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TIhe INSCY1PTL1ONS publıshed ere (wıth the EXCEPLION of Nos X} X11
and XTV) WEeTeEe oun eıther durıng the prelımınary work the late
SUTNINET of 19062 durıng the PTOCESS f EXCAVAtTIONS carrıed Oout from
June tO July x 19063, eleven CENTUCY medieval Georglan
church ocated the southeastern part of Musa Dag the western end
of the Black Mountaıins 2 km WEest of Antıoch ON- ()rontes Nos
anı € öl WEeTeEe ocated an copıed the SUINLLINET of 1024 DYy the present
dırector of the French archeological instıtute eyrou Professor HenrI1
deyrıg 1 He first Was oun ZTOLLO S1TLUATtTe TavVane westward of
the town Kaboussıe northeast of Seleuc1a Pıer1a the second the above
ment1ioned Georglan church J he CODIES oTf both INSCY1PTL1ONS IC dAd1C
110 destroyed WeTe kındly Dut at dısposal Dy Mr DSeyrıg

Nos X} and XIV. oun durıng the EeXCavatıon the mOoNnastery of
Barlaam the eastern slope of oun (asıo0s ocated southwest of

Antıoch- * He(Orontes Ihe first Wds found burıal chamber, ocated
SoOu of the basılıcal church of St Barlaam the 26th of July 1963;
the Atterı the basılıca ıtself the 26th of August 10963

AN the inscr1ptions EXCEDT Nos 1140 111 and IV (whiıc RN Greek)
A1C Georglan Nos VI tO WCIC executed sımultaneously the ate
thırtıes early tourties of the eleventh CEHNTUTV ; the rest Irom the
mıddle of the eleven toO the welfth CENLUTYV, EXCEDL No AA WV-

TIhe INSCY1PT1ONS AiC divided 1NTO LWO FÜS 1 Ne Hirst part eals 1ıth
Georg1lan the second 1th Tee INSCY1DPTL1ONS In the text publıshed ere
the TaCkets indıcate lacuna the dots wıthın them indıcate the AaPpPTOX-
1imMaTte number of etters that ave een lost TIhe damaged Incompletely
restored etters AI placed SMa half SQUaTE bracket the LOD of the
restored etters parenthesıs employed tO resolve the abbreviatıons
In where the photograph 15 inadequate the CODV of the text TUT-
nıshed whiıich Wads executed at the place orıgınal ST TO facılıtate the
readıng of the INSCY1IPTL1ONS TIhe EXaC dimens1ons of the etters AT© also
offered CXCEDL for Nos ACI I an 111 Ihe phonetical system WaS adapted
for the Lranscr1pt1ons f the Georglan text

(n archeological actıvıtes thıs church SC6 — Vorläufiger Bericht über
Grabungen und Untersuchungen der Gegend V} Antiochia TONTaS
Matteiılungen des Deutschen Archaeologischen Instıtuts Istanbul, Vol I 1965
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G(eorg1an INSCVLDLLONS
IThe ma]Orıty of INSCTY1PTL10ONS ATe grafittı 17 WeTiTe oun OTE VELY

ımıted ATECAa front of the southern eNTtTrancCce LO the
church ost of the grafittı AT EXtremel low oblıterated through
atural Causes tO such degree that SOINE 1t 15 ımpossıble tO
estore the orıgınal TEexXT hıs partıcularly tIrue of OSse 1C. A

damaged and dıstorted by scratches ırregularıties but ese
rahittı A usually VCLY short an of invocatıonal character SOINE
instances the restoratıon of the or1gınal text poss1ible which ave subse-
quently offered only when the FEINAININ traCces WEeIiIC relatıvely certaın

In all the INSCTY1PTL1ONS ATie executed the smooth surface of
5SUUaICc rectangular lımestones On OINle block INSCY1PT1ONS WT oun

LWO adjacen s1des evıdently Cornerstone I he grafitt1 Ad1C executed
called nusRkRhurı mınuscule and certaın INnsStTtancCces reflect the SE

hand 01 raıned callıgrapher oug the INSCT1PTL10NS AT executed
relatıvely hard materı1al SOINE instances the inchnatıon of the ser1ber

O lıgate the words observed (for 1iNSTancCce No II) Since the relatıvely
hard materı1al (lIimestone) 0O€es not offer natural possıbılıties for 1gatıon

ar eas TeE 1instances the tradıtiıons of manuscr1pts C  — be etfecte:
but the ıgatıon ADPCAI>s rather artıficıal Since SOINE stones contaın LLNOTE
than OlIle grafitt! employ Koman an Arabıc numerals the first 1ind1-
Cate the STONE the second the number of INSCY1PL1ONS the surface of
thıs specıfic STONE OC

T He second of INSCTY1PTL10ONS AT executed accurate callıgraphıc
CONCAaVe mrZWLOWANT etters They dısplay characterıst1ic paleographıc fea-
ures (triangular and rhombo1dal endings wıdely sed Georglan CDIS-
raphy during the hırst half of the eleventh CENTUrY

