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Jost Gippert
New Manuscript Finds in St. Catherine’s Monastery
Part 1

It is well known that St. Catherine’s Monastery on Mt. Sinai hosts
the largest collection of Georgian manuscripts outside Georgia. The
catalogues compiled by Al. Tsagareli', N. Marr?, Iv. Javakhishvili?, G.
Garitte*, and El. Metreveli, C. Chankievi, L. Khevsuriani, L. Jghamaia,
and R. Gvaramia® comprise in all 108 items® of which 12 have disap-

Karanors rpy3mHCKUXb pykomnuceit CuHaiickoro MoHacThipsi, IIpasociasHubtii
nanecmunckuii coopnux, 10 = IV/1, pp. 193-240; also in the same author’s
Ceederusi 0 NAMAMHUKAXD 2py3UHCKoli nucmernocmu, Boitl. 2 (Cankt-TletepOypr,
1889), pp. 51-98. Cagareli’s sojourn in St. Catherine’s Monastery took
place in 1882.

Onucanue epysunckux pykonuceii cunaiickoeo mornacmoipsi (Mocksa, 1940) (pos-
thumous edition).

bobob 8ol JoGmormem bgmbsbgFHos scmbyfmoenmds / Onucanue epysunckux py-
konuceii Cunas (domabo, 1947). The visit to Mt. Sinai was jointly under-
taken by Marr and Javakhishvili in 1902.

* Catalogue des manuscrits géorgiens littéraires du Mont Sinai (Louvain, 1956)
(Corpus Scriptorum Christianorum Orientalium, 165 / Subsidia, 9);
Garitte visited the monastery in 1950, within the mission of the Library
of Congress.

JoGormem bgembsbgmoms smbgFoenmds, bobamo gmengdios, &. |, go-
3mbo(398500 IMddDoglb gem. 39@Mg39mds, (3. F9630933s, . bgzLmENsbds,
. ®%a35053 (doemabo, 1978); 0d3g, & I, 398mbozgdsm dmadbargl
G- $ob30g3ds, m. xedsnsd (0d0emabon, 1979); 0d3g, & lll, 308mbo39dsw
8madbomgl M. 33568083, gm. 3g@Mg39mas, (3. F9b630933s, . bggbmEa-
0635, m. 1085053 (mdnrmaba, 1987).

¢ 93 items in Tsagareli’s catalogue, 98 in Garitte’s; 11 items of Tsagareli’s
listing have no counterpart in Garitte’s, and item no. 87 in the latter is not

counted here as it is Armenian. Item no. 98 according to the numbering
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peared’ and 7 have been removed to other locations.? To the remaining
89 items, which may now be called the “Old Collection”, an even larger
amount of Georgian manuscripts was added in 1975 when in the course of
reconstruction work undertaken after a fire in the north eastern part of the
monastery grounds, the remnants of far more than 1000 further codexes
were found in the debris.® Among them, about 150 manuscripts have been
determined to be Georgian, and the catalogue prepared by Z. Aleksidze,
M. Shanidze, L. Khevsuriani and M. Kavtaria'® gives a clear picture of the
“New Collection” they constitute. The most important finds in the “New
Collection” are the palimpsest manuscripts (Sin. georg.) N 13 and N 55"
which contain, in their lower layer, the first and only manuscript remains
of the Caucasian Albanians; these palimpsests have been the object of an

applied by Garitte is the papyrus Psalter appearing as no. 1 in Cagareli’s
description; cf. Garitte, Catalogue pp. 7 and 10-11. The Psalter was kindly
made accessible to the present author and his colleagues, M. Shanidze
and B. Outtier, during a sojourn in the monastery in May, 2009, by the
Librarian of the monastery, Father Justin. The Psalter requires a full res-
toration as the glass tops it was stored in are broken.

7 Nos. 40, 66, 92, and 93 in Tsagareli’s and nos. 23, 24, 27, 28, 45, 48, 55, and
84 in Garitte’s listing.

¥ Nos.2,9,29,31, and 69 are found in the University Library of Graz/Aus-
tria as part of the bequest of Hugo Schuchardt; no. 72 is in Thilisi and no.
81, in Detroit.

° For the discovery cf. lepd Movij kai Apxiemoxoori 2ivd, Td véa evprjpat
a Tov Zivd (Abnva, 1998), pp. 8-24 and 25-49.

10 Z. Alexidze (b. semgdbodg), M. Shanidze (8. 3s60dg), L. Khevsuriani (e.
bgaLmGosbn) and M. Kavtaria (8. Jogootas), Katdloyos yewpyravdv xet
poypddwr €vpebévTwy Katd 76 1975 €1s Tijv tepdv poviy Tou GeoPadicT
ov dpovs Zivd Ayids Aukatepivns [ bobob ooy 68. g308960bgl dmb-
sbBgmdn 1975 Egmb scdmBgboen Jofmormm bgerbsbgmors ombgmommds /
Catalogue of Georgian Manuscripts discovered in 1975 at St. Catherine’s Mon-
astery on Mount Sinai (A6vva / sogbo / Athens, 2005).

