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In 1969, followıng the red1ISCOVerY of thıs ımportant Georglan palımpsest
1n Vıenna, the wrıter announced ıts exıstence and DaVC prelımınary analysıs
of ıts COomponents an theır contents! Sınce then, SOIMNE urther advances
ave een made ın the study of the manuser1pt: but other duties ave laın
heavıly uDON hım an the wrıter has een unable LO publısh a ]] that has
een discovered identifıed. I7 best for the informatıon of colleagues
LO g1Vve ere SUMMaLYy of the advances that ave een made, of the SLAtEe
of the research dıfferent parts of the palımpsest contents of the 102al

scr1pt, an of the publicatıons which ave appeared LO the present an
the uUuSe made of ese DYy other scholars.

Further perusal of the manuscr1pts 1ın the excellent ultra-vıolet photo-
ography of Herr Janderka led LO SOTNE correctiıon of OUT knowledge of the
extent of palımpsest leaves ın the manuscrıpt. It has een found that the
foha 106 LO 1928 (inclusıve), 132; and 133 Al palımpsest: the orı1gınal wrıtıng
18 very tıny nuskurı scr1pt, VOLY faınt T’he ontent 18 quıte ıunıdentıified
SINCE there 1S hıttle yet decıphered. T’he aPPEALANCE 1s of short phrases whıch
aPPCal LO be poss1ıbly phrases of StanzZzas, suggesting poetic hıturgıcal
composıtıon. The closest parallel LO the scr1pt LO be plate of Abu-
ladze, K’art’ ul CeT1S nımusebiı2. Followıng the numeratıon of hands ın the
prevıous artıcle thıs ll be and 16 of OUTL manuscrı1pt.

Hor the report follow the order of hands ın the orıgınal artıcle,
ıth ONe dıfference, namely of S1VINg the khanmetiı eEXTtS ın Pr1OT
an the other eEXTS ın poster10r.

K hanmetr

Hands and it 1S probable that these two hands should be regarded
the work of ONe scr1be, wrıting hand ıth thicker PCH The fragments
of the Synoptıc gospels from these foha ave een publıshed In thıs Journal

Oriens Christianus, 53 (1969) 108-112 *SA Georglan palımpsest 1n Vienna’’.
'T bilisi 1949
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1n It IS unfortunate that SOTINEe faults of 1mpression beyond the control
of author edıtor ATrC LO be found and that correction could be g1ven.
ANnYy scholar wıshıng LO use these eEXTtSs for orthographical morphological
analysıs should consult either the manuscr1pt the author of the above
named artıcle.

and 'The TeMAINS of G(Georgıan Protevangelıum Jacobı from these
leaves WEeIC published iın 18 Museon ın 'T’he data of IKhanmetı verbal
forms found there WEeTe utilised iın the index ÖT such forms by Sar] veladze
publıshed 1n

and cts of Cyprianos an Chrıistina aCCount fOrT the whole of the
survıyvals from E scer1be. Cyprianos precedes Chrıistina, the explhıcıt of the
ONe an the incıpıt of the other beıng found consecutıvely fol 100 col
Kıght con]ugates ın the present contaın Cyprlanos ın form akın LO
BH  GQ 452bh an 454 Thıs 18 probably the whole of gatherıng of the orı1gınal
from hıch the leaves Came Kleven con]ugates contaın Christina deser1ibed
ın the first aCcount of thıs palımpsest: thıs certaınly contaıns part of gather-
ıng Q ın the or1gınal but extends beyond it T’he text oes noOot aPPCAaL LO D  -

ın smooth however and thıs probably CCOUNTS fOor the fact that
the inıtıal eaft of gathering 3() has noOot een observed. However, certaın
leaves had een vVEeELY badly affected by water before they WEeTeC sed the
second tıme., an thıs Ia y ave obseured the sıgnature. 'T’he expheıt of
Uyprianos 1S worthy of ote Iın that ıt J1VES Oetober the date N the
ame of the month Tirısdıdı® rather rarely attested form of probable
Iranıan OT1g1N. It LUNS follows:
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and T’he iragments of Ksdras from thıs hand WeTe publıshed Iın
Lie Museon In 'T'’he LexXt has een reprinted ı63 the Oskı Text by ıts

5 ’ 62-89 *K hanmeti iragments of the Synoptic gospels TOM ind. Georg. D
Le Museon, E KK 970), A0 A second Georglan recenslon of the rot-

evangelıum Jacob1”.
' Hanmet da, haemet tek’stebsı dadasturebul ZMNIS pirlan p ormat’a sadzieblebi””, DASSUM.

6 See Abuladze, Dzvel:i k’art’uli NS lek’sikonı (Masalebıi), Thbilisi 1973, 4.1%2 S,

8oM0LM9gbo *,
XX ‘”Palimpsest fragments of Khanmetı (Georglan version of Ks-

dras’’,.
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sıde for cComparıson ın the second volume of ’ureikıdze Dzveli agt'k’ mıs
apokrip ebıs k’art’uh versiebi8.

