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The article provides a critical edition of a hitherto unedited post-Byzantine prophecy that
may be called the Vaticinium de restitutione Constantinopoleos. The text comes down in
two recensions, which are contained in twelve manuscripts. The edition is supplemented
with an English translation and a commentary that discusses the title, date of
composition, content, main sources, and significance of the text. It is argued that the
prophecy was originally composed in the early 1570s in response to the Ottoman
conquest of Cyprus. Furthermore, it is shown that the motif of a saviour-emperor,
which is central to the prophecy, responds to developments in sixteenth-century
Mediterranean apocalypticism.
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I Byzantine apocalyptic reactions to the fall of Constantinople (1453)

The fifteenth through seventeenth centuries saw an unprecedented proliferation of
Byzantine apocalyptic literature. This can be seen from the stark increase in
manuscript copies containing prophecies in Greek prose and verse." The Ottoman
conquest of Constantinople in 1453 and subsequent Ottoman expansionism into
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helpful feedback as well as the two anonymous reviewers for their meticulous comments.
1 For a preliminary estimation of the manuscript distribution across centuries, see A. Kraft, ‘An
inventory of Medieval Greek apocalyptic sources (c. 500-1500 AD): Naming and dating, editions and
manuscripts’, Millennium 15 (2018) 69-143 (141-3).
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Central Europe provoked a heightened interest in divinatory and oracular literature, not
least because of the age-old tenet that the destruction of the Roman dominion would
trigger the end of the world. For more than a millennium, the apocalyptic tradition in
Byzantium had revolved around an imperial eschatology that saw the Eastern Roman
Empire in general and Constantinople in particular as the katechon (2 Thess 2:6-8),
the withholding force that inhibits the arrival of the Antichrist, who would be the last
political figure on earth prior to the Second Coming of Christ.” Byzantine imperial
eschatology was exceedingly influential throughout the Mediterranean, so much so
that the fall of the City was understood as an apocalyptic event not only by Orthodox
Christians but also by Jewish and Ottoman communities.” The prestige of apocalyptic
literature written in Greek climaxed during the two-hundred-year period between the
mid-fifteenth and the mid-seventeenth century. Scholars and scribes gathered all the
Greek prophetic material they could lay their hands on and compiled it into oracular
collections, which were, at times, lavishly illuminated.* During this wave of
manuscript production, Byzantine prophecies were not only collected, updated, and
arranged into sequence but also supplemented with new compositions.

In the aftermath of the conquest of Constantinople, three notable prophecies were
composed. They all concur on the irredentist claim that Constantinople will be
recaptured from the Ottomans with the help of Latin forces. They also agree that naval
forces would be needed in the fight against the Ottomans. These prophecies are the De
expugnatione Constantinopolis ab Ismaelitis (or On the conquest of Constantinople

2 Concerning the Byzantine reception of this Pauline motif, see G. Podskalsky, Byzantinische
Reichseschatologie: Die Periodisierung der Weltgeschichte in den vier Grossreichen (Daniel 2 und 7) und
dem tausendjibrigen Friedensreiche (Apok. 20). Eine motivgeschichtliche Untersuchung (Munich 1972)
38-9, 55; P. Metzger, Katechon: II Thess 2,1-12 im Horizont apokalyptischen Denkens (Berlin 2005) 15-20;
M.-H. Congourdeau, ‘Byzance et la fin du monde. Courants de pensée apocalyptiques sous les
Paléologues’, in B. Lellouch and S. Yerasimos (eds.), Les traditions apocalyptiques au tournant de la chute
de Constantinople (Actes de la table ronde d’Istanbul, 13-14 avril 1996) (Paris 1999) 55-97 (66, 68).

3 See, among others, S. Bowman, The Jews of Byzantium. 1204-1453 (Tuscaloosa, AL 1985), 177-82;
J. Genot-Bismuth, ‘Le mythe de I’Orient dans I’eschatologie des Juifs d’Espagne a I’époque des conversions
forcées et de I’expulsion’, Annales: Economies, sociétés, civilisations 45/4 (1990) 819-38; D. Ruderman,
‘Hope against hope: Jewish and Christian messianic expectations in the late middle ages’, in idem (ed.),
Essential Papers on Jewish Culture in Renaissance and Baroque Italy (New York 1992) 299-323;
K. Sahin, ‘Constantinople and the end time: The Ottoman conquest as a portent of the last hour’, Journal
of Early Modern History 14 (2010) 317-54; C. Fleischer, ‘A Mediterranean apocalypse: Prophecies of
empire in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries’, Journal of the Economic and Social History of the Orient
61 (2018) 18-90.

4 See A. Rigo, Oracula Leonis: Tre manoscritti greco-veneziani degli oracoli attribuiti all’imperatore
bizantino Leone il Saggio (Bodl. Baroc. 170, Marc. gr. VIL.22, Marc. gr. VIL.3) (Padova 1988);
K. Kyriakou, O: istopnuévor ypnouoi tov Aéovriog XT’ tov Zopob. Xeipbypogn mapadoon kar exdooes katd Tovg
IE’-10" aidves (Athens 1995); J. Vereecken and L. Hadermann-Misguich, Les Oracles de Léon le Sage
illustrés par Georges Klontzas: La version Barozzi dans le Codex Bute (Venice 2000); W. Brokkaar et al.,
The Oracles of the Most Wise Emperor Leo & The Tale of the True Emperor (Amstelodamensis graecus
VI E 8) (Amsterdam 2002).
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from the Ishmaelites; BHG 2036e), the Interpretatio litterarum Gennadii Scholarii (or
Oracular interpretation of Gennadios Scholarios), and the Visio Danielis de septem
collibus (or Vision of Daniel on the Seven-Hilled City; BHG 1875).° All three texts
drew upon a long tradition of apocalyptic irredentism epitomized by the Apocalypsis
Methodii (or Apocalypse of Ps-Methodios), which envisaged the reversal of the Arab
conquests of the seventh century. The theme of recovering lost lands came to be
applied to Constantinople in the early thirteenth century in response to the Latin sack
and occupation of Constantinople in 1204. The paradigm text prophesying that the
Eastern Romans would retake the City in the last days was the Ultima visio Danielis
(or Last Vision of Daniel; CAVT 255). This prophecy embeds the eschatological
recovery of Constantinople in a larger narrative that predicts an ensuing civil war
among Christian factions, in which the saviour-emperor (or last emperor) is revealed,
who in turn defeats all opponents and ushers in a time of ultimate prosperity. With at
least 39 manuscript copies, the Ultima visio Danielis was a much sought-after text.® Its
grand narrative was adopted by the aforementioned three post-1453 prophecies, which
supplemented it with the expectation — reflecting fifteenth-century realities — that a
large fleet would be instrumental in defeating the Ottoman Turks.

Irredentist hopes and messianic expectations continued unabated even after the
apocalyptically significant year 1492 had passed.” The production of new prophecies
peaked during the Ottoman conquest of Cyprus in the early 1570s. A large number of
manuscripts copied in the last quarter of the sixteenth century contain prophecies that
relate (fictional and factual) events taking place on Crete and Cyprus.® Anxieties
about Ottoman expansionism ran high in Eastern Mediterranean islands, spurring the
production of new prophetic compositions. A prominent example of such a new
composition is the Vaticinium de restitutione Constantinopoleos (or Prophecy on the
restoration of Constantinople; hereafter: VatResCon); it may also be called the
Prophecy of (Ps-)Laskaris. The aim of this study is to edit, translate, and comment on
this hitherto unpublished post-Byzantine prophecy, which comes down in two
recensions and in at least twelve manuscripts. A critical edition of both recensions will

5 Editions of these sources are noted below in the Sigla.

6 An overview of the known manuscript witnesses can be found in Kraft, ‘An inventory’, 115-6 and
idem, ‘Navigating the ambiguity of Byzantine apocalypses: Remarks on genre, exegesis, and manuscript
transmission’, in N. Bruno et al. (eds.), The Limits of Exactitude in Greek, Roman and Byzantine
Literature and Textual Transmission (Berlin 2022) 337-59 (349-50). It is noteworthy that some later
manuscript copies updated the original thirteenth-century text so as to include references to the Ottomans.
7 See A. Rigo, ‘L’anno 7000, la fine del mondo e ’Impero cristiano. Nota su alcuni passi di Giuseppe
Briennio, Simeone di Tessalonica e Gennadio Scolario’, in G. Ruggieri (ed.), La cattura della fine. Variazioni
dell’escatologia in regime di cristianita (Genova 1992) 151-85; Congourdeau, ‘Byzance et la fin du monde’,
69-97; W. Brandes, ‘Byzantine predictions of the end of the world in 500, 1000, and 1492 AD’, in H.-C.
Lehner (ed.), The End(s) of Time(s): Apocalypticism, Messianism, and Utopianism through the Ages
(Leiden 2021) 32-63 (48-52).

8 See B. Laourdas, ‘Kpntikd maraoypagucd: 10, ‘O Mapkiavog kdS1E tod Tempyiov KAovo kai oi mepl
Kprng xpnopoi’, Kpnrica Xpovird 5/2 (1951) 231-45.
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be given below, accompanied by an English translation and a commentary that discusses
the title, date of composition, content, main sources, and significance of the text.

