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Appendix to the Theme Section 

Recent Progress in Understanding the Construction  
of the Bodmer ‘Miscellaneous’ or ‘Composite’ Codex 

di 
Brent Nongbri 

Over the last two years, I have undertaken an examination of the so-called Bodmer ‘Miscellaneous’ 
or ‘Composite’ codex (LDAB 2565 + 220465) in order to clarify aspects of its construction1. I am 
grateful to the editors of this issue of Adamantius for the opportunity to offer a preliminary report. 
The findings so far are best discussed under three headings. 

A ‘Lost’ Leaf of P.Bodm. XIII 

In the editio princeps of P.Bodm. XIII, Michel Testuz reported that the first leaf of Melito’s sermon 
(pages α and β) was lost2. This claim has been regularly repeated in subsequent studies as recently as 
20053. Yet, among the 1218 plates included in the omnibus reprint edition of the Papyrus Bodmer 
series published in the year 2000 by K.G. Saur, photographs of both sides of this fragmentary leaf 
were in fact printed4. The quality of these photographs is less than ideal, and the fragments of the leaf 
are not correctly placed in the photographs. Florence Darbre is now in the process of adjusting and 
mounting the fragments. Study of the fibers and possible connections to other leaves should clarify 
the construction of the fifth quire of the codex. The text of the leaf along with a study of its 
codicological implications will be published by Stuart Hall and myself. 

The Structure and Inclusion of P.Bodm. XX and P.Bodm. IX 

In the editio princeps of P.Bodm. XX, Victor Martin claimed that the codicological unit consisting of 
P.Bodm. XX and P.Bodm. IX began with a quinion with a missing leaf preceding the first leaf of 
P.Bodm. XX 5 . Eric G. Turner argued against this reconstruction, claiming that Martin had 
mistakenly identified the fiber direction of the last page of P.Bodm. XX as ¨6. Autopsy inspection of 
the relevant leaf reveals that Martin was correct about the fiber direction: the last page of P.Bodm. 
XX is ¨ and the first page of P.Bodm. IX is ≠. Martin was, however, incorrect about the quire 
structure. In fact, this last leaf of P.Bodm. XX appears to have formed a bifolium with pages 2 and 3 
of the Psalms and thus a quire of a single sheet. This would mean that the codicological unit consists 
of a quaternion, a single-sheet quire, and a leftover single folium.  
Testuz, who first suggested that all these works were part of the same codex, noted that his proposed 
positioning of P.Bodm. XX+IX was «uncertain»7. While most subsequent scholars have accepted 
Testuz’s reconstruction, a few have expressed doubts about the placement of P.Bodm. XX+IX with 

                                                             
1 This project is funded by an Australian Research Council Discovery Early Career Research Award (DE140100919). I 
offer my sincere thanks to the Fondation Martin Bodmer for the opportunity to inspect parts of the codex in 2015 and to 
the Biblioteca Apostolica Vaticana for access to excellent digital images of P.Bodmer VIII. 
2 M. TESTUZ, Papyrus Bodmer XIII: Méliton de Sardes Homélie sur la Pâque, Cologny-Genève 1960, 13. 
3 See, for example, E.G. TURNER, The Typology of the Early Codex, Philadelphia 1977, 79-80; S.G. HALL, Melito of Sardis: 
On Pascha and Fragments, Oxford 1979, xviii and xlv; and T. WASSERMAN, Papyrus 72 and the Bodmer Miscellaneous 
Codex, NTS 51 (2005) 137-154, at 142-143. 
4 M. BIRCHER (ed.), Bibliotheca Bodmeriana: La collection des Papyrus Bodmer, 10 vols., München 2000.  
5 V. MARTIN, Papyrus Bodmer XX: Apologie de Philéas évêque de Thmouis, Cologny-Genève 1964, 8-9. 
6 E.G. TURNER, The Terms Recto and Verso: The Anatomy of a Papyrus Roll, Actes du XVe Congrès International de 
Papyrologie, Brussels 1978, 1-71, at 26. 
7 M. TESTUZ, Papyrus Bodmer VII-IX: VII: L’Epître de Jude, VIII: Les deux Epîtres de Pierre, IX: Les Psaumes 33 et 34, 
Cologny-Genève 1959, 8. 
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the other works in the codex8. What links P.Bodm. VIII to the codicological unit composed of 
P.Bodm. V, X, XI, VII, XIII, and XII (aside from the similarity in the size of the leaves) is a peculiar 
pattern of holes straddling both sides of the central folds of the bifolia. These holes, almost certainly 
evidence of a secondary binding, are located approximately 0.4 cm from the central fold of the bifolia 
and at heights of approximately 2.8 cm, 3.7 cm, 8.9 cm, and 13.2 cm from the base of the bifolia. The 
damaged state of the leaves of P.Bodm. XX and P.Bodm. IX make it difficult to detect whether this 
pattern is present among these leaves. In the best preserved leaf of P.Bodm. XX (Martin’s pages 15-
16), one does see holes in the inner margin, but they are further from the central fold and at different 
heights. It thus now seems somewhat doubtful to me that there is sufficient evidence to claim that 
P.Bodm. XX+IX was bound to the texts of the ‘Miscellaneous’ or ‘Composite’ codex9. 