Hands 171 an 13 (Deuteronomy and Judges) ave not yet een publıshed.
oth AIe only partıally leg1ble.

Asomtavrulr EXLS, Nnl K hanmetı

and No urther work has een one ese fragments.
and 15 No urther example of thıs style has COMMe LO the wrıter's notice.

On the basıs of photographs Professor Shanıdze an the late Professor
(1amkrehdze date the hand nınth tenth CENTUTCY.

Hands an 12 stıl] defy identifıcatıon although sıngle etters an EVEeN

words ArC readable.
and T'hıs text. PTIOVES LO be part of the ((eorg1an versıon of Gregory of

Nyssa De homiınıs opıf1c10°?. 'T’he LexXxt Corresponds LO the edıtıon of Abuladze
181 LO 1892 310

and Kohum 131 should certaınly be aser1ibed LO thıs hand Koha
‚N! 61 although longer con]ugate 1ın the present manuscr1pt, WerTe CON-

ugates a eas adjacent leaves ın the orı1g1nal SINCE Isajah 60, already
noted he ontent of fol 61 beg1ins of fol 53v dırectly after Kxodus 1521

Only intervenes. T'hıs surely indıcates that ave erTe remaıns
of lect10nary of the Lype edıited by Tarchnıisvılı (Le orand lectionnaıre
de l’eglıse de Jerusalem)11! of hıch the Armenıan evıdence has een 11OTeEe

recently edited by Renoux12. ese LWwO sSucceed ONe another
Kaster Kve lections aN! 613 'T’he ontent of fol 131 therefore presumably
belongs LO the Saıec lect1onary: but LO the present ıt defies identiıfıcatıon,
SINCE ıt; 1S far 1HN0OTe dAıffieult LO read. 'T ’he only phrase approachıng sentence

ın completeness LTUNS A0 <m >0090 0MdaM Z >000 NOCoS S2969 56  C

090ybaMgOÖdL 0A0 whıch stil] ESCAaDES the searchgr 1ın oncordance
lexıcon.

and 14 'T’he bıfohlum 88-81 whiıich 1S the work of thıs ser1ıbe stood ın
that order ın the 0riginal 1S demonstrated by the of the sıgnature

e  e 'T’bilisı 1973, 109-116 an 391
1gne, Patrologia Graeca, 4 9 col 185
dzvelesı redak’eiebi basılı kesarielis ‘*ek’ust’a deet’aysa” da grigol noselis t’argmanebisa

“kacisa agebulebisat ’ vis” T'bilisı 1964
CSCO, vol 188, 189 and 205, OUVYAaln 1959-60.
Patrologia Orientaiis‚ Dla asC. }) et E: fasc. 2) Le codex Armenien

Jerusalem 121, PDal anase RenouxXx, molIne d’En Calcat.
Tarchnischrvili, cıt. (vol 188), 139 an RenouxXx, cıt. (T XXXVJÜ), 301
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m® (37) 1n the mıddle of the margın of fol 88ST The bıfollum must
ave een the outermost con]ugate of gathering. A% VaTrTIOUS Stages of the
iıdentifıcatıon of ıts ontent oTEAL help has een gıven by Michel VQ  } HKs-
broeck well-known collaborator of the Bollandısts. Fol TeCctoO and

SOONN proved, ONCe®e the inıtıal observatıons WeIe made, LO be part of
versıon of Kpıphanıus De MEeNSUTIS e ponderıbus: 1ıt TUNS from paragraph 38
of the DyTLaC versi0n14 LO the beginnıng of paragraph 46, ath the Om1ssıon
of paragraph dealıng ıth the '’hin.. and the insertion between paragraphs

an 46 of Passage the drachma 1n relatıon bO the ıbra N! the uncı]a.
Fol 81 proved INOTeEe dıffieult SO place A ıts ontent dıffers wıdely from the
SyTLaC Vers10N. However, HKather Va  S Kshbroeck’s researches the Tbialhısı

A-691 revealed that Passage the aIiIne Bethlehem (fol SIr col
an 81v col 1) ın fact had place 1n Georglan version of the work of Kıpı1-
phanıus. Thus Can assume that thıs leaf LOO Camne from that treatıse.
In contradıstinction, however, LO the T ’bıhlisı an LO a, 11 other traces of
the treatıse known LO u thıs Passage 1S preceded by hıttle anecdote known
LO us ın Greek ın LWO forms BHG 132927 and BHE  p P 1t; 18 closer LO the
latter but has conclusıon not known ın the Greek but In the Armenıj1an
Apophthegmatal5s, The Bethlehem DPassasge 1s followed LOO by addıtıon
elsewhere unknown: it deals ıth baptısm an ends ıth kınd of credal
statement, er quoting Matt. 28.19 am MOSAU (pö MZ00M9ÖM dadaQ

mOMÖNEO O LMMMO (Do 0MÖ0M0 0300 L.S Z LMY MO COo
0000 <Hl0Cc2Q

Nuskurz

and the leaves der1ving from thıs ser1be ArIe leg1ble ın part, but
ONe ın 1INOTeEe than small part No u11 sentence has yet een satısfactorıly
decıphered. Krom the hıttle hıch has een read the matter aPPCAIS to be
homiletical.

