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Report on the Glagolitic Fragments
(of the Euchologium Sinaiticum?)
Discovered on Sinai in 1975 and
Some Thoughts on the Models for the
Make-up of the Earliest Glagolitic Manuscripts™

IHOR SEVCENKO

Manuscript finds made on Sinai in 1975 electrified several scholarly
communities. In addition to fragments of Greek manuscripts, includ-
ing over a dozen new folia of the Codex Sinaiticus and samples of
hitherto unknown preminuscule script, these finds brought to the fore
manuscript fragments in Syriac, in Cyrillic, and in Georgian. Unfor-
tunately, access to these finds, let alone their publication, has met with
considerable delays; to date, only two preliminary reports, both dating
from 1980 and concerning the Greek manuscripts alone, have ap-
peared in scholarly journals; one, by James Charlesworth, stresses
biblical manuscripts; the other, more detailed, is by the noted paleog-
rapher, the late Linos Politis.’ On Slavic finds, we have only rumors,
and half a page of most rudimentary, if greatly exciting, data.? In
October of 1981, at the International Congress of Byzantine Studies in
Vienna, His Eminence Damianos, archbishop of Sinai, announced
that a summary catalogue of some of those finds —at least the Greek
ones — was in proof and that after its appearance scholarly inquiries
would be entertained on a first-come, first-served basis. As a result of

* An earlier version of this paper was delivered at a Bulgarian-American Confer-
ence held at Dumbarton Oaks, Washington, D.C., in November 1981.

! James H. Charlesworth, “The Manuscripts of St Catherine’s Monastery,” Bibli-
cal Archaeologist 43, no. 1 (Winter 1980): 26-34 (for earlier mentions of the 1975
finds in that journal, cf. fn. 5 on p. 33); Linos Politis, “Nouveaux manuscrits grecs
découverts au Mont Sinai. Rapport préliminaire,” Scriptorium 34 (1980): 5-17
and 9 plates.

2 W. R. Veder, reporting on the Second Summer Colloquium on Old Bulgarian
Studies (Sofia, 1980) in Polata Knigopisnaja S (October 1981): 31-32, reproduced
a list of Sinai finds provided by Moshé Altbauer. Among its items are a complete
Glagolitic homiliary and a complete Glagolitic psalter, both of undetermined age.
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all this, my report is the best that I can proffer under the circum-
stances.’

In 1979 1 was allowed to inspect — and to retake — four photo-
graphs of non-Greek manuscript fragments that had come to the fore
on Sinai in 1975. Among them were two photos, apparently a recto
and a verso of a folio, of a text identified as Georgian by those who first
worked on the Sinai finds (plates 1 and 2, pp. 123-124). A glance at
these photos suffices for any Byzantinist, let alone Slavicist, to realize
that what was labeled as Georgian is, in fact, Glagolitic and that the
new Glagolitic find belongs to the earliest period of Slavic writing. A
conservative guess is that the date of the manuscript is no later than
A.D. 1100.

At first, I, too, thought that we were dealing with a recto and verso
of one folio, but I soon realized that one of the photos showed two
folia. A detail illustration makes this point clear: fig. 1 (p. 125) shows
some lines of another folio, lines that are visible through the hole in
our verso and are disrupting the sequence in that verso’s relevant text.
Thus our fragments consist of two or more folia. From my present
information I deduce that they contain no less than three and no more
than six folia.* Thus, as far as I know, at most one-third of the
newly-discovered fragments is at present accessible outside of Sinai.

We shall speak briefly about the partly visible folio later; first,
however, let us turn to the contents of plates 1 and 2. I shall call them
“folio X recto” and “last folio verso,” respectively. Folio X recto
contains two prayers of the service of the Third and the Sixth Hours,
respectively. Last folio verso also contains two prayers, which belong
to the service of the lychnikon, or the beginning of the Vespers. They
are the prayers of the Sixth and of the Seventh Antiphon. These four
prayers were recited secretly by the priest during the antiphonic

¥ The Summary Catalogue of Greek manuscripts discovered in 1975 is by
Dr. P. Nikolopoulos, Director of the National Library of Greece; the analogous
checklist of Slavic manuscripts is in a planning stage (information of December
1981). I have been advised by the Sinai authorities that until such a checklist is
ready, they will not provide me with photographs of the new Slavic finds (letter of
November 1981).

