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’Eboaper IMavéin

O EIKONOI'PA®IKOZ TYIIOXZ TOY AEMENOY ZE AENTPO KPIOY
2THN ITAPAZTAZH THX OYZIAZ TOY ABPAAM
KATA TOYZ ITAAAIOXPIZTTIANIKOYXZ XPONOYZ

Té 0¢ua Tig Bvoiag Tod "APfoadu dravtd idiaitego
oLy VA 0TIV TaAooyLoTIaVIXT) TEXVN! 0€ 0aEXoQdyoue,
TOLYOYQUPIES KO OTY) MHQOTEYVIQ, ®VEIWG 0¢ VAMva,
dyysia, xoounuata xoi puiaxtd?, Iaed té mAfj0og Tod
VMxoD mov #xeL StaowOel, elvar paved 8t 1idn dmd T
TEM) TOTU 30V QldVO KVQLOQYET EVOG OUYHEXQUUEVOS
£lnovoyQaQLHOC TUTTOC, O OTTOTOG UE WHQES TTAQAAAAYES
EmQaTEl EWG TO TENOG TTiG TOAALOYQLOTIOVIXTS ETTOYTIG
%ol MG TEOG TO PO TOU OYTUO TOQAUEVEL AVOANOLM-
TOG %Ll 0TOVGS PulavTivoug xedvouc.

ZtafeQoTnTa TOQOVOLALOVV Ol ®vioelg TMV 6o Paot-
1OV LoQY@MV, ToD APoadu xai tot Toadx, 101 ard Tic
7O TEMYIES TAQUOTATELS: O TTEMTOS TTAQLOTAVETOL UVI]-
Owg va Pruatiel oG TA deELG ®al VA ®QATEL e TO Ol
TOV YEQL «TNV udyonpav» (Iév. KB, 10), &v@ el dnovut-
ouévo td GLoTEES Tov YéEL otV ®ouN Tod Toadx, 6
6moiog ovvNOmg eival yovoTiopévog otd Edagog dimha
tov. Ty mapdotoon cuumAneovovy 6 Bouds tig Bvu-
olog, Tov TomobeTelTon oVVIBWG €L Ao TOV Toodx, 1)
amerndvion tijg deldg Tot Kugiov, ot dmrodidel T gw-
w1 ot Kupiov, 0td dva douotepd HéQog Tiig TaQdotaomg
xat 0 #QLog Tiig dmynong tiis IHokouwds Awebnxng (Tév.
KB, 13) (Eix. 1). ¢ 6giouéveg maQootdoels upoviteta,
TENOG, 0L AVTOUHY VEAVIXT) LOQPT], TTOU TOUTICETOL PE TOV

LH cuyvémra Tig gugdviong 1ot Bépatog othv téxvn Exel oyoha-
OTEL HOd BTG OVYYQOPETS THG TTAACLOYQLOTLOVIRTIG ETTOXTG, OTT™G Hato-
TVQEl Eva dmdomaopa dmd T6 £9yo ot Avyovotivov, PL 42,446.
20 wotdAoyog TV pynueiny mod mapabétel 1 I Speyart van Woer-
den, «The Iconography of the Sacrifice of Abraham», VigChr 15-16
(1961-1962), 243-255, »ai megihapBdver ovvolxrd 311 Eoya, dév
eivan mMjeng. Id tic oaprogdyovg PA. E. Paneli, Die Ikonographie
der Opferung Isaaks auf den frithchristlichen Sarkophagen, Marburg 2001,
159-197 (o6 £ENG: Ikonographie der Opferung Isaaks).

dyyeho tod xewévou tiig Iohouds Awbnxng, 6 6motog
grmepfaiver yid va gumodioet T Buoia (Tév. KB, 11).

*Q¢ EAS TV ATd800™ TOD %QLOD TAQATNEETTOL AL O)E-
TN mowuhia’. SuvnOéotegn elvan 1) TomoOéTnon Tod
Cwov 016 ndTw GQLOTEQO PEQOS TS TaEAOTOONS, EVD
1MOM &td ™v Emoyxn tot Meydiov Kwvotavtivov onuewn-
vovTaL AEHETES TOQAAAAYES (g TTEOG T B€0m TOL OTHY
TORAOTOON: O ®ELOG UTOQET V4 dmtetroviletan Tavw oé
mETEA 1 BOAY0, 0TO VYOG TOV YAOUTAV 1] TOV DUV ToT
APoacd, 0td deELd 1] 0T4 dpLoTEQG TOV. AEL00NUEl®mTO
elvaw &1L oTig cwLopeveg dmewovioelg Tot Béparog Sév
anohovBeiton xotd ravovo To reipevo Tiig [Maloudg
Awob1ung, ovpgpova pé To 6moto Votepa Ao Ty dgLEn
ToD &yyéhov Eupavileton «xQLOg ATEXOUEVOS EV PUTH
Safex Tdv xegdtwv» (Tév. KB, 13).

‘Q0T000, 0¢ EVOV AEXETA ONUAVTIXG AELOUO TOQAOTA-
oewv ThS Buoiag ToT APoady, o0 ol TEWATEQES X0O0-
vohoyoDvror otd TéAn ToD 40v-GyEg ToT Sovu aidva, 6
%QLOG elnovileton depevog ué oyxowi o€ dévro. ‘O véog
€lnovoyQAPIHOS THITOGS TEWTOEUPAVICETAL OF Iio. TOLYO-
yoagpia 0td 06A0 ToD moexrinoiov tig Eiprvng otd El
Bawagat, o0 1) mBavotegn X00voLdyNoT) Tov elvan oTd
TéAN 10U 40V-GEYES TOD Sou almval. ‘Agretés SuoldT-
TEG, TOOO 01N YeVIr1 OLATaEn Tdv poeedv, 600 rai otV

3 BA. Paneli, 8.7t., 73 %.£. "Ac onuelwBel dTi 08 Evav GUeTd Leydho
deWud magaotdoswy Tiig malooyorotiovixic £moxfic 6 %ELog
dmodideTan xwoig xégata, dMhadn dg duvdg, Oéua mov Eounved-
Onxe Gmo Tovg motépeg Tilg ExxnAnoiog dg ovufolo tot Xolotod-
‘Apvo®, BA. F. Nikolasch, Das Lamm: als Christussymbol in den Schriften
der Viiter, Biévvn 1963, 24-40.

4 B\ A. Fakhry, The Necropolis of El Bawagat in Kharga Ousis, Kdwo
1951,72 %.£., eix. 63, wiv. 21.

171
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i ek “REELE S - o

Eix. 1. Aemrouéoeia amo xdivuua oagxo@dyov. Le Mas
d’Aire, vaog Sainte-Pierre, xoV Ty Sainte-Quitterie.

Eix. 2. Tuijua ypevdooapxopayov. Kovoraviwovmoln, Ap-
xaworoyixo Movoeio, apif. 4141.