Although the prophecy has remained unedited, occasional references have been
made to it. Spyridon Lambros transcribed its incipit and explicit in his survey of the
Marcianus codex (G).” Francois Halkin included the prophecy in the supplements to
the BHG, listing it under BHG 1875b and giving reference to the Vindobonenses
codices (C, F).'® This reference has been integrated into the Pinakes database.'' In
addition, Lorenzo DiTommaso drew attention to Halkin’s entry and called for more
research on the text.'> Furthermore, Dean Sakel referred to the six manuscripts that
contain the second recension of VatResCon in his survey of late sixteenth-century
oracular collections.”® In his dissertation, Tamds Kiss quoted an excerpt of the
translation that I had drafted from the codex Meteorensis (H).'* I myself have referred
to the manuscript witness from Metedra in a recent publication.”® Finally, Nikos
Kastrinakés mentions the prophecy in his stupendous work on the illuminated
manuscripts containing the Oracula Leonis. His study identifies five manuscripts that
hold the prophecy.'®

A few remarks on the edition and translation that follow: each manuscript witness
contains various types of mistakes. The following kinds have not been noted separately
in the apparatus: iotacism (moAvopknbeic, katowpiag), etacism (paiyac, Gvedeis),
confusion of o and ® (Bpoyievi, povy), use of double consonants (yévvoc, viicooug), use
of single consonants (Bdlwot, Ooldong), iota subscript, nu-ephelkystikon, accentuation,
and use of smooth or rough breathings. Mistakes of such kinds are only noted in the
apparatus if another distinctive feature prompted a note. All notes in the apparatus

9 S. Lambros and K. Dyovouniotés, ‘To O’ apdpov A®’ katdrowov’, Néog EMnvouvijuwv 19/2-3
(1925) 97-124 (110).

10 F. Halkin, Auctarium bibliothecae hagiographicae graecae (Brussels 1969) 189 and idem, Novum
auctarium bibliothecae hagiographicae graecae (Brussels 1984) 214.

11 https:/pinakes.irht.cnrs.fr/notices/oeuvre/18191/ (last accessed 15 June 2021)

12 L. DiTommaso, The Book of Daniel and the Apocryphal Daniel Literature (Leiden 2005) 376.

13 D. Sakel, ‘Some notes on late sixteenth-century Byzantine oracular collections’, in J. Aldama and
O. Saenz (eds.), Cultura neogriega. Tradicion y modernidad: Actas del 111 Congreso de Neohelenistas de
Iberoamérica (Vitoria-Gasteiz, 2 de junio-5 de junio de 2005) (Bilbao 2008) 621-35 (624, 627-8, 631).

14 T. Kiss, Cyprus in Ottoman and Venetian Political Imagination, c. 1489-1582, Ph.D. dissertation
(Budapest 2016) 169.

15 A. Kraft, ‘Miracles and pseudo-miracles in Byzantine apocalypses’, in M. Gerolemou (ed.),
Recognizing Miracles in Antiquity and Beyond (Berlin 2018) 111-30 (119, 128), where I referred to it as
the Prophecy of (Ps-)Laskaris.

16 N. Kastrinakes, ‘Eucovoypagnuévol ypnopoi tov Aéoviog Tov Toeod: And ™ Polaviv emoyf] othv
npdn évromn éxdoon (1596)°, 2 vols., Ph.D. dissertation (Crete 2018) I, 393, II, 980-1, 1006-7, 1009,
where he refers to VatResCon as K15 (Epunveio. Aacképewg); he does not distinguish between the two
recensions. The five manuscripts mentioned by Kastrinakés are codd. Oxoniensis Bodl. Canon. misc. 521
(A), Hauniensis gr. GkS 2147 (D), Mancunensis gr. 22 (M), Marcianus gr. IV.46 (G), Vindobonensis
suppl. gr. 172 (C); they are described and inventoried in ibid., I, 29, 44, 53, 91, 134.
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give the exact reading as found in the manuscript, without emendation, as they may be of
value to linguistic research. The apparatus includes inidivual readings for the same
reason. The punctuation follows modern conventions. Regarding the translation, both
recensions include occasional shifts in verbal tenses from the future to the present
tense. These shifts are characteristic of the apocalyptic genre and have been maintained
in the English translation.'” Moreover, verbs also shift from the future indicative to the
aorist subjunctive, which was a common phenomenon since the Hellenistic period,
given that these verbal forms became phonologically indistinguishable. This
development led to different periphrastic constructions to express the future, such as
the combination of the auxiliary verb 68éAw with the bare subjunctive, as exemplified in
the edition below.'® The future indicative, the aorist subjunctive, and the auxiliary
verb construction with 0élo® equally denote futurity and, thus, have all been translated
as the future tense. The following list of manuscripts takes into account the respective
manuscript catalogues. For the sake of brevity, references to these catalogues have
been omitted.

IT Edition and translation

SiGLA
<> addenda
add. addit

intel. intellege
om. omittit

Redactio longior (A) (VatResConl)

A = Oxoniensis Bodl. Canon. misc. 521, fols.18r-20r, saec. XVI*

C = Vindobonensis suppl. gr. 172, fols.31r-33r, saec. XVI*

D = Hauniensis GKS 2147 4°, fols.3v=5v, saec. XVI>

F =Vindobonensis suppl. gr. 89, fols.14v—15v, ann. 1646

G = Venetus Marcianus gr. IV.46 (coll. 1464), pp.324-326, saec. XVII

(H = Meteorensis Hagiou Stephanou 85, fols.150r-151v, saec. XVI/XVII)"?

17 Regarding shifts in verbal tenses in Byzantine apocalypses, see J. Baun, Tales from Another
Byzantium: Celestial Journey and Local Community in the Medieval Greek Apocrypha (Cambridge 2007)
144-7 and A. Kraft, ‘Byzantine apocalyptic literature’, in C. McAllister (ed.), The Cambridge Companion
to Apocalyptic Literature (Cambridge 2020) 172-89 (176).

18 E.g., 0§hovv @oPndei (B L4); 0éhet dpaper (B I1,6). For the periphrastic formation of the future in
Hellenistic, late antique, and medieval Greek, see T. Markopoulos, The Future in Greek: From Ancient to
Medieval (Oxford 2009) and D. Holton et al., The Cambridge Grammar of Medieval and Early Modern
Greek (Cambridge 2019) 1767-95.

19 H is a paraphrase of VatResConl into demotic Greek; it paraphrases and occasionally supplements
the text. As H gives a different text, it has been omitted from the critical edition. I plan to publish that version
elsewhere.
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Redactio brevior (B) (VatResCon2)

M = Mancunensis gr. 22, fols.272v-273v, ann. 1622

O = Athonensis Iberensis 686, fols.21v-22v, saec. XVII

P = Atheniensis 2501, fols.277r-278r, ann. 1626

Q = Athonensis Koutloumousiou 217, fols.186r-187r, ann. 1623

S = Atheniensis Universitatis Bibliothekes tés Philosophikés Scholés, cod. 14, fol.243r-v,
saec. XVII

T =Parisinus suppl. gr. 467, fols.226v-227v, saec. XVII

o = redactio longior
v = redactio brevior

Conjunctive errors establish the following manuscript families:

v = CDFG add. xai {womowov (A 111,13)
7= CDF adtovg (A TIL,6); Momn (A 111, 7)
¢=CD dexoktd (A I1,11); xatnevia (A II1, 8)

contaminatio: AG oot (A 1,8); obto (A II1,17)
contaminatio: DF cwbioegton (A 1I1,2)

1= 0PQST avtovg (B 1,2)

c=0PQ these codices hold a text that was inserted into the oracular
collection®’

p=0P mayyvinoovow (B L,5); Pacireig vemtepor (B V,8)

n=ST pevoet (B 11,6); add. ddoet (B V,12)

A
N
i /p\

(H) G

20 The text is interpolated at O (fols.18v=20v), P (fols.274v-276r), and Q (fols.184r-185v); it is
entitled: mepl oevietliog 6mod evpébn &ig mOMv dkiddha péca €ig Evo AiBov, thv omoiav Eypayev 6 IThdrog St
Tov Xpiotov. Incip. Tiepiov kaicopog Pacthéwg 1@V popaioy.

https://doi.org/10.1017/byz.2022.13 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/byz.2022.13

220 Andras Kraft

FONTES

Aenigleon. = Aenigmata Leonis; ed. E. Trapp, ‘Vulgdrorakel aus Wiener
Handschriften’, in J. Koder and E. Trapp (eds.), AxpoOivia.
Sodalium Seminarii Byzantini Vindobonensis Herberto Hunger
oblata (Vienna 1964) 83-120.

AnastQuaest. = Anastasii Sinaitae Quaestiones et responsiones (CPG 7746);
ed. M. Richard and J. A. Munitiz, Anastasii Sinaitae
Quaestiones et responsiones (Turnhout 2006).

AnonymVitaCon.= Anonymi Vita Constantini (BHG 364); ed. M. Guidi, ‘Un Biog di
Costantino’, Rendiconti della Reale Accademia dei Lincei: classe
di scienze morali, storiche e filologiche Ser. 5, 16 (1907) 304-40,

637-62.
ApcAndr. = Apocalypsis Andreae Sali (BHG 117d—fd); ed. L. Rydén, The Life
of St Andrew the Fool, 2 vols. (Uppsala 1995) 11, 258-84.
Apclobh. = Apocalypsis Tobannis apocrypha altera (BHG 922i); ed. F. Nau,

‘Une deuxiéme apocalypse apocryphe grecque de Saint Jean’,
Revue Biblique, nouvelle série 11/2 (1914) 209-21 (215-21).

