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Fashion, traditions and splendour in the garment of women
represented in Thracian tombs

Rumyana Georgieva @

a |nstitute of Balkan Studies with Centre for Thracology, Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, 45 Moskovska Str.,
1000 Sofia, Bulgaria; rumyana_g@abv.bg

ABSTRACT

The present article offers analysis of the garments of women represented in the burial chambers of the Thracian tombs at
Kazanlak (280-265 BC) and Sveshtari (the end of the first/beginning of the second quarter of the 3 c. BC). The accompa-
nying accessories, makeup, hair dresses and shoes are also discussed. The women are dressed in a Greek fashion. Some of
their garments have specific features and deliver complex, non-verbal messages, while manifesting a social status, identity,
rank and personal qualities. Unquestionably, the depicted garments do not represent the usual, for that time in Thrace, cloth-
ing, but confirm the observations that the attire of the local elite follows completely the fashionable Hellenistic trends. The
established diagnostic features of the garments point to the narratives of the discussed painted scenes: wedding motifs in
Kazanlak tomb and a public event with religious and mythological connotations in Sveshtari.
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Ancient Thrace, Thracian archaeology, Thracian tombs, tomb paintings, ancient Greek female clothing, wedding, epaulia

BbBeneHue

VkoHorpadusita Ha 006/1eK/ia BUHAry U HaBCSIKb/le e CMsITaHa 3a BayKeH U3TOYHMK Ha MH(pOpMa-
L¥sI, KOMTO /IOMTBbJ/IBA MMUCMEHHTe CBeJieHUs U 3ara3eHrTe OCTaHKU OT ThKaHW. Makap n3o0pa3eHuTe
Jpexu Jia He TIpe/CTaB/IsIBaT TOUHM PEIVIMKY Ha peaqH0 HOCEeHUTe HIKOra KOCTIOMH, BUABT UM He-
CbMHEHO e 011 pa3rio3HaBaeM 3a CbBpeMeHHHULUTE U Y/I0B/IeTBOPsIBa/l KeJIaHUeTO Ha MOPbUUTe/IUTe
Ja ObJat rpe/icTaBeHU B U3KMCKaHu ToaneTu (Brans, Harris 2022, 2—-3). HapucyBaHUTe B TPaKUHACKH-
Te rpoOHULIM 00/1eK/1a e/Ba JI BB3IIPOU3BEXK/1aT HaTb/IHO 0OMualiHus 3a OHOBa BpeMe dress code, HO
CbC CUTYPHOCT ChAbp>KaT Ba’KHa MH(OPMaLMs 3a XopaTa, KOUTO Th HOCST.

B Tpu 0T neTTe yKpaceHH ChC CTEHONMCH TPaKUMCKY rpoOHUIIM ca n306paseHy obieuenu ¢u-
rypu. Te ca Ha Mb)Ke M )KEHH C pa3/iMuHa COLiMa/Ha [IPUHA/JIEKHOCT, [T0Ka3aH! B CLIeHU C pa3inyeH
crokeT. Haie)kiHY laHHU 3a »KeHCKM o0sieKsia 3acera NpejjoCcTaBsT CaMO CTeHOIMCHTe B rorpebai-
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PywmsHa lNeoprvesa

O6p. 1. IlenmpanHama ¢ueypanHa cyeHa 8 noepebarHama kamepa Ha Kazanneswikama epobHuya: obneueHu
C XUMOHU JHceHu, Koumo Hocsim nodapasyu (cHumka G. Luglio)
Fig. 1. The central figural scene in the burial chamber of the Kazanlak tomb: chiton-clad women bearing
gifts (photo G. Luglio)

HUTe KaMmepu Ha rpobuurure B Kaszannsk (280-265 r. ip.Xp., Stoyanova 2005; 280-270 r. ip.Xp.,
Dimitrov 2016a, 29; 3a ocrananuTe gatu Parvin 2015, 34) u Celjapu (Kpasi Ha TbpBaTa — Haua0ToO
Ha BTopara uetBbpT Ha III B. ip.Xp., Chichikova et al. 2012, 76). Criopex I'eopru KutoB nma uetu-
pu GUrypu Ha >keHu U B TpoOHUILIaTa B AJIeKCaH/IPOBO, KOMTO TOW BWXK/A B CLIEHH BbPXY HO)KHATa
CTeHa Ha KOpUJOpa, HaJ, BXoZla KbM rpoOHaTa KamMepa U BBPXY [OMHUS (pr3 B KYIOJHOTO TOMe-
menue (Kitov 2004, 157-160). ToBa MHeHHe e OCHOBaTeSHO OCIMOPEHO, Thi KaTo HUTO ApexuTe,
HUTO CIOXKETBT TIpe/rionarar nofobHa uaeHtudukanms. MzobpasenuTe Gpurypu ca Ha MbxKe, KOUTO
VMar sicHa QYHKIUs KakTo B OaranHuTe criend (Avramova 2015, 70-71), Taka u B Ta3u ¢ OaHKeT
(Stoyanov 2008, 62).

Oo6nekno

JKenure, n3obpasenu B rpobHuLuTe B KasaHabk 1 B CBelllapy, HOCST [T03HATH IPBLIKU [JPeXU
¥ obuualiHuTe 3a TAX akcecoapu. IIpu fgoceramHara UM HAeHTHGUKALMS, C MaJKH U3K/IFOUEHHUs
kopekTHa (Hristova 1997), He ca 06ChK/IaHU OT/Ie/THUTE eJleMeHTH Ha KOCTIOMa, HUTO TeXHUSIT TeHe-
3uc. JIUrcea ¥ KOMEeHTap 3a TOBa /I0 KakBa CTelneH TpeCTaBeHOTO yKeHCKO 00/1eK/10 e 61o momyssip-
HO B TpaKuiicka cpefia, Jjaly U Kak TOUHO Ce BIIMCBA B TOrapalllHaTa eJIMHUCTHUecKa MoJa.

CpeJ, HapUCyBaHUTe >XeHCKH JIpexy ce pas/ryaBaT XUTOH, MelaoC U XUMaTUOH. 3aBbplieH
BU/] Ha TOAJIeTUTe MPHUJaBaT N300pa3eHnTe akCecoapy, TPyUM, TIPHUECKH U 00yBKH.
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O6p. 2. IlenmpanHama ¢ueypanHa cyeHa 8 noepebanrHama kamepa Ha Kaszanaewikama epobHuya:
My3UKaHmku, obneueHu ¢ xumou (cHumka G. Luglio)
Fig. 2. The central figural scene in the burial chamber in the Kazanlak tomb: female musicians wearing
chitons (photo G. Luglio).

XUTOH (XIT®V)

YeTHpH >KeHH, YacT OT CBHUTaTa B LjeHTpa/iHara cljeHa B Ka3aHmblKara rpoOHUIIA (JBe My-
3WKaHTKH ¥ [[Be ,,[IPUCTY’KHUUKK ), ca 00sieueHu B IBYL[BETHH ,,KbCOPBKaBHU“! xuToHM (Zhivkova
1976, 38-39) ¢ apmkuHa o crhrianata (Yitewv modnpng) (Lee 2015, 106, 110). [TnaTbT e JBOWHO
CT'BbHAT B TOPHATa CU YacT, KaTo TperbHaTaTa ThKaH J0CTUTa /10 CpefiaTa Ha OezipaTta v maZia HaJjomy
B KpacuB Habop. ThHKa TMHKS MapKKpa MSICTOTO Ha TIperiacBaHe Ha XUTOHa o repaute (06p. 1-2).

XwurtoHure ca 6esy, MPOIIAPeHH C IIUPOKH JKbITO-Ka(siBU U YepBeHO-KahsiBU UBHUIIA, KOUTO
ce CITyCKaT BepTHKa/HO M0 LjsijlaTa UM Jb/DKAHA OTIIpeJ, WM ABycTpaHHO. [Ipu fpanvpaHeTo Ha
Jpexara ca o¢opmeHu V-o6pasHo (TIpu AiBeTe My3UKaHTKK) U 00/10 (TIpH /IBETE ,,TPUCTY>KHUUKH )
JleKouTe.

C awbrbr XUTOH e obsileyeHa M )KeHaTa OT 3HATHAaTa JBoWKa B KasaHsbluKara rpoOHHLA
(Zhivkova 1976, 35) (06p. 3). [lpexaTa Ma KbCH PbKaBH U € OT OsiT T1/1aT, UHETO BUCOKO KaueCTBO €
TMoZiuepTaHo OT Xy 0KHUKA. [IpasHMUHOCTTa Ha TO3U CHE)KHOOSI/T XUTOH € [J0ITb/IHeHa OT MpUIIMTaTa
B JIO/THaTa My 4acT I10 LIMPUHA TSCHA JIeHTa, BbPXY KOSITO ca U300pa3eHy KOCO TOJI0XKEHU >Kb/ITH JIU-
HUU. XUTOHBT Ha KeHaTra e KOMOWHHPaH C Ab/IbI' XUMaTHOH C YepBeHO-Ka(siB LIBAT, KOMTO MOKpHBa
roJifiMa 4acT OT TsUIOTO U JisiBaTa U pbKa OT paMOTO Ha/louy.

J'bry XUTOHU HOCAT U YeTUPUTE ,,TIPUCTYKHUUKU® OT I1eCTBHUETO, 1300pa3eHo B JIFOHeTA Ha
Caewjapckara rpobxutia (06p. 4). Eaun ot Tsx e 6e3pbKaBeH (1pu IrbpBaTa (urypa), a ocraHaauTe

1 Koraro riarbT, OT KOWTO € 0hOpMEH XUTOHBT, € MO-IIUPOK, TOW Tajila OT paMeHeTe HaJlo/y Taka, Ue Ch3/jaBa
BIleUaT/ieHWe 3a HaJIMYMETO Ha KbC PbKAaB. XUTOHBT MOXKE /la MMa U TPUIIUTH WM 3aKPeTeH! C KOIMUeTa Mo [Ib/DKHHA
pokaBu (Lee 2015, 106).



PywmsHa lNeoprvesa

O6p. 3. Llenmpaanama ¢pueypanHa cyeHa 8 noepebaiHama kamepa Ha Kazamaswikama epobHuya:
006/1eK/10Mo Ha JceHama om 3HamHama deolika (cHumka G. Luglio)
Fig. 3. The central figural scene from the burial chamber in the Kazanlak tomb: the clothing of the woman of
the noble couple (photo G. Luglio)
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O6p. 4. I'pobHUyama Kpati Ceewjapu: ¢ueypaaHama cyeHa 8 A1oHema Ha nozpebaaHama kamepa
(no Chichikova et al. 2012, fig. 64)
Fig. 4. The tomb near Sveshtari: the figural scene in the lunette of the burial chamber
(after Chichikova et al. 2012, fig. 64)

O6p. 5. I'pobHUyama Kpati Ceewjapu: obneyeHa ¢ XUmoH U XUMAMUOH diceHa om ¢pueypairHama cyeHa
8 IIoHema Ha nozpebaaHama kamepa, demaiin (no Chichikova et al. 2012, fig. 66)
Fig. 5. The tomb near Sveshtari: a chiton- and himation-clad woman from the figural scene in the lunette
of the burial chamber, detail (after Chichikova et al. 2012, fig. 66)

— KbCOpBKaBHHM. [lekonTeTata uM ca V-o06pa3Ho odopmeHH. 3a pa3/ivKa OT XUTOHHUTE Ha YeTUPHUTE
»keHW B KazansbllKaTa TpOOHULIA T€3W Ca HalpaBeHW OT eJMHUYHM TapyeTa IIaT, ChC CUT'YPHOCT
TnperiacaH B 06/1acTTa Ha KPbCTa CaMo TIPH MJIa/aTa >KeHa, KOSITO HOCH ChJi 32 6/1arOBOHUSI ¥ OMHOXOE.
XUTOHUTE Ca TIOYNPO3PauHM M aKo Ce Ch/IH T10 [IBeTe ABOWKH YCIIOPeIHU OTBECHH JIMHUU, OTKPOS-
Ballly Ce BbPXY /IDEXHTE Ha ITbpBaTa 1 M0C/ie/[HaTa yUaCTHUYKA B I11eCTBUETO — C UBWYHU 11apku (Fol



PywmsHa lNeoprvesa

O6p. 6. I'pobHuyama kpaii Ceewjapu: cegepo3anaoHama cmeHa Ha noz2pedaaHama Kkamepa ¢ Kapuamuou
NeNe 4-7, demaiin (no Chichikova et al. 2012, fig. 38)
Fig. 6. The tomb near Sveshtari: the northwest wall of the burial chamber with caryatids nos 4-7, detail
(after Chichikova et al. 2012, fig. 38)

O6p. 7. I'pobHuyama kpati Ceewjapu:
kapuamuda Ne 1 (no Chichikova et al.
2012, fig. 50)

Fig. 7. The tomb near Sveshtari:
caryatid no. 1 (after Chichikova et al.
2012, fig. 50)
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et al. 1986, 110-111; Chichikova et al. 2012, 49).