360001 TOD %QLOT, TAQOVOLALEL RO 1] TOQACTOON TG
Buoiog oty Tedumeta Tijg povig Tod ‘Ayiov Tepeuio ot
SanxnoQd, wov Poioxetar onuega otd Movoegio toU
Katgov’. Ztiv idia megimrov &moyn (téAn 4ov-Goyég Sov
al.) yoovoloyeitan »ai &va @uhaxtd 0td Beetovino
Movoelo, TOavVOTOTA RUTQLUKTIG TTQOELEVOTG, TTOV OTOV
AmLe0OTUITO TOU PEQEL TNV ETLypap): EIC @EOC EN OY-
PANQO.’EmumAéov, o€ pud Oudda 6aro@dymv o ¥00-
vohoyodvtar Oheg 0Td TEMTO WOO TOD 50U almva, O

S M. Rassart-Debergh, «La decoration du monastére du Saqqara»,
Miscellanea Coptica. Acta ad archeologiam et artium historiam 9 (1981),
92-93, ein. 43.

6 P. Finney, «Abraham and Isaac Iconography on Late Antique
Amulets and Seals»,JbAC 38 (1995), 143, do10. 2, eix. 2a-b, mtiv. 3a-b.
7 Syetxd ué Ty ouddo 1dv cagro@dywv BA. Paneli, Ikonographie
der Opferung Isaaks, 80 ».£. Ot Speyart van Woerden, .7. (Ortoon. 2),
246 wol W. F. Volbach, Elfenbeinarbeiten der Spitantike und den friihen
Mittelalters, Mainz 1976, do10. 162, mtapatnootv ot o¢ wd muEida
Ao ENeavtooTo mov PBeioxetal 0To Trier O %LOG EXEL TEQUOUEVO
0TO Moo Tov AovEi. AEV UITOQET MOTOCO KAVELS VA dLaxQiveL dv TO
Edo eivoun depévo ot dévtoo 1 By L.

SN. Firath, «Deux nouveaux reliefs funéraires d’Istanbul et les reliefs
similaires», CahArch 11 (1960), 73-92. A. Grabar, Sculptures de Con-
stantinople. IVe-Xe siécle, TIaior 1963, 53, miv. 15, 3. N. Firatli, La
sculpture byzantine figurée au Musée archéologique d’Istanbul, T1oiot
1990, 154, é10. 305, miv. 93. A. Effenberger, «Das Berliner Mosesre-
lief», 010 G. Koch (ém.), Grabeskunst der romischen Kaiserzeit, Mainz
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%QLOG ATTodideTOL 1€ TTAQOUOLO TQOTTO, DEUEVOS UE OYOLVE
0f 8évto’: mEodnerToL YId Eva. Tufjuo 6pBoydviag Thd-
%nag (Yevdooapropdyov) dmd Tv Kmvotovtivoioln
(Eix. 2)8, y16 tijv x0ia. Sym g o0.gropdyov md Ty
iomavinny woAn Ecija (Eix. 3)°, xa0dg %ai yud v xioua
SYn wds caEro@dyou 4o TtOv “Ayio Bixtwoa ot
Moaooohia (Eix. 4)19. Exiong o yewpdyoogo tijg Bi-
BAobnxng Tiis Bepdvag owletan éva oyédio tot 18ov
alwva ag U cwiOUeEVNS O1UEQO GOQHROPAYOU, OTO KA~

1993, 251, 253, mwiv. 91.2, 96.3. Th. Mathews, «I sarcofagi di Constan-
tinopoli come fonto iconografi», CorsiRav XLI (1994),323-334. G. Koch,
Friihchristliche Sarkophage, Movoyo 2000, 409 (ot6 Efg: Friihchrist-
liche Sarkophage).

9 H. Schlunk, «Die Sarkophage von Ecija und Alcaudette», MadrMitt 3
(1962), 119-151. H. Schlunk - Th. Hausschild, Hispania Antiqua. Die
Denkmiiler der friihchristlichen und westgotischen Zeit, Modoitn 1978,
150 ».£., ein. 42-43. A. Arbeiter, «Friihe hispanische Darstellungen des
Daniel in der Lowengrube, Boreas 17 (1994), 5-12, €ix. 1-2. Koch,
Friihchristliche Sarkophage, 442,530 %.£.

10 ey mepimrwon adty dmodideTon xai pid yoapixn Aemtopéoea,
raBmg 6 ®ELWOG daryrwVeL TO yrtwva tod APoady, mtopA. P. Bor-
racino, I sarcofagi paleocristiani di Marsiglia, Bologna 1973, 59-65. R.
Boyer et Collaborateurs, Vie et mort a la fin de Uantiquité, Mo.ooolia
1987,11,45-46. G. Drocourt-Dubrueil, St. Victor de Marseille, Mo.ooo-
Mo 1989, 80-83. J. Caillet - H. Loose, La vie d éternité, ITooior 1990, 25.
Koch, Friihchristliche Sarkophage, 442.



Eix. 3. Tuijua oapxopdyov. Ecija, vadg Santa Cruz.

Ao Tiig omoiag Vmtijoye mapdotaon Tig Ovoiog ToD
ABoadu ué TV #oLo depévo o€ dévrooll.

210 Ynepdwto ddmedo Tig Zuvaywyiis ot Beth Alpha
(Eix. 5)2, mo¥ yoovoloyelton otdv 60 aidva, 1| Looer)
toU ®QLoD T Buoiag Tol APoadu dmodideton Ehaped
moQolhayuévn. ‘O %QLog eirvoviletal 0td Péoo Tiig ma-
pdotaong, 6eBog xai deuévog oé dévto. ‘O véog elno-
VOYQAPIXOG TUTOG ATOVTa, TEAOG, 0TOV EUTQoabdTUITO
Evog pulaxntol of duwtky oviloyn otd Iagiot, TO
670T0 SV UITOQET VA OoVOLOYN 0T né dnpiferal’.
SUUTTEQAOUATIXG, OLATTLOTMVOUUE OTL OTNV TAAOLOYQOL-

1 J. Dresken-Weiland, «Ein ostromischer Sarkophag in Marseille»,
RQ 92 (1997), 1-17. Koch, Friihchristliche Sarkophage, 442. Paneli,
Tkonographie der Opferung Isaaks, 173, .018. 37.

12 4. Stern, «Le Zodiaque de Bet-Alpha», L’Oeil, Revue d’art 21 (1956),
15-19. E. Kitzinger, Israeli Mosaics of the Byzantine Period, Néo. “Yooun
1965,15-17. B. Goldman, The Sacred Portal, Ditroit 1966,27.J. Gutmann,
«Revisiting the “Binding of Isaac” Mosaic in the Beth Alpha Synagogue»,
Bulletin of the Asia Institute 6 (1992), 82. K. Weitzmann, The lllustrations in
the Manuscripts of the Septuagint, I1, Princeton 1999, 87 brroon. 10.

13 B). G. Schlumberger, «Quelques monuments byzantines inédits»,

O EIKONOT'PA®IKOZ TYIIOZ TOY AEMENOY XE AENTPO KPIOY

Eix. 4. Tuijuo oapropdyov. Macoalia, vaog Ayiov Bixtweos.

otaviry] Emoyy VITAQYEL UL OXETIXY TTOWKIMA OTig TToi-
QuoTdogls Tod depévou of dévrgo xewod. To eidog Tod
dévroou pumopsl Emiong v mowidhel!*. "Av xai ol mago-
0taoels aUTEG Amodidovv ®ATWS TOTOTEQX TO KEUEVO
g Iadands Awabfxng (Tév. KB',13), magotnoetton xai
0¢ QUTEG WL TToRERKALOT Ao TO Teguexduevo Tijg Téve-
oMg, ®ABMG TO OYOLVL OEV OTEQEMVETOL OTA ®EQOTA TOT
Cwov, AAG dévetol yOew Amd TO Aauud tov.