Apocalypsis Methodii graeca (redactio prima) (BHG 2036);
ed. W. Aerts and G. Kortekaas, Die Apokalypse des Pseudo-
Methodius:  Die dltesten  griechischen und lateinischen

ApcMeth.

Ubersetzungen. I. Einleitung, Texte, Indices Locorum et Nominum
(Leuven 1998).

Prophetia de insula Cypri (BHG 2036f); ed. J. Vereecken and
L. Hadermann-Misguich, Les Oracles de Léon le Sage illustrés

CyprDan.

par Georges Klontzas. La version Barozzi dans le Codex Bute
(Venice 2000) 100-2.

DiegDan. = Diegesis Danielis (BHG 2036d); ed. K. Berger, Die griechische
Daniel-Diegese: Eine altkirchliche Apokalypse. Text, Uber-
setzung und Kommentar (Leiden 1976) 12-23.

ExpugConst. = De expugnatione Constantinopolis ab Ismaelitis (BHG 2036e);
ed. V. Istrin, Omxposenie Megoows [lamapckazo u anokpugpuueckis
euobnia  [lammuaa  6v  BUBAHMINUCKOW U CAABAHO-PYCCKOU
aumepamypaxs, 2 vols. (Moscow 1897) I, 151-5.

IntrpGenSch. = Interpretatio litterarum Gennadii Scholarii; ed. Vereecken and
Hadermann-Misguich, Les Oracles de Léon Le Sage, 134-6.
LiturgChrys. = Divina liturgia sancti Ioannis Chrysostomi; ed. H Oeia Asitovpyio

100 &v dyloig matpog Hudv Twdvvov tod Xpvoootduov - The Divine
Liturgy of our Father among the Saints John Chrysostom
(Oxford 1995).
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NarrMend. = Narratio mendici regis; ed. W. Brokkaar et al., The Oracles of the
Most Wise Emperor Leo & The Tale of the True Emperor
(Amstelodamensis graecus VI E 8) (Amsterdam 2002), 90-100.

OracLeon. = Oracula Leonis Sapientis; ed. Brokkaar et al., The Oracles of the
Most Wise Emperor Leo, 56-88.

SibTibGr. = Sibylla Tiburtina graeca (CPG 1353); ed. P. Alexander, The Oracle
of Baalbek. The Tiburtine Sibyl in Greek Dress (Washington, DC
1967) 9-22.

UltVisDan. = Ultima visio Danielis (BHG 1873, 1874, 1874c-d);

ed. H. Schmoldt, Die Schrift “Vom jungen Daniel’ und ‘Daniels
letzte Vision’, Ph.D. dissertation (Hamburg 1972) 122-44.

VisDanSepCol. = Visio Danielis de septem collibus (BHG 1875); ed. Schmoldt, Die
Schrift “Vom jungen Daniel’, 190-8.

VisioDan. = Visio Danielis de tempore novissimo et de fine mundi (BHG 1872);
ed. Schmoldt, Die Schrift “Vom jungen Daniel’, 202-18.

VitaCon. = Vita Constantini (BHG 361x); ed. F. Winkelmann, Eusebius

Werke. Erster Band, erster Teil: Uber das Leben des Kaisers
Konstantin (Berlin 21991).
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RepacTio A (VATRESCONI)
[Vaticinium de restitutione Constantinopoleos]

I. Tévog o0& tod Touoni krticer dve Kol KAT® wAnoiov Tig
Entalopov- xoi ovai ocot, Extdhogs, 0611 adTOg unvier Gov  TOV
apavicpov- kol mwoliopknbijc kol oKVAELONig dmo t@v Ayopnvdv. TOAAAG
O’ apyoag xoataPalel, Kol moAhal TOAES ApavicOncovtol mwollag vijoovs O
Touon) tpomdoel, kal mopadobnicovior v TR xepi  avtod. Kol
eofnOncovtar ol Gpyovieg tflg Oaldoong, Kol KOWoviar KOTETOV UEYOV
TAVTES 01 KOTOIKODVTES TAS VHoovg: ovol ooi, Kompog, dtav moyvion, o
Toponl. AlouPdver oe. xoi év 1@ kap®d ékeivo Alyomroc ovk &otor el
ocwtnpiay.

II. Koi peta tadta topayxdncovror ta EavOa £0vn €€ avatoldv kol
dvoudv, Tapaovcly oavTovg. Kal ovvaybnoovtor oi  Ayapnvol Kol
ovvayovol woAeuov- kol to CovBov yévog tpommoer  avTtovg, KOl MG
OTAYVEG TMECODVTAL: KOl GTOAOC ULPUNKOOTOAOC KivnOnoetol kot avtdv,
kal ocvvayOncovtar év tf) Emxtaloem, kal yevicetoar moOAepog pEyoc dia
énpag kal Oaldoong: xoi S tod Koviookaliov elcéMwowv glg v
‘Entdhogov kol ocvvipiyovst tovg ToponAitag kot mopordfooty avtv.
ol 0" dpyovrec t0o0 arpotod Epv Polodol uéoov avtdv tic dpler avTHV: KOl

1

KATOKOTHoOOVTOL GAAAWG, @0Te TAvTa TG KOILWUATO Kol mWooo 1

L1 Toponh ... 5 ToponA] ExpugConst. p.153, 11.8-12 6 kdyovtar kometdov péyav] Gen. 50,10; Zech.
12,10 7 mbvteg ... vijoovug] Ezek. 27,35 | ovai cor Konpog] CyprDan. 1.10 | 8tav ... 8 og] ApcMeth.
cap. 13,8 8 Alyvrtog ... 9 compiav] Dan. 11,42 1I,1 topoydicovior ... #0vn] cf. Ps. 64,8 (LXX)
3 ouwvayovot ... odtovg] IntrpGenSch. p.136, 11.26-7 | &¢ otéyveg mecodvroi] cf. Job 24,24
4 ppunkodotorog] cf. ExpugConst. p.153, 1.18-21; VisDanSepCol. §1,20 5 év ... péyoag] cf.
VisDanSepCol. §2,1 | 8w ... 6 8akdoong] IntrpGenSch. p.136, 1.25 6 Kovtookaiov] ExpugConst.
p.153,1.22 8 oi... Il1,2 ctadnoetar] ExpugConst. p.153, 11.24-32

Titulus,1 Vaticinium ... Constantinopoleos] sine titulo, sed legitur dgitan (ig &y@pot) dlopddoewg A; Epunveio
10D Aookdpeng CD; ypiopn, ki Tpdyvmois, kol cogio Oeeikel: TV Tpodpatikdv, kol coedv avdpov: &v i Bein
TpdOVIOL 0dnyodvta Ki TpmPAEmovTa Td pEAOVTO, £V Tif EnTarOp® Emovopalopéve Pnidviov, tod viv EAavily
KOVOTAVVTAVOL TOANV- €1 Xeipag OV dyapv@dv, Tappuévn €k yeipog opfmdotov ypiotovdv G; ypiopds o mapdv
gotke 10D mOTAPOV; copnvilel péyiota TV TOV PopPapov: TV gicEAevoty Tod opanA O Yévvog: ki Ty Emapotv
g morewg ig TéAoc F L1 xoiom. G 2 avtog om. Dj avtdg G 3 molopxndiig] -0eic ACDFG | oxvrevdiig]
-0eic ACDG; -00¢ F 4 xotofolei] -Borrsiv F | moddai] moirag CF | dapavicOcovrar] épnuobdn- F | kai ante
moMog add. G | 6... 5 TopomA] olopaqMjtan G 5 tporddoet] -mhcoviar G | év T yepl avtod Kal
eoPndncovtar om. F | avtod] avtdv G 6 dpyovteg] oipy- G 7 togc om. F 8 hapBavel] maparoppévn C;
kai Aappavng F | kapd] xopio D | Alyvrrog ook Eoton] odk £otar Alyvrtog F | ot post ot add. AG
1,1 1. 2 covaydficovion om. D 2 kai ante topdEovow add. F 3 cvvéyovot] -d&ovot G | kail] kai koi G
4 othyveg] -pog F | avtfj post mecodvtor add. G | poppnkdctorog kivndrceton] unpunvyydstorog kewnbei F
5 kot avtdv post cuvaydicoviar add. G 6 &ig v ‘Entdroeov] év 1] ntardem F 7 cuvipiyovst] -ywct DF
| To0¢ TopamAitag] tov iopanh kot kpdtog F 8 8 om. F | kai ante &pwv add. F | Barodol] Barwoct CDG;
Bérwow F | uéoov] év péoo F 9 kotoxonncovrar GAARAaG] -koyovoty dAMdovg F
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Ertdlopog aijuatog minpwbioetal, d¢ kol HOOYOG TPIETHG TVIYHOETOL, KOl
opoueital 0 aiua &v tjj Qaldoon oTdiolo OEKAOKTA.

