
, ) l.:x .1 ) f a y 

d'E. Poulleau Symposium de Paris 2002. A l'occaslon de 
ont fait part au symposium d'interessantes hypotheses sur 
Faute de place nous ne pouvons les reproduire ci-apres, 

The holy Shroud and the dating of 
the codex Pray* 

T he Pray Codex was discovered around 1770 by the Jesuit Georgius Pray in the 
library of the chapter of Pozsony (also 
known under the name of Pressburg), 

This manuscript is today kept in the National Li 
brary of Budapest, under the MNy. en collection 
(old collection: Hung. 4° 387). Well-known in 
Hungary, where it was the subject of a conside 
rable bibliography due to its use as a documenta 
ry source on the ancient history of the kingdom of 
Hungary (it contains in particular some of the ol 
dest historic testimonies on the beginnings of the 
Hungarian monarchy, as well as a text in prose 
language, a burial oration, which is the oldest wit 
ness of the Hungarian language), it is foremost of 
interest to our studies due to the presence, in a set 
of five drawings, of a scene depicting the empty 
tomb after the Resurrection, in which can be re 
cognised with certainty what is undoubtedly the 
oldest picture of the Holy Shroud of Turin, be 
cause the artist has reproduced almost anecdotal 
details that allow this identification. Ol 

Hence the importance attached to finding the 
most precise date possible for this Pray Codex. 
The manuscript found by G. Pray was in bad 

condition, and the order of the gatherings was 
already greatly disturbed; it was rebound in 
1855, but in so doing the disorder of the gathe 
·ings was made worse, so that around 1870, it 
was unbound and has since remained in loose 
bifolia. c2J In concrete terms, the 172 folios of the 
manuscript as it stands today have simulta 
neously several foliations, all from modern 
times, some in Roman numerals, others in Arab 

numerals, consecutive to the disorder in which 
the manuscript remained during the century af 
ter its discovery c3l; that is how the two folios on 
which the five drawings figure, today fol. XX 
VII and XXVIII, also bear the old numbers V 
and VI and have also been referred to under 
numbers 40 and 41, these last numbers being 
unwritten and remaining in a way theoretical. 
Although the manuscript has been kept un 
bound, the regrouping of the bifolia by gathering 
was fortunately maintained, and the only hesita 
tion in general concerns the order in which the 
gatherings or groups of gatherings should suc 
ceed each other as a whole. 

The content of the manuscript is complex, as 
is often the case with manuscripts from the early 
and middle Middle Ages, and even more com 
plex in that it is recognised that, such as it stands 
today, the Pray manuscript is the result of the 
regrouping of two manuscripts, which would 
have taken place shortly after· the writing of one 
and the other; the unity of composition of each 
of.the two manuscripts, established by Emma 
Bartonick <·•>, was confirmed by Laclislas Mezey 
in 1973 C5l, using very reliable palaeographical 
criteria of the identification of the initial hands in 
both manuscripts, which was not contested; the 
numerous additions to the original text in both 
manuscripts (many more than appear in L. Me 
zey's inventory in his descriptive summary) ob 
viously do not question the palaeographical uni 
ty of the two original texts. The two foliation sys 
tems, in Roman and Arab numerals, are used to 
individualise the two manuscripts joined today. 

"' This article does not question dates previously put forward for the components of the Pray Codex. On the 
contrary, it attempts to confirm and refine them with the help of arguments that could provide a 
demonstration. 
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The manuscript as a whole can be referred to as 
a sacramentary, and the parts that strictly spea 
king are not so could be held as supplementary 
information attached to the sacramentary; these 
supplementary parts are: synodal statutes from 
the reign of Coloman, the Micrologus (a liturgi 
cal treatise) by Bemold de Constance and the 
drawings, in the first manuscript; and, in the se 
cond manuscript, computistical and annalistic in 
formation preceding the sacramentary strictly 
speaking, then, following, a rituale and a brief se 
cond sacramentary. 

Concerning the second manuscript, that is the 
one containing the 144 folios with Arab nume 
rals, from certain allusions one can deduce that 
it came from a Benedictine monastery (fol. 108v, 
there is an invocation to Saint Benedict for the 
"Benedictine family") and that, as this monaste 
ry was placed under the name of Saint John the 
Baptist, it must be Janosi, according to L. Me 
zey's suggestion in 1973. Its first gathering was 
entirely devoted to the computistical and annalis 
tic part, that is: a calendar, extracts from the 
Massa compoti by Alexandre de Villedieu, and 
several year lists for the periods 997-1115 (fol. 9- 
v), 1151-1300 (fol. 10-12), 1171-1271 (fol. 14-15) 
and 1115-1209 (fol. 16-v, a continuation of the 
first list). 
The calendar (fol. lv-7, at the rate of one 

month per page), which opens this second ma 
nuscript, only starts on the verso of the first folio, 
as was often the case so that the recto of the first 
folio would undergo any wear and tear while 
waiting for the protection of the binding. The ca 
lendar has been enriched with a few additional 
notes of saints' feast days or historical events, 
but for which the year is never indicated; among 
st the notes by the initial hand, let us pick out the 
mention of the elevatio of Saint Ladislas on 27th 
June, which echoes annotations made in these 
cond and third tables. 

The year lists are in the second half of the ga 
thering containing the calendar, gathering that 
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