JKeHara, KosITO TI0fiaBa BeHel] Ha n300pa3eHus Mpes Hest KOHHUK B CBelljapckara TpoOHMLIa,
HOCH JBJTBI Oe3pbKaBeH XUTOH B KOMOWHALWS C JUAarOHAIHO JparnvpaH ¥ TIpeMeTHAT Ipe3 JITBOTO
¥ paMoO [IBJIbI XMUMAaTHOH, YAKWTO Kpall BUCH TIOf, KMTKaTa Ha jsiBara 1 pbKa (Fol et al. 1986, 115;
Chichikova et al. 2012, 47-48) (06p. 5). BbpXy /j0/1HaTa yacT Ha rosiara ¥ o IUpuHa ce 3abesisi3Ba
JleTaiis1, KOMTOo HaroZo0siBa MPUILINTA JIeHTa C ODHaMeHTH TIPU JipexaTa Ha keHata oT KasaH/blikara
rpoOHuIIa. YKpaceH e U JOJHUAT Pb0 Ha XWTOHA. B TopHaTa uacT Ha Jpexara ca u3o0paseHu [Be
[IBOMKH yCIIOPeJHH OTBECHU JIMHUM, TIPEATIO/IaraeM 3HakK 3a JeKopalysi, BUJUM BbPXYy XUTOHUTE U
Ha YacT OT CJIe/IBallUTe 5 )KeHU OT LIeCTBUETO (BXK. M0O-TOpe).

XUTOHUTE Ha JieceTTe W3BassHU BbB BUCOK pesied Kapuatugu B CBelljapckara rpoOHUIIA ca
0e3pbKaBHU, [I'BJITH U PA3/IMUHU OT TPaZMIIMOHHATa euHCKa apexa (Chichikova et al. 2012, 39-43).
[IBOIHO TIperbHATUST B FOPHATA CU YacT IJIaT, BMECTO /ia Tiajia CBOOO/HO, € C [BJITH Kpauila, og-
OpMEeHU KbM cpejiaTa Ha OefipaTa KaTo TPH aKaHTOBH JIUCTA, KPaHWTE OT KOMTO Ca 3aBUTH Harope.
Iexonterata ca V-00pasHH, a KOJIaHBT € TTIOCTABeH OKO0JI0 KpbcTa (006p. 6). XUTOHUTE ca Mpo3pau-
HU, CWJTHO /IpalTipaHy U OLIBeTeHU B JIMJIABO (TIPU [IEKOJITETO U BePTHKAJHUTe PHOOBe Ha Jjpexara
OTIpe/1), CUHBO (TIPY aKaHTOBUTE JIMCTA), CHHLO U uepBeHo (Tpu KosaauTe) (06p. 7). BapuaHTu Ha
TO3U eK30THUYeH KOCTIOM Ca MMO3HATH OT MaMeTHUI U3BbH Tpakusi, KaTo HABCSIKb/e N300pa3eHusT
pacTuTesieH MOTUB Ce OCHOBaBa Ha CHMBOJIMKATa W WKOHOTpadusTa Ha CBbP3aHM C TpUpojaTta u
TO/I3eMHUS CBAT OOXKeCTBA B MUTOJIOTHHTE Ha HacejeHueTo Ha FOrowstouHa EBpora, M3TouHOTO
CpeauzemMHOMOpHe U AHaTO/IMs. BHU3yamHO U XpOHOIOTHYeCKU Hak-0/Ti3KHU /10 M300pa3eHnuTe Jpexu
¥ MOTHBH Ca nameTHULIM oT Masa A3ust u Makenonus (Valeva 1995, ¢ sut.; Chichikova et al. 2012,
44, ¢ mut.; Grudeva 2015, c yir.).

Mennoc (TTEmA0()

[pexata Ha HOcell|aTa ITOJJHOC C MJI0/I0Be BUCOKA >KeHa OT LieHTpajiHaTa cljeHa B Ka3aH/bliKa-
Ta rpOOHUIIA U3I/IeX/]a HallpaBeHa OT MJTbTEeH T/1aT, KOWTO 00pa3yBa TeXXKH I'bHKU U TIPUKPUBA Gop-
MuTe Ha Ts10TO (00p. 8). Ts e onmpumuaBaHa Ha nervioc (Zhivkova 1976, 37; Ognenova-Marinova
1991, 15), Ha XUTOH, Ha MernIoc, KoMbuHKUpaH ¢ xumaTroH (Rabadzhiev 2002, 57; Valeva 2015, 185).

®dopManHO TMOr/ieHaTO, BCSIKO MPaBOBI'BIHO Tapue IaT, JApanupaHo OKOJO TSI0TO U TIpU-
I'bPYKaHO KbM HET0 C UIJIM U BPB3KH, MOXKe /1a TIPOMeHsT PYyHKIUATa CU, BKJTFOUHUTETHO /la TIPEBbPHE
enuH reryioc B xuMmaThoH (Llewellyn-Jones 2003, 25). Bbripeku ToBa ujesita 3a U300pa3eH B TO3U
C/lydaii XUMaTHOH e HelpueM/iiBa. XMMaTHOHBT € BUJ, MaHTUsI, KOSITO TIOPSIIUYHUTE TPBI[KU YKEHU
HOCST CaMO B KOMOMHAIWsI C XUTOH M HUKOTAa CaMOCTOsITeJTHO. Makap ¥ Hall-ueCcTo W3IO/3BaH 3a
3a0ysBaHe, TOW WM € HaMeTKa 3a [S/IOTO TSUI0, WX Ce TIOZIPeXKAa OKOJIO JO/THaTa My YacT Taka, ue
Jla TIOKpYBa e/IHOTO paMo, KaTo OCTaes jpyrara pbka cBobozHa (Llewellyn-Jones 2003, 54-58; Lee
2015, 114). Ilo To3u HAUMH HOCSAT XMMaTUOHA KaKTO yKeHaTa OT 3HaTHaTa JBOWKa B Ta3M CIieHa, Taka
Y >KeHara, TofiaBaliia BeHel| B rpobHuiiaTa ot CBelapy.

TpaAULIMOHHUSAT TeTJIOC Tpe/CTaB/siBa ApanuvpaH 0KOJIO TSJIOTO TEXBK BbIHEH IIaT, 3aKpe-
TISTH ITbPBOHAYa/IHO B 006s1acTTa Ha pameHeTe ¢ urii. C Hero ca obsieueHn >keHnTe B OMUPOBUS €110C,
HO Ollle B Kpasi Ha apXanyHara erioxa TOu MoCTeleHHO e U3MeCTeH OT TI0-7IeKUsi JieHeH XUTOH HaBCsi-
Kbe B enmuHckus ceaT (Tsouli 2018, 196). Cnen ['ppko-TiepcuiickyTe BOWHU TETIIOCHT Ce 3aBpblija
B MKOHOTpadusTa, Hali-Beue B CIeHW C MUTUYHO ChbpP)KaHUe WU 00’KeCTBEHO TIPUCHCTBHE, KAaTo
XapaKTepHUTE MY 3aKOITUaKi U3ue3BaT KakKTo OT apXeoJ0ThueCKHUTe HaXOKH, Taka M B YacCT OT U3-
obpaxenusTa (Lee 2012, 182).

M3o06pa3eHara TyK jipexa e Oe3pbKaBHa, He e 3aKOIMuaHa Ha paMeHeTe, UMa YepBeHO-KahsB
L[BAT ¥ € U3HeHA/IBaIl[0 CHab/ieHa 1o [Ib/DKUHA OTIPE/] C IIUPOKO 05710 Tlapue miaT. PUCyHKaTa Ha-
TOMHSI MO/leJla Ha [IByLIBETHUTE XUTOHU Ha OCTaHA/IUTe YYAaCTHUUKU B LIECTBUETO, HO OCTaBsl BIle-
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O6p. 8. [lenmpanxnama ¢pueypanxa cyeHa 8 noepebaaHama kamepa Ha Kazauaswkama epobHuya: obneueHa
C Nenjoc ceHa, Kosimo Hocu naodoee, demaiin (cHumka G. Luglio)
Fig. 8. The central figural scene in the burial chamber of the Kazanlak tomb: a peplos-clad woman carrying
fruit, detail (photo G. Luglio)
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yaT/ieHWe 3a pa3/ivKa B fiebenyHaTa Ha HUILKUTE Ha /iBaTa Iiata, Kato OenusT e mo-¢uH. [Ipexara
e C ['b/DKUHA [I0 CThIla/aTa, a B rOpPHATa CM YacT TJIaThT € JABOMHO Cr'bHAT, KaTo T.Hap. OMOMTLYHX
(oBeue 3a TepmuHa y Lee 2004; 2015, 100) mokpuea u3rsyio Topca. OTKbM T'bpba mperbHarTara
ThKaH e U3bpIiaHa Harope Taka, ue jja 3akpue kocara karo Boas (Llewellyn-Jones 2003, 59 Hapuua
TO3M CTHJI Ha 3a0y/iBaHe, MOMy/IIpeH Mpe3 Bropara MojoB1Ha Ha V B. mip. Xp., ,,kolpos-veil®). TTo Ta3u
npuyYrHa u3o0pa3eHara Jpexa e 6e3 mosic Wi kosaH. lekonreto e V-06pasHo.

HauuHbT, 0 KOUTO U3I/IeXK/a TO3U KOCTIOM, MpeArioara Wi pucyHKa Ha XUTOH U Tervioc,
WM CaMO Ha TIeryioc, UAUTO BUJ, U TIOJIMXPOMUS Hali-BePOSITHO Ca ChTBOPEHU OT CaMUsl XY/I0’KHUK.
[IbpBUAT BapuaHT U3IJIeXK/a M0-MajKo Bb3MOKEH He 3allf0TO IphbLiKaTa MOZa He TI03HaBa eJHOBpe-
MEeHHOTO HoceHe Ha XuUTOH u merioc (Lee 2010, 59; 2015, 110), a 3a1j0To BepTUKaAHUTe Kpauiija Ha
rerioca 0OMKHOBEHO Ca OTBOPEHU OTCTPaHH, a He otmipes (Lee 2015, 100). TToka3aHaTa JByLBeTHA
Zpexa obade He e U3K/IIOUEHKe, 3aI[0TO JIMTePaTyPHU U BU3YaJTHU U3TOUHUIIM CBU/IETE/ICTBAT 3a Tie-
TJIOCH, YKpaceH! C TeOMeTPUUHU U pacTuTenHd opHameHTH (Lee 2012, 182).

XumMaTunoH (ipdtiov)

XUMaTHOHBT € HaMeTKa, KOSITO Ce OTHACS KbM KaTeropusrta emANHoTd, T.e. TOPHU JIPEXH.
ToBa b/Ir0 MPaBOBI'B/IHO Napye IJ1aT € BaKHa YacT OT ToasieTa KaKTo Ha MbsKeTe, Taka U Ha )KeHUTe
B IPBLIKUS CBST. 3a pas/vKa OT MbXKeTe KeHUTe PsiIKO HOCSAT CaMO XMMaTHOH, a T0O KOMOWHMpAT €
XUTOH. XMMaTHOHBT MOXKE /la Ce Zparipa 1o pasirieH HaukH, HO yKeHUTe 0OMKHOBEHO I'0 YBHBAT
[TMarOHATHO OKOJIO TSJIOTO CH TaKa, ue Jja OKPUST eHOTO oT BeTe cv pameHa (Lee 2015, 113 u ci1,;
Tsouli 2018, 199).

[Be ot )xeHUTe, N300pa3eH! B pa3ryiekjaHnTe TaMeTHULH, Ca TIOKa3aH! C XUMaTHOH B KOMOU-
Hauus ¢ xuToH. [1pu )keHara, roziaBaita BeHel] B CBelljapy, TOM e YBUT JUarOHaTHO OKOJIO TAI0TO U
TIOKPUBA JITBOTO M PaMo, KaTo OCTaBsl AsiCHaTa pbka cBoOozHa (00p. 5). XMMaTHOHBT Ha ’KeHaTa OT
3HaTHaTa /IBoMKa oT Ka3aH/blKaTa TpoOHHLIA e C uepBeHO-KadsiB IBAT U € B IPbK KOHTPAcCT C Oeu-
Te XUTOH U Boasl. Tol e ApanupaH B pa3/lyeH CTWI: HaMeTKaTa e yBUTa OKOJI0 KPbCTa KaTo MosC, a
JsiBaTa phbKa e TMOKPUTa C OHA3U YacT OT Hesl, KOSITO 0CTaBa OTKBM I'bpOa (00p. 3).