' In accordance with the practice proposed in the Catalogue, pp. 361-362,
numbers of the New Collection are marked with an N preceding, and
numbers of the Old Collection, with an O, in the following treatise.
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New Manuscript Finds in St. Catherine’s Monastery

international project since 2003, and the edition resulting from it has only
just been published Some further important finds may briefly be men-
tioned here: N 89, a fragment consisting of two folios which pertain to
the famous “Sinai polycephalion” (bobgo 3Gsgsmmsga, O 32-57-33), fill-
ing the gap between fols. 84v and 85r of that codex (i.e. where the parts
denominated O 32 and O 57 meet);"* N 71 (8 folios), a palimpsest contain-
ing an index of Evangelical lectures for the weeks between Easter and
Pentecost compiled and written down by Ioane Zosime;" N 48 and N 50,
two manuscripts containing parts of the Georgian chronicle 8mggzoe
Jofomabog;’® and several fragments of hymnaries of the nsgsfo type
(N 2,N5,N 19, N 97 etc.).' Apart from the 142 items listed in the Cata-
logue (99 parchment codices, 33 paper manuscripts, 10 scrolls), the New
Collection comprises a large number of unidentified fragments which the
compilers of the Catalogue were not yet able to classify and describe."”

12 The Caucasian Albanian Palimpsests of Mt. Sinai, edited by J. Gippert, W.
Schulze, Z. Aleksidze and J.-P. Mahé (Turnhout, 2008) (Monumenta Pal-
aeographica Medii Aevi, Series ibero-caucasica, 2). In this edition, the
structure of the (upper) Georgian layer has been thoroughly investigated
by the present author, thus correcting several assumptions as printed in
the Catalogue; the suggestion that N 13 and N 55 represent one Georgian
codex has been confirmed beyond doubt.

12 Cf. the Catalogue, pp. 149-151 / 305-306 / 432-433.

14 Cf. the Catalogue, pp. 136-137 / 297-298 / 424-425; different from the in-
formation given there, the underwriting is not Coptic but Palestinian
Syriac; the script used is similar to that appearing in the fly-leaves of the
Sinai polycephalion (O 32-57-33), for which cf. A. Smith-Lewis, Catalogue
of the Syriac Mss. in the Convent of S. Catherine on Mount Sinai (London,
1894) (Studia Sinaitica, 1), pp. 118-120.

15 Cf. Z. Aleksidzé ed., Le nouveau manuscrit géorgien sinaitique N Sin 50. Edi-
tion en fac-similé. Introduction par Z. Aleksidzé, traduite du géorgien
par J.-P. Mahé (Lovanii, 2001).

1o Cf. the Catalogue, pp. 43-44 / 240-241 / 368-369.

7 The number of unidentified fragments is given as “c. 1800” in the Cata-
logue (p. 45/242/371); ca. 150 Georgian fragments were available to the
researchers in May 2009 (cf. below).
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During a research visit to the monastery undertaken in May, 2009, in
connection with the international project “Critical Edition of the Old Geor-
gian Versions of Matthew’s and Mark’s Gospels — Catalogue of the Manu-
scripts Containing the Old Georgian Translation of the Gospels”,' a group
of scholars consisting of M. Shanidze, S. Sarjveladze, D. Tvaltvadze, B. Out-
tier and the present author had the opportunity to study the Georgian man-
uscripts of Mt. Sinai in detail. In the following pages, I shall summarise a
few of the findings, with special emphasis on the fragments that have not
been identified so far and the methods applicable for their identification.

Many parts of the New Collection, and especially the fragments,
which are at present kept in cardboard slipcases in the monastery library,
have been preserved in a very bad state caused by the fire that led to their
discovery in 1975. This is not only true for their size which is reduced to
less than 10x10cm in most cases, leaving but a few lines or words vis-
ible, but also for their surface which shows all kinds of damages that re-
sult from being burnt or singed; cf. Images 1 and 2 (Fragments A and B)®
showing such damage.

Img. 1: Fr. A Img. 2: Fr. B

'8 Project kindly supported by INTAS, Brussels, under ref. no. 05-1000008-
8026.

1 The members of the group are extremely grateful to the monastery librar-
ian, Father Justin, for the kind support he provided during their stay.