When the manuscr1pt Was fırst deser1bed, the collecetion of Abuladze16
Was not avaıllable LO g1ve guldance the datıng proposed for each hand
found 1n palımpsest. T’hrough the generosıty of the Institute of Manuseripts

Epiphanius’ 'Ireatıse Weights an Measures. The SyT1aC ersion edited by James
Elmer (T’he T1eENTA. Institute of the University of Chicago Studies iın Ancient Oriental
(Oiyılızatıion 11), Chicago 1935, CSP 55-57

Vıtae patrum, ed. Venice 1855, vol 11, 248.249 (Bibliotheca haglographica orjentalis,
ed P. Peeters, 1910, no. 862).

Op cıt., in 2 UuPp.  °
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N Thbilhsı thıs lack has een rectified. It has no0t necessıtated change of
opınıon ın mMmOosSt C:  9 but SOTINE COMParısoNS Ma y be of interest. We g1ve
ese hand DYy hand ın the numerıcal order.

and 1S paralleled 1ın plates DZ, D9, 05, an Thus eleventh
CENTULCY date 1s confirmed.

and fınds ıts parallel ın plates 3° and 39, and 1n Lype (PP XT) T’hıs
ındıcates eleventh CENTULCY OT1g1N rather than tenth

T’he datıng of hands an (see the observatıons above for thıs collo-
catıon) Ca  S only be approxımatıve. T’he ypes of character LO ın Abuladze
each fıind SOTMNE parallel eature Sınce the Khanmeti lect10nary type 3)
1S dated ın the seventh CENTULCY whıle ypes an (Sınal mravaltavı an
Adys gospels) 456 from the second half of the nınth CENTUTCY the suggested
eıghth CENTUCY MaYy be correct. The simılarıtıes LO Taylor-Schechter
AT still strikıng.

and stil] <hows affınıty ıth the Oxford and Cambrıdge palımpsest
of Jeremiah ; but 91 Tbialısı the oOpInN10N W asS expressed that nevertheless the
hand could possıbly be better dated 1n the eıghth CENTUCY than ın the seventh.

Further study of hand st11 1 maıntaılns the sımılarıty LO the Adys gospels
which the nınth CENTUTY date 1S based

and found Correspondence 1n the plates of Abuladze: the long
horiızontal of the letter Arı remaıns quıte QAistinetıve In hand nNnot dissımılar
ın other regards from hand Peradzel” ındeed classıfıed these A ONE,
ın whıch he W as ou In but thıs emphasızes that the hands must
be of the Samne date Moreover. the column and lıne measurements of these
hands Are iıdentical and mıght (OTMNNEC from the Samed manuscrı1pt, although

has een indıcated, SOM insoluble calendriıcal problems ALrC raısed by
thıs conclusıon18.

and 1S paralleled ın plates 18 an I9 confırmıng the tenth CENTULCY
date proposed.

'T'’he seventh CENTULCY Khanmetiı lect1onary still provıdes close parallel
LO hand

and 11 finds parallel ın Ahbuladze. The slopıng duecetus an the S_

bar of anı wrıtten the hıne, not below I: AIle distinetive features.
and 12, for whıch datıng W as proposed, 1s paralleled iın sıngle etters

of YP LO (Abuladze, XI) These Are from 1155 dated between 036
and 1050 'T ’hıs y1VES tenth-eleventh CENTULCY date for these still unıdentifiıed
leaves.

17 ‘“ Über die georgischen Hss ın Österreich” ( Wıener Zeitschrift für die Kunde des Oorgen-
Jandes, Bd. 47, 1940), p. 224, fn.

Le useon, LXXXHT, art. cıt. (In supra),
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FKor hand 13; Ahbuladze provıdes closer analogy than the Sınal an
(jraz manuscr1pts cıted

and 14 should probably be dated hıttle later than ın the earher artıcle.
The plates ın Ahbuladze whıch aPPCAaL analogous ATrEe those from LO 258,
a 11 tenth-eleventh CENTUTY.

Of hands 15 an 16 ave wrıtten above.
It clear that thıs ımportant palımpsest still has much LO reveal

for the hıstory of the Georglan language and ıts hlıterature, an T least
ın the OCase of the fragment of Epıphanıus, for patrıstıc studıes LOO The
eEXTtSs of the Protevangelıum Jacobı an of Ksdras show that along-sıde
the well attested Armenıan influence uDOoN early Georglan translatıon
hlıtterature, ere exısted 91 early per10d translatıon from (Greek models.
ata 1S probably not yet fully enough avaılable LO determıne whether thıs
took place 1n the SAaTe ın dıfferent It a y be that examınatıon
of SOTNE of the hands not yet publiıshed Ma y ad LO these fOr the eventual
elucıdatıon of thıs an other problems.