XapakTepucTmka Ha HapucyBaHWs TEKCTU/

HauuHbT, M0 KOMTO Cca Mpe/icTaBeHW XUTOHUTE Ha JKeHWTe OT I1eCTBHeTO B KasaHsbllKara
rpoOHMLIA COYM, Ue TI0 BCSIKA BEPOSITHOCT Te Ca HarlpaBeH! OT JieHeH I/1aT. XMTOHBT Ha >KeHara OT
3HaTHaTa JjBOIKa obaue e OT MaTepwus C TIO-BUCOKO KauecTBo. CMsTa ce, e TiaToBe C Moj00Ha Xa-
PaKTepUCTHKA Ca ThKaHW OT [iMBa KOTIPMHA (3a CIIOpOBeTe OTHOCHO ChIeCTByBaHEeTO 1 B Tpakus B
M3CJIe[BAHOTO BpeMe BIK Georgieva, in press a, C JIMT.) WK OT CHiel{UaJHO 00paboTeHu 3a TIOCTHU-
raHe Ha MeKoTa U O/IICbK pacTuTenHU BiakHa (Spantidaki 2017, 297-301, c sut.). IToka3aHuTe B
CLieHara MeryioC U XMMaTUOH U3IJIeX/1aT HarlpaBeH! OT (GMH Bb/IHEH TIaT.

OCHOBHUSAT LBAT Ha OOCHKIAHUTE XUTOHU e Osisl. CBeT/IMTe Apexu ca 4ecTO W3MOJ3BaHU B
ZIPEBHOCTTA, Thi KaTo TIOBEUeTO TeKCTU/THY B/lakHa ca 6enu. bsioTo e ciMBost Ha jo6poieTen, pu-
TyajiHa YXCTOTa U )KeHCTBEHOCT, BK/IFOUMTETHO KOTaTo CTaBa /lyMma 3a pblieTe U JIMLETO Ha keHarta. B
IPBLKUTE TTMCMEHW U3TOYHUIM 00ade ce crioMeHaBat 00JieK/a B pa3/MyHy HIOAHCH 0510, BK/TFOUM-
TEJIHO CHEXXHOO$1710, IOCTUTAHU € W30e/BaII[ KUCeTMHHY MTPOIYKTH WX pacTeHus. TakuBa /[pexu ca
TPY/[IHU 3a TIOJIbpKaHe B eXXeZJHeBUeTO U 3aTOBa Ce HOCSIT CaMo TpU crieliantu ciaydau (Spantidaki
2016, 210, 214; Llewellyn-Jones 2021, 95-96). B Kazansbiiikara rpoOHHIIA C TakaBa CHeXXHa Oesiota
ce OT/INYaBaT XUTOHBT, BOATBT U PblieTe Ha yKeHaTa OT 3HaTHaTa /[BOMKa, KaKTo U TIpeJiHaTa yacT Ha
TeTIoca, HOCeH OT JKeHara C To/IHOCa.

XUTOHWTE Ha )KEHWTE OT IiecTBUeTO B Ka3aHbIlkara rpobHUIIA ca ABYIBETHU (KOMOWHAIIWS
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O6p. 9. BaHkemHa cyeHa 8 epobHuyama ,,Aeuoc
Amanacuoc“ kpali ConyH: obneveHa 8 XUumoH JHceHa ¢
duaynoc, dematin (no Tsimbidou-Avlonitou 2004, 151)

Fig. 9. Banquet scene at the tomb of Agios Athanasios near
Thessaloniki: a chiton-clad woman with a diaulos, detail
(after Tsimbidou-Avlonitou 2004, 151)

O6p. 10. LlenmpanHama ¢pueypanHa cyeHa 6 noepebanrHama kamepa Ha Kazannswkama epobHuya:
06/1eK10Mo HA JceHama om 3HamHama 0eolika, demaiin (cHumka G. Luglio)
Fig. 10. The central figural scene in the burial chamber of the Kazanlak tomb: the clothing of the woman of
the noble couple, detail (photo G. Luglio)
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MeXy Os10 U )KbATO-KasiBO-uepBeHO)® 1 U3IJIeKAT HalpaBeHH OT TIJIaT, KOMTO MMa LIMPOKa Bb-
ThUHa I1apka. To3u LiBeTeH akKL|eHT UMa JileKopaTrBeH e()eKT W COuM, Ye ITbCTPOTaTa Ha XUTOHUTE TI0
TOBa BpPEMe e peajTHOCT, MakKap JIeHbT fla e TpyJeH 3a bosucBade Marepuan (Spantidaki 2014, 36;
Lee 2015, 110). B nogobeH XUTOH, HO B [ipyra [JBeTOBa rama, Ipy KOWTO IIIMPOKaTa MBUYHA I1apKa Ce
BIDKZIA M OTKBM I'bp0a, e 0b/1eueHa HarpuMep JKeHaTa, KOSTO CBUPU Ha 81GVA0G B OaHKeTHaTa ClieHa
Ha rpobnunara ,,Arnoc Atanacuoc” I11 kpaii ConyH (rocnegHa uetespT Ha IV B. 1ip. Xp., Tsimbidou-
Avlonitou 2004, 149, 151; 2005, 107, pin. 33) (06p. 9).

LIBeTOBeTe Ha MeruIoca U Ha XMMaTUOHUTe Ha 3HaTHaTa /|BOMKa ca B yepBeHO-KadsiBaTa rama.
UepBeHuTe pexy BUHAru U HaBCSIKb/le Ca BUCOKO L|€HEHU 3apajiy CBOsTa BUAUMOCT, a B CJlydast —
Y 3apa/ii TbPCEeHHUsI KOHTPACT ¢ Oenus LBAT Ha XUTOHWUTe. He e U3K/IF0YEHO TYK Te Jia UMaT U J[pyT
CMUCBJI, 3aL]0TO 3a JIpeBHUTE I'bPLIY UYePBEHOTO € 3HAaK 3a epOTHKa, CMbPT U ChCTOSIHME Ha MPexof
(Llewellyn-Jones 2021, 90-92; 3a 1jBeToBaTa CUMBO/IMKA B Tpakusi BxXK. [zdimirski 2017, 424, c aut.).

He e sicHO KakbB 01 OWJIT I[BETHT Ha XUTOHUTE HA )KEHUTE OT I11eCTBUETO, N300pa3eHy B JIFOHeTa
Ha Cgemapckata rpobuuria. ITo Bcsika BEPOSITHOCT CJief OL[BETsSIBaHETO Ha (GUTYpuUTe [pexuTe Orxa
3araswid Npo3pavyHOCTTa CH, KAKTO TOBA Ce BW)K/A [PU XUTOHWTE Ha T. HAp. KapuaTUau. [ pbLKOTO
M3KYCTBO M300M/ICTBa C M300pakeHUst Ha GuHU 006/eKsIa, TI0f, KOWTO TPO3UPAT OT/IeJIHU YacTH Ha
JKeHCKOTO Tsi1o. ITpezronara ce, ue 3a Ta3w 11 u3pabOTeHH OT pacTUTE/THH B/lakKHA (PUHU TI/IaTOBe
ca ToTarnsiHy B 6aHs OT 3eXTHH, 3a Jja IPUA00UAT O/ISICHK ¥ Hali-Bede TIPO3PauyHOCT — OCHOBHA Xapak-
TepUCTHKA Ha JIyKCO3HHSI TeKCTHJI, HapuyaH ,,amorgina“ (Spantidaki 2017, 300-302). ITpo3paunu
JIeHeHU JIpexu B [IPEBHOCTTA Ca HOCEeHU U OT ykeHWTe B JInpus (Sare-Agtiirk 2014, 260). Jokasaren-
CTBO, Ue B ClIeHaTa Ca Mpe/ICTaBeH! CKbITH 00/IeK/Ia, TIpe/iiarar v po3pauyHUTe XUTOHU Ha KapyuaTu-
[liTe, OLIBETEHU B JINIABO, CUHBO U UEPBEHO.

JBOVKHTe yCriope/JHU OTBECHU JIMHUM BbPXY XUTOHUTE Ca BepOsiTeH 3HaK 3a fiekoparys. Liser-
HHTe paifeTa ca Haii-ueCTo CpelljaHaTa yKpaca B TeKCTH/IHUTe u3zenus B Enazja, KosITo 0OOMKHOBEHO ce
BTBhKaBa KbM Kpawiriata Ha riara (Spantidaki 2014, 38). [TogoOHM BETHUHM IIaPKH Ca JOKYMEHTHPaH!
Y B TPAaKUICKU KOHTEKCT: BbPXY Bb3I7IaBHHIIA, M300pa3eHa B KazaHTbIilKaTa rpoOHHUIIA U BBPXY KbCHST
XWTOH Ha BUHOUEPIIella B Chiljata ciieHa (06p. 2, 19), KaTo opHaMeHT BbPXY JipeXH Ha MbKe, H300pa3e-
HU B rpoOHMIjaTa B AsiekcanpoBo (Haripumep Kitov 2004, fig. 40, 49), KakTo ¥ BbpPXy TeKCTUIeH par-
MEHT, OTKPUT B Tpoba Kpaii cenatra ManomupoBo-3natunuiia, SImbosncko (Nikolova et al. 2013, 117).

[exopalsaTa Ha XUTOHA Ha )KeHaTa OT 3HaTHara /iBoiika B Ka3aHnbk e oT pasnuueH Bujl. CTa-
Ba /lyMa 3a mpulMrara (arnaMKupaHa?) B Zo/iHaTa My YacT TI0 LIMPHHA TsICHA JIeHTa OT I1/1aT, KOATO
MOXKe /la e OpoZipaHa ChC 3/1IaTHU HUIIKK WK n3paboTeHa ChC CrieljuasHa TeXHUKA — T. Hap. ThKaHe
C KopH, obnyaeH criocob 3a yKpacsiBaHe Ha Jipexy B u3cieaBaHoTo Bpeme (Spantidaki 2014, 37;
Petrova 2016, 120-121) (0o6p. 10). Bb3MOXKHO € HaMepeHUTe B rPOOHMIIATA OCTAHKU OT (DUHO 3/1aT-
Ho dosmo (Parvin 2015, 31), BeposiTHO CITMPasIOBU/HO YBUTO OKOJIO OPTaHUUHA TIPEXK/a, a Ca YacT
OT yKpacaTa Ha /ipexara Ha TorpebaHara TyK >KeHa Taka, KaKTO TOBa € 3aCBHETeJICTBAHO B [[PyTH
HaxXOJKH Ha 3/1aToTbKaH TeKcTus B Tpakus (mpumepu y Georgieva, in press a).

Akcecoapu

OO6eK/I0TO Ha YKEHUTe B APEBHOCTTa BUHATW M HABCSAKBE € JIOMBIBAHO C TIPeIMEeTH, KOUTO
ro pa3KpacsBaT U My TNpU/ABaT 3aBbpiiieH Buj. OT 0OMUaiiHUTe 3a )KeHCKHs ToaleT aKCecoapy KbM
pasr/ieflaHTe MO-rope KOCTIOMU ca J00aBeH!U pa3/IMyHM YKPAcH 3a I71aBa, KOJIaHU U HAKWTH.

