimated that the results of
the study, will give the opportunity to the academic community of our sector to

extend its knowledge.
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