‘H &Edmhwon ToT véou ginovoyQopuxnod THmov 8év me-
oLopiteTon otV makawoyoLotiavixny Emoyr|, GAAG Evtori-
Cetan 0m0Qadd. %ol 0Tovg Pulavtivoig xeovoug, do-

BZ 2 (1893), 188-189. Finney, 0.7t. (bmoonu. 6), 142-143 &ou9. 1, gix.
1, 6 6moiog xoEaxrTNEILEL TO PUAAKTO GITAG «TQOTOAAKRO», EVD O
Schlunk, &.7t. (brroonp. 9), 131, 16 dvagépel udvo g «Bulovtvos.
14 316 ueipevo tijg Téveong yivetar dvapod ot6 qutd oaféx (Fév.
KB, 13), xwoig vd dievrguviCeton t6 €idog Tol gutod otte dv med-
AELTOL YLA OEVTQO 1) OAUVO. ZYeTRA PE TOV TTOQAAANMOUS TOT Qu-
0T oaféx PE TOV ZTaveo ToT XoLoTol OTA REUEVO TAV TOTEQWV
tiis "ExxAnotag, BA. Nikolasch, 6.7t. (brwoonu. 3), 40. “O 1drog, «Zur
Ikonographie des Widders von Gen. 22», Vigiliae Christianae 23 (1969),
197-223.
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Eix. 5. Yneudwto damédov. Zvvaywyn oto Beth Alpha.

HAELOTIRG, OF EIXOVOYQOPNUEVOL YXELROYQOPA. ZE ULl [t~
%xQoyQaia Amod TO Avtiygogo tiic Xowotiavixis Tomo-
yoagias 100 Kooud tod Ivdwmomhevot (9o¢ ai.) O
%OLOG elOVICETAL 0TO RATW AQLOTEQDO UEQOG THS TTOQA-
oTOONG, OEUEVOS UE TEVIWUEVO OYOWL 0¢ OEVTEO TTOU
uowaCet ué xvmapioot (Eix. 6)15. “Opotdtnteg magovotd-
Ceu 1) Grrerovion 1ol ®eLod kol otod edayyého tod "Eto-
woToivi® (Téhn 10ov ad.). Téhog, 1) Buoia ol "ABoadu
AToVTa %ol 0¢ ud Ouada. artd dxtatevyovg Tod 120v
aimval’, otig 6moteg 16 Oépa dmodidetan dnymuoTind
O¢ TEOOEQIS EEYWQOLOTES WXQOYQAPiES, OOV GQYLrd
dmerwoviCovrar 1 oxnvi Tiig ETOWWaolog %ai 1) ToQEia
7ROG TOV TOTO TG Buoiag. TNV TEITN RATA OELQC UHQO-

15 Vat. gr. 699, ¢. 89r. T TV eixovoyQopic Tig TaQACTOONE Kok Tic
£m1pogg mo¥ déxONxe BA. D. Mouriki-Charalambous, The Octateuch
Miniatures of the Byzantine Manuscripts of Cosmas Indicopleustes, Prince-
ton 1970, 1 ».&. ‘H dpydvwon Tilg 00vOeons xai 1 cVpttvEn meon-
yoOuevav Ernelcodinv Tig dujynong yud ™ Buocio tot "Apeadp otd
v GELoTEQO NEQOG TG TAQATTAONG TTUQOVOLALEL OUOLOTITES UE
BuCavrivég dntateyoug ol kol aTég AvayovTal o€ TAAOTEQM
meoTuma, BA. Weitzmann, 6.7 (Orwoonp. 12),299-322.

16 @ 8, BA. D. Ainalov, The Hellenistic Origins of Byzantine Art, New
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yooagio elxoviCetal 1) ®OeLor oxnvi Tiis Buoias: 6 ’APoa-
ap VPMOVEL TO YEQL VLA VA& BuoLldoeL TO Y10 Tov, EV@ 0T
AQLOTEQO UEQOG THS TaRAoTaoNS ArodideTon ué mavo-
LOLOTUTTO TEOTO 0 ONEG Tig AXTAUTEVYOVS O %QELOG OF-
uévog of¢ dévro. ‘H einovoygopia avtig thg Ouddag
YEWoyodpwv Paociletoan mbavotata o€ mohadTteQa,
oAy ELOTLVIXA TROTVTAE, TV dmoyr odty| Evioyv-
€L ®al TO YeYovog OTL O EIMOVOYQaLHOS TUTTOS TOU Oe-
u€vou %QLot dév dmtavtd otovg fulavtivoig xedvoug oé
dMo €10m TéY VNG, TOEA LOVO OF EIROVOYQUPNUEVO. XEL-
0YQOPOL.

‘H dmeindvion tot #uod depévou oé dEvio Eounvete-
T ATTo il Opddo EQevvNTMVY U PAon ud EBQaint o~

Brunswick 1961, 94-98.

17 Tpdnertan yud 00 dutatevyoug ot Biphodnxn 1ot Batixovod
(Vat. gr. 746, ¢. 81v-83r nail Vat. gr. 747, ¢. 43r-43v), pia ot} Bifho-
01un Tig Zuvevng (Sm., g. 34v-35r) nai pia oty Kovotavivoimo-
M (Ser., @. 87r-89r), BA. Weitzmann, 6.7. (broonu. 12), 86-88, eix.
307-322.

18 5. Schrenk, Typos und Antitypos in der friihchristlichen Kunst, JbAC,
Ergbd 21,1995, 78. Weitzmann, .7t., 299 x.£.