2 Ilocouenute LBeTOBE Ha I/ISOGPHBEHI/IH TEKCTUJI OTpa3daBaT JaHHUTE OT 1'ly6]'II/IKaLlI/II/ITe Ha rnaMeTHULuTe U Hau-
HOBHTE MM CHUMKU, HAIllpaBeHU C MOZiepHa TeXHUKaA.
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L

O6p. 11. IJenmpanHa pueypanHa cyeHa 8 noepebasHama kamepa Ha Kazannswkama epobruya: 3abyneqa c
nensoc JceHa, Kosmo Hocu niodoge (Oematin, cHumka G. Luglio)
Fig. 11. The central figural scene in the burial chamber of the Kazanlak tomb: a peplos-veiled woman
carrying fruit, detail (photo G. Luglio)

YKpacu 3a rnaga

Boanu n naHgenku
3abenexxuTesnieH e QakKThT, Ue U JBeTe )KeHH, U300pa3eHu OT ABeTe CTPAHU Ha CeJHAIMs Ha
mudpoc mbxk B Kazansbliikara rpobHuLa, ca 3abynenu. Cpep peakuTte n300pa)keHUsI Ha KeHU B Tpa-
KUKCKOTO U3KYCTBO HsIMa TaKuBa C BOaJl.
Cpe/i Hal-TTONYJ/ISIPHUTE APEBHOTPBLIKHM YMU 3a Boal — KPESEPV®@YV, KAAOLTTPE U KOAOLHX
— ITbPBUTE [IBE Ce CMATAT 3a CMHOHWMH U Ce CBBP3BaT C MOKPUBAHe Ha 3a/HaTa YacT Ha I7laBara,
pamMeHeTe | Mo-ToJIsiMaTa 4acT OT TSUIOTO, PSIZKO Ha JIUIIeTO Ha )KeHaTa. BUbT U rpeJjHa3HaueHUeTo
Ha KAAOVHQ ca HECUT'YDPHH, HO TT0-4eCTO TO3W BOAJ Ce CIIOMeHaBa KaTo Mo-ThbMeH Ha LIBAT U U3pas3si-
Bai| nevasn (Llewellyn-Jones 2003, 28—36). BoanbT KaTo 4acT OT >KeHCKHUsI TOaJIeT e M03HarT olije Ha
Owmup, a TIOKPUBAHETO Ha I71aBaTa, JIMLIETO UM TSAJIOTO € BeKoBeH 0OnyYali, KOWTO NpeMUHaBa Ipe3
pa3/iMuHu TpaHc(opMalii ¥ MOJU B e/TMHCKUS CBST. 3a 3a0y/iBaHe ca W3IM0/I3BaHA KaKTO HOCEHUTe
rOpHU 00/1eK/ia (XMMaTUOH, TIeTVIOC), TaKa ¥ CAMOCTOSTE/IHU TapueTta 1iaT. V306pakeHus: Ha yKeH!
C TIOKPHUTH OT TIETVIOC TJIaBU Ce TOsBSBAT B MKOHOrpadusTa OT cpejara Ha V B. Mp.Xp. HaceTHe
(Llewellyn-Jones 2003, 59, 66). VimenHo To31 HaulH Ha 3aby/iBaHe e 1OKa3aH NPH >KeHaTa C Toj-
Hoca, n3o6paseHa B Kazanmbiikara rpobumia (o6p. 11). BoansT Ha cejHanata Ha TPOH JKeHa e OT
(uH, UCKpsITo OsiT TIaT C BUAMMO BUCOKO KaueCTBO, KOETO TO TIPEBPHIIA B JIYKCO3HO U U3AIITHO [10-
M'bJTHEHNE KBbM TOaJIeTa, TIPUCHITIO Ha >xeHH ¢ BUCOK paHr (Llewellyn-Jones 2003, 30, 147) (o6p. 3).
BB3MOKHO e rapueTo T/1aT, KOeTo HOCH eJJHa OT >KeHWTe, yYaCTHUYKHU B TipoliecusTa B Ka-
3aH/TBINIKATa TPOOHMIA, CBINO Zia € Boas (HaMmeTano cropef Parvin 2015, 21) (06p. 12). M306pa3se-
Hara Marepus e (uHa, CBeTJIOCHHS M TIOUTH TMpOo3payHa. 3apaZiy To-MasikaTta My [b/DKMHA OCTaBa
HesICHO Jla/Ti TOBa TIPOCTO e OlIle eJH Boas OT rapziepoba Ha cefisiiiaTa Ha TPOH >KeHa, U/H e TIpeJi-
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O6p. 12. IlenmpanHama ¢ueypanHa cyeHa 8 noepebaiHama kamepa Ha Kazamaswikama epobHuya: sea,
Kosimo 0vpcU CuH 8oas, demaiin (cHumka G. Luglio)
Fig. 12. The central figural scene in the burial chamber of the Kazanlak tomb: a woman holding a blue veil,
detail (photo G. Luglio)
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O6p. 13. IlenmpanHama ¢pueypanHa cyeHa 8 noepebasHama kamepa Ha Kazamaswikama epobHuya: x#ceHa e
XUMOH, ¢ naHoenka 8 kocume, demaiin (cHumka G. Luglio)
Fig. 13. The central figural scene in the burial chamber of the Kazanlak tomb: a woman wearing a chiton,
with a ribbon in her hair, detail (photo G. Luglio)

HasHayeH /la CMeHU Oenvst ¥ B KaueCTBOTO CH Ha KAAOVHQ Jla TIOKpUe 3aHaripe]| W3IS0 T/1aBarta i,
KaTo 1 OCUT'YpH yeauHeHHe fopu Ha rmy6muno msicto (Llewellyn-Jones 2003, 201).

IIpe3 enMHUCTAYECKATa eroxXa C Boas B TPhI[KaTa MKOHOTPadus ca MpeicTaBsHU OOTHMHH,
LJapCKX 0COOU, apUCTOKPATKH, OMbKEHH YKEHH, XeTePU U JIOPH IOWKH, HO He 1 ripuciyra (Llewellyn-
Jones 2003, 146). To3u ¢akT mpeAoiara crieljiajieH CTaTyT KaKTo Ha JKeHaTa C TIOfIHOCa, TaKa U Ha
Tasu, cefiHajia Ha TPOH.

U B aBeTe rpoOHUIM ca W300pa3eHH >KeHW, UUUTO KOCH Ca BUAUMO TIPUOpaHU C TIaH[e/IKU:
TOBA Ca OHE3H /IBé YYaCTHUUKH B II€CTBUATA, KOUTO HOCAT MaJIKM KOHTeliHepH 3a 0/1aroBOHUS WU
6wxyTa (00p. 5, 13). JIeHTaTa 3a Koca Ha >keHaTa OoT Ka3aHrblKaTa rpoOHHUIA e >KbaTa (LUBIT Imad-
paH?) 1 6/M3Ka 1o LBST [0 [IapKaTa Ha XWTOHA i, a Ta3u Ha MoMUYeTo B CBeljapckara rpobHHIa
¢ ocHoBaHwue e orpeienieHa karo towvia (Chichikova et al. 2012, 48). JleHTuTe ca OT THII, HOCEH OT
MBiKe U )KeHH B ['bpIIUisi B e)kKeZJHeBHETO, MPU CIIOPTHHU ChCTe3aHUsI U B PeJIMTHO3eH KOHTEeKCT. Te ca
W3M0/13BaHH 3a MPUIbpKaHe Ha KOCara, 3a 3ara3BaHe Ha MpuuecKara U 3a ekopauus (Benda-Weber
2014, 97).

Wanku n wanose

Yact ot >keHuTe, u300pa3eHu B rpoOHULIaTa Kpaii Cellapy, uMmar manku. Criopes Mapust
YuunKoBa KoCaTa Ha )KeHara, KOsITO /bPKU BEHEL], € 0TUaCTH TIOKPUTa C KeKprodasoc, a moBeveTo OT
T. Hap. KapyuaTU/u HOCAT Ha riaBuTe cu Kanartoc (Chichikova et al. 2012, 39-45, 48).

3aeHO C ApYTU CXOJHU TOKPUBAJIa 3a I71aBa KaTo PITPO U OGKKOG, KEKPLOAAOG MMa U3TOUEeH
nipou3sxoz. Criopes U3c/ie[jBaHUsATA Te3H IIAMKK Ca HOCEHU OT Mb)Ke B AHATO/IUS U TIPEJUMHO OT
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O6p. 14. T'pobHUyama kpati
Ceewapu: kapuamuda Ne 10 (no
Chichikova et al. 2012, fig. 59)
Fig. 14. The tomb near
Sveshtari: caryatid no. 10 (after
Chichikova et al. 2012, fig. 59)

>keHU — B rpbLKus cBaT (Fischer 2008, 31-33; Benda-Weber 2014, 98-100). B atuueckara pucyBaHa
KepaMUKa TO3HW THIT IPUCTIOCOOIeHUs 3a TIOKPUBaHEe Ha KOcaTa Ce TOsBSBAT ITIABHO B CIIEHH, CBBP-
3anu ¢ AdpoauTa, [IMOHKC U Hali-Beue C TIPOCTUTYIIHS, KaTo e /[0Ka3aHo, Ye UIMEHHO >KeHHUTE C Ta3u
COIL[MAJTHO JIeTUTUMHA Tipodecust tu uspabotrar (Fischer 2013). ITogo06HY ,,ITaNTKKU® B aHAJIOTUYHU
CHO’KETU HOCAT W )KeHH, 1300pa3eHu BbpXY uepBeHO(MUTYPHU Bas3y, HamepeHy B Amioionust IToHTHKa
(Konova 2006, 115; Vasileva 2019, 124, kat. Ne 111-112).

[MTokputreTo 3a I71aBa Kekptogdasaoc e mo3Hato oije Ha OmHp, criopes, KOrOTO TO € HOCEeHO
ot Angpomaxa (Hom. Il. 22, 468-470). N3paboTeHa 0OMKHOBEHO OT e/1aCTUYHA MPEXXeCTa/TyieTeHa
WY TIO-PSJKO — OT ThKaHa MaTepusi, Ta3u ,,Ilanka“ CKprBa Kocara U3Lsiio (ako e cpecaHa B KOK Ha
THJIa) WIN YaCTUYHO (KOraTo KWYypH ce ChOMpaT BbPXY TEMETO WM Ce CITyCKaT Ha/[o/y 10 T'bpha)
(Llewellyn-Jones 2003, 30—31). 3a pa3nvka OT Hes IIanKara OT TUIA CAKOC U3IJIEXK/a KaTo HarpaBe-
Ha oT rpybo mapue rniat TopbruKa, KosiTo MokprBa kocata usisio (Fischer 2008, 14). Cpen paHHUTe
TIpUMepH 3a prUOpaHa 10 TO3M HauKH KOCa Ca >KeHUTe, TIOKa3aHU BbPXy cTpaHa D Ha T. Hap capkodar
Ha ITosmukceHa, OTKpUT B obmactta Mexay Tposi u TackroneoH (kpas Ha VI B. ip.Xp., Rose 2014,
92); cMmsiTa ce, ue cakoc u3nu3ar oT Moga okosio 330 r. ip. Xp. (Benda-Weber 2014, 100). ITokpuTue-
TO 3a I7IaBa OT TUIa MUTPa TIPe/CTaB/IsiBa YBUT OKOJIO IVIaBaTa JbJIbI TeCeH I1ajl, KOWTO MOYTH U3LIs-
7o ckpuBa kocara. Toii e u3paboTBaH 0T (hviH, 0OMKHOBEHO SIPKO oLBeTeH Win Opogupad rinar (Kurtz,
Boardman 1986, 50; Fischer 2008, 10 c nur.; Benda-Weber 2014, 99; Papadopoulou 2017, 65-66).

Bbripeku MpuBUAHO TOUHUTE UM Jle(DUHULIMY, Pa3rpaHUUaBaHeTo Ha Te3U aKCecoapyu KbM TO-
ajieTa HeBUHArW e Bb3MOXKHO, Thi KaTo APeBHUTE XYOXKHHULM PSIIKO TM PUCyBaT KOpeKTHO. ToBa ce
OTHACs ¥ 3a HeZIOBbpILIeHaTa PUCYHKa B rpoOHMLIaTa Kpaii Ceelljapy, B KOSITO He ca MoKa3aHu JieTak-
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O6p. 15. XKenama om 3namuama 0eolika 8 Kazanaswkama 2pobHuya: Hakumu u OyA4UHCKU akcecoapu,
demaiin (cHumka G. Luglio)
Fig. 15. The woman of the noble couple in the Kazanlak tomb: jewellery and bridal accessories, detail
(photo G. Luglio)

7Y ¥ UBAT. 3apa/ivi IMIIcaTa Ha 3HAL[M 3a MPeXXOBH/HA MaTepHsi MOXKe Jia ce TIPeTIo/IoKY, ue ToKa-
3aHOTO TaM IIOKPHBaHe Ha Kocara e T10-CKOpo ¢ TiopOaH, a ToBa 03HauaBa, ue ykKeHaTra Hail-BeposiTHO
HOCH MHUTPa, a He CakoC Wi Kekprogasoc (06p. 5).