©
Ihe INSscCr1pt10N 15 executed by ONE scr1ıber callıgraphıc nusRhurı

Uriginally 1t consıisted of four lınes of which the fourth 15 almost COII-

pletely oblıterated trom the Ciırst ree lınes only feW etters Call be
iıdentified 3twmvß'>J STTBT 179

99 (Do mM o30U 09 Ö (a E,  Christ. SOI of the Holy ord
0L ®))9 0 (00) COO mo m]L 09 bu”TI5 ©0753.A0) 5U N  B  w  €}  hıChrıst ave p1tyJO  (60UL 6)9 0(9099450)9
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Ihe second letter of the Hirst lıne 15 VerIYVY elongated (0.05 M) and
larger than the followıng etters, whiıich VaILY irom 0.014 tTO 0.00’7 Ihe
elongatıon of the first letter conhtirms observatıon, supported Dy er

that the insecr1ption COU. ave een executed by PCISOM raıned
1ın manuscrı1ıpt wrıting

15
The inscr1ption 15 executed 1ın nuskhurı wrıting; JeNeth.: 0.095 190 heıght

varles irom 0.025 tO 0.06

A [/7fl7—;;‚
mosb C ATISE. Kyprıan.b( ®&) S(z2)3M0309

1
hıs inscrı1ption 15 ocated beneath 1 Ihe STONE 15 badly weathered

an the inscr1ption obliıterated. hıs 15 partıcularly Irue of the second
lıne. Ihe ST1 detectable length: first lıne 0.95 the second 0.9 IN , the
height of the etters 15 ( U

mM719 01‘\‘17(7
o  °*\  9 96060 } f esus Chriıst, stranger Gilorgl. A
o(9b)  (60 Q  Q a0[M620]
ÖO  N6 bth thra

pecuharıty irom the paleographıc viewpomnt 15 the letter the
rıg sıde of the inscr1ıption the Lraces of L*WO etters SUrvıved: and
(©6 0)

%,
Ihe inscr1ption 15 1ın nuskhurı. It 15 badly damaged and ch1pped through

ırregular scratches.

mt\%\„v
MOM 09 CR MO *Loard ave upOonN Dvalı 1„
M(096) m (90094M)9 CORS' MO
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In thıs instance, the most peculıar paleographıc characteristic by which
1t dıffers irom all er grafitt1, 15 the wrıting of (d) 1.e the eck of
does NOT rıise irom the m1ddle lıne f the cırcle usual, but from the
rıg sıde, and the lıne the LOP of the eck 15 not hor1izontal, but
taperıng Iirom left tO rıg sıiımılar paelographic characteristic 15 Iso
observed 1n the Georglan 1698 (end of A century)“ 1C contaıns
commentarıes of the ewW s Gospel.

{ hıs 15 the second tıme that the a1Ille valı 15 mentioned 1n almost the
S \A1116 place, but clearly distingulshed paleographic characteristics confirm
that 1t Was executed by two 1Neren an In regard tO the 1ıdent1-
ficatıon of val Al ın the Samne posıtion ASs 1ın another grafitt.® One
INa V ASSUTIlle prlor1 that (LE of the Dvalıs mentioned 1ın the grafitt! could
be assoclated ıth the modest aNlle of ‘M I)valhı: whıich AaPPCaIs ın

454 coplıed ın 1054 1ın thıs VeETrIY moNnastery WeTIC the grafitt1 WEIC
oun

1
Ihe LWO separated revlated words A1ie executed 1ın nuskhurı. oth

A16 the Samne ın S1ZE * length 0.0532 IN , heıight 0.025

//////7//7

TIhe maJjor1ty ot the manuscr1pts quoted hereın AT presently 1ın the Institute of
Manuscripts of kKkekelıdze ın 1 1ıbılısı eXxcept No 70, which 15 1n the Universıity
ot Kutaisı an 1ın Lenıngrad. Iwo manuscrı1pts, No an No 84 AT 1n the
MONastery of Ivıron 1n Athos

TIhe photocopies ot the colophons Anderdz]1) of the Institute otf Manuscri1pts
1ın 1 bıilisı obtaıned firom the dırector of the aIinle instiıtution, rotf Dr Ilija Abu-
ladze and rof Dr Helen Metrevel.]i. 4O both SCholars CXPICSS Sincere thanks
for theır kındness.