. Metee ¢ v ovupopav tadtny &v ] mwaviec ol duaptwioi
eBapnoovion kal ovoecic € avtdv orobnoctol, 10T POV & dopaT®V
yevioetol OGC PPovin Aéyovoa: otduev KaADS, oTduev peta Pofov- Apkel
notr 1 éxdiknois avty. evbog 0’ 0 moleuos moavbnoetoi. GvOpwmoOL 0& OVO
AEVKOQOPOL QOVIGOVTOL, Kol PAOG AGUWeEL €v Toig Kopdiolg mavimv, Kol
dpouaing dkorovbnoovoy avtolc O &vamoielpbeic Aadg Tod Bgod- Kol
ebpwot tov elpnvikdv kol dylov Boaciiéa év o0t pakddel kal AOIng kol
Katn@eiag pestdv, 8Tl Kol abToc v 1@ moléup v év uéow adr@v. Kol o
kiipoé tpavae Poncel tpic- o0TOC £0TL, Kol AdPete avtov Pacthéa. kol mic
0 YPOTOVLUOG A0OC TpookvvHoovolv abtov Pociléo kal dyovies abdTov
eic v Ayiav Zogiav- 6 Pacihedg 60&doet OV Oedv. peic & dyyelol
otéWovo1y  abtov faciléa, Kol O TETAPTOG EywV OKATTPOV TOV TIUIOV
otavpov kol Cipog v tij xeipl avtod AEyov- €v 100t Vviko tovg Exfpodg
oov. tOte O Pacidedg Nuepmosl ta EavOa yévn kol elpnvedoel 0 Eomépia
£€0vn. kot peta tadta Katadidéel tovg TopomAitag &v yeipl kpotoid kol &v
Ppoyiovi vynléd xol €ig 1élog Sopbeipel avtovC. &v ypovoigc ¢ tpioiv
oton éml v dlwlv 1@V 0vav kol Kotaforel poptadog, kol ot
otpagroetar O Pacilede gic TV aylav Zidv- kal év 1@ vmootpépery adtov
avoryOnoovror ol Onoovpol tijc yig, Kal O Pacilevg dmoel kot a&iav

10 pooyog tpretig viynoetan] cf. SibTibGr. 11.183-4; DiegDan. §5,185, 6,3; VisioDan. §2,8; AenigLeon. p.99,
1.297; VisDanSepCol. §2,4 11 Spapsitar...dexaoktd] cf. DiegDan. §6,2; ApcAndr. 11.3950-1; UltVisDan.
§44; AenigLeon. p.99, 11.293-6; VisDanSepCol. §2,2 11,2  tote... 4 abtn] ApcMeth. cap. 13,10 3 ag
Bpovtiy] cf. NarrMend. 11.110-1 | otdpev’ ... poPov] LiturgChrys. p.30 (| Ayia Avagopd); Apclob. §36; cf.
IntrpGenSch. p.136, 1.39; UltVisDan. §46; VisDanSepCol. §2,3 | dpxsi...4 abm] UltVisDan. §46 4 £00c...
navdfoeton] ExpugConst. p.153, 1.36-7 | &vBpowmor.. 14 cov] cf. ExpugConst. p.153, 1.32-p.154, 1.6
5 ¢dc...kapdiug] cf. 2 Cor. 4,6 7 év éobijn paxdder] cf. Eccles. 9,15 | év... 8 peotov] cf. UltVisDan. §47
9 kfjpuE..tpig] NarrMend. 1.109; OracLeon. #13, 1.7 | MaBete... 13 Aéyov] cf. UltVisDan. §49-50;
ExpugConst. p.153, 1.35-p.154, 1.2 13 &v todte vika to0g &0povg cov] AnastQuaest. p.231, 1.34
(appendix 27,4); VisDanSepCol. §2,8; cf. VitaCon. 1,28; AnonymVitaCon. p.322, 1.13; UltVisDan. §51;
ExpugConst. p.153, 1.36 15 &' ... 16 oynid] Deut. 4,34, 5,15, 6,21, 7,8; Ps. 135,12 (LXX); Ezek.
20,33 16 év... 17 é0vev] ExpugConst. p.155,11.5-6 18 otpagnoetar...20 avtic] cf. ExpugConst. p.154,
1.30-2 | §v...19 yii] UltVisDan. §55; cf. VisDanSepCol. §2,16

10 ‘Entarhopog] nolig F | minpwdnoetar] yeunodn- F | dg om. F 11 dpapeiton] dpapet F | év tf) 6ardoon] avtdv F |
dexaokt®] dexoxtd CD; m” F 11,1 tadé post 8¢ add. F 2 stabnoeton] cwbh- DF | 8 dopdtwvom. F - 48 om. F;
8¢ G | nawbnoeton] mawot F | dvBpomor 82 0o Aevkopdpot] kai o revkogdpot vlpenot F - 6 dxolovbncovov]
-fowotv CD; -0icwce G | avtoig] avtodg CDF 7 kai dytov om. F | Aomng] Momn CDF | kai® om. F 8 katngeiag]
katnevio CD | peotov] peotog Flo om. G 10 mpookuvicovotv] -viicet F; -kuvicy G | @g ante Baciiéa add. F |
kaiom. G 11 gig v Ayiov Zogiav] v tij dyia coeia F1 6] kai6 C;0 8¢ G118 om. C 12 tétoptog] 8 F 13 kad
{womowyv ante otavpdv add. CDFG | vika] vikag C | £x0povc] &x0pod G 14 yévn] £6vn F | eipnvedoet] Nuepdost
F 15 £0vn] pépn F | kotadihéel] -Eovor CDG; 816éwowy F - 16 xai i) K’eic CD 17 émi] ¢ig F | t@v 80vav]
avt@v @V iopotdv F | xatoBalsi] xatatpondoet F | otto] obtog CD; odtog F - 18 6 Bacihedg ig tv dylav
] értl 1dv Opdvev adtod 6 Paciheds F | vmootpépe avtov] énaverdovor F - 19 xad... 20 avtfig om. D
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Tavtog, Kol 4 pij Odoel 1006 Kapmovs avtic: kal dyolriooisc év 6Aw t@ 20
KOouUQ yeEVHoETAL, KO GuVayOnoeTon Exaotog €v t7] yij avToD.

IV. Tote é€elevoeton I'oy kot Mayoy kol €0vrn mwoAld pet’ adTdV
woel duuog s yic eOPog 8¢ péyog yevioetal Tf OIKOLWEVY. TOTE O
Bacilevg Khavoelr Eumpocbev 10D B@god, Kol kartafrnoctor  wop Gr’
ovPavod Kol QOYETOL aUTODS. KOl TOTE YEVNGETOL UEYOAN YOAvn €v OAn
T olkovuévn. kol dvaotioovor TOAEG Neoviouévag Kol Ovoiactipio S
OVVIETPIUUEVA OlKOOOUToOVOLY. KO 0oVKk &otiv 6 Gdik@v # & doikovuevog,
katl {foel 10 oKATTpOV aToDd £ AL’

20 1y... avtfig] VisioDan. §3,15, §3,22; cf. DiegDan. §11,36; UltVisDan. §57 | dyaAMooic... 21 yevicetai]
ExpugConst. p.155,1.3 21  cvvoyOioetat... avtod] ApcMeth. cap. 13,14  IV,2  doel dupog Thg yiig]
Gen. 13,16, 28,14; cf. Rev. 20,8; VisioDan. §4,6 | t61¢... 3 @¢od] cf. VisioDan. §2,20 3  xorafficetat...
4 avtovg] Rev. 20,9; cf. Ezek. 38,22, 39,6; UltVisDan. §80 5  dvacticovot.. 6 0ikodouycovcty]
ApcAndr. 1.3844; cf. DiegDan. §6,15-6 6  obk... adwodpevoc] VisioDan. §3,19; ApcAndr. 1.3845;
VisDanSepCol. §2,20; cf. ExpugConst. p.155, 1.3-4 7  (oet.. Ae’] cf. VisioDan. §3,12; ApcAndr.
1.3842; UltVisDan. §59

20 wévrac) T Aod adtod F | tovg koprovg] tov kopndv F | adtfic] avtdv C; p” mhdoia post avtiig add.
F | Zctoiante dyoddacigadd. F - 21 yevijoetar om. F | koi motpidi post yfjadd. G | adtod] odvtédv F
IV,1 T'oy kai Mayoy] yosd kai poydd F - 2 tfig yfig om. F | ¢6Bog 8£] t6te 9oBag kai tpopmg F; kai popog 8& G
I tilévoM A F | 0 Paciredg khadoet Eunpocbev 10D Ocod Kkai] Boriot kal Khavon 6 Baciledg Tpog Tov Bedv
kaiobtw F 3 &umpocdev] Evunpos- G | an’] éx tod F; and G 4 pdyetar] xotagdyet F; kataed- G | tote]
odtogF | peyéhn yodqvn] yovn peyéAnF | &v 8kn T oikovpévn] évworo 1@ kéouw F 5 dvacticovot]
-cool CD 7 Ae'] tpuavtanéve F; tpravtomévee 35 Ae” G
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RepacTio B (VATRESCONZ)

“Etepog ypnouodg

I. Tévog 6¢ t®dvV Touoniiz®v krticer Gvo kol KAT® 7wAnoiov Tijg
Entolopov, OTL o0TOG unvder GOl TOV AQAVIGUOV- moliopkiobOeioav Kol
okvAievOeioayv om0 @V Ayoapnvdv- Kol TOMGG YOPOS APavicovot Kol
TOAMAOG Voo Epnucmaovot- Kal ol dpyovteg BEAovv @ofndel moAld. odai
Kol ooi, Kompog, 6tov moyvicovorv oi louonlitar Aafeiv oe. Kol 1@ KAapd
gxelve ovk Eott ocwtnpia év Ayomro.