Bucokure manku Ha KapuatuauTe oT CBelljapH, KOUTO Ce pa3lIMpsiBaT KOHWYHO Harope, ce
pas/iMyaBar OT MOMyJISpHAaTa WIMHAPUYHA IT1aKa 1mosioc, obudaeH arpubyT Ha 6oruaM Kato Kube-
na, Aptemuza, Xepa u ap. (Sare 2011, 41-50). Te ce Hapuuat kaAabickog mo nmero Ha rpbIKara
[lyMa 3a KOLIHMLA 3@ BbjHA. lllankuTe OT TO3W TUM CbIO MMAT aHATOIUWCKU MPOMU3XOJ, KaTo B
pacTUTETHUSI CM BapHUAHT Ca HOCEHW OT TAHL[bOPY TPH UeCTBAHeTO Ha JOPUICKU O0)KecTBa KaTo
AnonoH, Apremuza, Jemerpa u zp. (Benda-Weber 2014, 101-102, ¢ nuT.). B rpobuuijata Kpait
Cgellapu Te yCIIeIIHO AOMb/IBAT PAaCTUTEIHUSI MOTHUB, U3II0/13BaH NPY JeKOPUPaHeTo Ha XUTOHUTE
Ha u3o6pa3zenute Kapuatuau (Chichikova et al. 2012, 44), kaTo Mo)ke 61 MoUepTaBaT MPUHA/|TEX-
HOCTTa UM KbM HSIKaKBa peJIMIrMO3Ha 00LTHOCT. 3arma3eHo orBeTsBaHe Ha YacT OT LIAMKUTe COUH, ue
Te ca 6unu uepeenu (Fol et al. 1986, 70-105) (06p. 14).

Ovapema

JKeHata oT 3HaTHaTa fiBoiKa B Ka3aH/bIlkaTa rpoOHHMIIA MMa Ha T/laBaTa CH yKpallleH’e
(Zhivkova 1976, 35), KoeTo MOXe Jja Ce OTPUIMUHK Ha AuazieMa uiu kopoHa (06p. 15). Ykpacure ot
TO3U TUII Ca Pa3/IMYHU OT AraJiemMaTa Kato aTpr0yT Ha BJacTTa, KOSITO He e M3I10/13BaHa B TOBA CH Ka-
YEeCTBO B IPAHULIUTE Ha Ob/JEINs eTMHUCTUYECKH CBAT nipean Asekcanabp Bemuku (Olbrycht 2014,
185). To3u HaKUT TpefCTaB/siBa OTBOPeH (3aTBOpeH?) 00pBY, ChCTaBeH OT TPOJbATOBATH 3/1aTHU
efleMeHTH (Mac/JIMHOBU JiKcTa criopef; Dimitrov 2016b, 123), ¢ Bk/ItoueH MeX/y TAX eJUHUUEH LIBST
Ha HIKAaKBO pacTeHWe (MHUPTa, o/ieaHbp?), Chio n3paboreH oT 3narto. [TomoOHM yKpacy 3a ryia-
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Ba UMat pa3Hoobpa3Hu (HOpPMH, IIMPOKO Pa3MpOCTPaHEHHEe U JbJIbI T€HE3UC B TPBIKOTO KY/ATYp-
HO TIPOCTPAHCTBO, KaTo Ca 3aCBU/IeTEe/ICTBAHU MOBeYe MKOHOTPaQCKU, OTKOIKOTO apXeoj0ruiecKd
(Blech 1982). IIpeamnosara ce, yue B OCHOBaTa UM CTOW PaCTHTEe/N€H MbPBOOOpa3, KOMTO MO-KHCHO
ce BB3MPOU3BEX/]a OT TpaeH (Hali-uecto 3/1ato) Marepuan (Benda-Weber 2014, 97). Ot V B. tip.Xp.
HaCeTHe /IMa/leMUTe W BEeHLUTe OT 0s1aropofieH MeTas cTaBaT 0co0OeHO momyssipHu B MarHa I'pe-
s, Makeqonusi, o Ereiickoto ¥ 3amagHOTO Majioa3uiicko Kpaibpexue (Blech 1982, 92), kato
Hali-uecTo ce CpellaT KaTo 3HaK 3a OKa3aHU MO4YecTH, B cBaTOeH wiu rorpebaneH koHTeKCT (Lee
2015, 143-144; Ignatiadou, Chatzipanagiotou 2018, 267). Makap ¥ psiKo, AdaZieMyd OT TO3U THII Ca
apxeosIoTMYecKy oKyMeHTHpaHu. Cpesi MasKoTo TipuMepu B Tpakusi e uacT OT 3/7aTHa JjuajieMa C
@KypHa pacTuTe/lHa yKpaca oT Kpast Ha IV B. np.Xp., oTkpuTta B orpabeHa rpoOHuIia Kpaii c. bpars
Hackanoru, Ctapo3aropcko (Tonkova, Ivanov 2011, 15; Tonkova 2015, 220).

Opuyecku

Cpepn peakuTe n300pa)keHHsI Ha )KeHM B TPAKUHCKOTO M3KYCTBO HsIMa TakKHMBa C BOAJI, IIarkKa
WM ChC CIeL[MaHO MoJpeJeH KOCH, a TPUUeCKUTe UM B TaMeTHULIMTE, CMATaH! 3a POW3Be/leHUs
Ha TpakKWiCKaTa TOPeBTHKA, OOMKHOBEHO Ca Pa3/MuHM (CIJIeTeHW Ha TJIMTKU, AbATH [0 paMeHeTe,
KbCH KOCH). 3acera HsiMa yoeiuTeTHO 00sicHeHHe Ha KaKBO Ce [Ib/DKH ToBa pasHooOpasue (Georgieva
1999, 128). B rpbLUKOTO U3KYCTBO >keHWUTe OT Tpakusi ce mpezcTaBsT ¢ pasmycHaty (Vlachogianni
2018, 306) u no-psako — ¢ Kbeu Kocu (Lee 2015, 226).

[Toka3aHuTe B ZiBeTe TPOOHULIM YKpacH 3a IviaBa (JIeHTH, LIaTKK, BOa/IU U [iraziemMa) ca obuua-
€H UHCTPYMeHTapuyM 3a rPbLKOTO (DpU3bOPCTBO; CTaBa JyMa He caMo 3a MoJpeKJaHeTo Ha KocaTa,
HO U 3a KbjIpeHe, OCBIIeCTBSIBAHO C ype/l, HapeueH Mo-KbCHO calamistrum (Vlachogianni 2018, 304,
306, 308).

[Tpuyeckute Ha n3o00pa3eHuTe B KasaHmblkara rpoOHHMIIA JKEHU ca TMOUTH efHOTUIHU. Ko-
CHTe Ha JiBe OT TSIX Ca MOKPUTH, a Te3W Ha OCTaHa/IuTe U3rnexaar kbcu (Zhivkova 1976, 38-39).
Bcuuku ca ¢ KbAPUIY, HO e/JHa OT TSIX HOCH JieHTa (Towia, BXK. ro-rope). Kenure ot rpobHuUIiaTa B
Cgeriapu umar npubpanu (KbCH?) KOCH, B e[JUH CTydali ¢ iomorrra Ha nadzenka (Chichikova et al.
2012, 49) u B gpyr — ¢ muTpa. KocuTe Ha KapuaTuauTe ca KbJpaBy, CPeCaHU Ha TIpaB ITbT U pazje-
JIeHU Ha /iBe TJIUTKHU, CITyCKallly ce oT fBeTe cTpaHu Ha riaBata (Chichikova et al. 2012, 39). LiBeTsT
Ha BCUYKH e B KaysiBaTa rama, HO He e ICHO JIa/ii € eCTeCTBeH, Thi KaTo ca OWIv Mo3HaTH Cpe/icTBa
3a bosiicBaHe Ha Kocara (06p. 6-7, 14).

[Iprueckara B [JpeBHa I'bpLiys Ce CMATa 3a BaKeH 3HAK I10 OTHOLLIEHWE Ha I10J1, Bb3pacT U
coranen craryT (Vlachogianni 2018, 303). Ts He Moxe fia Ob/le TIOAI[eHEHA B Cydasi, Th KaTo
TPaJULIMOHHUTE TPBLIKU 00/1eK/Ta Ha 1300pa3eHuTe B Pa3ryieskAaHUuTe TPOOHUIU >KeHU TIPe/Irosiarar
MPUYECKHUTE UM CBIIO Jla ca ChoOpa3eHu € rpbiikata Moga. TPYHO e [ja ce Kayke ChC CUT'YPHOCT Jlan
JKEHHUTe Ca C KbCH KOCH, UJI PUCYHKHUTe T10Ka3BaT ChbOpaHU HaJ| TW/IA B HEI0 KaTO KOK (LIMHBOH?)
KbZpuIy (06p. 13, 16) — mpuuecka, ¢ KOATO OT cpeziata Ha V B. mp.Xp. HaceTHe ce n300pa3siBaT Kak-
TO OOTMHH, Taka ¥ 0OMKHOBEHH KeHH Ha BCSIKA Bb3pacT. B I'bpriys KbcaTa KOCa e MpUChIIa caMo 3a
pobuHU. HUTO e/1Ha >KeHa C BUCOKO COLIMA/THO TIOJIOXKEHME He e TIOJICTPUraHa, OCBeH ako He e B Tpayp
(Vlachogianni 2018, 306). Thii KaTo 06/71€K/I0TO Ha KeHUTe B Ka3zaH/ibilikaTa rpoOHUIIA TIPaBU MaJTka
BEpPOSITHOCTTA Te /la Ca pOOMHM W/IM TIPUC/IYTa, OTPSI3aHUTe UM KOCH TI0-CKOpO Ouxa Oumv u3pas Ha
CKpBO.

Hakutn
Cpen n3006paseHuTe akcecoapy KbM JIaMCKUsl ToaleT UMa U ApebHu OwkyTa. ToBa ca rpus-
HH, KOJIMETa, NMPBCTEH U OOMLM, KOMTO M3IIeXAaT (OpMaJTHO MapKUpaHU, eAHO00pa3HU U jaieu
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OO6p. 16. LlenmpanHama ¢pueypanHa cyeHa 6 noepebanrHama kamepa Ha Kazannswkama epobHuya:
Hakumume Ha obeueHume ¢ XumoHu dceHu, dematin (cHumka G. Luglio)
Fig. 16. The central figural scene in the burial chamber of the Kazanlak tomb: the adornments of the chiton-
clad women, detail (photo G. Luglio)

oT peanHu oOpa3ny. ['puBHKTe Ha keHWTe B Ka3zaHsblkaTa rpoOHMLIA ca 3aTBOPEHH, eJMHUYHH U
OLIBeTeHHU B Ka(siBO; YeTHPHUTE >KeHH OT IIeCTBUETO TaM T'M HOCST HaJ, KUTKUTe Ha [iBeTe CU pPblie,
KoeTo e obuuaiiHa rpwika Moga (Ignatiadou, Chatzipanagiotou 2018, 272). ITogobHa rpuBHa MOXke
Jla ce BU/IM UM Ha JisicHaTa pbka Ha »keHarta c BeHerla oT Ceemjapu (Chichikova et al. 2012, 48). B
OCHOBaTa Ha IIMUTe Ha /IBeTe MY3WKAaHTKU U ABeTe ,IPUCTYy)KHUUYKU“ B Ka3aHbIkara rpo6HULA
Ca HapUCyBaHH B Ka(siBO THHKH JIeHTH (?), cHabieHH C e[JUHUYHU JpeOHU (0Ba/HU?) UepBeHUKaBH
BUCYJIKU TIO cpefiata. Te3u CKpOMHU HaKUTH TPH/IABAT ITBJIHOTA Ha ToasneTa um (06p. 13, 16). Orep-
JM1ia, OL[BeTeHa 10 CpefiaTa B XKbBJTO, e 3abefs3aHa Ha BpaTa Ha >KeHaTa C rmogHoca oT Ka3zaHmbk
(Zhivkova 1976, 37), a TbHBK Tep/laH WM TOPKBAa — BbPXY IIIMsATA Ha ’KeHara ¢ BeHerla oT Ceelrjapu
(Chichikova et al. 2012, 48). O6wu1LM, Te3u HaH-MOMYISIPHA KEHCKW HAKUTH, ChC CUTYPHOCT HOCSIT
[iBeTe ,,IPUCTYKHUUKH", )KeHaTa C MoHOCA ¥ Ta3 OT 3HaTHara /iBoiKa B Ka3aHsrbikara rpobHuUIIa.
Bwkyrara ca oLjeTeHH B uepBeHO-KadsBo, criopef JI. JKviBKoBa 1py >keHaTa Ha TPOH U TasM C Moj-
HOca — B XXb/TO (Zhivkova 1976, 35, 37), KoeTo Ipe/jrio/iara, ue ca OT 3/1aT0. BCUUKY MMaT BUCY/IKH,
Haii-uecTo cepryHH, KaTo MpY JKeHaTa ChbC 3/1aTHaTa AivajieMa cTaBa Ziyma 3a ChbeliHeHU ITOMeXKAy
CH CbC CPaBHUTE/HO [b/ITM BEPYDKKY TPU OBA/IHU Tesla € pa3/inyuHa rosiemMuHa (o6p. 15). EquHcTBe-
HUSAT NIPBCTEH MOXKe Jja Ce BU/M BbpXY Oe3MMeHHUsI IPbCT Ha yKeHaTa Ha TpoHa B KasaHTbK: ToM MMa
3/1IaTHA XaJIKa U rojisiMa KadsiBa KpbIvia II0UKa.