oadoon’?, cVpgpwvo ué Tv 6moin. TO TEOOQIOUEVO Yid
) Buoia Tho dnuoveynOnxe MO &mo v Extn Nuéoa
Tiig Anuovyiag »ai foloxotoav atov rijmo tig "Edéy,
AT Ao TO «AéVTQO TS Yvwong tot Kahod xai tod
Koaxod» (Arbor Scientiae)?’, drt6d dmov 16 petégege 6
Ayyehog TNV RATAAANAT OTLYUN 0TOV TOTO TG Bvoiag.
‘O ovoyeTopdg duwg avTog SV elval AmdIVTO TELOTL-
%0¢. Ot EBpainés maQAdOTES TOU TQOAVAPEQAUE, di-
VOUV KAITTOLEG YEVIES TTATIQOPOQIES OYETIXA UE TV dNuL-
ovgyia ®oi TV Eugdvion Tod ®eLotl, xweig HoTdco Vi
VIAQYEL O€ ADTES RaLd ENTY AVapoed 8TL 6 %QLOG TjTOV
depévogs. Kotd ovvémela, dnoun xai dv dexbotue 8tL 6
véog elxovoypaguxos TOmog Paciteton otig Efoainég
mapadooelg, dév Tig dmodidel ué dxoifera??, Erol Hote
VG UITOQET AvapgopnTnTo v& ouoyYETIONET ué adTES.
Erumhéov, TO Emyeignua ol dvagégetal ouxva yid T
OVOYETLON THIG EIOVOYQAQIOG TOT %QLoT ué Tig ERQaineég
oadooels, Ot dMAadN O VEOog eixovoyapIrOg TUITOG
dmavtd of mewes ERpairés magaotdoes Thg Buoiag
100 "ABoadu, mol TOavOV VA Enneéacay Ty Amoddoon
ToU OEUATOG OTY) XOLOTIAVIRY TEX VT, OEV eD0TOOE. Metd
QIO TTQOOEXTIXY| TTALQOTIEON TTROXVITTEL GTL 0TIV TOLYO-
yoaepia Tiig ouvoywyhs Tiis Aovgas-Evowmod 6 %tdg
dév dmeovitetou depévog of dévrpo?, dmwg elye dwatu-
TOET ToAdTEQO? . AROUN, TO YNPWOWTO 0TY) CUVaYWYY
100 Beth Alpha, 8rtou 1) gixovoygoagpio Tol OEpotos guga-
viletouw TaQOaANOYUEVT OE OYXECT) UE TG YOLOTLOVIXES TTALQOL-
OTAOELS, XQOVOLOYETTOL OTOV 60 aiddva, dnhadi) drrotehel

19 M. Schapiro, «Angel with Ram in Abraham’s Sacrifice. A Parallel in
Western and Islamic Art», ArsIsl 10 (1943), 134-147. Nikolasch, 6.7.
(bmoomp. 14),215-217. Mouriki-Charalambous, &.7t. (boonp. 15), 44
%.£. R. Stichel, «Zur Ikonographie der Opferung Isaaks in der roma-
nischen Kunst Spaniens und in der byzantinischen Welt», Actas del
XXIII congreso internacional de Historia del Arte, 1, Toovado. 1973,527-
536. G. Stemberger, «Die Patriarchenbilder der Via Latina», Kairos 16
(1974), 65-77. J. Gutmann, «The Sacrifice of Isaac. Variations on a
Theme in Early Jewish and Christian Art», Sacred Images. Studies in
Jewish Art from Antiquity to the Middle Ages, Northampton 1989, 117-
122. Weitzmann, 8.7. (droonpu. 12), 87-88.

20 16, ©6 ovpPolopd tot dévrgou i Mviong Tot Koot xai tob
Koxo®d mopA. H. G. Leder, «Arbor Scientiae», ZNW 52 (1961), 156-
189. K. Xagohoumidng, Ot devdpites otiv mooyolotiavixn xai yot-
otiavixg iotoguo@iloioyxn magadoon xal eixovoyoapia, Oeo-
oolovixm 1993, 67-72.

2L Avagéoeton Amhd &L 6 %oLdg TeQipeve tropoveTtind otov Ila-
adeLoo péxL ™ otryun ol dyyehog Kvgiov tov petégpege otdv
tomo Tiig Ouolog, PA. Stemberger, 8.7. (bwoonu. 19), 66. Gutmann,

O EIKONOTI'PA®IKOZ TYIIOZ TOY AEMENOY ZE AENTPO KPIOY

n

HATASEVIVAR pAK R

Eix. 6. Mixpoyoapia amo aviiyoago tijs «XouoTavixis

Toroyoagiag» tov Kooud tot Tvowonievory, Vat. gr. 699,
@. 78r.

WA GITo Ti OXETIRG SPies Toaotdoes Tol Oéuatoc. ‘H
Aoy, TEhOG, OTL 1) EIXOVOYQOPILOL TMV YOUOTLOVIXDV TT0i-
QaOTAoEWV €ivon TOOVO VA EmneedoTnre ATO ur| ow-

6.7. (broonp. 19),118.

2 316 1d10 ovpmégaopa xotaliyer xai 1) J. Dresken-Weiland,
Reliefierte Tischplatten aus theodosianischer Zeit, I16\1) to Batixoavod
1991, 126 vmoonu. 10.

23 Nikolasch, &.7t. (boonu. 14), 204-206. Gutmann, 8.. (Hoonu.
19),79-85.

24T6 {810 AdBog Emonuaivouy xai dGAlot pehetntég, ToPA. Schlunk,
6.7 (broonw. 9),129. A. S. Clair, «The Torah Shrine at Dura Europos:
A Re-evaluation», JbAC 29 (1986), 10. Weitzmann, §.7. (Oroonu. 12),
87 vmwoonp. 6.

25 *H mogoriionon adty 8év duravtd pdvo of ahowd fBhoyagpic
(R. Meyer, «Betrachtungen zu drei Fresken der Synagoge von Dura-
Europos», ThLz 74 (1949), 29-38. A. Stuiber, Refrigerium Interim. Der
Zwischenzustand nach dem Zeugnis der Bildwerke, Bovvn 1957, 179-
182. Speyart van Woerden, O.7t. (Vrroanp. 2), 235), GG ®oi o€ vedte-
omn, PA. E. Kessler, «Art Leading the Story: The Agedah in Early Syna-
gogue Art», 0t0 L. L. Levine - Z. Weiss (§my.), From Dura to Sephoris.
Studies in Jewish Art and Society in Late Antiquity, Portsmouth-Rhode
Island 2000, 77-81.
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Coueva £foaind wvnuelas, dmotelel wd Gl VrdBeom.
"Ateléogoon eivou Emiong ol 1} meoomdOelo ovoyETIoNG
TOU VEOU €lXOVOYQUPIKOT TUTOV Ué TOQAOTAOELS Bv-
otag Cowv &mtd TV deyaic EAANVIXT xad T QUOiXY Té-
XvN, »o0MG Exel Td Lo dmerroviCovrar ouvnOws o€ xi-
vnom, 6dnyovuevo otdv Tomo Tiig Buvoiog Grd dvBpm-
movg (ovvii0we vrneéteg)?’.

"Agopéver howtdv 1) dlepetivion Tig mbovoTnTag va drto-
TENEOE 1] XOLOTIVIXT] TG00, Omtwg pdg dtaomleTon
ota xelpeva TV matéowv Thg "ExxAnoiog, ™y mnyn
gumvevong tod eixovoyeagprrol THIToL oV EEETALOVE.
11| Ouoia Tol APoadu AvoagéQovtal Ao TTOAA drto-
oToM®d %ol oteQurd xeipeva fjd1 dmo tov lo alwva
w.X. u€ EQUNVEVTIXES TTQOOEYYIOELS, Ol OTTOTES OUY VA Q-
TiLovv duagpopeTixés mrvyis Tiig Sujynong tijc éveong?.
TdoiteQo EvOLopEQOV TOQOVOLALEL d OAia pé titho
Eig tov APoaau xai tov Toadax, Tiig 6moiog 1) TatQotnTa
&¢v Exer EEanQPwOET pué PePfondtira, xabwng rtagadide-
T pé 6 dvopa 1ob Twdvvn 1ot Xpuoootouov??, GAAG

26 Ty Enidoaon pas duddag py cwlopevay EBodixdy opoaydo-
MOV ot elrovoygapio Thg TOAMOYQUOTLOVIXTS TEXVNS V00T
olEe 6 Th. Klauser, «Studien zur Entstehungsgeschichte der christli-
chen Kunst IV»,JbAC 4 (1961),139-145.