4 1In the list by Moshé Altbauer (see fn. 2 above), there is an item “f. 4 of the
Euchologium Sin. Slav 37. . . .” This item seems to refer to our fragments. If
Altbauer actually saw them, they would, then, consist of four folia.
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psalmody, that is, the alternate chanting of groups of psalms (which
were called antiphona) or of verses of psalms alternating with refrains
(also called antiphona), by two choirs.’ The upper half of folio X recto
contains the prayer of the bowing down of the head, recited at the
close of the Third Hour ( = Prayer 1). The lower half of folio X recto
shows the beginning of the prayer of the First Antiphon of the Sixth
Hour ( = Prayer 2). The upper half of the last folio verso contains the
end of the prayer of the Sixth Antiphon of the beginning of the
Vespers ( = Prayer 3). The lower half of the last folio verso contains
the prayer of the Seventh Antiphon of the beginning of the Vespers
( = Prayer 4).

The models of all four of these prayers can be identified. All are
Greek. In order to increase the likelihood that I was dealing with
genuine models, I chose Greek texts surely earlier than our fragments.
They come from the Barberinianus Graecus 336, the earliest known
Greek Euchologium, dating from the eighth century; unfortunately, it
is still unpublished.® Greek equivalents of some or all of the four
prayers of our fragments are also contained in a number of Euchologia
dating from the tenth to the twelfth century and preserved in Lenin-
grad, Sinai, Patmos, Athens, or Oxford.” Incidentally — and this is
worth retaining for future use — the Barberinianus and the just-
mentioned tenth-century Euchologium of Leningrad — that is, manu-

5 Cf. L. Petit, entry “Antiphone dans la liturgie grecque,” Dict. d’Archéologie
chrétienne et de Liturgie, 1, 2 (1924): 2461-88, especially 2477-80, and D. N.
Moraites, s.v. "Avtigpavov, in @gnoxevtinn xol "Hbwn "Eyrvxhomatdeia, vol. 2
(1963): 94445.

¢ T wish to thank Dr. André Jacob, our chief authority on the Barberinianus, for
kindly sending me transcripts of two relevant prayers (3 and 4) from the manuscript
itself. The four prayers of the Barberinianus are translated or published in M. Ar-
ranz, S.J., “Les priéres sacerdotales des vépres byzantines,” Orientalia Chris-
tiana Periodica 37 (1971): 93, 94 (= our Prayers 3 and 4); and idem, “Les
prieéres presbytérales des Petites Heures dans I'ancien Euchologe byzantin,”
Orientalia Christiana Periodica 39 (1973): 39, 42 ( = our Prayers 1 and 2).

7 The prayers are relatively common. What follows are random examples from
sources not later than the twelfth century. For Leningrad Greek 226, cf. A. Jacob,
“L’euchologe de Porphyre Uspenski . . . ,” Le Muséon 78 (1965): 173-214, es-
pecially p. 189, nos. 96 and 97; and p. 186, nos. 59 and 60; for Sinai Greek 958
(tenth century), cf. the texts printed in A. Dmitrievskij, Opisanie liturgiceskix
rukopisej xranjai¢ixsja v Bibliotekax pravoslavnago Vostoka, I1. Evyoléya
(Kiev, 1901), pp. 37 and 39; for Patmos, cf. Patrmiacus Gr. 743 (a. 1180) (at least
the two prayers of the lychnikon) [ Patmiacus Gr. 104, which also has those prayers
on fols. 3*-3", dates from 1233/4]; for Athens, cf. the texts printed in P. N.
Trempelas, Mwxpov Edyoléyov, vol. 2 (1955), especially pp. 251-52; for Oxford,
cf. Bodleianus, ms. Auct. E. 5.13 [ = Miscellaneus 78 Coxe], fols. 46'46" (Ves-
pers; late twelfth century).
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scripts relevant as sources of our fragments — are of South Italian
provenance.® Below, I am offering the text of the four Slavic prayers in
Latin transliteration, and juxtaposing them with their Greek models;
the English translations are in each case renderings of the Slavic text.