3 OnucaHueTo Ha Te3u HaKWUTH cienBa l'lyGJ'II/IKaL[I/II/ITe Ha pasmiexxJaHuTe IaMeTHULY, TBU KaTO Ha CHUMKUTE
TaKHBa ,quai?mH He ce 3a0e/sI3Bar.
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KonaHu

YacT oT XMTOHHTE, HOCEHU OT M300pa3eHwTe B JiBeTe TPOOHMIIM YKEHH, ca TIperacaHu. 3a
1[eJITa Ca W3TO/I3BaHU THHKU WBUIM TIaT/Koka (?), kouTo B Ka3zaHmbIkaTa rpoOHHIIA OTacBaT mof
I'bpPUTE [PEXUTE Ha JIBETe MY3UKAHTKU U [[BeTe ,,TIPUCTYKHUUKA® — CUTYPeH 3HakK, ue >KeHUTe ca
ombxenu (Lee 2015, 103, 136). 1o Ta3u jiorvka TipenacaHusT B KPhCTa XUTOH HAa MJIaZIOTO MOMUYe
¢ towia ot Ceemjapu (Chichikova et al. 2012, 49) noguepTaBa MOMHUHCTBOTO My. LIBeTHUTe KOMaHU
Ha T. Hap. KapuaTu1, OWIN Te MIa/id WK Ha 3psijla Bb3PacT, ChIO OMACcBaT XMTOHWUTE B 30HaTa Ha
KpbcTa (06p. 6).

OQyBKU

II'bnryuTe XATOHW CKPUBAT XO/W/iaTa Ha TIOUTH BCUUYKU M300pa3eHH >XeHW. BbIpeku ToBa ce
CMsTa, ue >keHara ¢ neryioc oT Ka3anmbikara rpobamiia e 6oca (Ognenova-Marinova 1991, 15).
Kpakara Ha cefjHa/iaTa Ha TPOH >KeHa CHITI0 Ca CKPUTHU OT Jipexara, HO JisiBaTa 1 00yBKa € 0T4acTh
BuauMa. CMsTa ce, ue T Hocu caHfanmu (Zhivkova 1976, 35), HO B JeHCTBUTETHOCT KOKEHUTE U
00yBKH IMOKPHBAT M3IISJI0 KPaKa [0 T/ie3eHa, UMaT Aiebesia TofiMeTKa U BPb3KH 110 Ib/DKMHA Ha casTa
(06p. 10). [Togob6Ha 0OyBKa MOsKe [ja ce BUJM BbPXY Kpaka Ha HUMa, n300pa3eHa B T. Hap. FPOOHHUIIA
Ha [Tepcedona BsB Bepruna (Brecoulaki 2006, 79), KoeTo [OHsSKbB/e e B T10/13a Ha HelfHaTa aBTeH-
THUYHOCT. Te3u 00yBKH, 3ae/JHO ChC CAH/IA/TUTE Ha MBKa OT LIEHTPaTHATa ClIeHa, KAKTO M TO/IsIMa YacT
oT n300pa3eHnTe BLPXY MamMeTHUIM OT Tpakus o0yiiia c aHajgoruu B I'bpriyist, MakejoHUS U 3amnajiHa
Amnaronvs, 06MUaiiHO BL3MPOU3BEXKAT MOJE/H, MMPOM3BEIEHU OT UYXKAU MalCTOPU WU B UYXKIU
arermerta (Georgieva, in press b).

JKenara c BeHera ot Celjapckara rpoOHHIIA Ha TIPBB TOIVIe]] M3ryiexkia 60ca, KOeTo e Masko
BEpOSITHO 3apa/Jii HOCEHUTE OT Hesi CKbIT XUTOH U XMMaTHOH, HO OM Hamepusio 0bsiCHeHWe B JeHCT-
Ballli B CBETW/IMII[A WU/IM MPOLeCUM 3abpaHu 3a HoceHe Ha obOymja (Karatas 2020, 163-164). Hsama
CUT'YDHH JIaHHU JIa/T1 CJIe/IBAIL[UTe 51 YeTHPH >KeHH ca 6ocu, uu 00yti. Kapuatuaute ot rpobHuUIIaTa
B CBeliapu o6aue CbC CUTYPHOCT HOCAT 00YBKH, KOUTO ca rpyb0 MozielMpaHH, C BUCOKa TuiathopMa
u HesiceH cunyeT (Chichikova et al. 2012, 42) (o6p. 6).

Moum

I'pumHpaHeTo e criocob 3a pa3kpacsiBaHe, MPAKTHKYBaH OT YKEHUTe B ["bPIfHst, HO UeCTO MoCpe-
I11aH C HeofoOpeHue: TIofYepTaBaHy ca OesloTaTa Ha JIMLIETO, OLIBeTSIBAaHH Ca BeXK/U, MUIJIU, KJIeTiauu,
Oy3u 1 yCTHU. 3a Lje/ITa Ca U3T0JI3BaH! ChIbP>KaIl[F OJI0BO M30e/Bally CyOCTaHI[|UM, OLIBETUTE/TH Ha
pacTUTeTHa OCHOBA B PO30BO WM UepHO (caxkau, BbreH) u Ap. (Adkins, Adkins 2005, 453; Garland
2012, 138; Llewellyn-Jones 2021, 96).

Cpeq n3006pa3eHuTe KeHU B Pas3IIeXXJAHUTe MMaMeTHUIM C TPUMHUpaHM JIMIja Ca CaMO KapH-
atuauTe B rpobHuIiaTa B Ceeljapy. Besika OT TSIX MMa M3TbYBALLM CTPOTOCT WHAWBUAYATHU YepTH,
Mo/luepTaHy upe3 OLIBeTeH! B YePHO JbrOBUIHO 0(hOpPMeHH THHKH BEXK/IHM, OTPAHUYEHH C UepHH, CH-
HbO-UYePHH 1 UepBeHU JIMHUY FOJIeMH 0YY U KJIeTlauu, po30Bo-uepBeHH yctHU U Oy3u (Fol et al. 1986,
66 u ci1.) (06p. 14). To3u TpuUM MpHaBa U3PA3UTETHOCT Hali-Beue Ha 30HATa Ha OUWTE U U3IJIeX/a
TpeZiHa3HaueH 3a Jniia, KOUTO TyO/rKara ryiefja Ha TIoIuyM, ClieHa WA OT Pa3CTOsTHUE TI0 BpeMe Ha
PEeJIUTHO3€eH PUTYasl UM MTPa3HUK.

Anckycus

CwmsiTa ce, ue urypasHara yKpaca Ha TPaKMKCKHTe IPOOHMIIM OT paHHAaTa eMHUCTHYeCKa
erioxa rpe/iCTaB/siBa CBoeobpa3Ha U CJIOKHA CMEeCHI[a OT IPBIKH, aHATOIMHACKU U TPAaKUHCKH XY/0-
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)KeCTBeHO-CeMaHTUUHH KOHCTpyKLuH (Valeva 2015, 184, ¢ uT.). 3a yacT oT u3ciefoBartenure obaue
TOBA Ca TPAKUHCKU TBOPOU, KOUTO He Morar /ia ObJaT oOsicCHeH! ¢ MHCTPyMeHTapruyMa Ha rpbLiKara
vkoHorpadwus (Harpumep Zazov 1987, 19).

Criopeyi pa3/IMYHUTe MHEHUsI 00CHKaHaTa TYK 3apajiv >KeHCKOTO 00J/IeK/I0 LieHTpasTHa CLieHa
B Kazansrbikara rpoOHULIA MTPe/ICTaBst orpebaiHo yroiieHre, OpayHa 1jepeMOHus, ,,CBelleH Opak®,
,,CBaTba B CMBPTTA“, ,,e/IEBCMHCKO TalHCTBO® (TTOBeUe 3a WeuTe U MHTeprpeTanuuTe Rabadzhiev
2002, 58-59, 61-64, 70-74, 81-88, c yuT.; oT 1o-HoBara nuteparypa Miller 2014, 184—185; Valeva
2015, 184-185; 2018, 44-45). YacT oT Te3u CHKeTHU JIMHUW BUJIMUMO Ce TIPerviiTar, a KapThUHa-
Ta OCTaBsl BIleYaT/IeHWeTo, e Zo0pe 3armo3Har ¢ KaHOHWTEe Ha TPhIKaTta MKOHOTPaQUs XyZOKHUK
(Rabadzhiev 2002, 59) e npu/an eIMHCKH MPUBKYC Ha M300pa3eHOTO MUTUYHO W/IA PEaTHO MeCTHO
cooutre. TIpeck3fazieH e puTyas, HaCUTEH ChC CBaTOEHM MOTHBH, KOWTO C TOMOILITA HAa TPBLKUS
Xy[0>KeCTBeH peliepToap e U3IMO0/3BaH 3a apTUCTUYHO 3a/iuyaBaHe Ha PaHULIUTE MeXIY >KUBOTA U
CMBPTTA, MeXXIy O0KeCTBa M CMBPTHH (TIOBeUe 3a TO3W WKOoHOrpadcku rovepk y Sinos 2020, 23-24,
32) choOpa3HO M3MCKBaHUATA U TIPE/ICTABUTE HA MOPBhUUTENUTe Ha rpobHuriara. Ha to3u dhoH Oyk-
BaJ/IHOTO ThJIKyBaHe Ha ()pr3a e TIoBeue OT PUCKOBAHO, 3all[0TO B rPhIKaTa UKOHOTpadust cBaTbeHn
o0pa3u yecTo ca u3noi3BaHu B HecBatbernn Mmutnuau ciienn (Oakley 1995). BbIipeku TOBa e U3KY-
IIaBalL[O Jla Ce TIPe/TI0I0XKU, Ye B 0OCHOBAaTa Ha CH’KeTa CTOM pa3kas 3a e[jHa 3aBbpIlK/a C BHe3aIHa
CcMBPT cBatba. TIperiMTaHeTo Ha Te3H /[Ba CXO[HM B OCHOBAaTa CU TIPeXo/ia — OT He0OBbP3aHOCT KbM
Opak ¥ OT )XKMBOTA KbM CMBPTTA Ha €/IMHUS WA Ha JJBAMAaTa M/IaZIO>KEHIIH, e TIPUUYMHA B U3KYCTBOTO
JIOIIOTO 4ecTo ja Tpuymdupa Haz 100pOTO, Thil KaToO e HapyIlleH MOJeTbT Ha CBaTOeHUsT pUTYyasl
(Seaford 1987, 107).

JKeHuTe B Ta3u ClieHa W3/TbUBAT BUCOK CTAH/APT Ha )KMBOT, TTOKA3aH upe3 TAXHOTO 00/IeK/I0

1 akcecoapy. YeTHpH OT TsX ca obmeueHr 0pHLIMAITHO, a [iBe — LIePeMOHHUAIHO. BeIpekn ABoCTBe-
HOCTTa ¥ AbI00KaTa CMHUC/IOBAa HATOBAPEHOCT Ha CIleHaTa TeXHUTe TOaJIeTH, TIOKa3aH! B Crieruduy-
Ha OT WMKoHorpadcka IyiefHa TOUKa Cpefia, T'M XapaKTepu3upaT KaTo yUaCTHUUKM B TPa3sHEHCTBO,
KOeTO CTOM HaK-0/M30 /10 aTueckara OpauHa 1iepeMoHus (3a clieHaTa Kato cBarba Picard 1947 c
ut.; Ognenova-Marinova 1976, 10; 1991, 15-16; 3a cmbpTTa Kato cBarba Yanakieva 2004, 37-39;
45-46; Kotova 2004, 56; kato xueporamusi Marazov 1978).

