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SAINT LAZAROS THE PAINTER OR ON A SELDOM
PAINTED CHAMPION OF SACRED PAINTINGS!

St. Lazaros the Painter was a monk and an artist. As an ardent defender
of icons, he suffered many tortures during the second period of iconoclasm
and participated in missions sent to Rome from Constantinople after the re-
establishing of the veneration of sacred paintings.2

A brief overview of the written sources about the saint should be provided
firstly. The oldest extant testimonies originated from Rome and were recorded
during his lifetime. In the regest of a letter it was noted that Patriarch Ignatius
(847-858 and 867-877), to whom the epistle was addressed, sent to Pope Leon
IV (847-855) Lazarus the monk and the confessor of true faith, Lazarum mona-
chum & fidei confessione clarum, Aalapov TOV povoyov Kal poroynTv petd
ypappdtov. However, having arrived in Rome, Lazarus found a new bishop of
Rome, Pope Benedict III (855-858).3 A more eloquent account is found in the

I The paper is the result of research on the project supported by the Ministry of
Education, Science and Technological Development of Serbia, no. 177036.

2 For basic information about the saint, C. Mango, Documentary Evidence on the
Apse Mosaics of St. Sophia, Byzantinische Zeitschrift 47 (1954) 396-397; C. Mango, E. J. W.
Hawkins, The Apse Mosaics of St. Sophia at Istanbul. Report on Work Carried Out in 1964,
DOP 19 (1965) 144-145; Oxford Dictionary of Byzantium (ODB) 2, ed. A. P. Kazhdan, New
York-Oxford 1991, 1197-1198 (A. Cutler, A. Kazhdan); L. Brubaker, J. Haldon, Byzantium
in the Iconoclast Era (ca 680-850): The Sources. An annotated survey, Aldershot—Burling-
ton VT 2001 (Brubaker, Haldon, The Sources) 72; L. Brubaker, J. Haldon, Byzantium in the
Iconoclast Era, c. 680-850: A History, New York 2011 (Brubaker, Haldon, 4 History) 396-
397; L. Brubaker, The artisanal production of second Iconoclasm (815-843), in: Monasteres,
images, pouvoirs et sociéte a Byzance, ed. M. Kaplan, Paris 2006, 149-150; idem, Inventing
Byzantine Iconoclasm, London 2012, 121-122.

3 Sacrorum conciliorum nova et amplissima collectio XVI, ed. J. D. Mansi, Ve-
nezia 1767, 428B-C. There is extensive literature on the reasons why the monk Lazaros
was sent to Rome, cf. Le liber pontificalis 2, ed. L. Duchesne, Paris 1892, 150, note 25;
Mango, Hawkins, The Apse Mosaics of St. Sophia, 144-145; Brubaker, Haldon, The Sources,
72; I1. Komaruna, L[pkeena nonumuxa Busanmuje 00 kpaja uxonobopcmea 0o cmpmu yapa
Bacunuja I, beorpan 2014, 92, 103, and sources and literature are cited in all studies. Since
this topic lies beyond the scope of this paper it will be not considered further on. Written
sources will be communicated here mostly in a somewhat loose and occasionally succinct
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fig. 1. The Madrid Skylitzes, the bottom image on fol. 49v.
ci. 1. Manpuacku Ckunnna, 10ma npenctasa Ha fol. 49v
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fig. 2. The Madrid Skylitzes, the upper miniature on fol. 50r

ci. 2. Manpuacku Ckuiina, ropsmsa MuHMjarypa Ha fol. S0r

Liber Pontificalis, which provides information on pontiffs from the time of St.
Peter to the late 9th century. Its first part was compiled in the late 6th or early
7th century relying on written sources of varying reliability. From the time of
Pope Silvester (314-335) it regularly drew on data from papal archives, and
from the pontificate of Pope Honorius I (625-638) biographies were written
by contemporaries in the papal retinue. In 857/8, according to this source, the
Emperor of Constantinople, Michael I11 (842-867), son of Emperor Theophilos,
sent to the successor of St. Peter Benedict III sumptuous gifts brought by the
monk Lazaros, who was very well-trained in the art of painting, although he
was a Khazar by race, per manum Lazari monachi et picturiae artis nimie eru-
ditum, genere vero Chazarus.* Finally, in the very comprehensive letter of Pope

translation.

4 Le liber pontificalis 2, 147.22-147.24, cf. Mango, Documentary Evidence, 397,
Mango, Hawkins, The Apse Mosaics of St. Sophia, 144-145; Brubaker, Haldon, The Sources,
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Nicholas I (858-867), sent to Emperor Michael III on September 28th, 865, he
was mentioned in a similar way, as Lazaros the priest and the monk, called
Khazar, Lazarus presbyter et monachus, qui dicitur Chazaris.>

The earliest known sources written in the Greek language originate from
the 10th century. The Synaxarion of the Church of Constantinople, in the rubric
for November 17th, commemorates the holy father Gregory the Wonderworker,
the bishop of Neocaesarea, then the holy father and confessor Lazaros the
Painter (100 dciov kol oporoyntold Aaldpov 1ol {wypdeov) and, finally, holy
father John Dermokaites. It says that Lazaros lived at the time of the iconoclas-
tic emperors. Captured by the Divine Love of Christ, he strived to live a monas-
tic life from his childhood. And he forewent every vanity, longed for poverty
and gave charitable alms, and treaded an arduous path embracing abstinence
and vigilance. Having achieved these great virtues, he was ordained a priest.
He suffered many tortures, not only at the hands of the followers of Nestorios
and Eutychios and Dioskoros, since he preached that Christ was the perfect
God and the perfect man, immiscibly, constantly, immutably, but he was also
subjected to many blows and afflictions by the pagan and godless iconoclasts as
well, both because he worshipped images of the saints and bowed before them
and because he painted them enthusiastically on panels by his own hand, thus
wounding his opponents as with arrows. He was sent to ancient Rome because
apostolic service on behalf of the teachings of the holy fathers and the apostles
on the dogmas and traditions was entrusted to him. Then he returned. And when
he was once again sent for the same cause, somewhere halfway along the road,
he parted with his blessed soul and surrendered it to the Lord. His honorable
body was brought back to the imperial city because of those who wished for
its return and was laid to rest opposite the city in the Monastery of Euandros.6

The author known as Theophanes Continuatus, who continued the
work of the historian Theophanes the Confessor during the time of Emperor
Constantine VII Porphyrogenitus (913-959), expressing the political views of
the Macedonian dynasty, speaks extensively about Lazaros. He gives a very
vivid account. ‘Now because the tyrant [ Theophilus] intended to eliminate from
amongst men all those who painted the divine images or else, if they chose to
live, that they should spit upon them and cast them on the ground and trample
on them as profane things and thus save themselves, also in the case of the monk

72. The new edition of the source, R. Davis, The lives of the ninth-century popes (Liber Pon-
tificalis), Liverpool 1995, is unavailable. For a concise overview of the Liber pontificalis, see
ODB 2, 1223-1224 (M. McCormick).