2T F. T. van Straten, Hiera Kald Images of Animal Sacrifice in Archaic
and Classical Greece, Leiden 1995, 168-170. N. Himmelmann, Tieropfer
in der griechischen Kunst, Oplanden 1997, 10-16.

2 Iyevdg elvan xok 6 AQLOPOE THY CUVBETIX@Y PENET@Y (LOVOYQa.-
PUDV) TAVO 0T TaTEQUHA *elneva Yid T Buoia ToD APoadp pé
mowiha ovprepdonata, wePA. D. Lerch, Isaaks Opferung christlich
gedeutet, Tubingen 1950, 68-119. J. Swetnam, Jesus and Isaac. A Study
of the Epistle to the Hebrews in the Light of the Aqedah, Piun 1981, 80-
127,187-214.P. Tschuggnall, Das Abraham-Opfer als Glaubensparadox:
bibeltheologischer Befund - Literarische Rezeption - Kierkegaards Deutung,
Pooyrgpovotn 1990, 41-49. R. Harrisville, The Figure of Abraham in
the Epistles of St. Paul, San Francisco 1992. J. Silker, Disheriting the Jews:
Abraham in Early Christian Controversy, Louisville 1991, 22-27, 160-
163. L. Kundert, Die Opferung/Bindung Isaaks, I: Gen. 22, 1-19 im Alten
Testament, im Friihjudentum und im Neuen Testament, Bo.ouheio. 1998,
44-81,180-309.

2 PG 56,537-542.

30 Ephraem, «Sermo in Abraham et Isaac», Monumenta biblica et
ecclesiastica (¢my. S. J. Mercati) . 1,1, Paopn 1915, 75 .. *H moted-
Ta TG Ohiag adtiic dév Exel EEanQBwOEl pué Befardmna, yU aitd
%Ok 0TIV TOQOVON UEAETY) TAQATEWTOVNE OTHV OpAio Tov Aodi-
detaw otov Twdvvn Xouvoootopo (BA. vrwoonu. 29). ‘H opotdtnta
TV V0 SMAOV PeTaED Toug, ®aBmS *ai ué pio dphio Tod Tonyo-
elov Nvoong (PG 46,572), Edwoe Ggpoour| Yud Totrilovg eofAnua-
Topovs, BA. Lerch, 8.7t (drtoonp. 28), 79-82. IT. Nuxohdmovhog, <Ertl
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dloometar avtovolo ®ol dvapeoa oTd EMANVIRG Relpe-
va. o0 "Egoaip tod Z0eov. Tty duhia adt megryed-
petan, uetaky AAN®Y, ué Evrovn cuvaloOnuatit poQTL-
o1, 1] YVWOTH 0TO OUYYQOPED «elrdvay Tig Buoiag ToD
APoodpl. Zv ovvéyeia mepryodgetan 6 o dadedopué-
VOG OTNV TTAACLOYQLOTLOVIXT] TEXVT] EIXOVOYQOPLROG TU-
7OG TG TAQAOTAONS, CUUPWVO Pé TOV 67010 6 APoadt
ginoviCetar ué VPpwuévo to Eigpog yiud T Buoio ToT Yo
TOUV 71OV Yovatilel dimwha Tov. Zyxetnd ué ) Bavuatov-
yurt] EUPAvLon TOD xQLOD AvopéQovTal OTHV 1Ol Ao
TOETS HLOPOQETIXES EXDOYES: (1) O ROLOG RQEUETOL GITO TAL
#égata otd PuTo oofénZ, B) 6 %Ldg Eempofdriel dmd
wia étea’® xai y) 6 #uog déveton 0To PuTO oaPén.

‘Qg OGS TV TEMTY ExdoYN daTLITWONXE ATTO OQLOUE-
voug pehetntéc® 1y doroym St 1y drredvion Tod xQLod,
800wov nai depévov, of Eva wxEd GQOUd caErOPa-
yov30 givon oé wAnon dvtiotogio pé Té oxeTnG ywolo,
0To 6molo YyiveTaw Adyogs Yid xeéuaopa 1ol Lhov amd
T4 ®€00Ta 0TO QPUTO OaPén. “Yotepa GO TEOOEXTIR

Tdg TNYds Tob eig Tiv Buoiov Tob ABeadu Upvov ‘Popavod tod
Mehwdot», AOnva 56 (1952),279-285. H. J. Geischer, Das Problem der
Typologie in der dltesten christlichen Kunst, XoitdeM3éoyn 1966, 71-73.

31 pG 56,541:‘Ocdnuc idw TovTov 10T Tawdog tag eixdvag 0vdémo-
¢ loyvoa adaxputl magelOeiv...

32 PG 56, 540: BAére xai 16 modParov éx t@v dvo xepdrwy xoarov-
Uevov €v uId T® Aeyouéve Zaféx: PAéme pot xai tov Xototov, tov
auvov Tov 100 OeoD, AT6 OVO YEWDY HQATOUUEVOV EV OTAVOE.
33PG 56,542: Kai Edwnev 6 Océc modfarov éx Tijc métoag avti tod
roudagiov tedéoaw v Quaiav... Eniong dvogpéoetor oxetnd pé
TOV To%ETO Tiig ‘Aylag [Tagbévou (PG 56,542): To mag av ndvvaro
Oiya xoiTng avdpuiic xvoPoEHTaL VIOV, 1S AU aVOV OV, OLd TOD-
70 % TETQAS TARNY AYE TOV #QLOV, va TO TapddoEov €x TovTov M-
otwontat, 6twreo BovAyuatt Tic avtod OedTnTOS TAY TO TEOTTAT-
Touevov evhéws vypioTatal.

3 PG 56,542:°Qc 00V éxel 6 Adyoc medParov Sréotnoey, otitwg év
7] maEOéve o6 Aoyog o0& Eyéveto: xai domeQ TO TEOPaTov Ev T
QUTP 8601, 0VTwg 6 Movoyevns év otave® xabnlioon.

35 Nikolasch, 8.7t (bmoonu. 14), 218-223. B. Bagatti, «La posizione
dell’ariete nell’iconografia del sacrificio di Abramo», StBiFranc 34
(1984),294-295. Dresken-Weiland, 6.7t. (brwoonu. 11), 13.

36 IMobxertan yud Tic YvooTéc oaxoqpdyoug ué Teixm mdemv, mod
Botoxovron 0t6 Mihdvo xai otod [agiot, ToPA. M. Lawrence, «City-
Gate Sarcophagi», ArrB 10 (1927/28), 1-45. H. v. Schoenebeck, Der
Mailinder Stadttorsarkophag und seine Nachfolge, TI0AY 100 Batixo-
vob 1935, 1-85. R. Sansoni, I sarcofagi paleocristiani a porte di citta,
Bologna 1968, 3-12. 19-29. Koch, Friihchristiche Sarkophage, 324-325+
Emiong YL pud oaro@dyo amo tv Arles, BA. Koch, 8.7t., 496 tro-
onp. 158. Paneli, Tkonographie der Opferung Isaaks, 161 8010. 6.