Criope[; BU3ya/IH{ ¥ ITMCMEHUW W3TOUYHHUIM cBaTbaTa B ATHHA MPO/b/PKaBa TPU JiHU, B TbPBUS
OT KoWTO (TpoaOAIX) Ce M3BBLPIIBAT >KePTBOIPUHOLIIEHHS, PUTYalHO KbllaHe Ha OyskaTta W yKpa-
csiBaHe Ha jioMoBeTe Ha muyazokeHiuTe (Oakley 2012, 483). BropusT geH (Y&jpog) e TIOCBeTeH Ha
obnmmuaHeto Ha Oyskara. Makap B MKOHOrpadusTa Ha rphliKaTa cBaTba HEMHOTO 00JIeKIIO /ia He ce
pa3aruaBa OT TOBA Ha OCTaHA/IUTe yUYaCTHUUKU B cbouTHeTo (Blech 1982, 75-77), Ts ce pa3ro3HaBa
1o Oy/TUMHCKUSL BeHel] OT LIBETS WM 3/laTHaTa CU KOpoHa (0TéQavog, TAaviC), CKbIaTa OrbpJIHIiia,
Boasa, cearoeHuTe caHganmu (vopeideg) (Oakley, Sinos 1993, 16—-18; Oakley 2012, 485; Margariti
2017, 321-322). leHAAT 3aBBpIlIBa C TbPBOTO pPa3KpHBaHe Ha JUIeTO Ha Oyrkara (AvaKoALTITIPLX)
Y [lapsiBaHeTo M OT CTpaHa Ha MyaZokeHela (GvakaAvntnpia §@dpa) (Oakley, Sinos 1993, 25-26).
CriesiBa HOLI[HA TpOLIeCHs [0 /loMa Ha yKeHMXa — Hall-ueCTo Tpe/icTaBsiHaTa ClieHa B PUCyBaHarTa Ke-
pamuka (Oakley 2012, 486—487), B KosiTO yuacTBaT M/a/I0O’KeHIUTe, TEXHUTE POJHUHU, MY3UKaHTH
Y KoslecHWIIAa. Mafio’keHellbT BOy Oy/nKara C pbKa, MOCTaBeHa BbPXY KWTKata M — OpaueH KecT,
M3BeCTeH Karto xeip’ émi kapnd (Margariti 2017, 322). B KbIliaTa ce U3BbPILBAT PUTYaJIH, CPeJ] KOUTO
TO3U 3a Npro0IijaBaHe Ha HeBecTaTa KbM HOBHS U [IOM, T. Hap. KATOXVOHATH — PUTYaTHOTO 0OCHTIBa-
He Ha MJIafIo’KeHI[UTe ChC CYIIeHH 1y1ofoBe, cMoKuHY U Ak (Oakley, Sinos 1993, 34; Oakley 2012,
487). ToraBa niy Ha TpeTHs JleH OT cBatbaTa (EmaOAIX), cies mbpBaTa OpadyHa HOIII, e TOC/Ie[HOTO
pa3KpuBaHe Ha JMIeTo Ha Oyrkara (criopen Llewellyn-Jones 2003, 229, 240 Te ca Tpu, HO MHEHH-
ATa 3a Opost UM U KoTa Ce C/IyuBart, ca pa3inunn). Ha émavAx Oarrfata Ha Oysikata TofHACs CBOUTE
ToZIap’bLIM, KaTo 0 TO3W HauMH JieruTuMupa mybmmuno 6paka (Oakley 2012, 488). Ha cbinus geH
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O6p. 17. Ceambena
cyeHa, usobpaseHa espxy
uepgeHouzypHo neauke, 350-330
2. np.Xp., demalin (HayuoHaneH
apxeonozuvecku My3eli 8 AmuHa,
no Sinos 2020, 31, PI. 3)

Fig. 17. Wedding scene depicted
on a red-figure pelike, 350-
330 BC, detail (National
Archaeological Museum of Athens,
after Sinos 2020, 31, PI. 3)

Oynkara JjapsiBa MJaJIioXKeHel[a C U3ThKaHa OT Hest cBaTOeHa HameTKa (YAavng) (Oakley, Sinos 1993,
39; Cleland et al. 2007, 34)*.

IlpexuTe Ha KeHaTa OT 3HATHATa /IBOMKa B Ka3zaH/blKarta rpoOHMIIA Ca TIPAa3HUYHU U JI0-
MBJTHEHW ChC CKBIM akcecoapu. TSXHOTO BHUCOKO KAaueCTBO MojUepTaBa 0OraTCTBOTO W TMPHUHAJI-
JIeXHOCTTA M KBbM enTa. JIyKCco3HOTO 1 00siekio 61 Moryo fia e Ha Oynka. 3a GpauHa 1jepeMOHus
CBUZIETE/ICTBAT OIIle [PeXUTe Ha MbKa, TIPeTIeTeHUTe B HaITOMHSIII] JKeCTa Xeip’ €mi Kapn@ phlie Ha
[IBOMKara, cBaTOeHUTe UM KOPOHH, OYTUMHCKUST BOasl, KAKTO M OCTAHA/IUTe CBAaTOEHU e/leMeHTH B
CLieHaTa: KojieCHHIIaTa, KOHeTe, My3UKaTHUAT ChIIPOBOJ], BUHOUEPITeL[bT, MOJHACSHETO Ha /lapoBe
(Ognenova-Marinova 1991, 15-16) (06p. 3, 18-19).

BripoueMm 3a MHO3MHa HOCeHarTa OT JKeHaTa AiaZiemMa e paBHO3HauHa Ha 371aTHUTe BeHLIU C JINC-
Ta, 1300pa3eHy BbPXY pa3/IMUHU [TaMeTHHULY WJTM OTKPUBAHU B HIKOM TPaKuicku rpodose (Zhivkova
1976, 35; nuT. y Tonkova 2013, 428), HO npe[cTaBeHa B KOMOWHALMS C BOAJI, B C/Tyuasi TS M3IVIEXK/a
KaTo oOMuaeH 3a )keHa ot esiuta cBatbeH (Oakley 2012, 485) unu norpebaseH (Korato HejOXKUBsIa
[0 >)keHUTOAaTa CU JieBoiiKa ce morpebBa Karo Oyska, Lee 2015, 143) peKBU3UT.

JKeHara e rpeficTaBeHa C BAWIHAT BOal M OTKPHUTO JivLie. AKO CIOXKETBT € ,,cBaTba“, cTaBa iyma
3a pa30y/iBaHETO Ha BTOPHSI WJIM Ha TPETHS /IeH OT LePeMOHUSITA, KOraTo MJIa/IoyKeHeIbT Uiy Oaijara
Ha Oynkara mofHacaT cBatbeHUTe CH 1apoBe (B MKOHOTpadusTa 00MUanuTe OT TPUTe [HU TIOHSIKOTa
ca cmecenu, Oakley 2012, 486). [Tokato OyTuHHCKUAT Boasl B ['bpIjust oOaue e B 1BAT I1adpaH WA B
cBeT/IM HIoaHcH Ha uepBeHO (Llewellyn-Jones 2003, 247-248; cpelily XyrioTe3aTa My 3a I[BeTa KaTo
cUMBO/IMUeH xuMeH BX. Wagner-Hasel 2010, 104) u mokpvBa nuileTo Ha Oy/nKara, BOATbT Ha Ta3u
JKeHa, B KOMOMHAIWS C [uajiemMa, e UCKPSI0 05T ¥ 3aKpyBa CaMo 4YacT OT KOcara M U LISZIOTO M TS0
OTKbM I'bp0a. ITo3uiusiTa Ha JIsiBaTa M pbKa, KOSATO CSAKAlll JOKOCBA Boaja (B XKeCT GVOKAALYLG), ce
BITHCBA B Xy/I0’KECTBEHUS periepToap OT apXanyHaTa efioXxa HaCeTHe U e YacT OT rPbLiKaTa KOHLIeTILsI

4 3a u3zobpakeHust Ha CBaTOEHM CLIEHW BbPXY KepaMUYHH Ba3u oT AmosioHus IToHTHKa BX. Bogdanova 2019.
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O6p. 18. Llenmpanxusim ¢pu3s 8 noepebanHama kamepa Ha Kazauaswkama 2pobHuya: ceambeHa cyeHa
(cHumka G. Luglio)
Fig. 18. The central frieze in the burial chamber of the Kazanlak tomb: a wedding scene (photo G. Luglio)

3a KeHCTBEHOCT. B MKoHOTrpadusiTa TO3M KeCT ce MpreMa 3a M3pa3 Ha ys3BUMOCT B CIleHH Ha c6o-
ryBaHe, CKpb0, cBaTOeH pUTyas U JIp., YeCTO TPY/HH 3a Pa3ulTaHe TMOPaZii CBOSTA JBYCMUCTEHOCT
(Llewellyn-Jones 2003, 99—104, c sut.). OTKpPXTOTO JIMLie He e B pa3pes3 C U/jesTa, ue >keHarta e Oyrika,
aKo CIieHaTa Mpech3/laBa MOMEHT OT HeWHOTO pa3KpuBaHe B Kpasi HAa BTOPUS JIeH UM CJie]] CBaTOe-
Hata Hoirl (Oakley, Sinos 1993, 39; Rabadzhiev 2002, 63). [l]o ce oTHacs /0 1[BeTa Ha Boaja, eqHa
cBatOeHa CIieHa BbPXY uepBeHO(UTYpHO Temke B ,,KepueHCKH ctiit oT 350-330 1. mp.Xp. (Sinos
2020, 31, Pl. 3) moka3ea, ue B TO3U MEpUO/, ca 00WYaliHU OennTe HIOAHCU B OOIEK/IOTO, BEPOSITEH
cuMBoJT Ha putyasnHa ukctora (Cleland et al. 2007, 211) (06p. 17). Ta3u u ApyTH Ba3u MOKA3Bar OIIle,
ye n300pa3siBaHeTo Ha Oy/iKaTa BbPXY TPOH He TIpe/jrio/iara BacT v [JapCTBEHOCT, a e MKoHoTrpadcKu
MpUIOM 3a BU3yaJTHOTO M Bb3/uraHe 7o 60xkecTBeH nepcoHax (Sinos 2020, 31; Young 2020, 118).
O6pa3bT Ha OTVIMUABAIIlaTa Ce C BUCOKHUS CH PBCT ’KeHa, CTOsIIA BASCHO OT 3HaTHATa JBOM-
Ka, € MHOTOKPaTHO OOCHXJAH B JIUTepaTypara, KaTo Cpesi UeHTU(PUKAIIUKUTe JOMUHMAPA CXBallla-
HeTo, ue e OoruHs (Haii-uecto [Iemetpa wiu [TepcedoHa, 3a MHEHHSITa ¥ CeMaHTHKaTa Ha oOpa3a
Rabadzhiev 2002, 57, 87-90, ¢ nurt.). OnipesiesITHETO Ha Jipexara M KaTo ,,Ilapcka“ OueBUIHO ThPCH
oropa B 00/1eK/10T0 Ha repouHuTe Ha Omup. HeliHata HeoOWualiHa BU3yaM3alyisi B C/iydasi obaue
€ e/[Ha M0-CKOPO Bb3KpeceHa MKOHOrpad)CKH, OTKOJKOTO HOCeHa B e)KeJJHEBUETO TIpe3 elTMHUCTHYe-
CKaTa erioxa /ipexa, upe3 KOSTO Ce OTIPABAT BHYIIEHUs 3a PUTyasHa yrnoTrpeba Ha IlepeMOHHATHO
006/1eK/10, TIPUCHIIO0 HA MUTUUHHU WK OoxkecTBeHu mepcoHaxku (Lee 2010, 59; 2015, 102, ¢ auT.).
PasronaraneTo Ha Ta3u ¢uUrypa Ao ceAsiys Ha AudpoC MbX, KOCTIOMBT, KaKTO U HOCEHeTO Ha TIoji-
HOC C TIJIO/IOBE HATMIOMHST 3a e[JUH OT Hall-Ba)KHUTe MOMEHTH B aTMuecKaTa cBatha, KOWTO BK/IIOUBA
PUTYaTHOTO 0OCUTIBaHe Ha M/TaJiO>KeHIIUTE C TUIO[0Be U SJIKHU TIPU TIPUCTUTAHeTO Ha Oy/kaTa B HOBUS
oM (katayvopata) (Oakley 2012, 486; Margariti 2017, 322). ToBa fjeficTBHe Ce U3BBPILBA OT Maki-
KaTa Ha MJIaZio’keHella /10 OTHUIIETO BKBIM, HO CMeCBAaHeTO Ha peasHO U O0XXeCTBEHO e o0uyaeH

22



Moga, Tpaguumm n Benvkonenue B 06/1€K10TO Ha XXEHUTE, N306pa3eHn B TPaKUIACKUTE ...

O6p. 19. IlenmpaaHnama ¢ueypanHa cyeHa 8 noepebarHama kamepa Ha Kazaurswkama epobHuya:
3HamHama 0eolika (cHumka G. Luglio)
Fig. 19. The central figural scene in the burial chamber of the Kazanlak tomb: the noble couple
(photo G. Luglio)

vKoHorpadcku Mozien B cBarbenuTe crienu (Oakley 2012, 483; Sinos 2020, 32) u B ciiyuasi He TIpo-
THUBOPEUU Ha OTPeie/ISTHeTO Ha Ta3u KeHa M Kato 6oruHs. TIperiMraHeTo Ha CHOKEeTHTe ,,cBaTba“ 1
,»CMBPT* BEPOSITHO 00sICHsIBa TIPOMSTHAaTa BbB BH/]a HA HOCEHWUTE OT Hesl MPEeCHU IJI0/I0Be — CMOKUHU
Ha Tparie3aTa, HapoBe B rogHoca (06p. 8, 11).