5 Monumenta Germaniae Historica. Epistolae VI, edd. E. Diimmler, E. Perels, Ber-
lin 1925, 482.7-482.8, for the contents of the entire letter, see ibid., 454.9-487.24, cf. Mango,
Documentary Evidence, 397; Mango, Hawkins, The Apse Mosaics of St. Sophia, 145.

6 Propylaeum ed Acta Sanctorum novembris. Synaxarium Ecclesiae Constantino-
politanae e codice sirmondiano (nunc Berolinensi) adiectis Synaxariis selectis, ed. H. De-
lehaye, Bruxelles 1954% (1. ed. 1902) 231.9-234.7. For the commemorations of that day,
ibid., 229.10-234.10. For the Monastery of Euandros, on the other side of the Golden Horn,
R. Janin, La géographie ecclésiastique de I’Empire byzantin, premiére partie. Le siége de
Constantinople et le patriarcat cecuménique, tome I1l. Les églises et les monasteres, Paris
1953, 120. I owe immense gratitude to my dear colleague Dejan DZelebdzi¢ for his help in
translating the commemoration of the saint, which is very laconically written.
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fig. 3. The Madrid Skylitzes, the bottom scene on fol. 50r

ci. 3. Manpuacku Ckununa, goma ciena Ha fol. SOr
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fig. 4. The Madrid Skylitzes, the upper image on fol. 50v

ci. 4. Manpuncku Ckuinna, ropa cimka Ha fol. S0v

Lazarus — he was then renowned for his art in depicting living things — did he
decide to use force against the man. But when he found the other beyond reach
of his flatteries and also beyond the reach of his understanding, having been
not once or twice but many times worsted by him, he punished him with such
tortures that at first his flesh ran off together with his blood and he was thought
by many not to be alive at all. And after he had been confined again in prison,
when Theophilus heard that, having scarcely recovered, he was employing his
art to set out the forms of the saints on panels, he commanded that burning irons
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should be applied to his palms. The fire burned and consumed his flesh until he
passed out and lay half-dead. But he was to be preserved by Grace as a stimulus
to later men. Thus, when Theophilus learned that the holy one was breathing
his last, by the supplications of the empress and some others of his closer rela-
tions, he released him from prison; and he went into hiding in the church of the
Forerunner called Fearful (Phoberos, To0 ®oBepol). There, the wounds still
upon him, he painted the image of the Forerunner which is preserved to our day
and which works many healings. So were these things then. But after the ty-
rant’s demise, when Orthodoxy shone forth, this Lazarus with his own hands set
up on the Chalke the image of God-man Jesus Christ (tV)v év XoAkj] elxova 100
OeavOpwnov Incol Xpiotol); and being called upon by the illustrious Theodora
to grant and beseech pardon for her husband he said, ‘God is not so unjust as
to forget our love and pains on His behalf and prefer his hatred and exceeding
madness’.”7 Finally, John Skylitzes, a well-known historian from the second
half of the 11th century, narrates about the saint. In fact, he borrows the section
from the chronicle of Theophanes Continuatus making only minor changes, so
his words will not be quoted here.8

As far as it is known, no other celebratory text dedicated to St. Lazaros
the Painter has been preserved except for the note in the Synaxarion of the
Church of Constantinople.9 This, of course, does not mean that such writings
did not exist. Later, the saint is mentioned in one narrative only, in The Pilgrim
Book of Dobrynja Jadrejkovi¢, the future Archbishop Antony of Novgorod, in
which he described everything he had seen in the Byzantine capital on his pil-
grimage undertaken around 1200. He noted that the Virgin with Christ and two
angels in the altar of the Church of St. Sophia had been painted by Lazaros the
icon painter. The comprehensive version reads, ‘U or Hero xe Jlazapp nucen
WKOHHBIN: TOM mepBee Hammcan Bo Llaperpane Bo cBareit Coduu BO oitapu

7 Quoted according to the translation in the new comparative edition, Theophanis
Continuati Libri I-1V, edd. M. Featherstone, J. Signes Codofier, Boston-Berlin 2015, 148
(in Greek), 149 (English translation), cf. the earlier edition of Greek text, Theophanes Con-
tinuatus, loannes Cameniata, Symeon Magister, Georgius Monachus, ed. 1. Bekker, Bonnae
1838, 102-104. An older English translation of this part was made by, C. Mango, The Art of
the Byzantine Empire 312-1453. Sources and Documents, Englewood Cliffs 1972, 159, cf.
Brubaker, Haldon, The Sources, 72-73; Brubaker, Haldon, 4 History, 427, note 257 (content
conveyed in brief). For concise information about Theophanes Continuatus and his work, see
ODRB 3,2016-2062 (A. Kazhdan), on Theophanes the Confessor, ODB 3, 2063 (A. Kazhdan).
It seems that the Church of the Forerunner called Phoberos was not mentioned in the sources,
cf. Janin, La géographie ecclésiastique 111, 423-457, which lists the churches and monaster-
ies dedicated to St. John.

8 Joannis Scylitzae Synopsis Historiarum. Editio princeps. rec. 1. Thurn, Berlin —
New York 1973, 60.20-61.45 (edition in the original language); Jean Skylitzés. Empereurs
de Constantinople, texte traduit par B. Flusin, annoté par J.-C. Cheynet, Paris 2003, 56-57
(French translation). For concise information about Skylitzes and his work, see ODB 3, 1914
(A. Kazhdan, A. Cutler).

9  No other celebratory text dedicated to him has been recorded, cf. F. Halkin, Bib-
liotheca Hagiographica Graeca, Tome 11, Bruxelles 1957; idem, Bibliotheca Hagiographica
Graeca, Tome 111, Bruxelles 1957; idem, Auctarium Bibliothecae Hagiographicae Graecae,
Bruxelles 1969; idem, Novum Auctarium Bibliothecae Hagiographicae Graecae, Bruxelles
1984.
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fig. 5. St. Lazaros the Painter, Dobrun
ci. 5. Cseru Jlazap 3orpad, HobpyH

cesTyr0 boropomuity, nepxarnryto Xpucra, u 18a Anrena’.10 The concise version
notes, ‘Ot Hero Jlazapp nuicenb 1 UKOHHBIN JIeKHT. Toil 60 McrepBa HamHcamn
Bo cBateir Coden Bo Llaperpaze Bo ontapu cBaTyr boropoawmiito, nepxaria
nBa arrena’.!l However, it has long been ascertained, based on solid evidence,
that Lazaros had nothing to do with the creation of mosaics in the altar of that
church, and that the story Dobrynja Jadrejkovi¢ heard from a guide illustrates
the reputation the holy painter had long enjoyed in the capital as a champion of
the restoration of icon veneration.!2

10 The earlier editions of the text were not available for consultation at the time
of writing of this article. The quoted text is available at: http://www.vostlit.info/Texts/
rus2/Hozenija/X1l/Antonij/frametext.htm, and is based on the edition, II. CaBBauros,
Ilymewecmesue noszopoockozo apxuenuckona Aumonus 6 L{apvepaod 6 xonye XII cmonemus,
Canxr ITerpebypr 1872.