» Hereafter, capital letters are used for easy reference to individual frag-
ments; there is no cataloguing function implied.
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The first step in analysing a given fragment will always consist in
identifying the text passages it contains. It is clear that a certain number
of characters must be discernible for this purpose; on the basis of the huge
database of digitized Old Georgian texts that has been made available in
the TITUS and ARMAZI projects,”' even a small number of characters may
suffice for this. Cp., e.g., Fragm. C displayed in Images 3a and b which can
easily be identified as containing verses from the 4™ chapter of the Gospel
of Luke (4:41 and 4:43-44), with their internal order clearly determining
the recto and the verso of the fragment.”
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Img. 3a: Fragm. Cr Img. 3b: Fragm. Cv

Lk. 4:41: <5 gob300moab 5335360 Lk. 4:43-44: <b™ 053500856 347> oo
303500850 omogdoagl s 37 Lbmzsmsgs Jomadms ggf oMb
08Ymgb 3" 396 bom JB IB e : s Agdws baMgdaw babmz>ggz<gma
dg360bbbs 300> s <oMd M3&9390d @ 2 M 530bmzb> Bmgag<emaby : o
Lo@>gmza : <M~ o3meEgb 37 © gbg> Joagqdese> g mas 3g<bs 3Mgdgmons
36b 78 - aomngaaboos @ >

2L Cf. http:/ /titus.uni-frankfurt.de/texte/texte2. htm#georgant for the in-
ventory of texts and http://titus.fkidgl.uni-frankfurt.de/database/ti-
tusinx/titusinx.asp for the retrieval engine.

22 Lk, 4:41 is the only text passage in the TITUS database matching a search
for ...gmoe and @b and JGob@B within a context of maximally twen-
ty words; the query can be carried out with the following URL string;:
http:/ /titus.tkidgl.uni-frankfurt.de/database/titusinx/ titusinx.asp?
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The identification of a text passage is not enough to identify a manu-
script fragment though. Text passages from Gospel texts may pertain to
Gospel manuscripts, but also to lectionaries of various kinds, and they
may even represent mere quotations in homiletic, hagiographic, or other
texts. In the given case, the latter option is less likely as we seem to have
not single verses here but a continuous text which extends over several
verses of the same Gospel chapter; this would be surprising in a quotation
context. The decision whether we have a Gospel manuscript or a lection-
ary here is less easy to arrive at. For this purpose we have to take several
further criteria into account.

First, lectionary manuscripts have typical features such as, titles for
example indicating lectures to be read or indications of the date and place
of a lecture reading. This can easily be seen in another set of fragments
found in the New Collection; cf. Fragm. D (Images 4a and b), a badly dam-
aged scrap on which just the indication of the month (ns56356-) has been
preserved, written in red ink as usual in many lectionaries (cf. below as to
this fragment). On Fragm. C, no such indication is discernible.

Second, the text passages as present in lectionaries may differ from
those contained in Gospel manuscripts. This is certainly true for many of
the Old Georgian lectionaries in comparison with the redactions of the
Gospel tradition proper. In the case of Fragm. C, the amount of text avail-
able is by no means sufficient to answer this question.

Third, it was but a restricted set of Gospel passages that were read as
lectures, which implies that certain passages are less likely to be found in
a lectionary. In the period of Old Georgian, there were two lectionary tra-
ditions available, viz. the so-called Jerusalem rite commonly regarded as
archaic, and the later Byzantine rite. Among the Sinai manuscripts, those
written in Asomtavruli script usually belong to the Jerusalem tradition
while the Byzantine rite is represented by younger Nuskhuri manuscripts
such as the paper codex N 14p of the New Collection.” As a matter of fact,
the text passage we find on Fragm. Cr (Lk. 4:41) is not contained as such
in any Old Georgian lectionary of the Jerusalem type, while the Byzantine
rite has a matching passage on the Monday of the 19" week after Pentecost

3 Cf. the Catalogue, p. 636 for a facsimile of fol. 3r of N 14p, showing lec-
tures for the Wednesday and Thursday of the Easter week (Jo. 1:47-51;
3:1-4).
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(Lk. 4:37-44). This cannot be taken as a sufficient argument for attribut-
ing Fragm. C to a lectionary of the Byzantine rite however, all the more
since it is written in Asomtavruli letters. If we consider that the index of
Evangelical lectures compiled by Ioane Zosime prescribes the reading of
Lk. 4:31-41 for the 3™ Sunday and of Lk. 4:42-5,11 for the 4™ Sunday after
Epiphany,* the latter information being matched by the Latal lectionary,”
we may well assume that the fragment in question might represent the
same tradition.

Different from the “internal”, i.e., text-based criteria mentioned so far,
another type of argumentation is related to “external” characteristics such
as the handwriting and the measures which may admit to attributing a
given fragment to a codex that has been classified. In this context, “mea-
sures” can hardly mean anything but the distance between lines and the
size of characters, given that tiny fragments such as C cannot tell anything
about the size and the number of lines of the original they derive from.
As to the handwriting of Fragm. C, the few letters that are discernible are
hardly enough to prove its descendance from one of the known codexes
of the New (or Old) Collection. The same is true for the measure, given
that only two lines have been preserved. We do arrive at a reasonable
argument, however, if we try to calculate the amount of lines the text pas-
sage must have comprised originally. Provided that the text flowed con-
tinuously from Lk. 4:41 to 44, the actual amount of text can hardly have
comprised more than 12 lines, with an average of 17 characters per line or
rather, column (cf. Tab. 1 which displays the corresponding reconstruc-
tion of the text). While the latter feature, together with the handwriting,
would match the outline of the 10™ century “Jerusalem” lectionary con-
tained in the New Collection as N 11,% the number of lines clearly contra-

# Cf. G. Garitte, Un index géorgien des lectures évangéliques selon l’ancien
rite de Jérusalem, Le Muséon 85 (1972), pp. 391-392, nos. 321-322.