Ihe manuscr1ıpts Nos an S4 irom the monastery of Ivıron a  e!
Catalogue des Manuscrits Georgl1ens de la Bıbliotheque de 1a Laure d’Ivıron
Mont Athos, ın Revue de l’Orent Chrethien, AAIX E  4 238, 239,
207 208 | studıed personally an photographed them 1n 1963 an 1964 whıiıle
visiıting the monastery. CXPDTIESS 1n thıs place the Igumen of the monastery, Father
Athanasius, whl generously placed the above mentıoned manuscr1ıpts at d1s-
Osal, gratıtude.

infra, inscr1ption 41
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eodore P N Theodor)
(90.C0MM) 9

069 lovane P na John)
(M25)69

We ave addıtional clues whatsoever tO the iıdentificatıon of eEse
AaCONI1C ere manuscr1pt copled the Scrı1ptorı1ıum of thıs
VCLYVY church 1040 IC both ‘‘Brothers Theodor an JOöhn” dAd16
mentioned Bes1ides the LA of George ON1te read VCLY 1nter-
esting PassascC INAV throw1 the problem of the 1ıdentificatıon
of { heodor hıs PasSSsasSc us that OTE of hıs STUdeNTS named Theodor
WaS sent by the famous George Reclus irom the aCc Mountaın TO the
Georg1lan moONnaSsterYy, Ivıron oun OS ıth INCSSaSC TO hıs Q11
dent G(eorge ON1TeEe hıs even COU ave en place the early
ortlıes of the eleventh CENTLUTY, around 1042—43, the per10d when
George ON1Te Was engaged NOT lıterary aCTIivities but hard and
humılıtatıng or In 11402 LO the mentiıoned above John
AaPPCAaIs scr1ber of 484 coplıed 1054 11 keep mend that
the documents menti1oned above AL VCIYV close chronolog1ically, and that
they Ad1C executed äT the SaTille place then the identificatıon of eOdCOT
an partly that of John VeIV palpable a  oug dependable an dırect
hıstorical evidence AT lackıng

115
kKvenly Cut smooth surfaced lımestone 65 found aTt

the SdadIiIlle place the ONeE sıngle inscr1pti1on nusRhurı
195 long; heıght of the nırst SX etters D7 —O 08 the rest

1 "/TS' 4’QZ”/I'Ü7Q'; f7im? A
© U9e0I9IeNO0 C’Arıst ave upOonN Kviırıke

0(909453M) 9 3(3003)9 Dvalı Irom T heseliıka”
C00 30  SCMO. ©D  0L6®)9 U 9e03 IM0

the manuscr1pt NOtT pagınated
Peeters Hıstoires moNnastıques SCOTS1ICHNNES nal oll Vol DE DE

In regard TO the date Sr IOX: X MI1 1917 O2 1022) 935—- 94 141—
kelıdze H1ıstory OF Georgıan Liıterature (1ın Georg1lan) TLıblısı 1951 195

Si N{ra INSCrT1pt10N LIL
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The abbreviated first aille (3:8) read NnVLRE because thıs alille

LNLOTE COIMNINOIN although 1T COU be al Y er a1Iille startıng ıth (k)
and ending ı{h M —— P“ for 1iNsSTanCce VLLE

We do nNnOot ave al V document which mMent10Ns Kvirıke Dvalı the
al Mountaın OT AaILV er (xeorg1an mMonasterl1es the VICINITY of
Antıoch {Ihe testament of the Georglan M 454 copled 1054 1L11LEe1I1-

107NS Dvalı er CODPISTS scr1ıbers although hıs Hirst A 15 nOot
Kvirıke but John

mong promınent personalıtıes the Georglan mOoNastery the Black
Mountaın CCS Kurıke Ber1 Monk Kvirıke) but wıthout SUTNAaMMe

whıich help to us a  0Ug SOINEC poss1ıbılıty EX1ISTS that the ame

Kiirnıke Ber1 COH be identical ıth Kvırıke Na

1381

kvenly Cut stone 405 535 660 found the southern POL-
L1CO seventeen under the ground eve 413 .h@e INSCY1pT1ONS A1C executed

nuskRhurı On the lower eit GULHESI the of the Mother of (z0d
half 51726 an placed half cırcle 15 engraved T’he Suriace of the STONE
TOR accurately an SINOO  V shaped an has bes1ides LWENTY OlleE

CI OSSCS f VallOUs and shapes inser1bed 1t

H4:
The nusRhurı Inscr1pt1ion engraved the Tolt GOLHGE:E of the

stone Wıth 1Ts broken lınes an unacademıc peculıar callıgraphy 1T dıftfers
irom er IHOTEe accurately executed INSCY1PTL10NS (n the er hand
thıs OIlE of the few EXCEDUWUONS where the readıng of a ll the etters 15

cCertaın
Lenetn of the INSCY1PT10NS ES2 height of the etters Varles irom

0.05 0.06 m EXCCDT LWO (n a) whiıich © (: hıgh and ATC

vertıical posıtı1on between and

-FF
18358060 rıst ave uDON gna3999  a  HoLSDE  CD—  e& ©)9 ((900YM 98D5 00

0*
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From the colony of Georglan monks establıshed ın the Black Mountaıin,
Miraculous Mountaıiın, and oun Casıus, NOW only of OIlLE EKegnat,
who 15 mentioned (IIeGe ın the testament ol the Georglan 484, copled
ıIn the Greorglan moOoNnastery of the Mother of (10d ın Calıpos In thıs
manuscrı1pt gna 1s5 mentioned ()TIE of the TeeEe cCommMmıissloners of the
manuscrıpt.