11 A. M. Jlunos, Peruxsuu Koncmanmunonons, in: Penuxeuu ¢ Buzanmuu u opesneii
Pycu. Hucvmennvie ucmounuku, ed. A. M. Jlunos, Mocksa 2006, 205.

12 Mango, Documentary Evidence, 396-397. For the basic range of different opinions
on the issue, C. Costea, Lazarus the Painter, Revue roumaine d’histoire de 1’art. Serie beaux-
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Depictions of St. Lazaros have been preserved, first of all, in the luxuri-
ously decorated manuscript of Skylitzes’ chronicle kept in Madrid and widely
known as the Madrid Skylitzes. It was made sometime after the middle of the
12th century, probably in Sicily, and contains a kind of concise cycle of the saint.
Four scenes are depicted. In the bottom image on fol. 49v (B) the saint stands
before Emperor Theophilos. Their hand gestures show that they are engaged in
conversation, to which two young men placed behind the emperor bear witness
(fig. 1). Fol. 50r depicts: first the burning of Lazaros’ palms in the presence of
the emperor and two young men, and then the saint sitting in a dungeon in the
upper miniature (A) (fig. 2), and Lazaros painting an icon of the Virgin with
Christ in the church of the Forerunner in the bottom scene (B) (fig. 3). Finally,
the conversation between the saint and Empress Theodora is painted in the up-
per image on fol. 50v (A). They are both seated and behind them are men stand-
ing, in a larger group by his side and only three beside her (fig. 4). In all of these
miniatures Lazaros is depicted with gray hair and beard. His hair is straight,
short and thick, and his beard is rounded, sometimes with a slightly spiked tip.
He is clad in monastic garb, an ochre tunic and a dark-brown cloak, while his
habit is dark-red only in the last scene.13

The impression is that St. Lazaros the Painter was very rarely painted
in medieval Eastern Christian churches. There are only two known examples
of his images from the times before the final downfall of Byzantium and the
gradual fall of most of the states under its cultural influence into Turkish hands.
In the narthex of the Church of the Annunciation in Dobrun Monastery, painted
in 1343, he is located in the second register which contains medallions with the
busts of saints, mostly bishops. He is painted on the southern wall in the western
bay, among the holy bishops, between Theophilos in the east and Maximos in
the west and below them are the portraits of the founder Zupan Pribil and his
sons Stefan and Zupan Petar. The remains of the inscription can be discerned
next to the image of the saint and they have been read as (Thl AAZAP¢ HZYTPAdL.
He is shown as a balding man with gray, short and straight hair and a mid-
length beard parted in the middle. Dressed in monastic robes, he blesses with
his right hand and holds in his left hand an icon with discernible contours, per-
haps the remnants of a bust of Christ (fig. 5).14 In the Church of the Ascension

arts, Tome XLVI, Bucarest 2009, 11-12.

13 Cf. A. Grabar, M. Manoussacas, L illustration du Manuscrit de Skylitzés de la
Bibliothéque nationale de Madrid, Venice 1979, 43-44, figs. 46-48; Ch. Walter, Saints of Sec-
ond Iconoclasm in the Madrid Scylitzes, REB 39 (1981) 310-311, 316-317, 318, figs. 1i-2i;
Johannis Scylitzae Synopsis Historiarum. Codex Matritensis graecus Vitr. 26-2 (Fascimile
edition), Athens 2000, fol. 49v-fol. 50v; V. Tsamakda, The lllustrated Chronicle of loannes
Skylitzes in Madrid, Leiden 2002, 93-94, 331-332, Figs. 115-118. In all miniatures Lazaros
has an ochre-colored halo, unlike the Emperor and the Empress, whose halos are dark green
with red frames. An example of his image which would be older than these miniatures has
been mentioned in literature. Namely, it was stated that Lazaros the Painter was shown in the
lower row of busts of saints on the chalice with handles of Emperor Romanos II (959-963),
The Treasury of San Marco Venice, ed. D. Buckton, New York — Milano 1984, 133 (M. E.
Frazer). However, the saint depicted on the chalice is wearing bishopric vestments, which
indicates that he is St. Lazarus, the bishop of Cyprus (cf. ibid., illustration on page 131).

14 C. Pagojuuh, 30epaghu. O meopuju ciuxe u crukapckoe cmeaparsa y Hauioj cmapoj
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fig. 6. St. Lazaros the Painter,
Ravanica

ci. 6. Ceru Jlazap 3orpad,
PaBanuna
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fig. 7. St. Lazaros the Painter, Voronet
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fig. 8. St. Lazaros the Painter, Great Lavra, the Chapel of St. Nicholas

ci. 8. Ceeru Jlazap 3orpa¢, Benuxka JlaBpa, mapaxiuc Ceeror Hukorne

in Ravanica Monastery, the endowment of Prince Lazar’s whose decoration
was completed around 1385, the saint is represented in full figure together with
holy monks and hermits in the first zone of the western bay. He is located on the
southern end of the western wall, and next to him are Sts. Theodore of Stoudios,
Stephen the Younger and perhaps Athanasios of Athos. He is portrayed with
grayish hair and beard. His hair is dense, straight and reaches the ends of his
ears and his beard is mid-length and almond-shaped. The saint is clad in monas-

ymemuocmu, 3orpap 1 (1966) 11-12, note 41-42; . M. Bophesuh, 3udno cauxapcmeo
cpncke enacmene y 00o6a Hemaruha, beorpan 1994, 145; M. Ilonosuh, Cpedrogexosru
Hobpyn, Crapunap LII (2003) 106, ill. 12; JI. MunocassseBuh, Cpeorwogexosnu epao u
manacmup [obpyn, beorpan — IIpu6oj 2006, 202, 203, T. LXI (provides a reading of the
inscription and mentions that the saint holds a prepared wooden panel on which he is to paint
an icon); S. Tomekovi¢, Les saints ermites et moines dans la peinture murale byzantine, Paris
2011, 55 (notes that he holds an icon with the representation of a person which is no longer
discernible).
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tic robes and blesses with his right hand. An icon with the bust of Christ is in
his left hand. He has been identified owing to this detail, since the letters of the
inscription indicating his name have been washed off (fig. 6).15