» Cf. M. Tarchnischvili, Le grand lectionnaire de I'église de Jérusalem, [édi-
tion], t. I (Louvain, 1960), p. 74 note (no. 1426Bd); for the preceding Sun-
day, the same lectionary notes only Lk. 31-37 (cf. ib., no. 1426Bc).

% Cf. the Catalogue, p. 519 for a facsimile of fol. 2r of N 11.
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dicts this as the two-column manuscript N 11 has 30 lines per page. The
difference would be hard to account for, even if we assumed a title to have
been inserted between 4:41 and 4:43. The question whether Fragm. C can
be grouped together with N 11 must thus remain open.

i

Img. 4a (Fragm. Da) Img. 4b (Fragm. Db)

With other fragments of this type, prospects are better. This is true,
for example, for Fragm. E, again a very badly damaged scrap (cf. Images
5a and b). Here, the black ink has totally disappeared but the Asomtavruli
characters have remained discernible against the stained background. In
the upper lines, the words ogo 303393 85 and gomb gloos(s)s can be
made out, which is sufficient for identifying the text passage as Mk. 14:20-
21. Again the fragment might derive from both a Gospel manuscript and
a lectionary. In the given case, the passage in question is well attested as a
lecture of the “Jerusalem” rite, forming part of the reading of Mk. 14:12-26
prescribed for Maundy Thursday in the Kala lectionary and Sin. O 36.7
This is confirmed by the other side of the same fragment, which exhibits
the same type of lecture title written in red ink as in Fragm. D (cf. Img. 5b),
here indicating Good Friday (moebs 3s6sb3gzbs); if Mk. 14:20-21 is cor-
rectly associated with Maundy Thursday, the sequence of recto and verso
is thus established again.

21 Cf. M. Tarchnischvili, Le grand lectionnaire de I'église de Jérusalem, [édition],
t. I (Louvain, 1959), p. 115 (no. 639%); 3. @sbgmmas, 8. 353033000, L. Rbgb-

390, Jofmoraen emg30m6560b 3o dmmo byemboByto (dggemo o sboemo
o030l boj00bsog930), &. 1/2 (mdarmobo, 1997), K 151v-152v.
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Img. 5a (Fragm. Er) Img. 5b (Fragm. Ev)

Different from the recto, Fragm. Ev shows but faint traces of the text
passage following the lecture title. What we can make out easily is a large
initial 3, again written in red ink, in the line below. This does not suffice
for an identification of the lecture; however, the three letters preceding the
lecture title, also in red ink but of minor size, are decisive here (cf. the en-
larged picture displayed in Img. 6): if they are correctly read as oo, the
alphanumeric notation of 319, this must be the Ammonian section number
of a Gospel passage, and the only Gospel passage that can be meant here is
Mt. 27:3 which does begin with 8: 35306 3(0mo6(3)s obos... As a matter of
fact, the sequence of the letters 35 indicating the abbreviated conjunction
3lomam(3)s seems to be discernible in the middle of the same line. Indeed,
a lecture extending from Mt. 27:3-56 is part of the services for Good Friday
in the lectionaries of the Jerusalem type.?®

If we further consider the outer appearance of the characters discern-
ible in Fragm. E, we may suppose that this fragment, as well as Fragm. D
and a few others with similar features, were part of ms. N 10, a lectionary
of the Jerusalem type attributed to the 9" century; cf. Img. 7 which exhibits
fol. 1v of N 10, showing Lk. 19:35-38 and Jo. 12:12-13 as parts of the second

2 Cf. M. Tarchnischvili, Lectionnaire [édition], t. I, p. 127 (no. 686); the in-
dication of the section number Genor = 139 for the given passage in the
Paris lectionary is odd.
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and third lectures for the Monday of the Holy Week. As a matter of fact,
the eight fols. of N 10 that have been preserved as such all contain lectures
for the Holy Week, and fol. 4r, which contains Mt. 27:7-14, may well be the
continuation of what we have in Fragm. Ev.

