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upon®!, but many studies pass over it in silence??. It is therefore all
the more urgent to put together a conspectus librorum of manuscripts
containing the ArF and to analyse the implications thereof, not least
because there is still no certainty about how many extant witnesses
of the ArF have survived the vicissitudes of time. This is perhaps
most clearly illustrated by Rudolf Schieffer’s reference to the fact that
Friedrich Kurze, the most recent editor of the ArF, had dated four
codices to the ninth century, but that these had be reduced to three
by Bernhard Bischoff??. As will be shown in what follows, however,
there are actually six, hence the need for further research.
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