The other known images of the saint originate from the times after the
final fall of Constantinople, i.e. from the 16th century. Therefore, they will be
mentioned only briefly. The main features of his appearance should be indicated
right away. His hair and beard are grayish. His hair is dense, sometimes with
a receding hairline. It is usually short and only occasionally descends down
the neck. His beard is of a medium length and in rare cases divided into two
wisps. He is dressed in monastic garments.16 In the refectory of the Great Lavra
Monastery, built in 1527 and decorated with frescoes soon afterwards, he is
represented in the southeastern room in the painted calendar together with St.
Gregory the Wonderworker of Neocaesarea, who is mentioned as the first saint
commemorated on November 17th.17 Saint Lazaros can be seen in the composi-
tion of All Saints between Sts. Kyriakos and Antony the Great on the facade
of the southern apse of the sanctuary of the Church in Voronet Monastery in
southern Bukovina painted in 1547. He holds a brush in his right hand and in
his left a scroll with an inscription stating that he had knowledge of the art of
painting and that he had painted (REAhXh ZETPARKCKOE XhA0KECTRO MHCAX) (fig.
7).18 He is again shown in the Monastery of Great Lavra, in the Chapel of St.
Nicholas built by the southern wall of the katholikon, decorated by the painter
Frangos Katelanos in 1559/1560. His figure is located in the lower register of
the southern wall, at the western end, and next to him to the east there is a repre-
sentation of Luke the Evangelist. The hallmarks of his profession are even more
pronounced there. Namely, he is shown with a painting brush tucked behind
his right ear, holding another brush in his right hand and a pigment box and an
icon with the bust of Christ in his left hand (fig. 8).19 During the decoration of

15 B. XKusxoBuh, Pasanuya. Ljpmedicu gppecaxa, beorpan 1990, 33, 36, they are listed
as Sts. Theodore of Stoudios, Theodosios, Stephen the Younger and Antony; M. benosuh,
Pasanuya. Ucmopuja u cauxkapcmeo, beorpaa 1999, 146, 178, they are recorded as Sts. The-
odore of Stoudios, unidentified, Stephen the Younger and Antony; T. Crapoxy6ues, Cpncko
3UOHO caukapcmeo y semmwama Jlasapesuha u bpankosuha I, beorpan 2016, 164, 166; ibid.
11, Beorpan 2016, 38-39, Sts. Lazaros the Painter, Theodore of Stoudios, Stephen the Younger
and Athanasios of Athos (?) are recognized. The inscription by the image of St. Lazaros has
not survived.

16 Despite the fact that the account in The Synaxarion of the Church of Constanti-
nople mentions that he was ordained as a priest, he was not represented as a hieromonk with
an epitrachelion in any of the known examples.

17 N. Tovtog, I. ®ovotépng, Evpetipiov tng uviueioxns (oypopikns tov Ayiov Opovg
100s-170¢ quchvag, Abmva 2010, 89, 91, Xy. 2.5.4, ap. 159.

18 Costea, Lazarus the Painter, 11-16, a study discussing this depiction, written
sources about the saint and possible reasons for his representation there. He is named only as
St. Lazaros with no epithet.

19 M. Xottndakng, EAAnves {wypdgpor uetd v Alwon (1450-1830), Topog 1, Abiva
1987, 5; idem, ElAnves {wypdpor uete v Adwon (1450-1830), Topog 2, Abnva 1997, 77,
wiv. 27; Tovrtog, Povotépng, Evpetipiov, 76, 78, Xy. 2.2.1, ap. 133. St. Luke does not have
any hallmarks of a painter. As an apostle, evangelist and bishop, he has a chiton and a hima-
tion and an omophorion and blesses with his right hand while holding a book in his left.
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the narthex of the Patriarchate of Pe¢ in 1565, the saint was represented in the
painted calendar behind St. Gregory the Wonderworker in the western part of
the vault above the fourth aisle of the eastern bay. Since he is placed behind a
hillock, only his bust is visible. His hair is gray and short, and his beard of me-
dium length is divided into two wisps.20 The saint is also depicted in the Church
of the Holy Trinity near Pljevlja, painted by Strahinja the Priest in 1592. He is
represented among the busts of saints in the second zone, beside St. Paul the
Confessor in the northern part of the eastern wall. Saint Lazaros holds an icon
with the image of Christ in both hands.2! In the inscriptions by those later im-
ages, the saint is marked as a zographos ({oypdoc) in Greek examples, and as
a painter (AIR@ONHCALL) or an icon painter (HROHOMHCLLL) in Serbian ones.
Regardless of the fact that, judging by the extant images, he was rather
rarely portrayed, he had a fairly fixed appearance.22 The differences observed in
the examples produced over a long time span are minor. In the Madrid Skylitzes
he is white-haired with a short beard, and later on he has brown hair with some
gray strands and a mid-length beard. In the older manuscript he is shown paint-
ing an icon of the Virgin with Christ.23 In younger frescoes, if holding an icon,
Christ is shown on it. There is no preserved example of the saint’s representa-
tion with an icon of St. John the Forerunner, which is mentioned as his work of
miraculous healing properties by Theophanes Continuatus and John Skylitzes.
Given the nature and purpose of these writings, they probably had no influence
on the design of the iconography of the saint. Therefore, the information they
give, that it was Lazaros who made the image of Jesus Christ on the Chalke
Gate, was certainly no impetus for representing the icon of Christ in the hands
of the saint. After all, that scene is not even featured in the Madrid manuscript.
On the other hand, the text in The Synaxarion of the Church of Constantinople
records that Lazaros painted the images of the saints on panels. On the basis of

20 TI. Mujosuh, Menonoe. Hemopujcko-ymemnuura ucmpasicusarsa, beorpan 1973,
366, sch. 70, pl. 265.

21 C. IerkoBuh, Manacmup Ceema Tpojuya koo I[lwvesana, beorpan 1974, 57-58,
132, 133, no. 32, pl. 31; idem, Manacmup Ceema Tpojuya y [lwesamuma, IlbeBma 2008,
57-58, 142, 143, no. 32.

22 In The Painter’s Manual of Dionysius of Fourna, composed around 1730 on
Mount Athos, he is not mentioned among the holy monks. He is recorded in the chapter on
the calendar as the only saint commemorated on November 17th, and is described as old,
long-bearded and bald, cf. M. Menuh, Cmapu cauxapcxu npupyunuyu 111, beorpax 2005, 486
(in Greek), 487 (in Serbian), for the dating of the manual see ibid., 26-33.