Img. 6 (Fragm. Ev, extract, enlarged)

Whether Fragm. D belongs to the same lectionary remains uncertain,
for if it does, the original must have extended much beyond the time of
Easter as Fragm. D indicates a date of ns63o60. Possibly we have the 18*
January here if the first word of the line below the title is 8mbab@gmbs
(with 8mbs discernible) and this denotes Jmb0dsb 8G0L3IMmabs dmb-
sbBgmbs as in the Paris and Latal lectionaries.”” This would match one
further piece, Fragm. F (cf. Images 8a and b), which clearly exhibits a ti-
tle of January, too, with the word 3msngqmo (3mzn discernible) and an
initial b following. This might mean the 29" January which has a lecture
from St. Paul’s letter to the Galatians (6:14-18) in the Jerusalem rite, here
announced as bsjombsgo 3s3mg dmzagdmmobs gomomgmmse or the like;*
note that this is the only January lecture from St. Paul’s Epistles that be-
gins with b (bmenm).

# M. Tarchnischvili, Lectionnaire [édition], t. I, p. 29 (no. 153: P 7ra).

3 The Paris Lectionary has only bsoombogo 3sgmg gamsmgmmeg; cf. M. Tarch-
nischvili, Lectionnaire [édition], t. I, p. 34 (no. 184). Note that the Jerusalem
lectionaries do not contain any lecture from the Acts of Apostles (bsJ3¢
dmzngdamose) to be read in January.
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Img. 7 (N 10, 1v)

Both fragments D and F may well pertain to N 11, the Asomtavruli lec-
tionary manuscript allegedly of the 10" century mentioned above, which
consists of 7 folios plus three minor fragments. This manuscript must
have covered quite a large part of the ecclesiastical year as the entries pre-
served comprise the Saturday of the Meat Fare Week (6rv: 1.Cor. 15:41-57;
1.Thess. 4:13-18; Lk. 20:27), Good Friday (1rv: Is. 52:14-53,12; Heb. 2:11-15;
2rv: Jo. 19:34-38; Is. 57:1-4; Is. 59:15-19; Lam. Jer. 3:52-66), Holy Saturday
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(Brv: Ez. 37:11-14; 1.Cor. 15:1-11; Mt. 28:1-4), Bright Tuesday and Wednes-
day (4rv: Lk. 24:11-12; Act. 2:22-28; Act. 2:30-41), various feasts (5rv: Gen.
2:15-25; Is. 61:10; Heb. 12:28-13,6; Mt. 19:1-12; Jo. 2:1), and the 17"-25"" May
(on a folio represented by the three fragments 8, 9, and 10, cf. Img. 9: Lk.
21:28-35; Mt. 23:24-24:1).

Img. 8a (Fragm. Fa) Img. 8b (Fragm. Fb)

One more damaged folio (7rv), N 11 contains a larger sequence of text
passages from Jeremy, comprising Jer. 14:7-9; 15:20-21; 31:23; and 16:19,
most probably part of a collection of “Litanies from Jeremy” as contained
in the Paris lectionary.’' At least one part of the missing column of this fo-
lio has now been detected among the unidentified fragments, viz. Fragm.
G displayed in Images 10a and b. The two faces of this scrap clearly exhibit
the text of Jer. 14:19-21 and 15:17-18, exactly matching the gaps of N 11; cf.
Img. 11 showing the recto rearranged.

31 Cf. Tarchnischvili, Lectionnaire [édition], pp. 95-96 (nos. 1589-1590). Of the
lecture preceding Jer. 14:7, only the last words have remained: 6(m3gm)o
80393 8s8sms g(mzn)bons LB 33MEgdgma; in the given context, they
may represent Jer. 7:7 rather than Jos. 1:2, Bar. 2:21, or Ez. 36:28 which
have a similar wording.
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Img. 9 (N 11, 8v + 9v + 10v)

There is at least one more fragment that seems likely to pertain to
N 11, even though its case is less clear. This is Fragm. H displayed in Images
12a and b. On one of its sides, we have a lecture title in red ink again, obvi-
ously indicating a text passage from Genesis (6 9.6 910 = sds©gd0bse).
At first glance, the few words that can be made out from the text passage
itself (... 3mz0@s ... ozbos ...) do not admit to identifying it with certainty,
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Img. 10a (Fragm. Gr) Img. 10a (Fragm. Gr)

at least four verses matching this within Genesis (9:22: ... g53mgo@s ao6g
s qobes dBsms mzbme;* 19,14: gs8mgos mmo ©s ogys bodgms do-
3600 3zbos;® 37:23: s agm, Mogsdlb dmgaws 0mbgd ddsos ozbms mobs;*
38:1: s aym 3oL go8bs mEgb bamBmgos ays ddsms ozboegsh); if we
read ozbobs instead of ;mzbors, 27:30 might as well be taken into account

32 Thus in the Paris Lectionary (cf. 3. ©obgmos, b. Bbgbzgema, 3. sgndgza-
™m0, Josmormemo mgdiz0mbomol 3oodmmn bgmbsbgmo, &. 1/1 (@damabo,
1987), P 45v; lecture of the Thursday of the first week of Lent, cf. M. Tarch-
nischvili, Lectionnaire [édition], t. I, p. 55, no. 343); the Mcxeta Bible has
a53mbFnmBsb instead of godmgoms aoy.

