1 + 1 A
2 & 2 o1
3 ® 3 B
4 % 4 'y
S b 5 A
6 E) 6 E
7 6 7
8 & 8
9 G 9 Z
10 'S 10 1
11 S 20 H
12 R 30 Vais, Rukovet, p. 85 o o o o o o | The same shape in
1 | the oldest Preslav
EnmogoErts;Lir}%erlo. abecedarium (1*
o‘? & of dating) half of 10" c.)!
5 (] 7 . Menpianesa-
. . (5.C|.0 .Zlanum’ 6 Evang. IlonkoHCTaHTHHOB
Ochrid., 7 Psalterium Sinaiticum) 1984, 49-54.
13 ] 40 K «a, rather than p (Jakobson The shape = is not
1944/V/1.1:156). the earliest one (s.
Vais).
14 $H 50 A
15 5 60 M
16 P 70 N
17 J 80 0)
18 r 90 I1
19 b 100 P
20 Q 200 z
21 Y 300 T \
22 g (400) | Y (®0Y)
23 L3 (500) | @ () Name: not from
PepTOg
“endurable” but
from \ia
“divide, split,
cut off” (cf. the
shape of the
letter).
24 b 600 X
Q@ Q — Numerical meaning is never attested to in Lacking from Missing in the
mss. (although “700” is frequent in modern Paris (where earliest alphabet.
reconstructions). Cyrillic ot is put | Missing from the
here instead); alphabet in Novg.
not in Kiev birch Nr 591 (ca
leaflets. Cf. 1030s) and 3" rec.
Vais 1932, p. of Chrabr.
94. Tkadlcik
2000:26
(25) P (700) Mosin 1973:21: In Hrabr, here u is not a ~ Vondrak
conjunction but corresponds to this “third” i. 1896 AfsIPh
XVIII, 173;
XIX, 182-3
(26) dl 800 Used as number sign 800 once in (Cyrillic!) o
Paremijnik by Grigorovic.
27) | v (900) | Rather Syriac than Hebrew. 1gugs s
(28) | & Hebrew. X
(29) | W v
(30) | ¥ Some kind of /k/, not /5#/. Durnovo 1929 « (from Serto)

(Trubetzkoy, Marti...).




&

Cf. 3anusnsk

° 1999:560 on one
jers.
A
sy Cf. 3arpe6un on the name x&pw», where 1w “gaze, look,
signifies /ja/. sight, aspect”
14 [I doubt that this letter is a genuine monograph]
€ Mark of nasal sounding. Dobrev 1971 etc. (incl.

Marti 2000; 2004).

T A different (from U0) letter at the end of the xn
alphabet: Dobrev 1980.

Blue: “‘unproblematic” (more or less) “Greek” part. There are some problems here (such as the values of
the first two 1) but they do not affect our general idea.

Yellow: “Semitic” part.

Green: numerical signs according to the Greek pattern.

ROSE: numerical signs according to the Syriac pattern (which is here different from the Hebrew one!).

Je asi hebrejské ,koph*. Zakladni dvoudilny tvar tohoto pis-
mene z ll. Kyjevskych (1) se udriuje nestejné. V zl. Prazskych
(2) se zachoval spodni sloupeéek v podobé nepatrné éarky nebo
teéky, kdezto u Cloze (3) jednak zabiha pod ¢aru jako dlouha litera
(v minuskulich), v majuskulich pak tréi do vy$ky v nepoméru
k drobné klikaté éisti pismene. V kodexu Assemanové (4) se drii
obé éasti v pivodnim poméru, ale také v druhé pamatce Sinajské,
v Euchologiu (5), zabiha spodni sloupeéek pod ¢aru. V kodexu Zo-
grafském (6) a Mariinském (7) je dolni sloupec velice zdiraznén,
V ev. Ochridském (8) vidime toto pismeno jako drobnou klikatou
¢aru s teckou vlevo dole. Podobnych, ale ostfejsich tahi je tato
litera v zl. Mihanoviéové (9), kdeito v zl. Grskoviéové (10) jsou
zahyby mirnéjsi a pavodni sloupeéek znatelnéjsi. V zl. Videnskych
(11) u minuskuli je vlevo u této litery jen tedka; v zl. Londyn-

L L 4 & s o s m B oo D
7 8 9 10 1

1 2 3l 4 5 6
p. 94 rarety of Ot

Je zdvojené hlaholské 3, odpovidajici Feckému w. V pamatkach
obdobi moravsko-pannonského je jen jednou doloZeno L II B v zl.
Praiskych (1), zato ¢asto se ¢te v kodexu Assemanové (2), ve zl

Ich gehe weiter und behaupte, das glagolitisch ist dlter, bedeutend &lter als das cyrillische. — Jacob
Grimm 1836/1871:326/232. (among the arguments: right-to-left).