I1
NusRhurı inscr1ption engraved the rıg m1ıddle part of the STONE

Length of inscr1ption 0.083 height of the Hirst letter 15 0.035 I11,
Second and fifth 0.01°7 H the Test (), 0

"C »nw‘3u‚;
03MMOM U}} F ‘Mary, Mother of God, ave
O(3MO)S M(0MM0LOO)MÖ(YER)M uDON Theodor’”
1Mc0MM9Y 99009439

TIhe last LWO revlated hallow etters (© 7)) aTe smäller an less
deeply Cut than the preceding ONBCS, they AT placed 1Iso slıghtly lower
than the preceding etters hıs dıstiınction INAaV indıicate that it 15 not

orı1gınal part of the sentence But 11 disassoc1late them irom the
whole, then the remaınıng S1X etters 111 be incomplete an senseless.

Another dıfficulty CONcernıng the readıng of thıs inscr1ption consısts ın
the tact that the SeNtenNCeEe discontinues due tO natural damages, a  ouUg.

ave SOINE EXLIeEMELY POOI Lraces of etters ST1 barely visıble, but 1t
15 iımpossıble TO Freconstruct them Ihe number of the lost etters COU.
ave een S1X tO e1g 1+ plausıble LO suggest that the lost Dart
of the SENTENCE contaıned the first ethnical alinlle of TIheodor mentioned
ın the grafitto and the PTIODCI invocatıon tO the Mother f (GÜ0d, whose
image 15 engraved under the inscr1ption the leit COTNET of the STONE

ITheodor 1s also mentioned LWO er OCCAS1ons (see SUPYVA 5) al-
though ere 15 WAaV tO determine whether they AT connected TO each
er whether they AI dıfferent PETSONS. ANe aille 1 heodor appCars
also In manuscrı1ıpt (F 3) copıed ıIn thıs VeCLIYy church ın 1040

H1:
In the lower left (LE 15 the engraved ımage of the Mother of (35

She the usual mandılion an 15 TepresenNted 1ın three-rourth posiıtion
ın halt gure Ü he ole image 15 placed ın ciırcle of 0.086 ın d1iıameter.
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On both sides of the ımage 15 the corresponding MONOSTAL ın Greek

MP ©
ELL:

(n the adjacent sıide of the SAaIlle sStone 15 inscr1ption 1ın LWO lınes;
the first 15 Q I1l1, an the second 15 0:057 ın length. height of
the etters 15 0.016 0.005

a ]"() 73L? 94y PF3L\Jfl‘l/x
6MLO9 T_Ebo SE ave p1ty uDOLL blessed

Zosime,)9 9(906ysm) 9 bMmL[o]97eaC b (m)6(9mem)0 Mcqeraisdze. 'SET3L ıO 99  j0U  9)6  yl  y(9 109  )m(So)L 09

1he slıghtly weathered, but st1ll clearly leg1ıble inscr1ption 15 ocated
UDOI the StTONe ın Stb44) ın the south all 0535 east irom the eastern
all o1 the southern port1co, the third 1L1O rom:the ground level The
surface of the StTtone 15 0.533 0.635 Il , the inscr1ption 15 ocated the

rıght COTREGEI: of the StTONe Ihe length of the inscription 15 0.0558 H;
the heıight of the etters 15 0.008

X- Y 37 Ml \

|  19 39 s60mM'6' I9IxL- - 19 “CÄrst, ave uDO NtionN
the CrossbearerMo0L®)9 Ö(90095C)9 Sbem' b

09XL Ma M]g
TIhe only acceptable restoratıon for the last word X MS009,

although LO knowledge tne only word designatıng crossbearer— a pCL-
SOM who Carrlıes the ' large durıng ecclesiastıc festivıtiıes an H-
anıcs 2a medieval Georglan 15 Z Ma MOL-O B ZM039IW0.

hıs inscr1ption 15 placed the NarTOoW sıde of the block whıich Was

evidently cornerstone of the south port1co. IThe inscr1ption 15 &i
long Aan: 0.035 hıgh Ihe surfiace of thıs STONe 15 VeErIYVY instructıve an
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SOINE WaV>S Fırst. ere AT NOt less than 1ıne CGIOSSES engraved 1n dıfferent
S1ZeS and Varlous fashıons, repeatiıng the Saille Lype SecondIy, the
inscr1ption In relatıon TO the CL OSSES, 15 ups1ıde down, whichS the
poss1bılıty that the inscr1ıption Was executed durıng the PIOCCSS of COIN-
struction of the church, before the STONE Was placed 1n its PTODECI posıtion.
A'he poss1ıbılıty that the inscr1ption COU ave een added ater=after
the destruction of the Church-—1s rule OuUtT, because the STONe WAas found
under the debrıs of arge blocks, 15 deep the groundlevel f the
church On the rıg sıde f the inscr1ıption ere 1s-an intrıcate ornamental
mot1ıve of un1ı1que character for thıs place, poss1ıbly prelımınary study OT
the archıtect. hıs interlace 15 repeate ın slıght MOod1NCcatLıon 1n the OI llda-
mentatıon of the lower belt of the TUum