TLOQATIONOT TTQOXVITTEL DOTOCO OTL € ROULE AITTO OVTES
Tig oaEropdyous 8év dranpiveral xabad 1 oTdon av-
) o0 Lhouv?’.

Zyetnd ué ) devteen Exdoyr), dnhadr ™) dnuovoyia
TOD %QLOD GITO TETO, UWITOQODE VA TTAQOTNEOOVUE OTL
0¢ AEUETES COQHROPAYOUS Tiig Emoyils ToD Meydhov Kwv-
OTAVTIVOU O %QLOG €ix0oViCeTan 0Td VYPog TV dP®V ToT
APoadp 1} Myo yopnhotepa, radwopévog o¢ métpa. ‘O
OUOYETIOUOS MOTOO0O TG EixovoyQapias ToD ®QLoD PE TO
OUYREXQUIEVO BITOCTTOOUE: GTTO THY OpAiaL TToU TTEOMVaL-
@éONne eivan pdAhov dmifavog, ®abwg 6 eixovoygapL-
%Og TVITOG TOD %QLOT 7OV ®AOETOL TAVW OF BAY0 ATavTa,
AQHETA OUYVA ROl Of TTQWIUOTEQES TOQROPAYOVS, TOT
3ov alwva, Tic Emovopatopeveg «Bovrolnéc»>?, nai Exe
%ATA TR0, TUOAVOTNTA SLAROOUNTLHO Y AQAKTYQO.

Tid v ToiTn MoTdoo TEQimTtwon, dnhadr) To Lho deue-
VO 070 OEVTQO, VItdQYEL TANENG GvTioToL io ToD OYeTL-
%00 ATOOTAoUOTOS GItd THY TTarteQuxy) Opuhia pé Eva on-
povTro GELOUO TOQOOTACEWY, Ol TTEQLOTOTEQES ATTd Tig
OIToleg Y EOVOLOYOTVIAL 0TOV 50 aidva, TTwg TEOUVaL-
@eeOMxe. EvTOmwon mooxolel »oi 0 yeyovog Ot O &i-
ROVOYQOPKOG adTOg TOTOg dév dmavtd oty Paoun,
MG doxheotind otig dvatoMxrés EmaQyies Tod Pua-
vTvol ®edtovg xai ®veiwg otiv Alyvrto rai oty Kw-
otovtivoumoln (BA. Eix. 2), ué éEaigeon d00 oagrogd-
youg &mo v tomavint toln Ecija xoi dmwo ™ Moooa-
Ma (BM. Eix. 3 xai 4). Elvou goavego Suwg &t nai 1d #gya.
a0t Exovv deyOel EmdQAoeLs Ao elrovoyQUpLRA TTEO-
TuITa TV AvatoMxr@mv EmaoydvO.

37 “H yomn dotionon T magdotaong tig Buaiog Tot ABoadu
%ol eldmoTEQM TOT %QLOT OTiG 0AEKROPAYOVS CUTES OEV EmITEMEL
v EEaywyn do@alolc CUUTEQAOUATOS OYETLRA UE TH LOQET| TTOD
€lye 16 Lo, PA. J. Dresken-Weiland, Repertorium der christlich-antiken
Sarkophage, 11, Mainz 1998, 56 x.£., di0. 150, €ix. 61.1. Paneli, Tko-
nographie der Opferung Isaaks,79, 84-85.

38 Paneli, 8.7v., 74-78.

3 N 16 ovpPoroud Tdv copropdywy ToT 30 aidva pé TV ma-
edotaon tot Kahot ITowévog BA. H. v. Schoenebeck, «Die christli-
chen Paradeisossarkophage», RACr 14 (1937), 289-343. F. Gerke, Die
christlichen Sarkophage der vorkonstantinischen Zeit, Begohivo 1940,
52-94.N. Himmelmann, Uber Hirten-Genre in der antiken Kunst, Oplan-
den 1980, 121-156. RAC XV, 1991, 577-607, A. «Hirt» (J. Engemann).
Koch, Friihchristliche Sarkophage, 15-28.

40 Tic gmdodoelg adTég naTUEOTY 0TH oaxopdyo otV Ecija &xu
KOO 1) ElxovoyQoupia Tiis ToQAoTaong AAAG xal ol EAANVIXES Emi-
YOOQES AV Gmd Tig elvoviCopeves Loe@es, BA. Schlunk, 8.7t. (vrro-
onu. 9), 128. Arbeiter, 6.7t. (boonp. 9), 5-12. Koch, Friihchristliche
Sarkophage, 530. Zyetnd pué TV TEOELEVOT ROk TA EIROVOYQAPIRCL

O EIKONOI'PA®IKOX TYIIOX TOY AEMENOY ZE AENTPO KPIOY

‘H 814001 adtod tov ginovoygaguot Thmov oyeddv
dmoxhelotind otig dvatohnés Emagyies Tol Pulovti-
voD ®pdtoug, dNhadr| o€ egLoyég Smov Ouhieg o dia-
omCovrar oty EMMVIRY YAdooa 04 eiyav ueyaliteon
duadoon, pag émrtpénel va EEetdoovpe TV mbavoTnTa
EmidaoNs aUTM®V TOV OUWALDY 0TY dLapdepwon Tig &i-
HOVOYQOPLOS THG TAQAOTOONS. MeEAeTmVTAGS TA TTOTEQL-
A REWPEVOL OLOTLOTOVOUUE OTL OTHY TTAELOVOTNTA TOVG 1)
Buoia tol APoadu EounveveTolL MG TEOTVIWON THg
otavpuxils Bvoiog tob Xpwotot*. Méoa oé adtod T
mhaiolo 16 LMo Tiig Buoiag dmontd idaitepn yolotoho-
yun onuaocia®?. ‘H dvalnmon véwv elxovoyoagpiedvy
HoEp@®v yid T6 Buowatopevo Lo B umogotoe vd. ou-
OXETLO0ET ol pé TV OhoEva abEavouevn avapod Yid.
0UTO OTA TOTEQLRA HELUEVQL.

AV xai ot vedTeen €euva VdyeL EVTovog TQOoAN-
UATLONOG, TOOO Yid T dLddoon TdV OWAMdY TV TaTé-
owv tijg "ExxAnoiag thv émoyn mwov Eetdlovue, 600 ral
Yo v mbovotnto EmidQaons TOUg 0T SLOUOQE®OT)
Thig TahUOXQLOTIAVIXTIG TEXYNG YeVird™®, Exovue Vi GvTi-
teivouue Td EERC:

Zv ouhia Eig tov ABoaau xai tov loadx 6 cuyyQo.-
PEG OYOMALEL EVa. CUYRERQUIEVO EIXOVOYQOPLKO TUTTO
Thg Ouoiag ToD APoadu, yid TV 6IToto ®al TaQATNQEL
Ot Amodider OAn T ovyxrivnowoxy @dgTion Tod Bépa-
toc*. Tivetou #toL paveeo bt ol watépeg Syl ovo yvo-
oLlav waaotdoels ths Ovoiag Tot APoadu dANG noi og
OQLOUEVES TTEQUTTOELS EUTTVEOVTOV AITO AVTES VLG TNV
gounveia Oeohoyir®dv Bepdtwv.