II. Koi peta tadta  toapaybBnoovior ta Eovba  yévn kol G4mO
AvOTOA®V Kol Svou®dv kol tapd&ovoty ovtovc. Kal ovvoybnioovtor ot
Ayopnvol Kol motoovct TOAEUOV, Kal T0 EavOov yévog TpomdGeL avTOVG,
Kol MG oTayveC mecodviol €1¢ 10 0€poc. kal amd 10 Kovrookdir Oélovv
mhpel THY TWOMV- Kol ovvaydnooviar Gmd GvaTOA®V Kol SuouUdV Kol
dmwoovot morepov péyav, kal Oélel dpauer 0 aiuo év ] Oaldoon ordoio
OEKOOKT®.

IL-IV. Kot 6iot oi apoptorol ¢@bapncoviol. T0TE @V foroer:
otijte, otite ueta @ofov. kol OVO dyyehot @Eépovv TOV Poocthén Kol
otéyouv adTOV: Kol OAOl TPOGKLVRGOUSY avTOV O1d Paciiéa. kal Géler
nuepwoet ta CovBo £0vp kal Ta Aowmd mavto- Kol 0éler SidEel ToLg
Ayapnvovg xpodvovg tpeig- Kol OEhel yével elpnvn Kol dydrn €1 6Anv v
otkovuévny. kol 101e 0éhel ENOet gig v Tepovsoalnu, €ig v ayiav Ziov,
kol do&dcel TOV Bgdv Tpic. Kol dvaothost TOC EKKANOIOS KOl TO

L1 TopomA®dv... 4 vicoug] ExpugConst. p.153, 11.8-12 4 viicovg épnudcovet] IntrpGenSch. p.136, 1.16 |
oval... 5 Kompog] CyprDan. 1.10 5 8tav..ce] ApcMeth. cap. 13,8 6 ovk... Alydomtw] Dan. 11,42 11,1
tapayOncovrar...yévn] cf. Ps. 64,8 (LXX) 3 mowmcovot... avtovg] cf. IntrpGenSch. p.136, 11.26-7 4 dg otdyveg
necodvrat] cf. Job 24,24 | Kovrookdh] ExpugConst. p.153, 1.22 6 papet... 7 dexaoxtd] cf. DiegDan. §6,2;
ApcAndr. 11.3950-1; UltVisDan. §44; AenigLeon. p.99, 11.293-6; VisDanSepCol. §2,2 IIL-IV,1 ¢ovi... 2
@6pov] IntrpGenSch. p.136, 1.38-9; cf. ApcMeth. cap. 13,10 2 otijte! ... popov] cf. LiturgChrys. p.30 (1
Ayia Avagopd); Apcloh. §36; UltVisDan. §46; VisDanSepCol. §2,3 | §vo... 3 Baciréa] cf. ExpugConst.
p.153, 1.37-p.154, 1.6 3 «ai® ... 4 86vn] ApcAndr. 1.3841 5 &ydmn... 6 oikovpévnv] ApcAndr. 1.3911-2 7
avoothcet.. 8 oikodounoel] ApcAndr. 1.3844; cf. DiegDan. §6,15-6

Titulus,1 “Etepog ypnoudg] sine titulo M L1 8¢ ante tiig add. Q 2 ‘Extoddégov] ta excidit Q | avtog] avtovg
OPQST | unvber cot] unvioet ST | mohopkicBeicav] -kicdficov MOP; -kicOncav Q; -kicOsicav ST | kai om.
Q 3 oxvievdeicav] -Ofcav MOP; -Oeicav ST; om. Q 4 6hovv @ofndei] popndncovtar ST 5 coi] o0 MOPQT
| Kompog] wdmpo Q | mayvicovow] wayyvi- OP I1L,4 4ro... 5 moAv] €k 10D kovtookdiov mopdicetar 1) nohg ST
5 ovvaydnocovtol] -0fcov Q | cuvaydicovrat... Suopdv] Gmd dvatoldv ki Suoudv cuvaydfcovtor ST 6 0éhet
dpapet] pevoet ST 7 dekaoktd] m” MST IL-IV,1 dpoptwdroi] appap- T | pBapicovror] drorecOncovran ST |
Kai ante ote add. Q 2 dvo] &0 P | pépovv] pépovteg ST | kai® om. ST 3 otéyouv] otépovy OPQ; otépovoty S;
otépovory T | 0éhet] 06hovv Q 4 0éher om. ST 5 tpeic] v S | 0&her yéver] yévn Q; yevioetan ST | yéver giprjvn
Kol Gydmn gig SAnv v oikovpévny kol tote 0éher ENOgt gl TV TepovsaAnp gig v dyiov Zidv] EM0n &ig v
igpovcaAnp &ig THY dyiav cldv, ki OEAeL yévn glpfvn ki dydmn gig dAnv v oikovpévny OP 6 0éhel EAOgt] dmédon
ST 7 tpic] vy MOPST; tpeic Q
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LOVAOTHPLA TO. GOVIETPLUUEVO. OlKOOdouNoel. Kol ovk &otiv 6 ddik@dv 7 O
aoikovuevog, Kal {Noet 10 okNmpov &€ Ag .

V. ’Elevceton oxijmpov év tij Appafio ypovov ¢ @oociv. kal &v Tj
Pooileig Evwbnoetar to tiwov Evlov, ta tuRuata, g Ev veboelr 10D
aopartov BOcod kol ooOnoetonr 1@ Paciiel. kol ovTog Ev Iepovoainu
YeVOLEVOS &V T( TOmw 0b éotnoav ol modes 'Inood Xpiorod 100 ainbivod
Ocod Qudv oikelolg yepol mapadwoer w0 tiwov Edlov dua kal v S
Paciigiov: NAdEYLO Topaowoel kKvpiw T4 Ock, OV 101G EKOTEPOIS KOl
Yy woxnv aibtod. kol T0te &v T aQyiq moier Iepovoainu dvootioovol
EIC  vewTepol Pacilelg, AvaldElc Kol OVWQEELETOL, KOl  KPOTHOOVLGLY
Huépag pv’'s kal GAAjlovs dwooval moleuov loyvpov: kol O mpdtog EAOer
eig¢ Oeooalovikny. 16Te haAfoel 1| Oeccadovikn: xabynua d&yiov el ob. 10
Kol €yeipel TOAEUOV UEYOV: TODG IEpEIS Kal TOV AAOV KOl TODS HUOVOYODS
<@opéoel> Gpuoato TOANG Kal loyvpl- kol &mélBovv &v Pouy. kal oTog
Tpog v woAnv Epel avti- yoipoic mOMG T tpéTiE T, 5 udyoipa cov doleia
kal otpatevoovol kol ta CovBa E0vn, kol tapoybnooviar ta é0vny 10TE KOl
0 Aooc- kal ol iepeig kol povalovieg dwooval molsuov ugyov kal pofepov 15
Kal KOWouo1v GAANAMS avTdV.

8 ovk... 9 dducovpevog] VisioDan. §3,19; ApcAndr. 1.3845; VisDanSepCol. §2,20; cf. ExpugConst. p.1535,
1.3-4 9 Ghoet... Ae'] cf. VisioDan. §3,12; ApcAndr. 1.3842; UltVisDan. §59 V,1 Eigboetar.. 14 £wn']
ApcAndr. 11.3913-32 4 &v 1§ 16mo od Eomoov oi modec] cf. Ps. 131,7 (LXX) 7 dvacticovtat... 8 dvoideic|
cf. Dan 823 11 igpeic... 12 dppora] cf. VisioDan. §3,3 14 topoydiocovror..&6vn?] Ps. 64,8 (LXX) 15
dhcovot... 16 avtdv] ApcAndr. 11.3946-7

8 oikodoproet] kol oikodopnoet vt Q 9 oet 10] (noetl 10 o611 P V,1 kai ante 'Eievoetar add. Q | okfjmrpov]
okfintov M; 10 ante oxfirptov add. Q 4 1@ om. Q | oi excidit Q 5 oixelug] &l ki &v MOP; «d év Q; 1 ki év ST;
correxi secundum ApcAndr 1.3918 | napaddoel] mapadodnoetor MOPQST; correxi secundum ApcAndr
1.3919 | 10 tiov Evhov Guo kol Ty Pactreiov: Sidderypa Tapadmoet kupin 1@ Ocd] Kuptd @ <excidit verbum
0ed®> 10 Tiov Edlov Bua ki v Bacihelav- diederypo mopadodicetar Q 6 diaderypa intel. dadnuo, vide
ApcAndr 1.3919 | nopaddoet] napadodoetar MOPQST; correxi secundum ApcAndr 1.3919 | ékatéporg]
&tépoic Q 8 vedrtepot Pooireig] Bacireic vedhtepot OP 9 ENbet gig Osooatovikny] éledoeton év Ososcorovikn ST
10 kadynue] kadyn O 11 &ic ante todg! add. Q | kai Todg povayode] ki todg Epyovrag: ki Tod povoyode Q 12
gopéoet] dhoet ST; om. MOPQ; supplevi ex ApcAndr 1.3928 | koi' om. Q | kai® om. ST | énéABovv]
ameddetv ST 13 avtii] awtiic OP; awtoic QST | tpénié intel. tpippope, vide ApcAndr 1.3930 14 kai? om. ST |
xal 6 Aadg] BAa ki 6 Aadg Q 15 oi ante povalovteg add. ST | kai ante Sdoovot add. Q 16 dAM roc] AL ovg
T | «d tadta pév eig tocodrov: Téhog ki Tod mopdvTog YpNopob post avtdv add. Q
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INDICES