23 Christopher Walter is of the opinion that the iconographic type of St. Luke paint-
ing the Mother of God with the Child might have served as a model to the painter of the
miniature and that the theory that St. Lazaros was depicted that way because of the tradi-
tion that he painted the Virgin with the Child recorded by Dobrynja Jadrejkovi¢ cannot be
sustained, so he assumes that the narrative about Lazarus as the painter of the famous Virgin
with Christ might have been taken from some lost hagiography of the saint, Walter, Saints
of Second Iconoclasm, 311. On issues related to whether the mosaic of the Virgin Mary with
Christ Child in the semi-dome of the altar apse in the Church of St. Sophia in Constantinople
completed in 867 should be considered as a work of Lazaros the Painter, with a warning that
Dobrynja Jadrejkovi¢ recorded a tradition he had heard, with cited sources, especially those
related to contemporary church politics, which point out that the story is not trustworthy, see
Mango, Hawkins, The Apse Mosaics of St. Sophia, 142-148, with sources and literature.
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its content, leading the reader quite laconically through the events of different
times, it can be assumed that it was composed by summarizing an extensive
text dedicated to the saint, perhaps a lost hagiography.24 It is possible that the
commemoration in The Synaxarion of the Church of Constantinople or some
lost text written in honor of the saint provided the impetus for the icon with the
image of the Savior to become a usual feature in the iconography of St. Lazaros.
Even in the concise note in The Synaxarion of the Church of Constantinople one
can find lines on the hypostatic union in the person of Christ and the relation-
ship of his two natures, the central issue in the theological debates about icons.
Finally, it remains unknown whether he had been shown holding the icon of
Christ in his hands earlier, before the age of the Palaiologoi. The steadiness
of the appearance of the saint and the icon with the image of the Savior in his
hands as his usual feature, indicate that he was depicted more often than the
extant examples suggest.

If one assumes that his images were painted in the times preceding the
epoch of the Palaiologoi and that they were much more numerous, it is still clear
that he was represented less often than other holy monks who advocated the
veneration of icons, such as John of Damascus, Stephen the Younger, Theodore
of Stoudios, Ioannikios, Theodore and Teophanes Graptoi2> and Andrew ‘in
Krisei’.26 On the other hand, one should bear in mind that there are many
monks and hermits who, whether they died as victims of torment or in peace,
became canonized and received hagiographies describing their undertakings in
the struggle for sacred images?7 for which there are no indications that they

24 Based on sound arguments Walter assumes that Theophanes Continuatus, and
Skylitzes after him, relied on a Fita of St. Lazaros, although none have been preserved, Wal-
ter, Saints of Second Iconoclasm, 310, 311, 317, a hypothesis accepted by Vasiliki Tsamakda,
Tsamakda, The Illustrated Chronicle, 332. Indeed, the note in The Synaxarion of the Church
of Constantinople concisely summarizes numerous events which took place at different times
so it is difficult to follow the life of the saint based on its content, which suggests that this
account represents extracts from a more extensive text, probably a hagiography.

25 Cf. Tomekovi¢, Les saints ermites et moines, 29-32, 43-44, 49, 51, 235, 237, 238,
247, figs. 34-37, 49-51, 88-94, 90-94, 96-97, 105, 108, 109, 124, with earlier literature.

26 The cult and representation of the saint have been studied recently in [I. [TaBnoBuh,
Kynm u uxonoepaghuja osojuye ceemux Anopeja ca Kpuma, 3PBU 49 (2012) 214, 215-217,
227-234.

27 On holy monks and hermits who were defenders of icons, based on their Vitae,
I. Sevéenko, Hagiography of the Iconoclast Period, in: Iconoclasm. Papers given at the
Ninth Spring Symposium of Byzantine Studies. University of Birmingham. March 1975, ed.
A. Bryer, J. Herrin, Birmingham 1977, 113-129; K. M. Ringrose, Monks and Society in
Iconoclastic Byzantium, Byzantine Studies. Etudes Byzantines 6/1-2 (1979) 130-151; E. Pat-
lagean, Sainteté et Pouvoir, in: The Byzantine Saint. University of Birmingham Fourteenth
Spring Symposium of Byzantine Studies, ed. S. Hackel, London 1981, 88-105; M.-F. Auzépy,
Les saints et le Triomphe de I’Orthodoxie, in: O1 fipwes e OpOGédoéns Exkinoios. O1 Néor
Ayior, 8o¢ — 169¢ audvag, ed. E. Kovvrotpa-T'akdkn, AByva 2004, 17-29; Brubaker, Haldon,
The Sources, 206-232. In the above studies, based on the vitae of the saints of the first and
second iconoclasm, Lazaros the Painter is not mentioned. He is listed in the research stud-
ies that include memories recorded in the synaxarion, A. P. Kazhdan, A.-M. Talbot, Women
and Iconoclasm, Byzantinische Zeitschrift 84-85/2 (1993) 405-407 (the catalog of the com-
memorations of saints from the age of iconoclasm in The Synaxarion of the Church of Con-
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were depicted in Eastern Christian painting. The existence of a hagiography of
St. Lazaros can be hypothesized with a fair degree of reliability. However, no
such text has been found in ancient manuscripts, which suggests that it was not
often copied, i.e. that the cult of the saint was not particularly widespread. He
is absent even from other writings testifying to the struggle for sacred images.
He is not mentioned among the saints in the Synodikon of Orthodoxy, which
is read on the first Sunday of Great Lent, the Sunday of Orthodoxy, when the
Church commemorates the assembly gathered in the Church of St. Sophia in
Constantinople on March 11th, 843, marking the end of iconoclasm.28 The same
is the case with the writings narrating the circumstances in which the decision
on the restoration of the veneration of icons was made, as well as on the absolu-
tion of Emperor Theophilos, in which St. Lazarus played an important role ac-
cording to Theophanes Continuatus and John Skylitzes. These are the texts that
are supposed to have been written at the time of the Macedonian dynasty, The
narration on sacred and miraculous icons, and how and why the Holy Great
and Ecumenical Church of God adopted celebrating the feast of Orthodoxy on
the ﬁrst Sunday of the Holy Lent each year. (Almm(ng Stakauﬁowovca nepl 1@V
aym)v Kol GETTOV elKovcov Kol On(og Kal 81 v altlav naps?»aﬁa mv 4pBodo&iay
srnclwg TelelY TY) Trpam') Kuprokf] TV dylov yotedv 1) dyla tod g0l kabokt-
K kol peydn éxkinola),29 Vita with encomium of Blessed and Holy Theodora

stantinople, for St. Lazaros, ibid., 407).

28 The Synodikon of Orthodoxy was published and studied by, J. Gouillard, Le Syno-
dikon de I’Orthodoxie: Edition et commentaire, Travaux et mémoires 2 (1967) 1-313, for the
commemorations of holy champions of icons, ibid., 51, 53, about the listed persons, ibid.,
142-147. On this event and the feast, see ODB 3, 2122-2123 (P. A. Hollingsworth, A. Kazh-
dan, A. Cutler); Komaruna, [[pxeena norumuxa, 38-54, with sources and literature.