Ihe inscr1ıption 15 clearly leg1ıble

A AU 797 an  f \
n S \. —— E  —]l(é 5L  SE&©

UWeMO9 U{l J61. ] Sulaıisdze Saba’”
Lumm(3QL)d9

(Jur attention 15 attracted Dy the lıgatıon of the first LWO etters (su an
la) 1C indıcate that the author CD NOT ave een inexperlenced
PCISON, but rather, raıned callıgrapher, OIlLE of the promıinent members
of the monastıc colony. Indeed, FKphrem the ma. who DYy hıs cContem-
porarl1es Was regarde OLE of the MOST LELOWN I11EeN of etters 1ın thıs
AaICd, wrıtes 1n OE of hıs or1gınal works that 1ın hıs you  u he Was

taught Dy the famous monk Iirom the Black Mountaıns—Saha Sulaisdze
Iukharelıi We do not ave the EXaAC date TO when thıs schoolıng took
place, but SINCe Lphrem diıed before 1205 thıs traınıng ..  1ın youthful
years” should ave Occurred around 1050 whıich leaves short chro-
nological margın between the construction of the church when OUT 1N-
scr1ıption Was engraved, Aan: the schoolıng o1 Kphrem. Therefore it would
NOTt be mıstaken tO AaSSumnine that the PCISON mentlioned 1n (T inscr1ıption
an Dy Ephrem COU. be ıdentical, SINCE ave the colncıdence of both,
the first aIinle and the SUTNaInNe Un{iortunately, the manuscr1pts wrıtten
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in the monastery of Calıpos, which AI at 1sposal, A1iC sılent about
Sulaisdze. oUg. S wrıtten 1ın 1040 1ın the moNnastery of Calıpos,
ment1ons Sulamaı1ize (not Sulaisdze), hıs first aAalillle 15 Theodor m1g
add that the fiırst NaIlle, Sula, 15 mentiıoned twıce 1ın manuscr1pts copled
in the moNnastery O1 Calıpos, ıIn an 454, tol 3L

VI
An extremely instructiıve inscr1ıption Was oun the Dart of

pendantıve Cut Out of SOM STONeEe whıich Was ocated In the inter1o0r of the
church Calr the SOUW east pler. IThe inscr1ption 1n ONeE lıne contaınıng
LWO words 15 executed 1n rather arge mrZwi0owanı etters 1& STAFES
proximately irom the m1ıddle of the surface A 1U11S LO the rıght edge
3O ateral s1des of the pendantıve 4A16 roughly picked. 3 hie Dart,
however, where the inscr1ption 15 ocated, 15 ell STITMNOOTNAE:! Ihe rontal
part 15 decorated ıth V1v1d plan ornament ZTOWINg OUTt of VasC,
demonstrating the hıgh and aCccurateness of workmanshıp.

Ihe mıddle part of the first word 15 partly covered 143 thın lıme
deposıt, under whiıich SOILLE traces of etters Call be detected Ihe Grst word
1 1n Tull, the second abbrevlated, whiıich 15 confirmed ıth the adequate
sıgn of abbreviatıon clearly visıble LOD of the letter (h) and E T
Ihe length of the sSseNteEeNCE 15 0.4 H1 height 0.0 I1}; 1inc1s1on
deep

RLU Y 33 \ ZES
938 9L 080 ' 0 LWob60oom l((1n the) church (toward) south”
13 9Losdo U(S) 6600

115e Cirst {1ve etters and the last of the Grst word 4A16 easıly leg1ble,
but the iıdentification of the rest of the etters wıthın the word rece In
number) 15 matter of SOINE dıfficulty due elr unorthodo shape
The overelongated part of (1) and (S) which 15 ıke (M) AT

puzzlıng, but basıng the first leg1ble five etters Y3M 9L ekles) n. the
ast letter (1) ere 1S alternatıve but TO recCconsStruct the first word
ASs 93mM 9LosdOo (ın the CHUTrCh):

1hıs inscr1ption, ou 15 the mason’s mark indiıcatıng the place of
the pendantıve for whiıich it Wads destined S1ince all key parts of archı1-
ecture anı structurally iımportant par Ad1C Cut ıth extreme AaCCUTACV
and superb prec1s1on tO fit each er, usıng only VeELYVY thın ayer of
ine mortar, thıs kınd of markıng 15 NECCCS>ali Y. h1s 15 indicated Dy the
eXtens1ıve TI of mason’s marks SUrV1IVINg archıtectural Iiragments of
the church AT Dy Georglan etters 1ın the lower belt of the Tum S1ince
ornamental blocks WOT e NOt covered ıth Irescoes, the esthetical factor
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an optical ecC required utmost prec1sion ın the plannıng an execution
of archıtectural