Prayer 1
fol. X, recto, upper half
Prayer “of the bowing down of the head” at the end of the Third Hour

Barberinianus Gr. 336, pp. 146-47

Kl n d b
la NA GJU- POKLO LJU TE [EYXH A’ HTOYN THZ
— b i ATIOAYSEQS QPAS I”
b GIPOVTAY

g inc. ‘O ¥edg 6 11} off eindvL Tioo
Prikloni gt txo tvoeé - tsly somoan Hoos

. Nudg etc.;
§i motvg nasjo, i vs¢ po then Kai 1ot dtoxévou “1dg ®eqo-
v - N (s ~ I ~
klonvSeje tebé gla svoje, bla Ag] YudV 1@ wveiw” Exdw(voiv-
9

10g), Enevyerar & igpede:
“KMvov »igie 1O ovg gov noi &nd-
®OVOOV Thg MEooevYfg Mudv. xal
TEVTOGS TOvg VIoxEXMHOTAL OOL TOG
aut@Vv *EPOAOG EDAOYNOOV, PUAQ-
Cov, ayiaoov.

"Expd(vag) “yaoLtt xai oixto-
poli¢ xai guhavBpwmio.”

S govi sti - sexrani - 5 /. blago
détijo i Stedrotami edinoce /.

LET US BOW DOWN OUR (HEADS) UNTO THE LORD. PEOPLE:
UNTO THEE, O LORD. PRIEST SEC(RETLY):
O Lord, incline Thy ear, and hear our prayer; and bless, sanctify, and preserve

8 For Barberinianus’s Italo-Greek origin, see, e.g., A. Strittmatter, “The Barbe-
rinum S. Marci of Jacques Goar, Barberinianus Graecus 336,” Ephemerides Litur-
gicae 47 (1933): 329-67; and H. Follieri, Codices Graeci Bibliothecae Vaticanae
Selecti . .. (1969), no. 10 = pp. 19-20; on the same origin of Leningrad,
Greek 226, cf. Jacob, “L’euchologe . . .” (as in fn. 7 above), pp. 175-76. A. F.
Cereteli’s old opinion that our manuscript is of “Syriac” type should disappear
from secondary literature. Cereteli’s own plate V, 1-2 easily refutes his hypothesis.
Cf. his Paleografideskie snimki s nekotoryx greleskix, latinskix i slavjanskix
rukopisej Imp. Publ. Biblioteki (St. Petersburg, 1914), p. 5 and plate V, 1-2.

° 1In line 5, the abbreviation = vwszglasenie.

10 This is Strittmatter, “The Barberinum” (as in fn. 8 above), no. 93, published in
Arranz, “Les priéres presbytérales” (as in fn. 6 above), p. 39; cf. also Dmitriev-
skij, Opisanie (as in fn. 7 above), 37 ( = Prayer 5); Jacob, “L’euchologe” (as in
fn. 7 above), no. 96 = fol. 57°.
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Plate 1: Sinai fragment, folio X recto.



124 THOR SEVCENKO

Plate 2: Sinai fragment, last folio verso.
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Fig. 1: Sinai fragment, last folio verso
and folio (X plus A) verso, detail.
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Figure 3: Euchologium Sinaiticum, 61 b.

Fig. 2: Euchologium Sinaiticum, 100 b.
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Fig. 4: Euchologium Sinaiticum, 95 b.
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Fig. 5: Cryptoferratensis B. a. 1V,
fol. 145 (a. 991).
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Fig. 7: Oxoniensis Bodl. Laud Gr. 15,
fol. 326v. (a. 976).
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Fig. 6: Vaticanus Reginensis Gr. 75,
fol. 49 (ca. a. 983).

Fig. 8: Vaticanus Gr. 2138, fol. 35
(a. 991).
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Fig. 10: Vaticanus Gr. 2138, fol. 3v
and 26+ (a. 991).

Fig. 9: Oxoniensis Bodl. Gr. 204, fol. 17-.
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Fig. 11: Euchologium Sinaiticum, 77 b. Fig. 12: Euchologium Sinaiticum, 81 b.