TEOTVITOL TG 0OEROPAYOU 0TOV “Aylo Bintwoa tiic Macoahiag,
BA. Drocourt-Dubreuil, 8.5t. (Oroonu. 10), 80-83. Koch, Friihchristliche
Sarkophage, 468-469, 498.

4L B\ Lerch, 8.7t (boon. 28), 106-110. Geischer, &.7t. (doonu. 30),
46-54. Paneli, Ikonographie der Opferung Isaaks, 143-144.”Ag onueiw-
0€l OtL Ao 16 deVTEQO OO TOD 4oV aldva RO ®ail TEQLOTATEQA
elnOvVoYQUPLURY OTOLYETD, TMV TTAQAOTAoEWY Tiig Ouoiag ToT ABgoa-
Gu gopmvevoviow pé Bdon ™ otowewr Buoia tod IncoT, PA.
Schrenk, &.7t. (brwoonu. 18), 191-193. Paneli, Ikonographie der Opfe-
rung Isaaks, 144-146.

42 Nikolasch, &.7t. (dbmoonu. 14), 212.

43 B\. L. Herclotz, «Sepulcra» e «<Monumenta» del Medioevo, Poun 1985,
25-28. J. Engemann, Deutung und Bedeutung frithchristlicher Bildwerke,
Darmstadt 1997, 23-44. “O idiog, «Zur Interpretation der Darstel-
lungen der Drei Jiinglinge in Babylon in der frithchristlichen Kunst»,
Sarkophagstudien II: Akten des Symposiums «Frithchristliche Sarkopha-
ge», Marburg 2002, 81-91.

4 PG 56,541.
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‘Qg TEOG TO O£ Tiig dLAOOONS TG CUYRERQLUEVNS OpL-
Mag urtoQoTue v TaQoTtnEOOVE OTL € TTEONYOUUEVO
ONUETO TG, TRV AT TNV TTEQLYQUYY| THS YVWOTHiS 0T
OUYYQOPED, «EIROVACY, TTQAYLOTOTTOLETTOL EVOG VITODETL-
%0g dLdhoyog dvaueoa otov ARoadp kol ot Zdoa oye-
Tnd pé 1o Evdeyxduevo vd dvaxroivove 6 Afoadu oty
o0LYS Tov TA oYEdLA Tov YLd T Bvoia ToT Yo Touc®.
‘H mbavi ovCinon ué ) Zaea mapadidetol avtovoia
1 Ehaped maQalhayuévn kol o€ xelpevo AV ToTé-
owVv*, “Yrdpyouv émiong doxetég Evdeitelg St Emédoa-
o€ %ol 0€ ®ovTdxLo 1ol Popavot tod Mehwdot, Tod 60v
aimva?’, MG Towg xal 016 Ognoxevtind dodua ‘H Ov-
ola o1 APoadu 1ot BivtogvtLov Kogvagou®.
"AEoonueimto eivar 8t 1) Zdoa, mwov 1 dmedvion g
ot Bvoia ToD APeadu 0TNV TAAOYOLOTLOVIXTY KOl TN
BuTavtivi) Téxvn eivan omaviotdTn®, mooLotdvetal oty
touoyeagia tod El Bawagat>’, dmov mpwrtogugavileton
%ol O eixovoyaprdg THTOG Toh ®ELoT depévou o€ dé-
vtQo0. TO yeyovig aTd evioyvel Thv mbavotnta Enidoa-
oNg TOV OUM@®V 0T SLUUOQPWOT) THG EIXOVOYQOPIAG
oD Bépatoc.

EEGMLOV, O€V WITOQET xavels VA TaQafréyel Ot ol Ou-
Aeg TOV TOTEQWV EMEdQAOUY YEVIROTEQW OTH dLOUOQ-
PO EVOS TAOULOIOU OYXETIHA UE TNV EQUIVELD POtV
Oeudtwv Thg 600000ENS miotns. Kai dv dxoun dnhad
1 €midQ0oT) TOUG OTIV EirovoyQapia TOV EQYWV Tiig TTaL-

45 PG 56,540.

46 31d xeipevo adTd 0DOI0OTIHG doONOYETTON T ATTdQaTT TOD
APoadp va BuoLdoeL T Y10 TOVg XWEIS VA AVaxOLVMOOEL TA OXESLA
Tov otr] 2dea, mtePA. Tonyoderog Nuoong, PG 46, 569. Baoikelog &x
Sehevneiag, PG 85, 108. Twdvvng 6 Xouvodatopos, PG 50, 738.
’O0m¢ rootneel 6 Lerch, 8.5t (Droomu. 28), 78 %.£. vrwoonu. 2, T
Td dvtemygonuata tiig Zdpoag o€ adTo T didhoyo Evieivouy TV
Puyurt) 630V ToD ABoad noi Avadewviovy T YEVvaloTTa Tiig
TTRAENG TOV.

47 Romanos Melodos, Eic tov ABoacdu Pouavos fuvog, SC 99,139-
165. Iid 16 oVaYETLOUO TOD ROVTAKRIOU UE OMALES TAV TTATEQWV, BA.
S. Baud-Bovy, «Sur un “sacrifice d’ Abraham” de Romanos et sur I’exi-
stence d’un théatre religieux a Byzance, Byz 13 (1938), 325-334. Nixo-
AOTovAog, &.7t. (Drtoanu. 30), 278-285. M. Moskhos, «Romanos’ Hymn
on the Sacrifice of Abraham: A Discussion of the Sources and a Trans-
lation», Byz 44 (1974), 310-328. S. Brock, «Two Syriac Verse Homilies
on the Binding of Isaac», Muséon 99 (1986),61-129.

48 Baud-Bovy, 8.71., 333-334" mapatnoel BéPara S 1y Emidoaon dév
Moy dueon, xabng 16 Béateo dév dvapBiwoe otovg fulavtivoug
¥00voug, MG mbavotata oyetitetar ué v dgopoiwon xava-
happavopevav potifwv Bprvav 0TV mpogopLxy hoyoteyvia.
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AMaoyoLoTiavikic Téxvng dév Nrav dueon, dév 0 umo-
QOVOOUE VA EQUNVEVGOUUE TNV ROAMTEYVIXY] ONULOVQ-
vio*! drworoupévn tehelng o avtd To Thaioto.