The TEeE remaınıng pendantıves WT spotted 15 miıles west 1n LtOown
called Yogun Oluk, ın the eastern part of basıliıcal church, Converted
into coal deposit. (Lhe western part of the church 15 sed Mosque.)ese Tee pendantives, along ıth er ornamental STONES or]1ginatingirom the church of the Vırgın 1ın "Calpos , ATe placed 1n the apsıs. A{iter
cleanıng the barely visıble ornamental blocks of a dust and VCLYIC layer of whitewash, Was amazed at the wondertul assortment OT
ornamental moti1vs, IC found also the TrTee pendantives. The
removal of the pendantives embedded 1ın the all of the apsıs an theır
examınation INaV offer addıtional DPro0 for LT conclusıon that the 1N-
scr1ıption 1n the pendantıve 15 the markıng of the archıtect

Since the inscr1ption Was Cut by the it 15 CONtemMDOrary wıth
the church hıs 15 also vıdent DYy the use of trıangular ends both
s1ıdes of the abbrevi1ation S1gN, phenomen which 15 Iso manıftfested Dyer inscr1iptions. Naturally, the qualıity of the etters 15 much lower and
the techn1ique of execution dıffers Iirom er inscr1ptions, but thıs 15
explaiıned bDy the PUrDOSe of the inscr1iption. hıs inscription WAdsSs SCEIM 1n
1935 an consequently publıshed by the distinguished scholar, Peeters,wıthout photographic reproduction Dy deta1ıled aCccount He reads
the Inscr1ption ollows JE 0B S6  ( ul m J96[ m]6 Ya nn l an offers also ıts
translatıon «L/eglıse est au  54 Somkhurs».8 Even before startıng CXDC-dıtıon tO the ar Mountaıin, Wds puzzled Dy the strange Inscr1ıptionand by Peters conclusıion. Aase hıs OW: readıng, which 15 obvıo0uslyincorrect, Peeters assumed that the church Was built Dy chalcedonic
Armenilans. hıs CITONEOUS assumptıon, which Wads OCccasıonally relit-
erated bDy the author, 15 ase nNnoOot only uponNn the incorrect readıng of the
Inscription itself, but 1t a real actual evidence and reveals method-
ologıcal weaknesses. 1Irs of all. why should Armenlans ave sed (7e-
orgıan etters tO that the church Wads ur by themselves ? And
why should they ave ‘“h1dden” the inscr1ption hıgh ın the MasONTY ” 11
they needed 1t, Peeters thınks, evidence agalnst the poss1ıble dangerof confiscatıon of the church by the Greeks, they COU. ave shown
it tO theıir opponents wıthout destroyıng the church ıtself Besıdes, hat
documentary value WOU LWO Georglan words ave for the Armenınans ”
Even 11 OTIlE recogn1zed ıts documentary value, who COU ave-
bered its existence aliter few generatıons ” (In the er hand, the 1N-
Correct grammatıcal structure OT the inscr1ption and the use of the
AÄArmenlan word JO OB for church instead of the Georglan 130e 9LOSsupported Peeters’ assumptıion that the church Wds Armeninan.

Peeters, Le treionds Orientale de ı' Hagiographie Byzantine, Subsıdia
Hagıographica, 1950 16

I bid., 163
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Finally, accordıng tO Peeters’ readıng, the (Üeorg1lan inscr1ıption should
have contaıned ree words COMPrI1SINg fifteen etters Since the ast word
Lim (as Peeters reads 1t) 1S5 divıded from the preceding (second)
word SOL  9 it would be normal LO EXDECT that sımılarly the (second) word
SL, chould ave een separated firom the preceding fırst) word 30 UB
which 15 technically impossıble, because the amount of etters g1ven Dy
Peeters SImpLY 11l nNOot nit ın the DA alloted LO the inscr1ption.
Furthermore, Peeters’ readıng of the Georglan inscr1ption 15 not only
) but also incorrectly translated Dy the author through hıs faulty
readıng. 1If want translate the Georglan inscr1ption “ the church
belongs tO the Armen1lans’, then the last 1rd) word in the Georglan
sentence cshould not be LumMmdb mMO but Lumd96m8.

it 1S obv1ıous that OTlLE CannoOot depend the farreachıng theor1i1es ou

Georglan monastıc colon1es the Black Mountain—developed DYy Peeters
ICn AL based confusıng translatıon of INCOTTECUY read
(reorglan inscr1ption.

VAN
( In the rontal Dart of the northwestern inner uttress of the church at

height of 15 H, found, after cleanıng the all of the bushes whiıich
had A on I: VeILIYVY accurately executed, although slıghtly dam-
aged, but clearly leg1ıble inscr1ption 1ın mr2wL0wanı. Length E I11, height
0.032 I, ep 0.005

- TE
0Y9 SÜOQ“O SCHTISE ave uDOI Basıl"”®0U®) 9 0(909)y(Sem) Ö(5)LOMO

The kılled workmanshıp, prec1seness, and hıghly developed esthetical
qualities make thıs inscr1ption Very. ımportan TOr the study ol Georglan
epıgraphy, A 1t POSSCSSCS valuable historical ımportance TOr the study
of Georglan monastıc colonies established 1ın the vicınıty ol Antıoch an
partıcularly ın the reg10n of the Black Mountaın. Gertaıin stylıstıc charac-
teristics strongly indıcate that thıs inscr1iption should ave een executed
In the first halftf of the eleventh GENTUTYV. 1T would be safe tTO ASSUINEC that
it 15 CONtTeEMDOTFarY ıth the church