INDEX NOMINUM

Ayopnvoi A L3; AIL2; BL,3; BIL3; BII-IV,S
T'oy kol Mayoy A IV,1

Topon ALL; ALS;ALS

TopomAiton AIL7; ANL1S; BL1; BLS

Eov0i 80y / yévn A TL1; A TIL14; BIL1; B III-IV,4; B V,14

INDEX LOCORUM

Ayia Zooia A lL11

Alyvmrog AL8;BL6

‘Entdlopog AL2; AILS; AIL7; AIL10; B 1,2
®eccolovikn B V,10

Tepovoorqu / Zwov A 111, 18; B III-IV,6; B V,3; B V,7
Kovtookdiov All6; BIL4

Kbmpog AL7;BLS

Paoun B V,12

REcENsION A (VATRESCONI)

[Prophecy on the restoration of Constantinople]

I. The race of the Ishmaelites will build above and beneath near the City of Seven
Hills; woe to you, City of Seven Hills, for he announces your destruction; you will be
besieged and pillaged by the Hagarenes. He [i.e., Ishmael] will overthrow many
domains, and many cities will be destroyed; Ishmael will put to flight many islands,
and they will be given into his hand. The rulers of the sea will be in fear, and all the
inhabitants of the islands will mourn greatly; woe to you, Cyprus, when frost will
come, Ishmael captures you. And at that time, Egypt will have no salvation.

II. After these, the blond nations will be stirred up from the East and the West, they
will throw them into disorder. And the Hagarenes will gather and wage war; the blond
race will put them to flight, and they will fall like ears of corn. A fleet as numerous as
ants will be moved against them, and they will gather in the City of Seven Hills, and
there will be a great war on land and at sea; they will enter the City of Seven Hills
through the Kontoskalion and will crush the Ishmaelites and will take possession of
her. But the leaders of the army will quarrel among themselves [about] who will rule
over her; they will cut each other down so much that all hollow places and the entire
City of Seven Hills will be filled with blood so that even a three-year-old calf will
drown, and the blood will run into the sea for eighteen stades.
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IIL After this affliction, in which all sinners will perish and none of them will remain
standing, at that moment a voice from among the invisible will emerge, speaking like
thunder: ‘Let us stand aright, let us stand with fear; this punishment suffices for me.’
At once, the war will cease. Two white-robed men will appear, and light will shine in
everyone’s heart, and the remaining people of God will swiftly follow them; they will
find the peaceful and holy king in ragged attire and full of sorrow and despair since he,
too, was in the war in the midst of them. And the herald will shout thrice clearly: “This
is him, take him for king!” And all the people bearing Christ’s name will venerate him as
king and lead him into Hagia Sophia, [where| the king will praise God. Three angels
will crown him king, and the fourth [angel] says, holding as sceptre the precious cross
and a sword in his hand: ‘In this sign vanquish your enemies!” Then the king will tame
the blond races and will pacify the Western nations. After these, he will chase the
Ishmaelites with mighty hand and outstretched arm and completely wipe them out. For
three years he will pursue the nations and will overthrow myriads, and thus the king will
turn towards holy Zion; while he turns about, the treasures of the earth will be opened
up, and the king will bestow upon everybody according to his worth, and the earth will
give her fruits; and joy will be in all the world, and each one will gather in his land.

IV. Then Gog and Magog will come out and many other nations with them [as
numerous]| as the sand of the earth; there will be great fear in the inhabited world.
Then the king will weep before God, and fire will descend from heaven and will
devour them. Then great calm will be in the entire inhabited world. They will restore
destroyed cities and rebuild demolished shrines; and there is neither wrongdoer nor
victim of wrong, and his sceptre will live for thirty-five years.

RECENSION B (VATRESCONZ2)

Another oracle

I. The race of the Ishmaelites will build above and beneath near the City of Seven
Hills, for he announces destruction to you; she [i.e., the City] will be besieged and
despoiled by the Hagarenes; and they will destroy many lands and will lay waste to
many islands; and the rulers will be in great fear. Woe to you, too, Cyprus, when the
Ishmaelites will become frosty to take you. And at that time, there is no salvation in Egypt.

I1. After these, the blond races will be stirred up from the East as well as the West and
will throw them into disorder. And the Hagarenes will gather and make war, and the
blond race will put them to flight, and they will fall like ears of corn during the
summer (harvest). And from the Kontoskalion they will take the City; they will gather
from the East and West and fight a great war, and the blood will run into the sea for
eighteen stades.

IIL.-IV. And all the sinners will perish. Then a voice will shout: ‘Halt, halt with fear!’
And two angels will carry the king and will crown him; and all will venerate him as king.
He will tame the blond nations and all others; he will chase the Hagarenes for three years;
and there will be peace and love throughout all the inhabited world. Then he will go to
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Jerusalem, to holy Zion, and will praise God thrice. He will restore churches and will
rebuild demolished monasteries. And there is neither wrongdoer nor victim of wrong,
and (his) sceptre will live for thirty-five years.

V. A sceptre will go to Arabia for a year, as they say. In his reign the Precious Wood, its
pieces, will be united into one at the instigation of the invisible God and be given to the king.
And he will go to Jerusalem, to the place where the feet of Jesus Christ, our true God, stood,
[and] with his own hands he will surrender the Precious Wood together with his kingdom; he
will surrender his splendor (sic) to Lord God [and] with these two also his soul. Then there
will arise in the holy city Jerusalem three young kings, shameless and good-for-nothing, and
they will rule for 150 days; they will fight a fierce war with each other; and the first will go to
Thessaloniki. Then Thessaloniki will speak: “You are the pride of the saints.” And he rouses a
great war; <he will equip> priests, the populace, and monks with many fierce weapons of
war; and they will go to Rome. Standing before the gate, he will say to her: ‘Hail, City
tretix (sic), your sword is sharp!” And they will also enrol the blond nations, and then the
nations as well as the populace will be stirred up. And priests and monks will fight a great
and terrible war and will cut each other down.

I Commentary

The original title of VatResCon is unknown. Our best textual witness (A) of VatResConl
does not give a title. Instead, the heading specifies that: (I think) it needs correction’
(8€iton (dog éydpon) Stopddoemc). Each prophecy copied in A is accompanied by a Latin
translation. Unfortunately, the Latin heading of VatResConl does not give a title
either; it merely reads: ‘Although written in Greek (and) I do not want to, I
nevertheless translate it as follows’ (etsi in graecé scripti nonnihil desidero tamen sic
interpretor).”! The two copies made by John Malaxos (C, D) bear the title
‘interpretation of Laskaris’ (épunveio 100 Aaokdpewg), presumably referring to either
Konstantinos Laskaris (d. 1501) or Ioannés (Ryndakénos) Laskaris (d. 1534), whose
scholarship greatly contributed to the spread of Greek letters in fifteenth-/
sixteenth-century Italy.*? Either of them may have been credited with the prophecy
because they were younger contemporaries of Gennadios Scholarios (d. 1473), to
whom the above-mentioned oracle (Interpretatio litterarum) had been attributed,
which Malaxos placed right before VatResConl in C and D. By giving VatResConl
the title of the ‘interpretation of Laskaris’, Malaxos suggested that it is an explanation

21 Cod. Oxoniensis Bodl. Canon. misc. 521, fol.17v.

22 For prosopographical data on these notables, see E. Trapp et al., Prosopographisches Lexikon der
Palaiologenzeit, 15 vols. (Vienna 1976-95) no. 14540 and no. 14536 respectively. See further B. Knés, Un
ambassadeur de I'bellénisme - Janus Lascaris - et la tradition greco-byzantine dans I'bumanisme francais
(Uppsala 1945); R. Binner, Griechische Gelebrte in Italien (1453-1535) und der Tiirkenkrieg, Ph.D.
dissertation (Munich 1967) 129-85; N. Wilson, From Byzantium to Italy: Greek studies in the Italian
Renaissance (London 1992) 120-23, 98-100; T. Manzano, Konstantinos Laskaris: Humanist, Philologe,
Lebrer, Kopist (Hamburg 1994).
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of the previous (Ps-)Gennadian prophecy. The attribution to Laskaris was probably
intended to lend authority to the vaticinium. The other two copies (F, G) — made in
the seventeenth century — give long descriptive headings that summarize the topic of
the prophecy.?® F attributes the text to the Church Father Methodios of Patara, who
was a standard authority on apocalyptic matters. In short, there is no consistent
authorial attribution mentioned in the manuscript transmission. VatResCon2 (M, O,
P, Q, S, T) altogether ignores the issue of authorship and gives the vaticinium the
laconic heading: ‘Another oracle’ (§tepog ypnoudg). Due to the absence of a clear title, I
have adopted the appellation proposed by E. Mioni in his description of G, namely
Vaticinium de restitutione Constantinopoleos.”* Alternatively, it may be called the
Prophecy of (Ps-)Laskaris.