29 The narration is labeled as 1734, cf. Halkin, Bibliotheca II, 272; idem, Auctarium,
179; idem, Novum Auctarium, 202. It was first published according to an unidentified manu-
script by, Fr. Combefis, Graeco-latinae patrum Bibliothecae novum auctarium 2, Paris 1648,
715A-743 A (unavailable edition). It has recently been published according to the manuscript
Atheniensis Metochii 48 from the 15th century, with comparison with the earlier edition pro-
vided in the critical apparatus, by, . E. Apunorenos, ,, /losecms o npowjenuu umnepamopa
Deoghuna““ u Toparcecmeso [lpasocnasusa, Mocksa 2004, 90-114 (in Greek), 91-115 (Russian
translation). He explores the genesis of the text, expresses the opinion that the key source
was the Chronicle of George Hamartolos, and that based on these two compositions the Vita
of the Empress Theodora BHG 1731 and two versions of the narration on the absolution
of Emperor Theophilos BHG 1732 and BHG 1733 were created and dates its composition
to the time after 867 (ibid., 78-88, esp. 84). He notes that the monk Lazaros, referred to by
Theophanes Continuatus, was not mentioned there (ibid., 75) .
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the Empress (Blog ouv éykeplw tig paxaplog kal dylag O@sodwpag tig Bactil-
80¢)30 and The narration on the absolution of Emperor Theophilos (Avjynoig
YOXOPEAS Tévu mepl Oeophov).3!

On the one hand, bearing in mind that only a few of the many holy monks
and hermits champions of holy images are found in monumental painting;32 that
the Vita of St. Lazaros has not been preserved, which suggests that it was not
often copied; that he was not mentioned in the Synodikon of Orthodoxy nor in
the writings recounting the decisions concerning the restoration of the venera-
tion of icons and on the absolution of the Emperor Theophilos, except for the
historiographical works of Theophanes Continuatus and John Skylitzes, it is
hardly surprising that the images of the saint are very rarely found in art. On
the other hand, in view of his renown and the fact that he was the only known
painter of the period of the struggle for the veneration of sacred images and after

30 A. Mopxénovrog, Biog tijc abdtokpdreipas Ocodwpas (BHG 1731), Tdppekto 5
(1983) 249-285, esp. 257-271, with the text published according to the manuscripts Brit-
ish Museum Add. 28270 completed on August 3rd, 1111 (B), Messina, Bibl. Universitaria,
San Salvatore 30 of 1307. (S) and Vatic. gr. 2014 from the 13th century (V), ibid., 255-256,
for the English edition of the Vita, see M. P. Vinson, Life of St. Theodora the Empress, in:
Byzantine Defenders of Images. Eight Saints’ Lives in English Translation, ed. A.-M. Tal-
bot, Washington D. C. 1998, 361-382 (the Vifa was published based on a manuscript kept
in Gothenburg, Sweden somewhat earlier by, F. Halkin, Deux impératrices de Byzance. Il
l'impératrice sainte Théodora (+867), Analecta Bollandiana 106 (1988) 28-34). The time
of creation of the text can not be accurately identified, so possible datings range from the
period after 867 to the beginning of the 11th century, Markopoulos, Biog tijc abroxpdreipag
Ocodwpag, 251-255; Vinson, Life of St. Theodora, 355. The composition is labeled as 1731,
cf. Halkin, Bibliotheca II, 271; idem, Auctarium, 179; idem, Novum Auctarium, 201.

31 The text with a preface was published based on two manuscripts, the British Mu-
seum Add. 28270 from 1111 and Biblioteca Nacional, Madrid O. 86 from the 14th century by
W. Regel, Analecta Byzantino-Russica, St. Petersburg 1891, I1I-XIX, 19-39. For the absolu-
tion, see Les regestes des actes du Patriarcat de Constantinople. Vol. 1. Les actes des patri-
arches, Fasc. Il et IIl. Les regestes de 715 a 1206, ed. V. Grumel, J. Darrouzgs, Paris 1989,
64-65, N. 414, 415. About the narration see A. Markopoulos, The Rehabilitation of the Em-
peror Theophilos, in: Byzantium in the Ninth Century. Dead or Alive?, Papers from the Thir-
tieth Spring Symposium of Byzantine Studies, Birmingham, March 1996, ed. L. Brubaker,
Aldershot 1996, 37-49, with a dating to the 10th century, ibid., 48-49. Markopoulos believes
that the first steps towards Theophilos’ rehabilitation were taken under the Amorian dynasty,
but that the main efforts were made from the late 9th to the late 10th century, which is reflected
in the numerous texts composed in that time span, ibid., 42, for those writings, ibid, 42-49.
The first version is labeled as 1732, and the second as 1733, cf. Halkin, Bibliotheca II, 271-
272; idem, Novum Auctarium, 201-202.

32 In order to examine the relationship between monasticism and society during the
period, Kathryn Ringrose singled out 55 Vitae from the rich hagiographical heritage of the
saints who lived at that time and the extant evidence bears witness that the texts dedicated to
them were created until the 10t century (Ringrose, Monks and Society, 135-136 and note 12),
while Alexander Kazhdan and Alice-Mary Talbot listed the commemorations of the saints
from the period of iconoclasm recorded in The Synaxarion of the Church of Constantinople,
where one can observe 37 monks and among them 29 defenders of icons out of 65 saints (Ka-
zhdan, Talbot, Women and Iconoclasm, 405-407). Representations of only seven holy monks,
i.e. eight including St. Lazarus, have been noticed in fresco painting.
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the final victory of the iconodules,33 he seems to have remained on the fringes
compared to other featured champions of the same cause. Finally, the question
arises as to why only two examples made in Serbia during the epoch of the
Palaiologoi are known from the times before the final fall of Constantinople. It
is tempting to hypothesize that the practice of representing the saint at that very
period was influenced by the iconodulic arguments used as the grounds of the
spiritual doctrine of Christ’s transfiguration in the disputes of the hesychastes
and their adversaries.34 However, there is no evidence to support this hypothe-
sis, especially in view of the image in the narthex in Dobrun, decorated in 1343,
before the final resolution of the disputes in 1347. The paintings in that space
have an unusual program which warrants careful consideration. Such an impe-
tus cannot be recognized in his representation in the church in Ravanica either.
It could be assumed that he was depicted in order to join two more frequently
painted iconodule holy monks, Theodore of Stoudios and Stephen the Younger.
In addition, it should be noted that the figure of St. Lazaros is located above the
prearranged tomb of Prince Lazar, the founder of the church, and that he could
have been placed there as his namesake. In that case, however, another open
question arises: why Christ’s friend St. Lazarus, the bishop of Cyprus, who
was better known than the founder’s namesake painter, was not represented
instead.35 There is no indication that St. Lazaros the Painter was particularly
venerated in Serbia in the 14th century. A concise commemoration based on the
one in The Synaxarion of the Church of Constantinople is found in winter verse

33 Cf. Mango, Hawkins, The Apse Mosaics of St. Sophia, 145.

34 L. Lukhovitskij, Historical Memory of Byzantine Iconoclasm in the 14th c.: the
case of Nicephoros Gregoras and Philotheos Kokkinos, in: Aestethics and Theurgy in Byz-
antium, Byzantinisches Archiv, Band 25, ed. S. Mariev, W.-M. Stock, Boston—Berlin 2013,
205-226. For concise information on hesychasm see ODB 2, 923-924 (A. Papadakis).