For thıs assumption ave LWO dependable reasons the first 15 the
peculıar epi1graphic style, an the second, 1ts relationsh1ıp ıth LWO irag-
eNTSs of inscr1ption originatıng irom the Sainlle church. Vhe charac-
terıst1ic an VCLY distingu1ishable phenomen for thıs inscr1ıption 15 the
application of triangular cune1torm endings at the edges ends of the
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letter an both ends of the abbreviatıon S1gN. In SOTINE instances
arrowshape triangles AA placed insıde of ciırcular shaped etters ın

(t) for instance. By the use of ese S1Z2NS, the etters AL breakıng the
barrıers of restraıned coolness and evoke iıllusiıons of vivacıty. certaın
contrast 1s manıfested between the MONOotonOus Nu1ldıty of clam lınes and
sudden CGCuULVOS, endowıng the Inscr1pt1ions ıth effects of ımpulsıve ILOVE-
mMents an OTrganıc lıfe

Evıdently thıs ep1ıgraphic novelty Was establıshed 1n the V3 beginnıng
of the eleven CENTUCY and WaSs applıed tO archıtectural monuments
almost tO the enN: of that CERTUFYV, a  oug SUrVIVINg specımens f thıs
style demonstrate that 1ıt Was LLOTE extens1ıvely sed 1ın the first half of
the Samne CENTUTV. For instance:

T 3he inscr1ption of Bıshop Melchisedek 1ın the port1co of the Cathedral
ın Mtzkheta (1010-1029
Several Inscr1pt1ons ın the church of anglısı HrSt quarter of the X{
century)
I he inscr1ption of Bıshop Melchisedek upON the columns In Sh10
Mgwıme fırst quarter of XI CeNtury
Ihe inscr1ption of larıon Ischortschaneli 1n the church of Samtavısı
1030
Addıtional examples AT LO be OUnN:! 1ın inscr1ıptions of Samtavısı 1030

hzısı 5002); and KatsRhı (1010-1014). S1Ince all ese examples AT oun
1ın eastern Georgla (Kartlı) 1ıt INaVy indıicate that thıs callıgraphical school
emerged ın thıs VeEIY provınce.? If thıs DIOVES to be Lrue, then INaV
ave (QNe LLLOTE indicatıons for OUT hypothesıs that the archıtect of the
church of the Mother of G0d 1n Calıpos Camne irom Kartlı.

Addıtıional Pro0 that the Basıl's inscr1ption WasSs Contemporary ıth
the church 15 supported Dy LWO iragments of lımestone ıth
chıpped inscr1ption 1ın sem1cırcular form, evıdently the iragment of the
rch of the western port1co L:he measurements of ese iragments, elr
relatıon ıth certaın ornamental slabs, an theır parentage ıth the
decor sed 1n the echurch: confirm that Basıl’'s inscr1ption 15 COoONtemDporary
ıth the church

Identification of ası
TIhe only ACCESSOTV 10 ave for the ıdentificatıon of Basıl 15 hıs

Urst NaImne, IC makes 1t eu tO Arrıve AT satısfactory final AaNnsSWEelL.
Yet ere AT SOTINE specıfic actors which INAaV lead OUT INqUICYy LO at eas

partıal »UuGGcess A he fact that only OTlLE monumental inscr1ıption Was cut

Ba the SAa111€e belongs beautıful, but Lıttle known fresco inscr1ption
executed 1n 1036 1n the dome an apsıs of the church otf Oshkı, whiıich visıted brieily

July 28, 19064.
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the inter10r all of the church 15 definıte indıcatıon and palpable
possibilıty that Basıl Was promınent personalıty and OTL of the MOst
honorable organızers of thıs monastıc COlony, the immedı1ate Super10r
of thıs LLEW monastıc center hı1ıs argumen 15 supported Dy the and
high quality of the inscr1ption, whıch Was evıdently CUT by speclalızed
craitsman drumng the construction of the church, poss1ıbılıty whıich 15
supported also by the stylıstıc Aalı paleographıc simılarıtıies between the
inscr1ption of Basıl an ese of the port1co. In AalLYV event, thıs Basıl
cshould ave played VCLV ımportan role ın the early stages of thıs
monasterYy. hıs 15 confirmed bDy the manuscr1pts IC WECIC coplıed 1ın
the scr1ptorıum of thıs vVeELYy mOoNastery 1ın the eleventh CENTUTY. For
instance, the testament of the 454 copled ın 1054 ment1i1ons
the spirıtual athers gnat, nton, an ası According tOo the testamen(t,
the second %6, wrıtten 1ın 1050, WAds copled Dy Basıl Thorel-Kophılı
ası. havıng een Thorelı). Ihe thıird 384, copıed ın the m1ıddle f
the eleven CEHNTULYV, mentıions ‘“Basıl Super10r of the mONaStery of
Calıpo.  0S who ordered thıs manuscrı1pt for the moNnastery of the ‘Holy
Mına  RE