3 Thus the Mcxeta Bible; the Paris Lectionary (cf. 3. @sbgemos, b. Bbgbzgemo,
4. ds30330em0, P 170v; first lecture of Maundy Thursday, cf. M. Tarch-
nischvili, Lectionnaire [édition], t. I, p. 110, no. 619) has 3so instead of
ozboe.

* Thus the Oshki Bible; the Paris Lectionary has 8nbos instead of ;zobons
(cf. 3. @36gmns, b. Rbgbzgemn, . 3308300, P 89v; lecture of the Wednes-
day of the third week of Lent, cf. M. Tarchnischili, Lectionnaire [édition],
t. I, p. 70, no. 418); the Mcxeta Bible omits msbe.
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(... 393mz005 053md 3060bogsb obszobs, 3s30bs mzbabs). If we consider
the outer appearance of N 11, which has an average of 17 letters per line
per column, only Gen. 9:22 and 19,14 seem to remain valid candidates for
what we find in Fragm. H; and indeed, both these passages are attested in
the Jerusalem type lectionaries (read on the Thursday of the first week of
Lent and on Maundy Thursday, resp.).>> However, the characters follow-
ing later on in the fragment (...b3... 0go g... ... (m8gem)o g... 96..005...) only
match with Gen. 37:23-24, which continues gs6dsot(3919b 35b* bsdmbgemo
030 419300mmab0,*” BmIgmo®® 93mbs. s donyz96gb s Jmssgoal ngo... We
thus arrive at about 13 characters per line, which seems too few for N 11.
Instead, the fragment is much more likely to pertain to yet another lection-
ary manuscript of the New Collection, viz. N 88, which may have been
written by the same hand as N 11 but differs in its measures, showing only
22 lines per column with an average of 13 characters. And indeed, one of
the two folios of N 88 that have been preserved contains just the passage
in question (Gen. 37:23-31), with the beginning of the lecture missing; cf.
Img. 13 which shows how Fragm. Hr fits into the remnants of fol. 2r of
N 88.% In the same way, the verso of the fragment, Hv, can be inserted into
the remainder of fol. 2v of N 88 (cf. Img. 14), thus admitting of a tentative
reconstruction of the text which has been burnt off (cf. Tab. 2). Given this
identification, we may finally suppose that the indication of the date, of
which onlyd q.G-LC = Jodsmbos has survived, stands for byondsdsmbs here
as the lecture in question is read on a Thursday (of the third week of Lent)
according to the Jerusalem rite.

3 Cf. notes 133 and 134 above.

¢ Thus the Mtskheta Bible; the Oshki Bible and the Paris Lectionary have
ombgdL instead.

7 Thus the Paris Lectionary; the Oshki and Mtskheta Bibles have gtgmo
instead.

% Thus the Oshki Bible and the Paris Lectionary; the Mtskheta Bible has
m3ge instead.

9 Cf. the Catalogue, p. 609 for a facsimile of fol. 1v of N 88 which has been
preserved in its entirety.
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Img. 12a (Fragm. Hr) Img. 12b (Fragm. Hv)
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Img. 14 (N 88, 2v + Fragm. Hv)
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Tab. 1: Text of Fragm. C restored

10 SC ITLSPTILERC 3-CA 6C C PP N & CTI1LE4L
11 &C Q4ETHILEC L1R4QICS: QIR 6C JCECI1LET
12 &FICATIL TS 1671 Chb Fhe 4 G-C I1LTHEP19UTHAT 1,CH1

Tab. 2: Sin. georg. N 88, fol. 2 + Fragm. H

recto

<o dsmogbbgb>

7 <go>[en]m[6]<0 g 6o oggma-
8 ™S @ goMEdg(399-

9 mE0s[6] <bsbEgbgmba>

10 g 6o [@]<z6000 @> by>-
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15
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17
18
19
20
21
22

2:25

2:26

Verso
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oo <: o amgogm >~
Jem3a9[6] <Bgerans 8ocn Boen>
& oo [3]<ggeBs 3zomm>-
856 ofs] <dmzHBs6 >>
a9Leds[6] <o dnodsb>
w5 d<om>[35]<6 Byddsb>

0000856 g s <76 : o>

3 6Ldxbgo odgdeeo] <oo>03[gb] [oa0] {x"}-

babgebs ™ abs @ onb- [@]8mzea[b]s [8]{sb}

> g Babobs G76 ym bo- {806} [5] mz0086[m]{abobs}

3339[mo 01 6 @sbs] 37:25 ©5 ©[sbb]o[gb] nga[6]<o ¢>-
© 96 J[M(3]bmzgbm- 39[5]<@> 3[mznbs] <o>

<@gmms doo m>[(3] Ms3-

<gobobs o> [B]snyg-
<obgb 0go 9a33>[3l&ab
<<L@s Bodmoyge>>bs
<<ogo 39833%>>{[0l]
7:29 <8mogsd HmMzd>9b gmz-
<EG8mzmbs> [l o
<o 3mg>[s] ambgdo
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16 <Benggmo>[o] {d}<sa gbg> <o ©30>3[m] <bs>demlyg-