The stemma codicum of VatResConl suggests that the prophecy first appeared in A,
where it formed part of a collection of prophecies. The collection starts with the
(Ps-)Gennadian oracular interpretation, is followed by the Oracula Leonis and
VatResConl, and concludes with the Narratio mendici regis.>> Subsequently, the
Oracula Leonis were omitted from the collection: the Interpretatio litterarum
Gennadii Scholarii, VatResConl, and the Narratio mendici regis came to form a
stable cluster, which was copied as a unit in C, D, G and complemented with
various prophecies and oracles added either beforehand or thereafter. F stands out
as the only manuscript that contains VatResConl alone, without any other
prophecy. A few decades following the original composition, VatResConl was first
abridged and then extended with an excerpt from the Apocalypsis Andreae Sali.
This second recension (VatResCon2) became part of a fixed oracular collection that
was copied in M, O, P, Q, S, T. It has been shown that at least three of these
manuscripts (i.e., M, P, Q) were copied in the 1620s in the region of Serres.”® As
there are no earlier manuscripts of the second recension, it is probable that
VatResCon2 was redacted at that time.

As for the date of composition of the first recension, the manuscript transmission and
internal evidence suggest that VatResCon was originally composed in or shortly after
1571. The earliest manuscripts of VatResConl date to the second half of the sixteenth
century. A more precise dating is suggested by internal evidence. As any historical
apocalypse, VatResCon consists of two parts: a historical review and a prophetic

23 For the headings, see the apparatus criticus of VatResConl.

24 E. Mioni, Bibliothecae Divi Marci Venetiarum codices graeci manuscripti. Vol.1/2. Classis II, Codd.
121-198 - Classes III, 1V, V. Indices (Rome 1972) 233-9 (239).

25 The Narratio mendici regis has also been called the Cento of the True Emperor, the Tale of the True
Emperor, and the Anonymous Paraphrase of the Oracles of Leo. For an introductory discussion of the text,
see P. Alexander, The Byzantine Apocalyptic Tradition, ed. D. deF. Abrahamse (Berkeley 1985) 130-6.

26 D. Sakel, ‘Manuscripts of the Chronicle of 1570 from the region of Serres’, in Ilpaxtixé, B AieOvodg
Emotnuovikod Zovedpiov: Or Zéppeg kou n mepioyr) tovg amo v 00muaviky] Kataktyon uéypt tm oyypovy exoxs, 2
vols. (Serres 2013) I, 13-20. See also A. Markopoulos, “Eva 3g1p6ypoago amd 10 Mehéviko oti) BifAodnxm John
Rylands 10d Mavteotép (Pevdo-Ampddeoc, Adwv ZT” 6 Zoeog)’, Mvijuwv 5 (1975) 35-48 (44).
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preview. The historical section extends (in both recensions) to §I. The opening line of
VatResConl starts in medias res; it refers to the construction of the defensive
fortifications of the Anadolu Hisar1 and Rumeli Hisar1 (kticer dve kol kdto), which
were built on the Asian and European shores of the Bosporus in 1394 and 1452
respectively.”” Their purpose was to regulate maritime movement coming from the
Black Sea and thus to cut off any potential military assistance from Genoese colonies
in the north. VatResConl makes clear that these fortifications meant the destruction
(tov agaviopov) of Constantinople. The historical review speeds up with generic
references to cities and islands being captured or devastated by the Ottomans after
1453. The narrative then slows down and focuses on Cyprus, which is said to be
captured by the Ottomans (Toponiitar, Ayopnvoi), which took place in the early
1570s. This is the last clearly identifiable historical event, which also gives the
approximate date of composition.*®

The prophetic preview (§II-IV) constitutes the bulk of the text. It foretells that
Western forces will defeat the Ottomans on land and at sea, forcing them into a last
stand at Constantinople, which the Western allies will capture by taking the
Kontoskalion harbour in the southern part of the City.”” This section refers to the
fourth Ottoman—Venetian War (1570-1573). It is possible that that Battle of
Lepanto (October 1571) is alluded to, but the text is too vague to warrant a clear
identification. The concurrent expectation that a Western fleet would facilitate the
recapture of Constantinople was left unfulfilled and is thus a genuine prophecy. The
narrative continues with a civil war breaking out among the victors who vie for
control over the City (§II) until heavenly intervention puts an end to the bloodshed
(SIII). An angelic voice announces the cessation of domestic hostilities and guides
the populace to the saviour-emperor, who is crowned emperor (or king) by angels in
Hagia Sophia.?° After having wiped out the Ottomans and subdued various nations,
the saviour-emperor enters Jerusalem, whereupon a period of joy and prosperity

27 See F. Babinger, Mehmed der Eroberer und seine Zeit. Weltenstiirmer einer Zeitenwende (Munich
1953), 80-3; S. Runciman, The Fall of Constantinople, 1453 (Cambridge 1965), 65-7; D. Nicol, The
Immortal Emperor: The Life and Legend of Constantine Palaiologos, Last Emperor of the Romans
(Cambridge 1992) 54-6.

28 The principle of dating an apocalypse to shortly after the last identifiable historical allusion was set
forth by P. Alexander, ‘Medieval apocalypses as historical sources’, American Historical Review 73/4 (1968)
997-1018 (999). The principle was anticipated by W. Bousset, ‘Beitrige zur Geschichte der Eschatologie’,
Zeitschrift fiir Kirchengeschichte 20/3 (1899) 261-90 (281).

29 On the Kontoskalion (‘short pier’), see R. Janin, Constantinople byzantine: Développement urbain et
répertoire topographique (Paris 1964) 228-34; W. Miiller-Wiener, Bildlexikon zur Topographie Istanbuls:
Byzantion, Konstantinupolis, Istanbul bis zum Beginn des 17. Jabrbunderts (Tiibingen 1977) 62-3; D. Heher,
‘Julianoshafen — Sophienhafen — Kontoskalion’, in F. Daim (ed.), Die byzantinischen Hiifen Konstantinopels
(Mainz 2016) 51-66.

30 In the translation I chose to render Baciievg as king rather than emperor since it captures better the
messianic, Christ-like connotation, as advanced in Matt. 2:2, Luke 1:32-33, John 1:49, Rev. 17:14.
Regarding the coronation scene, see A. Kraft, ‘Typological hermeneutics and apocalyptic time: A case
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ensues (§III). The final section mentions the arrival of the eschatological peoples (Gog
and Magog), who are destroyed by divine intervention. The prophecy closes with a
vision of rebuilt cities and churches at a time of ultimate peace and quiet (§IV).

As mentioned above, VatResCon2 shortens §I-IV of VatResConl and supplements
it with an excerpt taken verbatim from the Apocalypsis Andreae Sali (§V).*' It is
remarkable that the compiler of VatResCon2 chose to use a section from this
tenth-century hagiographic text, which forcibly argues against the possibility that the
Queen of Cities can be conquered.®? Although this argument had been falsified by the
time VatResCon2 was redacted, the anonymous compiler still drew from this
authoritative end-time narrative and adopted its statements concerning the abdication
of the last emperor and the gradual disintegration of imperial power. It is noteworthy
that the borrowed passage mentions the city of Thessaloniki and that it concludes with
priests and monks engaged in a civil war. Could the borrowing of this passage indicate
the redactor’s interest in the future that monks would face in Macedonia? This textual
clue goes well together with the aforementioned observation that the earliest dated
manuscripts (M, P, Q) were produced in or around Serres.*” These pieces of evidence
suggest that VatResCon2 was produced in the region of Macedonia.

When reading VatResCon2 (§V) against its tenth-century Vorlage, a number of
textual idiosyncrasies become intelligible. The term d14detypa (B V,6) is a hapax; all six
manuscript copies give this term. It may derive from dadeikvop (‘to show plainly’); its
cognate is SwderypotiCo (‘to display shamefully’).>* Awderypo may be meant to signify
an ostentatious display. However, a comparison with the Apocalypsis Andreae Sali
shows that 8148erypa stands for d1ddnpa (‘crown’). Therefore, di14derypo is either a
copying mistake or a scribal emendation whereby a scribe hypercorrected d1Gdnuo to
read d1adnypa with the y being silent. Likewise, the unknown word tpéti& (B V,13) is a

study of the Medieval Greek Last Vision of the Prophet Daniel’, in E. Saradeé et al. (eds.), Oweig rov Bolavtivod
Xpovoo. Tpaktiké AieBvoide Zvvedpiov, AOva, 29-30 Maiov 2015 (Kalamata 2018) 180-94 (188).

31 The Apocalypsis Andreae Sali forms part of the Vita S. Andreae Sali. The apocalyptic section has been
edited and translated by L. Rydén, ‘The Andreas Salos Apocalypse. Greek text, translation, and commentary’,
Dumbarton Oaks Papers 28 (1974) 197-261 (201-25) and idem, The Life of St Andrew the Fool, 2 vols.
(Uppsala 1995) 11, 258-85.