Since a ll the manuscr1pts implyıng the aAMl of aaı ıIn SOILLC form
WTG copled before 1060 1n the VL beginnıng of the monastery’s
existence, 1t 111 be safe tOo ASSUTNE that the Basıl insecr1bed 1ın the church
and mentioned 1ın the testaments of ese manuscr1pts 15 the SAIlle PECTSON,

VEr XC
(n the path leadıng LO urutcthme an Suwaldıyve, L5 km west of the

Georglan church, 1n the SINa LOown called ogun Oluk, Armen1an
barn church (Hallenkırche) 15 ocated. hıs church 15 110 Aivyvıded into
LWO Compartmen(ts; the estern half 15 sed Mosque, whıle the eastern
pDart 15 converted into coal epo Here, Jl T  9 19063, ın the eastern
half of the northwestern en ÖX the sem1cırcular apsıs, 05 from
the OOT evel, oun the ragmen f arch u11 into the all

On the exterl1or of the rch the evenly CUL, curved Nat rectangular
mouldıng (wı 0.065 H length 0,775 m) that ollows the shape of the
arch, 15 ocated Georg1lan inscr1ıption executed 1n excellent mr2wLOWAaNı
etters. The etters, 0.041 1ın heıght, 4A1 accurately placed between LWO
NarfTOwWwW Str1ps of the mouldıng. I he beginnıng Al the en of the INSCT1P-
t1on 15 broken oft The length of the remalnıng TWO incomplete, separated
words 15 only 0,3 In LWO instances the S1Z2NS of abbrevliatıon AD ST1
visıble Ihe interval between the words 1s5

oun the second archıtectural ragmen ın the southeastern pDart of
the (eOorglan church durıng first vısıt LO the church October 1
1962 The cComparı1son ın measuremen(ts, shape, ornamental mot1ıves,
ell ASs characterIist1ic features of thıs ragmen ıth the prev1ous OTE

(nO VILII confirms beyond doubt that they AFE inseparable par ar



DJjobadze, Medieval Inscrıiptions 1n the Vıcınıty otf Antioch

that both p1eCceESs WEeTIe executed DYy OI sıngle hand and evıdently ONCe,
ıth er sım1ılar ragments 110 1osSt. WCIC embodıied In the western
port1co of the Georglan church.?© 2n? only departure irom the general
rule Call be detected ın the Hirst LWO etters 0 Y) of the last word of the
second iragment ese LWO etters AI the longest 0.053 m) an NarTOoOW-

est 0:017 m) In both Iiragments the iree between words varles
from 00 3S% LO 0.0

Despite the SCVGTEG mutilatıon nflicted uDON the inscr1ption, j 15 CAaS V
detect definıte epigraphic characteristic, whiıich place thıs mMmonumen

the bhest achlievements of Georglan epı1graphy nd at the
t1ime facılıtate the datıng of the inscr1ption. hıs inscr1ıption belongs,
ogether ıth VL tO the late thirties of the eleventh CENTUTYV. Ihe
carefully rendered, SUMDTUOUS etters an the masterful combıinatıon of
curved and straıght lınes evoke the sensatıon of calmı. dignıfied tensıion

ell AaSs of restraıned balance Irıangular an rhombo1idal aCccents ATl
the enNn: of the etters endow £hıs remarkable mMoOoNuUumMent ıth reireshing
eSTNEeTIC qualıities, complementing the dıversihned and rich archıtectural
PrOSTaMIl,

Ihe analysıs of the Text indıcates that the iragment irom ogun luk
preceds the Ssecond, although ere 1s unmiıstakable proo{i for such
assumpti1on. In the above suggested chronologıical order the inscr1ption
reads

]o9Lo0 aMÖOM S SUDTEILLE ymns
[ m 6(9)9]0(5) 9L a(8)em(
Ö(53) o

chant LO ( 706 In order that1C0© mUL CO o 1655 0yOM
WTa

[a(s)m(mM)ö]n(0) M(096) -
(L)S COo M(30)S M  mM  Ö
“ han the SUDICINC ymns LO (x0d, an in order that WTa ,

Ihe direct or1g1n of thıs incomplete inscr1ıption Ca  — be hardly detected
On the er hand, NOW that 1ın SOTINE ın Georglan churches the
port1cos an ANNE XS UDOIL the ıntels OT arches ear inscr1pt10ons which
AT not prec1isely copled, but that AI abbreviated and modıiıfed COMPI-
atlıons o1 LWO merged VEI1ISCS of psalms.** IBi thıs rule COU. be valıd fOor
OUI CHhUurch, 1t 15 not Cu LO realıze that OUI inscription eflects the
firee interpretation adaptatıon of the iıdea conveyed iın psalms IL
11—-12

Ü  va  ’ note
11 For the verıflıcatıon oif readıng indebted LO rof Barnavel)l.