35 The essential study on the iconography of St. Lazarus of Cyprus still remains,
Ch. Walter, Lazarus a bishop, REB 27 (1969) 187-208. The holy monk Lazaros of Mount
Galesios could have been painted there as well. For example, he was depicted in the narthex
of the katholikon of Hilandar Monastery frescoed between 1320 and the autumn of 1321
and repainted in the 19th century (b. Toauh, Cpncko cruxapemeo y 006a kpama Munymuna,
Beorpan 1998, 354; M. Mapxkosuh, /Ipgobumnu swcugonuc 2iasHe Manacmupcke ypkee,
in: Manacmup Xunanoap, ed. I. Cy6otuh, beorpax 1998, 232, for dating, M. Mapkosuh,
B. T. Xocrerep, IIpunoz xpononoauju 2paomwe u 0CIuKasara Xulanoapcekoe KamoiuKoHd,
Xunannapeku 30opauk 10 (1998) 201-217). A holy monk sometimes identified as Lazaros
was represented in the Church of the Transfiguration at Kovalevo in 1380 (JI. U. JIu¢mu,
Monymenmanvras scueonuce Hoszopooa XIV-XV eexos, Mocksa 1987, 506; A. I1. I'pexos,
Dpecku yepreu Cnaca Ilpeobpascenus na Kosanese, Mocksa 1987, 90, nnn. 63, 66, 119;
Tomekovié, Les saints ermites et moines, 301 (although she does not mention this example
among the depictions of the holy painter, who is the only monk named Lazaros in the cata-
logue of saints, cf. ibid., 55, 239), all three refer to him as the holy monk Lazaros, while,
C. O. Imutrpuesa, @pecku xpama Cnaca [Ipeobpasicenus na Kosanésee 6 Hoseopooa 1380.
200a, Mocksa 2011, 140, 155-156 and the illustration on p. 67, note the saint as unidentified
and indicate that he could not be identified as Lazarus of Cyprus or as Lazaros of Mount
Galesios). Later representations of St. Lazaros of Mount Galesios will not be mentioned in
this study. For concise information on the saint, who was born around 981 and died on No-
vember 7th 1053 see ODB 2, 1198 (A. Kazhdan), with sources and literature.
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synaxaria of that time.36 It also remains unclear why he was later depicted twice
in the Monastery of Great Lavra. The premise that this was done because the
particles of the saint’s relics were kept at the monastery cannot be substantiated
by any written or oral evidence.37 Finally, given that the appearance of the saint
was rather stable from the oldest extant miniatures and since he was similarly
depicted in Serbia in the period of the Palaiologoi and in different regions of
the Balkans later on, in the period of Turkish rule, it can be assumed that his
cult and representation spread from one center, from Constantinople, where his
iconography was established, and that he had been painted both more often and
starting from an earlier date than the preserved examples reveal.

36 The texts in the following manuscripts of winter verse synaxaria (September —
December) were checked: Nikoljac 34, from 1350/1360, fol. 84r-84v (for basic data on the
manuscript see, JI. bornanosuh, Hnsenmap hupunckux pykonuca y Jyeocaasuju (XI — XVII
6exa), beorpan 1982, 85, no. 1158), University Library in Belgrade UB 16, from 1360/1370,
fol. 82r (ibid., 85, no. 1160), Pe¢ 56, from the last quarter of the 14th century, fol. 167r-167v
(ibid., 86, no. 1167). The text in the later Menaion with synaxaria for November in the Ser-
bian Academy of Sciences and Arts, SASA 287, from 1470/80, fol. 123r-123v, was reviewed
also (ibid., 63, no. 782). A comparison of the texts in three 14th-century manuscripts (Nikol-
jac 34, UB 16 and Pe¢ 56) reveals that they rely on the note in The Synaxarion of the Church
of Constantinople, which they bring in a similar concise form, but they differ in their choice
of words. Namely, the texts in Nikoljac 34 and Pe¢ 56 are almost identical, while the one
in UB 16 uses different wording, which indicates that they are transcripts of two different
variants, i.e. translations. There is no text on the saint, but only a brief memory of his name
entered in an earlier non-verse synaxarion, the well-known Synaxarion of Lesnovo, SASA
53, from 1330, fol. 65v (ibid., 84, no. 1147). Texts written in the Serbian recension of the
Church Slavonic language use various epithets by his name and records the memory of AAZ~
APt HROHHHRA (SASA 53), AAZAPA KHROTOMHCUA (Nikoljac 34), AAZAPA Z0YTPA®A (VB 16),
AAZAPA KHRATO MHCUA (Pe¢ 56), AAZAPA KHROMHCLA (SASA 287). It should be borne in mind
that the inscription by the saint’s image in Dobrun has been read as ¢THI AAZAPE HZYTPADL,
while there were no clearly visible traces of his inscription in Ravanica.

37 For example, his leipsana are not mentioned in later texts on the relics kept at the
monastery, cf. JI. ABpamosuh, Ceéema [opa ca cmpane sepe, xyoodcecmea u nosecmuuye,
Beorpan 1848, 102-103; Ilymesooumens no ce. Agponckoii Iope u ykasamenv es céamuitb U
npouux docmonamsmuocmet, ¢ 31 euoom monacmuipet, ckumos u kapmoro Apona, usoanue
6ocomoe, Aghonckozo Pycckaeo Ilanmeneumonosa monacmuips, Mocksa 1903, 179-180. On
the influence of the relics kept at monasteries on the selection of the represented saints, on
the example of Hilandar, C. [TetkoBuh, Ceemumesncrke mowmu u ciuxapcmeo Xunanoapa, in:
Ocam sexosa Xunanoapa. Flcmopuja, OyX08HU HCUBOM, KFUNHCEEHOCH, YMEMHOC U ApXUmeK-
mypa, Mehynapoonu nayunu ckyn, Oxkmobap 1998, ed. B. Kopah, beorpan 2000, 629-637.
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Tamjana Cmapooyoyes
(Yrusep3urer y HoBom Cany)
CBETU JIAZAP 30T'PA® NJIN O JEAHOM PETKO CJIMKAHOM BPAHUTEJBY
CBETHUX CJIMKA

Cgetu Jlazap 3orpad je kao BaTpeHH OpaHHTE/b MKOHA MPETPIEO MHOra My4Yerha y
BpeMe JApYToT Iepruosia NKOHOOOPCTBA, a HAKOH yCHOCTaBJbama MOIITOBAKka CBETHX CIIHKA
Y4YECTBOBAO je y HOCIaHCTBUMA Koja ¢y u3 Llapurpana ynyhena y Pum.