32 Ibid., II, 260, 11.3817-22; Rydén, “The Andreas Salos Apocalypse’, 201-2 (= PG 111, 853B). It is
worth mentioning that the manuscripts containing VatResCon2 do not contain the Apocalypsis Andreae Sali.
33 It is noteworthy that cod. Atheniensis 2501 (M) formerly belonged to the library of the Monastery of
Timios Prodromos (cod. 131) near Serres, as noted in L. Politis, Katdloyog Xepoypdpwv tijc EOvikijc
Bipliobiixng tijc EAlddog, ap. 2501-3121 (unpublished) 123. The monastery is known for its frescoes with
apocalyptic themes, whose significance for post-Byzantine apocalyptic representations has been highlighted
by A. Volan, Last Judgments and Last Emperors: Illustrating Apocalyptic History in Late- and
Post-Byzantine Art, 2 vols., Ph.D. dissertation (Chicago 2005) 278-280, 457-466.

34 H. Stephanus, Onoovpog tijc éMdnvikijc yAdoons, Thesaurus graecae linguae. Editio nova auctior et
emendatior, 9 vols. (London 1816-1828) III, col.3174C (s.v. dwderypotilo).
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textual corruption of tpippupe (three-streets).>” Although tpén& may have evoked the
similar sounding tétpi§ (‘goose’) or tétni§ (‘cicada’) in the reader/listener, it is certainly
a scribal corruption. I have decided to retain both corrupt words in the edition, as they
appear in every manuscript witness and thus constitute an invariable element of the
prophecy. In contrast, I chose to rectify the expression &l ki év ygpol to read oikeioug
xepol (B V,5) since the former is clearly a cacography of the latter. Moreover, I have
corrected the middle voice of mapadodnoeton (B V,5-6) to the active to fit the syntax.

The phrase &tav mayvicovow oi TopomAitol Aapeiv oe (B L,5) is problematic and
deserves a brief discussion. The rarely used verb mayviCer (it is frosty’) is borrowed
from the Apocalypsis Methodii (cap. XIIL.8: &tav yap mayvion, 6 Topan mapaiapfavel
og), where it alludes to the harsh winter of the Arab siege of Constantinople in 717-
718. The Ps-Methodian phrase associates a severe winter with a Muslim attack. The
phrase was adopted verbatim by the author of VatResConl (A 1,7-8: 6tav mayvion, 0
Toponm: hapPaverl og) and was then modified by the redactor of VatResCon2, who may
have misunderstood the verb mayvilei, thereby producing a syntactically awkward
sentence. The fact that the Ps-Methodian motif appears in the historical section of
VatResCon signifies that the author(s) believed this prophecy to have been fulfilled,
which raises the question whether the fall of Cyprus was indeed preceded by an
exceptionally cold period. Although a definitive answer cannot be given at this point,
one should not dismiss out of hand that changes in climate at the beginning of the
so-called Little Ice Age may lie behind this presumable vaticinium ex eventu.>®

The primary source of VatResCon is the aforementioned De expugnatione
Constantinopolis ab Ismaelitis (BHG 2036e).>” As this prophecy comes down in at
least two manuscripts that predate all copies of VatResCon, it is safe to say that the
anonymous author of VatResCon drew upon this earlier text, condensed it, and
supplemented it with additional apocalyptic material from the Apocalypsis Methodii
and several Ps-Danielic prophecies.

It is significant that VatResCon1 usually appears right before the Narratio mendici
regis, with the exception of F and H, while VatResCon2 always appears right after it.
The Narratio mendici regis is an originally thirteenth-century compilation of diverse
motifs and oracular formulae that specify the origin and whereabouts, physiognomy
and character, emergence and deeds of the saviour-emperor. Dozens of copies are

35 The term poun (street) was used in the Sibylline tradition as a pun that alludes to the depopulation of
Rome (Popn poun), as pointed out by P. Alexander, The Oracle of Baalbek. The Tiburtine Sibyl in Greek
Dress (Washington, DC 1967) 87, 124. For textual examples, see ibid., 15, 1.105 and J.-D. Gauger,
Sibyllinische Weissagungen (Diisseldorf 22002) 86 (lib. 111.364), 180 (lib. VIIL165). It is also used in a
Ps-Danielic prophecy that is preserved only in Armenian, see S. La Porta, “The Seventh Vision of Daniel.
A new translation and introduction’, in R. Bauckham et al. (eds.), Old Testament Pseudepigrapha: More
Noncanonical Scriptures, Vol.1 (Grand Rapids, MI 2013) 410-34 (422) (§17).

36 It has been noted that the winter of 1570-1571 was exceedingly dry and cold in Cyprus, see S. White,
The Climate of Rebellion in the Early Modern Ottoman Empire (Cambridge 2011) 80-1.

37 I intend to publish a critical edition of this significant text elsewhere.
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known, which testifies to its enduring popularity.’® The saviour-emperor also appears
prominently at the end of the (Ps-)Gennadian oracular interpretation. Thus, the
manuscript environment situates VatResCon in a thematic cluster that promotes the
notion of a messianic, Christ-like emperor (or king) who will bring about the restoration
of the Eastern Roman Bacieia.

VatResCon1 presents the motif of the saviour-emperor as a single, unitary topos: the
saviour-emperor is said to overcome the Ottomans and the eschatological peoples of the
north, to trigger a period of eschatological abundance, and to warrant peace and quiet in
the last days. VatResCon2 supplements this motif with the description of the
saviour-emperor’s abdication in Jerusalem, which is borrowed from the Apocalypsis
Andreae Sali.®® By slightly changing the text, the anonymous compiler of VarResCon2
suggests that the same protagonist restores the Eastern Roman Bacileio and ultimately
abdicates his imperial dignity. This notion of a single saviour-emperor is closer to the
Ps-Methodian prototype than to the Byzantine tradition, which usually presents a
series of emperors, among whom the various eschatological tasks are distributed. For
example, both the Apocalypsis Andreae Sali and the Ultima visio Danielis fragmented
the Ps-Methodian notion of a last Roman emperor.*’ VatResCon departs from this
middle Byzantine tendency and advances a unitary motif that echoes the imperial
ideologies of the sixteenth-century Habsburg, Ottoman, and Safavid empires, which
propagated a single world emperor.*' By adopting this contemporary idiom,
VatResCon returns to the original Ps-Methodian model of a singular messianic figure.

Finally, VatResCon can be said to have enjoyed a relatively brief period of
circulation. The prophecy does not seem to have been copied after the middle of the
seventeenth century (F). The emphasis on Cyprus and the expectation of decisive
military aid from the West may have rendered the prophecy quickly out of date.** Its
dissemination was confined to the period between the late sixteenth and

38 See Kraft, ‘An inventory’, 113-4.
39 Rydén, The Life of St Andrew the Fool, 11, 268, 11.3913-20; Rydén, ‘The Andreas Salos Apocalypse’,
206 (= PG 111, 860C).

40 See A. Kraft, “The last roman emperor topos in the Byzantine apocalyptic tradition’, Byzantion 82
(2012) 213-257 (238, 242-3, 251-2).
41 See Fleischer, ‘A Mediterranean Apocalypse’; L. Pierozzi, ‘La vittoria di Lepanto nell’escatologia e

nella profezia’, Rinascimento 34 (1994) 317-63 (345, 363). Arguably, early modern millenarianism
formed a common denominator not only in the Eastern Mediterranean but also in neighboring regions,
spanning an area from Portugal to India, see S. Subrahmanyam, ‘Turning the stones over:
Sixteenth-century millenarianism from the Tagus to the Ganges’, The Indian Economic and Social History
Review 40/2 (2003) 129-61 and M. Green-Mercado, Visions of Deliverance: Moriscos and the Politics of
Prophecy in the Early Modern Mediterranean (Ithaca, NY 2019) 100-29.

42 Regarding the subsequent expectation that military assistance would come from Russia, see
A. Argyriou, Les exégeses grecques de I’Apocalypse a I'époque turque, 1453-1821: Esquisse d’une histoire
des courants idéologiques au sein du peuple grec asservi (Thessaloniki 1982) 106-12; P. M. Kitromilides,
Enlightenment and Revolution: The Making of Modern Greece (Cambridge, MA 2013) 120-39; N. Pissis,
Russland in den politischen Vorstellungen der griechischen Kulturwelt 1645-1725 (Gottingen 2020) 316-47.
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mid-seventeenth centuries, when, however, it was studiously read, copied, and updated.
A conspicuous example of its influence comes down in a medical commonplace book that
was copied in 1617. Its scribe, Konstantinos Rhiziotés, supplemented the medical texts
with various miscellaneous writings that include two prophecies: the Interpretatio
litterarum Gennadii Scholarii and the Ultima visio Danielis. He interpolated the latter
prophecy with an expert from VatResConl, borrowing from §III-IV. No other known
copy of the Ultima visio Danielis holds this interpolation. The manuscript is housed
today at Princeton University: cod. Bibliothecae Universitatis Princetoniensis gr. 17,
fols.199r-201v. The interpolation is on fol.200v; a colophon can be found on
fol.229r. In a sense, the grand narrative of apocalyptic irredentism came full circle: the
Ultima visio Danielis was the paradigm text for the idea of the eschatological
reconquest of Constantinople. It provided the master narrative for new prophecies to
be penned in reaction to the fall of the City in 1453. One such new prophecy was
VatResCon, which, in the early seventeenth-century, was used to interpolate the
original paradigm. In sum, VatResCon was a new compilation of earlier, Byzantine
material; its re-use of traditional irredentist and messianic claims gives it the semblance
of a typically late Byzantine prophecy. Its purpose was to bring the grand apocalyptic
narrative up to date and, concomitantly, to respond to the latest Ottoman threat at the
time of the fall of Cyprus.
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