Taxum o6pasom, Ha Pycu omdanum cyiiecTBoBam B paMKax BU3aHTUIICKON TPAUILINY, HO B ABYX
ee BapMaHTaX — IPSIMOM ¥ OMOCPETOBAHHOM — I SIBJISUIUCh BapUMAHTAMMU €IUHON TEXHUKU OpUus
sectile.
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The State Hermitage Museum, Russia

THE OMPHALION IN FLOOR DECORATION OF CHURCHES IN PRE-MoONGOL Rus’

Omphalion is a specially marked place in central part of the temple. It originated from omphalos,
the sacred stone at Delphi, which was considered as the “navel of the Earth” In Christian church
it was situated in the center of building under the dome. On the territory of Kievan Rus’ omphalia
were found only in some monuments.

All the omphalia of Rus’ could be divided into two groups considering the used material and tech-
nology. The first group includes facings of the Tithe church and St. Sophia Cathedral in Kiev, the Savi-
our Cathedral in Chernigov, St. Michael Cathedral in Pereyaslavl and Borisoglebskiy Cathedral in Cher-
nigov. The composition in these monuments is made from many small pieces, and includes expensive
prestigious materials: marble in the Tithe Churche, smalt in St. Sofia, and slate slabs inlaid with smalt
in other three monuments. The second group includes facings in the churches in Galich principality:
in the Saviour and the Annunciation churches in Galich, in the rotunda of Oleshkov and St. Paras-
keva Church in Zvenigorod. The composition of all of these monuments represents concentric cir-
cles, inlaid entirely with glazed ceramic tiles with large figurative compositions in the centre. These
two variants belong to two different traditions. The monuments of the first group are directly linked
to the tradition of Byzantine mosaics. The monuments of the second group belong to the Galich ar-
chitecture, which had its roots in Poland, where omphalia were made of large-scale ceramic tiles (fac-
ings in Gniezno and Trzhemesne). In Poland itself, this tradition also originated from the Byzantine
Empire.

Thus the Russian omphalia existed within the Byzantine tradition, but in its two versions: direct
and mediated. Both of them were variants of a common technology “opus sectile”

ManykaH AHHa MuxaiitoBHa
Myszeti pycckoii ukotwl, Poccus

Oco6eHHOCTN MKOHOTPad ¥y BeTX03aBETHBIX K/IeiiM I0KHBIX BpaT cobopa PoxxecTBa
Bboromatepu B Cyspmaie i muTepaTypHas TpaguIuA JOMOHTOIbCKOI Pycn

/306pa3nTenbHbIi LUK I0XKHBIX BpaT cobopa Poxxzpectsa boropoauust B Cyspase, BOSHUKIIINIT
B IIPOMEXYTKe Me>XAy 1227 u 1238 IT., IPMHATO CUNTATh apXaHTeNbCKUM. OJHAKO KOTMYECTBEHHO
B HeM IIpe00/1aflaloT BeTX03aBeTHBIE SIM30MbI, 1 I09TOMY I0XKHBIE IBEPU MO>KHO PacCMaTpyBaTh
Y B Ka4eCTBe CBOCOOBIYHOrO KOMIleHauyMa 61beiickoit uctopun. ITo obunuio u pasHoobpasuio
CI0KeToB BeTxoro 3aBeTa OHM 3aHMMAIOT YHMKATbHOE MECTO B MICKYCCTBE He TOJIBKO JJOMOHTO/b-
CKOIJ1, HO U BCell cpefiHeBeKOBOI Pycn.

VixoHorpaduisi OTHENbHBIX CIieH, B LIeJIOM JMCIIOJIHEHHAsl B PyC/le BU3AHTUIICKO TPV, BbI-
3bIBaeT BOIIPOCHI, TAK KaK HEKOTOpBIE JeTaIy He COOTBETCTBYIOT KaHOHMYECKOMY OMbeiickomy
IIOBECTBOBAHMIO U He HAaXOJAT IapajUlefieil B XPUCTUAHCKOM MCKyccTBe anoxu. Oco6eHHO BbIfe-
JIAIOTCA KOMITO3UIIM «AlaM HapullaeT MMeHa 3BepsM», «KamH yOuBaeT ABens», «AHren moro-
wiser Copom u Tomoppy», «Ykpernnenne [laBuma Ha 607i».

HescHo, KaK MCTONKOBBIBATh BK/IIOYEHNE B IIPOrPaMMY IOKHBIX ABEpeN pAfa KelM U Hapy-
LIEH)E XPOHONOIMYECKO JIOTMKY B MX pasMelleHuy BHYTpu Lukaa. Hanpumep, mmactuna «Ila-
JeHye caTaHbl» HaXOAUTCA B CAMOM BepXy CTBOPKM U B YMCJIe IIEPBBIX [JHE TBOPEHMS OTKPhIBAET
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co6oit pacckas Kuuru beitus, a cueHa «AjaM HapuiiaeT 3Bepeii» CefyeT 3a M3THaHMEM IIpapo-
JBuTenen u3 pas.