17 <Bmzg>{6o} [w]<s @agb>- 3730 <o o3b>[0] ©d dmgzoes

18 {obo}[mo] [Lob]{bemo dobo} [d8]s0s 73> 0560

19 3727  [8le[ggmoo] o [30g3]- ©5 3o Bs0 yoBse

20 {g}o[mo o]{ao} o[L3s]od- oglo] ogs 35 56l -

21 {gz}os [08]s0 @ [Ble[3] > 9B 8y 3069 3oy

2 0gmg3[06] Flgeolo [B76lo 8- 37:31 b7 850 dmocgh Lade-
<<bgmo ..>>
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New Manuscript Finds in St. Catherine’s Monastery
Part II

Among the unidentified fragments of the New Collection of Georgian
manuscripts in St. Catherine’s Monastery', Biblical passages are not only
found written in Asomtavruli script. The two sides of the Nuskha-Khutsuri
Fragm. I displayed in Images 1a and b clearly represent passages from Ps.
117, viz. verses 10-11 and 19-22, their sequence determining the recto and
verso. And again, we may wonder whether the original they derive from
was a lectionary manuscript or not. It would be surprising, however, to
find a larger sequence of verses pertaining to the same psalm written in
full in a lectionary. Instead, the fragment will rather pertain to a Psalter
manuscript, and N 82 of the New Collection would be a good candidate
for this as its catalogued remnants begin with Ps. 118,3.2

Fragm. J, also written in Nuskha-Khutsuri minuscules (cf. Images 2a
and b), is a bit more difficult to account for. The main part of the text it
contains is from Ex. 2, with verses 11-15 (on the recto) and verse 22 (on the
verso) clearly representing a continuous passage. On line 7 of the verso,
however, another text passage begins; what we can make out is likely to
pertain to the book of Job, the text passage in question being either 1,6-8 or
2,1-3, with a priority for the former as it contains the word g«qgs6s (of Job

' Cf. Part I of the present article for a survey of the Georgian fragments
here dealt with.

? Cf. the image of fol. 1r of N 82 printed in the catalogue by Z. Aleksidze
(®. semgdbodg), M. Shanidze (3. 3060d3), L. Khevsuriani (¢m. bg3bansbo)
and M. Kavtaria (8. Jogostins), Katalogo~ gewrgianwn ceirografwn
euregentwn kata to 1975 ei~ thn ieran monhn tou geobadistou orou~
Sina Agia~ Aikaterinh~ / bobob 8os%g 68. 9358960bgb 8mbsliBgmdo
1975 bgcnl odmBgbocn Jomormm bgenbsbgmos smbgmoenmds / Catalogue
of Georgian Manuscripts Discovered in 1975 at St. Catherine’s Monastery on
Mount Sinai, (Aghna / s;gbo / Athens 2005), p. 603.
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1,7) discernible in line 10 of the fragment. It is clear by this that we have a
lectionary manuscript here, with the lecture titles missing. As a matter of
fact, all passages in question (Ex. 2,11-22, Job 1,6-8 and 2,1-3) figure in both
the Jerusalem and the Byzantine lectionaries; in none of them the passage
from Exodus is immediately followed by Job 1, however (in the Byzantine
rite, Job 1,1-12 follows Ex. 1,1-20 on Holy Monday, and Ex. 2,11-22 is fol-
lowed by Job 2,1-10 on Holy Wednesday; the Jerusalem lectionaries have

Img. 2a (Fragm. Jr) Img. 2b (Fragm. Jv)
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Ex. 1,1-2,22 on the Wednesday of the first week of Lent, and Job 1,1-22 and
2,1-3,26 on the Sunday and Tuesday before that).? The actual provenance
of Fragm. J thus remains open.

- rfl&lrrﬂ “3‘["’::;

: -.,.ut_’u'lﬂ'ﬁfp:w :

HIGIa-9-uy ‘l];]:*b‘ﬁ" ¥
U ROMSD  WTCUMFCITE

Img. 4a (Fragm. Lr) Img. 4b (Fragm. Lv)

* Nos. 342, 334 and 339 in M. Tarchnischvili, Le grand lectionnaire de I'église
de Jérusalem, [édition], t. I (Louvain 1959), t. I, p. 53-54.
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Even for non-Biblical fragments, an identification may be possible,
provided a sufficient amount of text has been preserved on them. This
is true, e.g., for Fragm. K displayed in Images 3a and b, which contains
a passage from the Life of St. Euthymius, one of the Vitae authored by
Cyril of Scythopolis.* Together with some other fragments, among them
the badly burnt Fragm. A (cf. Part I, Img. 1),° it can be proven to pertain to
N 94 of the New Collection, a set of two folios which in their turn are likely
to derive from the original catalogued as no. 43 in the Old Collection;® cp.
fols. 1v-2r of N 94 as displayed in the Catalogue, p. 615.