The Structure and Phases of P.Bodm. VIII 

The third item to report is that P.Bodm. VIII (1-2 Peter) appears to have originally been part of a 
different codex (probably the beginning of another codex) before it was added to the block of texts 
composed of P.Bodm. V, X, XI, VII, XIII, and XII. Testuz had argued that P.Bodm. VIII consisted of 
two quaternions followed by two single-sheet quires. This reconstruction of the end of P.Bodm. VIII 
(the two single-sheet quires) was first challenged by Winfried Grunewald and Klaus Junack in 198610. 
In 2005, Tommy Wasserman astutely noted that the 1968 facsimile showed that pages λβ-λγ, which 
formed the inside of one of Testuz’s single-sheet quires, had different fiber directions (λβ ≠, λγ ¨)11. 
Wasserman thus concluded that Testuz’s reconstruction must be incorrect12. Examination of digital 
images has now revealed that Testuz and Wasserman were both partially correct. The fibers of λβ are 
indeed ≠, and the fibers of page λγ are ¨, but the two leaves were in fact joined together by the 
addition of a papyrus strip over the central fold to form an ‘artificial bifolium’. The easiest 
explanation for this state of affairs is as follows: Originally the last four leaves of P.Bodm. VIII 
formed the beginning of a quire (probably a ternion). At a subsequent stage, the bifolia of this quire 
were cut in half and the resulting loose leaves were joined serially, so that leaves λα-λβ and λγ-λδ 
came to form a bifolium despite the different orientation of their fibers. If this scenario is correct, it 
would seem that P.Bodm. VIII had a previous life, in which it preceded another work that was later 
removed when P.Bodm. VIII became part of the ‘Miscellaneous’ or ‘Composite’ codex. This analysis 
of P.Bodm. VIII will be published in full with illustrations in a forthcoming issue of Novum 
Testamentum. 

Brent Nongbri 
 Macquarie University, Department of Ancient History 

Sydney, Australia 
brent.nongbri@mq.edu.au 

Abstract 
The construction of the Bodmer ‘Miscellaneous’ or ‘Composite’ codex presents a number of challenges. The 
codicological descriptions provided by the first editors were sometimes inadequate and published photographic 
plates and facsimiles have been of insufficient quality and number. A thorough review of the publications along 
with autopsy inspection and access to high-quality digital images of parts of the codex has brought to light new 
evidence concerning a missing leaf of P.Bodm. XIII, the structure of the codicological unit consisting of P.Bodm. 
XX+IX, and an earlier phase of use for P.Bodm. VIII. 
 

                                                             
8 See V. MARTIN, Papyrus Bodmer XX, cit., 9: «Son appartenance au codex composite reconstitué par M. Testuz ne peut 
donc être affirmée sans réserve. Elle reste cependant très probable». 
9 Thus, unfortunately, P.Bodm. XX, the Apology of Phileas, which has a secure terminus post quem of 305 CE, has no 
direct codicological bearing on the dating of the other works in the ‘Miscellaneous’ or ‘Composite’ codex (with the 
exception of P.Bodm. IX, which was copied directly after P.Bodm. XX). 
10 W. GRUNEWALD – K. JUNACK, Das Neue Testament auf Papyrus: I. Die katholischen Briefe, Berlin 1986, 16-25. 
11 C.M. MARTINI, Beati Petri Apostoli Epistulae ex papyro Bodmeriana VIII transcriptae, Milan 1968. 
12 T. WASSERMAN, Papyrus 72, cit., 144. 
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