Hajcrapuju o4yBaHH IMCAHU U3BOPH O MY HACTAIIH CY 32 HEroBa )UBOTA U IOTUYY
n3 Puma. Y muMa ce moMume Kao MOHaX M NCIIOBEIHUK IIPaBe Bepe, Kao MOHaX BeoMa J100po
00yd4eH y CIIMKapCKOj BELITHHH, HAaKo je Xazap HOPEKIOM, OHOCHO Kao MPe3BUTEP U MOHAX.

Hajpanuju mo3HaTu rpyku U3BOpH O cBeroMe motudy u3 X Beka. Y Cunakcapy
Lapuepaocke ypkee je y oznelbky 3a 17. HOBeMOap ymucaHa mNamjaT HpPEHogoOHOT
ncnoBenHKa Jlazapa 3orpada y Kojoj je cakeTo H3JI0KEH HeroB KUBOT. OCHM Te Oererike,
KOJIMKO je MO3HATo, HUje Ce cayyBao HUje[aH JPYTd MPOCIABHHU CACTaB Yy YacT TOT CBETOL
To, HapaBHO, He 3HAYM 1A TaKBH CHHUCH HUCY NocTojany. ONIIMPHO O HeMy FOBOPH ITHCAI
no3Har kao Teoghanosé nacmagmay. OH JOHOCH BEOMA JKMBO Ka3HBAME, Y KOjeM HMOMHIbE
na je MoHax Jlazap Hacnmukao ynuk [IpeTede Koju YMHU MHOTA HCLEJbEHa U Ja je U3Paanuo
ik Xpucra Ha Xanku. Taj onesbak, y3 He3HaTHE U3MeHe, npey3uMa Josan Ckuauya (Apyra
nonoBuHa XI Beka).

Hounuje cBeror momume camo /Jlobpurwa Jadpejkosuu, Oynyhn HOBropoICcKH
apxuenuckon Auronuje. OH je 3a0enexuo na je Jlazap ukononucarn y upksu Ceere Coduje
HacIMKao y onrapy boropoamity ca Xpucrom u nBa anhena. Meljytum, omaBHO je moKa3aHO
To fa Jlasap HHje MMao HHMKaBe Be3e ca M3PaJOM MO3aWKa y CBETHIIUILNTY Te LPKBeE, TE a
npuda kojy je Jobpuma Jagpejkoud oko 1200. gyo o HEKOr Boguya ykasyje Ha yIien Koju
j€ CBETH CiIMKap yro Y)KHBao y IPECTOHHIM Kao O0pall 3a MOLITOBAkhE HKOHA.

[Ipencrase cBeror Jla3apa ouyBaie cy ce, Hajipe, y PaCKOLIHO YKPAIIEHOM PYKOIHCY
no3HatoM kao Maodpuocku Ckuauya, n3palheHoM HakoH cpenuHe XII Beka, BepoBaTHO Ha
Cummnju. Ty ce Hana3u CBOjEBPCTaH CAXETH IUKIIYC O CBETOM, KOJH CE€ CACTOjH O YCTHPH
crene (ci. 1-4). Ctuue ce ytucak na je ceetu Jlasap 3orpad Beoma peTKo MpPUKa3WBaH y
CPeNbOBEKOBHIM HCTOYHOXpUITNAHCKUM IpkBama. I3 BpeMéHa Ipe KOHAYHOT CIlIOMa
BusaHTHje M MOCTENEHOr nornanawma BehuHe ApkaBa MO HEHUM KYJITYpPHHM YyTHLAjEM
nox Biact Typaka, AaHac Cy IO3Hara camo JiBa IpHMepa — y npunpatu xpama y J[o6pyHy
(1343, cnn. 5) n y npkBu y PaBanunu (oxo 1385, ci. 6). Octanu npunanajy BpeMeHHMa HAKOH
xoHauHor nazaa Lapurpana n mornay u3 X VI Beka (tpnesapuja Benuke JlaBpe; pacana npkse
y Boponeny, cn. 7; nmapaxnuc Ceeror Huxosne y Benukoj JlaBpu, ci. 8; npumnpara Ilehke
narpujapmuje; npunpara xpama Csere Tpojune xox IlibeBassa). be3 o63upa Ha To mTO je
BEOMa PETKO CIIHMKaH, OH je IMao MPWIMYHO MOCTOjaH u3niea. Pasnuke koje ce 3amaxajy Ha
HNpHMepUMa HaCTAJIMM Y MPUINYHO BEIMKOM BPEMEHCKOM PACIIOHY BeoMa Cy Malle.

Y Maopuockom Cruauyu ou cnuka mkoHy Boropommie ca Xpucrom. Ha mmahum
(peckama, YKOIHMKO HOCH HKOHY, Ha B0j je, T10 CBOj IPUIIMIIH, TpHKa3aH Xpucroc. Moryhe je
na cy oeneuika y Cunaxcapy [apuepadcke ypkse y K0joj ce TOBOPU U 0 XPUCTOBOj HIIOCTACH
1 OJHOCY HETOBHX JIBE]y IPHPOJA WIM HEKH M3TyOJbEHH CIHC Y YacT CBETOTra MpPYXKHIH
OCHOBA 32 TO J1a NUKOHHIIA ca JuKkoM CllacuTesba MocTaHe yoOr4yajeHa y HKOHOTpagHju CBETOT
Jlazapa.

Kako je msmien cBerora OMO NPHIMYHO ITOCTOjaH jOII OX HAjCTApUjUX CadyBaHHX
MUHHjaTypa ¥ TOIITO je OH CIMYHO MpHKa3uBaH y Bpeme [laneonora y CpOuju u KacHHje y
n00a Typcke BIACTH y pa3InuuTHM HozpydjuMa bakana, Moxke ce IpeTIOCTaBUTH Jia Cy ce
HETOBO MOIITOBAKE M MIPECTaBIbake MIMPIIN U3 jeqHOr cpeaumra, u3 [lapurpana, rae je
yoOnu4eHa mberopa uKoHorpaduja u aa je, mo ceemy cyaehu, 6uo cnukad u yenthe u paHuje
HETO LITO OYYBaHU NTPUMEpPHU CBEJIOYE.