HeoObIr4HbIe OTK/IOHEHVSI MOYKHO CBSI3aTh CO CTPEMJIEHVEM CO3JaTesIeil BPaT MOMYEePKHYTDb CUM-
BOJIMYECKYI0 TPAKTOBKY M3BECTHBIX 3MM3070B IIrcanma. B To >xe BpeMsA MHOIMe MKOHOTpadm-
JecK1e 0COOEHHOCTV OODBACHAIOTCA He B IOCTETHIO Ouepelb C IOMOIIbI0 PA3ANMYHBIX ITUTEpa-
TYPHBIX IIPOVM3BEIECHNI, VIMEBIINX XOX/IeH)e B JJOMOHTOIbCKOI Pycu: amoxpudos, nerommcer,
aruorpadum 1 rTuMHOTpapum.

TaxuM 06pasoM, MKOHOrpadsi BETXO3aBETHBIX CIIeH IOKHBIX BPAT B 3HAUMTE/NIbHON CTEIeHU
pacxoguTcs ¢ «o(UIANbHON» BepCcHell CBAILIEHHON MCTOPUM M OTpakaeT OOraTyio TpajuIio
Oubmeiickoit anokpududeckoit mureparypsl Ha Pycu B mepsoit Tpetn XIII cronerns.

Anna Manukian
The private cultural institution “The Museum of the Russian Icon”, Russia

THE OLD TESTAMENT ICONOGRAPHY OF THE SOUTH DOOR
OF THE NATIVITY OF THE VIRGIN CATHEDRAL IN SUZDAL
AND LITERARY TRADITION OF THE PRE-MoNGOL Rus’

The figurative cycle of the south door of the Nativity of the Virgin Cathedral in Suzdal, created be-
tween 1227 and 1238, is usually perceived to be the cycle of angels. However, Old Testament scenes pre-
vail in it numerically, so that the door might as well be considered a true digest of Biblical history. Due
to a large number and variety of Old Testament episodes, the Suzdal cycle remains unique not only
in the earliest, pre-Mongol, period of Old Rus, but also throughout the entire Russian Middle Ages.

The iconography of particular scenes generally following Byzantine models is rather unconven-
tional, as many details do not conform to orthodox Biblical narrative and have no parallels in Chris-
tian art of that time. Among them “Adam naming the animals”, “Cain killing Abel”, “Angel drowning
Sodom and Gomorrah’, “Angels fortifying David for a battle with Goliath” deserve special attention.

The inclusion of some unusual scenes in the door iconographic program and inconsistency of its
chronological order should also be explained. Thus, “The Fall of Satan” placed at the top of the door
valve as if amid the Days of Creation opens the Genesis recital, and the naming of animals follows the
expulsion of progenitors from the Paradise.

The deviations from the canonical Old Testament story might be caused by the need to highlight
a certain symbolic interpretation of the well-known account of the Holy Scripture. Yet the icono-
graphic anomalies might be inspired by literary works common in the pre-Mongol Rus’: apocrypha,
chronicles, hagiography and hymnography.

With regard to many details, the Old Testament iconography of the south door cycle does not ac-
cord with the ‘official’ version of the Sacred history, reflecting a vigorous tradition of Biblical apocry-
phal writings of the early 13th century Rus.

IllanoBanoBa Anekcangapa Hukonaesna
Tocydapcmeennuiii uHcmumym uckyccmeosnanus, Poccust

Pocrmch nepkBu apxanrena Muxamna CKOBOPOJCKOT0 MOHACTBIPA 013
Benukoro Hosropoga B KOHTeKCTe BOCTOYHOXPUCTIAHCKOTO UCKYCCTBa Hayana XV Beka

B npenaraeMoM IoK/Iazie INTAHMPYeTCsA MpOBefeHNe CTYINCTUYEeCKOTo aHa3a Gppecok xpama
apxaHrena Muxanna CKOBOPOJCKOT0 MOHAcThIpsi 61113 HoBropona u monck mx BO3MOXKHBIX aHa-
JIOTMII B BOCTOYHOXPUCTMAHCKOM MCKYCCTBe Hayasma XV B. [ YTOYHEHWS TaTUPOBKY POCINCH.

MHeHue 0 TOM, 4YTO CKOBOpOficKIe ¢ppecku Obiu padoToit MacTepos pybdexa XIV-XV BB. (nn
Havyasma XV B.), pasfenser OONbUIMHCTBO MUCCIEOBATEIEN.
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