"Ag onuelwOet, Téhog, wd dxdun mbavy Ty §ustvev-
ong. “H meoéhevon tijg Ouhiog Eic tov Afpadau xai tov
Toaax dmd T epLoyn Tiig Zviag 04 umwogodoe va ou-
oyeTo0el xai pé Ty idtaitegn diddoon mov eiye 1 dva-
YXWENTLRY] LOQEY TV OEVOQLTMY AOXNTOV OTNV TEQLOXT|
adT 4o TOV 4o aidvoZ, TOppmvo ué GQLoUEVES HaQ-
TUQIES Ol AorNTES dEVOVTOV Ué GAVGIdO ATTO TO dEVTQO
%ol Vrofarlovroy Exovolo o€ avTO TO HAQTVELO OTO
S¢vt0, T0 oVpPoro Tol Zraveod Tot Xewotodd. “Av
%al 1 OPOLOTNTO AVOUEDSH OTOV EXOVOYQAPIXO TUTTO
TOU OeUEVOU G€ OEVTOO %QLOD KL OTY) CUYHEXQUUEVT OU-
vijfelo. TOV dvoywontdv Tiic moyfic elval Eugavng,
glval OoTO00 GPERo dv 1| TarTIRY adTH TOV dvoyw-
oNT®V el TAQEL TETOLES dLaoTAOELS, DOTE VA Emédoaoe
011 dNULoVEYia TOD VEOU EIXOVOYQAPIXOT TVITTOV.
Suvoyitoviag xrotaljyovue otd ovuméQaoue OTL 1)
ATTEOVIOT) TOTU ®QLOD SEUEVOU OF HEVTQO OUVOEETAL TTL-
Oavotato pé v Eounveia mou dEdwoay otd Bépa ot
motéeg tiic "ExxAnoiog. ‘H opotdtto 1ot drtoondopa-
T0G G TV OMa Eig Tov APoaau xai tov Toadx pE to
véo elnovoypagnd TOmo eival Evivmwotaxt). Eixovo-
YOoaPWXa TAQAANAL Y1 TO depévo o€ OEVTQO %QOLO OEV
gvrortiotnxray oUTte o€ pvnueta Thg SYLung Gy odTTIS

9 Nid v einovoygagia Tig Zdoag oty Pulavivy téxvn yevind BA.
W. Busch - J. Paul, LChrI IV, ot. 43-44, \. Sara. =t} Ovoia ot ‘Apoa-
ap 1 Zdoo Eppaviteton povo o€ 800 TOAUOYQLOTLAVIXES GOOHRO-
@dyovg &md ) Todhia, BA. Koch, Friihchristliche Sarkophage, 468,
478, 506-507. ‘H pooer) g dév tavtiCeton pé Pefoardtnro ovte
givou BEPono L ouvdéeTon pué T Buoia ToD APoadi 7 [Lé wd ouve-
TTUYREVT oM THS prhoEeviag ToT ABoady oV mponyeita, BA.
Paneli, ITkonographie der Opferung Isaaks, 135-137.

30 “H pooe g dpag oTiv Torxoyeapia adth ToutiCeton pé Pe-
Badmrta Baoer Emyoapiic ol Poioxeton wdvw Amd T PooPn
™G, PA. Fakhry, 8.7t. (Omoonp. 4), €ix. 63, wtiv. 21. 216 dQLoted g
yéoL xoatet dgboymvio dvtireipevo, mbavotata xuPwtidio pé Bu-
pioo.

1 Howmidovy EAmOTE Té TAQODEYIATO TOQAOTAOEMV OT1 XOL-
otV TEXVN WE Epgovi) TV Emidoaom tig Beoloyixiic Topddo-
ong, PA. YOQOATNOLOTIXG TG CUITEQAOUATO YL TV TOQAOTAON
Thg Avaimymg tod Kvglov, N. Triokéc, ‘H Avdainyis tot Xototot
Bdoet tw uvnueiov tic A yilietnoidog, Abnva 1981, 340-342.

32 B\ Xagahopmidng, 6.7t (broonu. 20), 77-82.

330.x.,77-78.



olte 0¢ £foaind uvnueio. ’Emuthéov, magatnoodue &t
6 véog einovoypagindg TOmog eivan dadedouévog oye-
S0V dmoxrheloTind otig dvatolxés Emagyies Tod Bula-
VTLvoD ®QATOVG, 0 TTEQLOYES OOV OMIMES TOU dLaom-
Covran otiv EMnvinn yAdooa 04 giyav T peyolitegn
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Elisavet Paneli

THE ICONOGRAPHIC MOTIF OF THE RAM TETHERED
TO A TREE IN THE SCENE OF THE SACRIFICE OF ABRAHAM
IN EARLY CHRISTIAN TIMES

The Sacrifice of Abraham is represented frequently in
Early Christian art, in monuments of all kinds. The position
and pose of the two main figures, Abraham and Isaac, re-
mains more or less the same from Early Christian times — as
in one of the earliest examples of the scene, on a sarcopha-
gus in France, Le Mas d’Aire, church Saint-Pierre (Sainte-
Quitterie) (Fig. 1) — to the fourteenth century. Iconographic
variations appear mostly in less significant motifs, such as
the ram standing next to or tethered to a tree.

The motif of a ram tethered to a tree appears in a number of
monuments and in various genres, dating from the fourth to
the early sixth century, mostly on reliefs on sarcopliagi (Figs
2-4) but also on a mosaic pavement in the synagogue of Beth
Alpha (Fig. 5) as well as in several wall-paintings. It is also
encountered in several Byzantine manuscripts such as the
miniature in the “Christian Topography” by Cosmas Indi-
copleustes (Fig. 6), dating from the ninth century, as well as
in the so-called Octateuch, dating from the twelfth century,
in which the sacrifice is represented in four successive
scenes. The strong similarity in the depiction of the subject
in all Byzantine manuscripts can be attributed to its deriva-
tion from the same archetype, probably Early Christian
manuscripts now lost.

The meaning ascribed to the motif by many scholars is based
on rabbinical interpretation, that the ram was one of ten
things created in the twilight of the Sabbath eve, in readiness
for future use, until the moment when an angel would bring
it to the place of sacrifice. However, this does not explain
clearly the iconographic innovation of a ram tethered to a
tree, discussed here.

The considerable importance that ecclesiastical writers
attach to the Sacrifice of Abraham in many cases establishes
a connection between literature and monuments. Several pas-
sages in a fourth-century homily by Ephraim the Syrian or
John Chrysostom are strikingly similar to this iconographic
motif. Among other interpretations, it is stated explicitly
that the ram was tethered to a tree, information not found in
the biblical account of the sacrifice (Genesis 22:1-19). Fur-
thermore, the motif is found almost always in monuments in
the eastern part of the Byzantine Empire, making the possi-
bility of influence from the Patristic tradition in Syria more
likely. According to this tradition, the Sacrifice of Isaac is
seen as an antitype of the Crucified Christ and in this con-
text, the ram tethered to a tree is considered a symbol of the
Crucifixion. This special meaning explains both the signifi-
cance and the frequency of the motif in Christian art.
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It should be noted that many scholars are critical of such an in-
terpretation, stressing the methodological problems raised.
However, it should be borne in mind that ecclesiastical texts,
and especially homilies, influenced large numbers of people
who read or heard them. Thus, a certain hermeneutic tradition
was formed, which should be taken into account for under-
standing the scene and its rendering in early Christian art.

With regard to the homily mentioned above, it is interesting
that shortly before the description of the ram, an imaginary
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dialogue takes place between Abraham and Sarah, who ar-
gues against the sacrifice of her only son. This dialogue was
so widespread that it may well have influenced hymns to the
Virgin in the sixth century or even, as some scholars suggest,
been an inspiration for religious theatre in Crete in the
seventeenth century. Even if the latter is only a hypothesis,
there is sufficient evidence to demonstrate that the said texts
can indeed be related to the representation of the Sacrifice
of Isaac in early Christian art.
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