Another remarkable fragment containing non-Biblical text is Fragm.
L (Images 4a and b), obviously a palimpsest. By all its outer appearance, it
resembles manuscript N 71 of the New Collection, one of the manuscripts
attributed to Ioane Zosime.” In the given case, it is not only the hand of the
famous copyist that can be identified (cf. the facsimile of fol. 6v-7r in the
Catalogue, p. 592) but also the script of the Syro-Palestinian underwriting.®
However, the upper text appearing on Fragm. K does not match the lecture
index contained in N 71. What we have here instead is a passage from the
letter of Cyril of Jerusalem to Emperor Constantine relating the Invention
of the Holy Cross. If we consider that in the services of the Jerusalem rite,
this letter is one of the few non-Biblical lectures (figuring on the 7™ May,
the day devoted to the Holy Cross), its appearance in a lectionary-like
environment is less astonishing, just as it was printed as an appendix,
together with the lecture index of Sinai O 37, in M. Tarchnischvili’s edition
of the Paris Lectionary.® In quite the same way, loane Zosime may have

The Georgian version has been edited by V. Imnaishvili on the basis of
ms. Add. 11281 of the British Library in the collection entitled dsdsor
(36mF98560 (dorabo, 1975); the text passage present on Fragm. K corre-
sponds to p. 118, 1l. 1-3 and 6-9 of the edited text. Note that the fragment
matches the text of the British manuscript in spelling bs3moo instead of
bobmoo (Kr, 1. 3 from bottom).

> Fragm. A corresponds to p. 146, 1l. 15-17 of the printed text.

¢ Cf. the Catalogue, p. 155-156 / 308 / 435.

7 Cf. the Catalogue, p. 136-137 / 297-298 / 424-425.

8 (Cf. Part I, note 31.

° Tarchnischvili, Lectionnaire [édition], t. II (Louvain 1960), p. 144-150
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added the “exceptional” lecture to his lecture index.

There is at least one fragment that contains ascetic material, a topic
that is typical for the Sinai environment. This is Fragm. M displayed in
Images 5a and b. The few words visible on it, written in a clumsy hand,
clearly pertain to the 4™ letter of St. Anthony, the Georgian version of
which has been preserved in toto in two Sinai mss. of the Old Collection
(O 25 and 35). However, the present fragment derives not from one of
these two codices but from a manuscript of the New Collection, viz. N 13
which contains the larger part of the “Albanian” palimpsest. And indeed,
Fragm. M can be proven to have been dissolved from fol. 106, one of the
most damaged folios of N 13 which, in its underwriting, contains the “Al-
banian” text of Lk. 1,61-64 on its verso and 1,78-80 on its recto.'® As Images
6a and b show, the underwriting of fol. 106r comprises about 9 lines, with
the upper layer covering it turned by 90 degrees. As the reconstruction of
the upper text in Tab. 1a and b proves, Fragm. M continues the upper part
of fol. 106 (cf. Img. 7 showing the fragment attached at the correct place),
and it must have borne an underwriting corresponding to Lk. 1,66-67 on
its recto and 1,73-74 on its verso, two passages that had to be omitted in
the edition for lack of evidence (cf. Tab. 2 showing the text layout of fols.
105v and 106r of the palimpsest)™. Unfortunately, there was no multispec-
tral equipment available on Mt. Sinai when Fragm. M (and the other ones
here analysed) were inspected in May, 2009; the decipherment of its lower
text thus requires further studies.

(App. 1la); the passage present on Fragm. L corresponds to paragraphs
3-5 of the edition.

19 Cf. the edition by J. Gippert, W. Schulze, Z. Aleksidze and ].-P. Mahé, The
Caucasian Albanian Palimpsests of Mt. Sinai [Monumenta Palaeographica
Medii Aevi, Series ibero-caucasica, 2], (Turnhout, 2008), p. VI-20 — VI-23;
fol. 106 constitutes a bifoliate with fol. 105.

I Taken from vol. III of the edition (The Armenian Layer, ed. by ]. Gippert,
Turnhout 2010; Monumenta Palaeographica Medii Aevi, Series ibero-
caucasica, 2/3), p. I-25, with the part corresponding to Fragm. M indi-
cated by gray shading. Cf. ib., p. I-24 for the restitution of fols. 105r and
106v.
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Img. 5a (Fragm. Mr)
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Img. 21a (N 13, 106r)
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Img. 22 (Sin. N 13, 106r + Fragm. Mr)
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Tab. 1a: Sin. georg. N 13, fol. 106 + Fragm. M (upper text)

recto <do->
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Tab. 1b: Sin. georg. N 13, fol. 106 + Fragm. M (upper text)

verso

N 13,106v

Frgm. Mv

lost
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Tab. 2: Sin. georg. N 13, fol. 105v / 106r + Fragm. M (lower text)
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