JKeHuTe, yuaCTHUUKHU B TiporiecusTa B KasaH/rblikarta TpoOHMUIIA, CBINO ca 06/1eueH BbB BU-
JTUMO CK'bITH JIDEXH ¥ HOCSIT IThJIeH HaOOP OT HAKUTU: IPUBHH, KOJTHeTa, 00U, B TPBIKHUS CBAT [b/-
TUST 7I0 TT0/la XUTOH BUHATH e 3HaK 3a jykc (Lee 2015, 106, 110), a B ciiyuasi e ToasieT, MpejHa3HaueH
3a yyacTHe BbB BaKHO chOuTHe. ToBa MoCTaBs 107, CbMHEHHe MHEHHeTO, Ue Te Ca MPUCTYKHUUKH.
ITo Bcsika BePOSITHOCT OTIpe/ie/ITHATE KaTo CIYTHHU »KeHH, 1300pa3eHu OT JisiBaTa CTPaHa Ha 3HAaTHa-
Ta ZIBOMKa, ca OJIM3KK MM 4acT OT ceMelcTBOTO. [IpemeTuTe, KOUTO )KEHUTE HOCST, O1Xa MOT/IA /ja
Ob/jaT KaKTO OHEe3H TOo/apbLiv, KOUTO M/IaZi0’KeHeITbT /laBa JIMUHO Ha Oy/KaTa, KOraTo Ts pa3KpHBa
JIULIETO CH 3a MbPBU ITLT TIPE/] HETO, TaKa U JapoBe OT Oalrjata Ha Oy/KkaTa Ha TPeTHs JIeH OT cBaTrOara
(Oakley 2012, 486); BUBbT Ha Te3u MPeIMETH — TIIaT U KOHTEMHEPH C Pa3/IMuHO ChAbpP)KaHUE — € B
Tosi3a Ha BTopoTo rnpeanonoxenue (Lissarrague 1995, 93; Mason 2006, 53—54; Sinos 2020, 31; cro-
pen Ognenova-Marinova 1991, 15 mapoBeTe ca 3a GyskaTta, a criopeg, Rabadzhiev 2002, 67 — ot Hes1).

JKeHckute 00/1eK/Ia ¥ TIOCOUEHHTe CBaTOEHW MOTHBM COUAT, Ye B Ta3W CLieHa e MpeZCcTaBeHa
EMOVALX: KOHETe OT KOJIeCHHUIIaTa Ca pa3rperHary, Oy/ikaTta e B HOBUSI CH [IOM, M3BBPIIEHU Ca PU-
Tya/luTe KATOXDOHNTX ¥ QVOKOXALTTHPLX, OpauHaTa HOI € OTMHHA/A, ThPXKeCTBOTO MPOJbKABa,
MIPUCTHUTAT AapoBeTe OT Oairjata Ha Oynkara (06p. 18). Ho BMecTo GaHKeT 3a MPUCHCTBAIIMTE Ha
cBarbaTta Mbxe Ha TpeTHs fJeH (Mason 2006, 54 ¢ uT.) e n300pa3eHa caMo TPUHOTa Maca C IMOCTHU
0/1r01a ¥ eCeHHU TITIOZAOBe. 3a7 Hesl, TI0 TPAaKMICKK 00UYaid, e cefHasl )KeHUXbT, KOMTO, TIPOTHB BCUY-
ku mipaBusa (Rabadzhiev 2002, 67; 3a 0TCbCTBHETO Ha >KeHUTe OT nupiiecTBaTa B Tpakusi Georgieva
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2008, 16, c UT.), CAKAIll Ce OMUTBA Jja MPUOOIIY ce/siiaTa BCTPAHH Ha TPOH HepecTa (BAOBUIIA?)
KbM Tparie3ara, CroJiyuwinBo HapedeHa “le repas nuptial chez Hadés” (Picard 1947, 115) (o6p. 19).
BB3MOXKHO e TO3M HerpbLKM MKOHOTPa)CKU /IeTals1 Zia WIFOCTPUpa OYaKBaHAaTa OT MOPBUMTE/Ns Ha
rpobHMIIaTa TpaKUiCKa mpejcTaBa 3a OjakeHa mocMbpTHa chbda (Rabadzhiev 2002, 66, 74-77, ¢
JIUT.; 3a Tpare3ara U (hranarta B pbKaTa Ha Mb)Ka KaTo TIpUMep 3a Ky/ITypaTa Ha U3TbHUEHO M1eHe B
3araZiHOAHATOIMICKNTe OaHKeTHU cLieHu Draycott 2016, 273-277).

HexopatvBHata niporpaMa Ha CBelljapckara rpoOHUIA ChC CUTYPHOCT € MHOTOIIAaCTOBa U
Tipe/jrio/iara MpoYMT C pa3auuHu HioaHcH (Valeva 2015, 189—-190). VinTepecyBalijata HY 3apajivi >KeH-
CKOTO 00JIeK/I0 ClieHa, Mpe/iCTaBeHa B JII0OHEeTa, IMa MHOKeCTBO ThJIKYBaHHSI: XepOU3allysi, UHBeCTH-
Typa, Xueporamusi, BoeHHa pea/siHOCT (MHeHusiTa y Valeva 1996, 51, c sur.; Chichikova et al. 2012,
50; Miller 2014, 189-192; Valeva 2018, 44), a cblij0 U 1lepeMOHHATHO TOCpelllaHe Ha BJajieTesnl,
KOWTO ce 3aBpabiija oT nobegHa kammanust (Palagia 2021, 674). JKenata, AbprKaiija BeHell, e oripeie-
JIsiHa KaTo OOTHHS, a CefBaIUTe 51 YeTUPH JKeHW — KaTO TIPUCTYKHAYKH. JIyKCO3HUTE UM 00/eKIa
3apajJy MPO3payHOCTTa CH OCTIOPBaT MHEHUETO, Ue Te Ca CIYTMHU. KbM TO3U I0BOA MOXe Zia Obar
nmobaBeHY M HOCEHWTE OT TAX MPEMETH, /10 To/isiMa CTeTleH Pa3/IiuHu OT TMoKa3aHuTte B Ka3aH/rbli-
KaTa TpoOHMIa, 3al[0TO BEPOSITHO Ca YacT OT MHCTPYMEHTAPUYM 3a M3BBLPIIIBAHE HA BL3/IUAHUS W/
v >xeptBonipuHoieHus (Palagia 2021, 669). YKeHuTe oT 111eCTBHETO, KAKTO U T. HAap. KApUaTHUH, Ce
BITHCBAT MO-CKOPO B XUIOTE3aTa 3a CBETCKO ChOUTHE C PeTUTHO3HO-MUTHUHH KOHOTAIMK: n300pase-
HU Ca )KPULM WM TeXHU MIOMOIIHULIM, KOUTO I1]e W3BBbPIIAT CTelhasTHa [[ePeMOHMS B UeCT Ha Brajie-
tesist — nobenuten (Palagia 2021, 674). TpyaHo e fja ce Kaxke obayde /jaiy TEXHUTE JIPEXU, aKCECOAPH,
TpUUeCKU ¥ TPUM OTTOBApST Ha ZieMCTBaIlys B Ky/IToBaTa rpakTuka dress code, Makap B PeBHOCTTA
TIpaBWJIaTa 3a CAY>KUTe/INTe B CBETWIHINATA U YUaCTHULIUTE B MpoliecruuTe fja ca pa3muunu (Karatas
2020, 168). AKo TOBa HaMCTHHA Ca JXPULIY, Te CTy)KaT Ha KeHCKO O0’KeCTBo.

3akitoyeHve

M306pa3eHuTe B ZiBeTe TPAKUICKU IPOOHHULIM KeHU ca 00/1edeHH 0 TPBIKU MaHuep. YacT ot
JIPEXUTE UM MMAT CrielihudeH 00/IMK U HOCAT C/IOKHU HeBepOaTHH MOC/IaHusl, KaTO MapKUpaT Tex-
HUS COLajieH CTaTyT, UAeHTUYHOCT, paHT U IMYHOCTHU KaJyecTBa. Te ChC CUTYPHOCT He Bb3MPOU3-
BeXKIaT 00MYaifHO HOCEHHUTe T10 TOBa BpeMe 00s1eksia B 1isiyia Tpakusi®, HO TOTBBP)K/jaBaT Habmo/1eHU-
siTa, ue APexXuTe Ha e/iuTa Ce BIUCBAT HAITb/IHO B TOraBalliHaTa eiHACTAYecKa Moia (Georgieva, in
press a; Baralis 2019, 164—165). [lo To3u1 U3B0/] BOJSAT KaKTO TTMCMEHUTE CBe/IEHHS 3a TIofapsiBaHu Ha
TPaKUICKUTE B/IaJIeTe/d U apUCTOKPATH Uy)K/eCTPaHHH T1IaToBe, KWMMU 1 obmekna (Thuc. 2.97.3;
Xen. Anab. 7.3.27), Taka ¥ HaXOAKUTE Ha apXeojornuecky TeKCTus1. Criope/i TX MpeiHa3HaueHUsT
3a OTBBJHOTO rapzepob Ha 3HaTHUTe MOKOMHWLM CbAbp)Ka CKBIW JPexy, U3paboTeHH OT KOHOII,
JlvBa KoripuHa (?), JieH, mamMyk | 371aTHi HUIIKK (Georgieva, in press a; Dimova 2018, 26-27, 29-31).
OO6meksI0TO e cpefi Hali-pa3ro3HaBaeMHTe eJieMeHTH Ha OJTM30CTTa Ha TPAKUTe [10 3a00MKaISIIIUs TH
eJIMHUCTUYECKH CBAT M 0CO0EHO JI0 JIyKCa, XapakTepeH 3a M3ToKa 1 Make[JoHCKUst eniT. KoHTakTHTe
¢ Eres;, Anatonus 1 Cpe/ii3eMHOMOPHETO B TO3U MepPUOJ, OUeBHHO TIPOMEHAT eCTeTUUeCKUTe BKY-
coBe U MoziesuTe Ha noTpebseHue B Tpakust (Egri 2014), kKaTo 3acu/iBaT MHTEpPeCa KbM JIYKCO3HU
Bell[1, BK/IIOUNTETHO U Aipexy. KakTo nKoHorpadCKuUTe aHHU, Taka U OCTaHKUTe OT TEKCTUJT CBU/le-
TEJICTBAT, Ye 00/eK/iaTa v MPUHA/JIEXKHOCTHTE KBM TOa/leTa B TO3U MEPUO]], Ca CPefi CUMBOJIUTE Ha
6orarctBo, ipecTik U Biact (Archibald 2013, 162). Hetro roBeye, JTyKCO3HUSIT TEKCTHII € CUTYPEH
3HaK, 4e MECTHUTE eJIUTU TMPUTEXaBaT 3abesieXnTe/leH NKOHOMUYEeCKW Pecypc, KOWTO T03BOJIsSBa

5 [lpexara Ha HWTO eJjHa OT >KEHUTE HAlpUMep He e 3akormuyaHa ¢ (GuOy/IM, KOMTO Ca MHOTO pasrnpoCTpaHeH
akcecoap KbM TPaKUICKUsI KOCTIOM B To3u niepuoy (Tonkova 2015, 222; Stamberova 2023).
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MpU00MBaHETO HA Ta3U U3K/IFOUMTETHO CKbIIA CTOKA B 3HAUMTETHO KOJTMUECTBO U YJIMBUTETHO Pa3-
Hoobpa3ue (Georgieva, in press a). BorarcTBoTo UM OCUTypsiBa U Bb3MOXKHOCTTA Jla HaéMaTr yMeu
apXWUTEKTU U Xy[AOXKHULIM, KOUTO B yrojla Ha CBOUTe KJIMEHTU MpeCh3/aBaTr LIeHHOCTHUTEe Ha TPaKUii-
CKaTa Ky/ITypa C TIOMOILL[Ta Ha e/{Ha Yy»K/la 10 CBOs XapakTep 00pa3HOCT.

BnarogapHocTu

Bbnarogapst cepeuno Ha [anuena CrosiHoBa, [leta WnmeBa, Kpacumup HukoB u Teogopa
BorgaHoBa 3a 0Ka3aHOTO MM ChZeHCTBHe MpU paboTara Ha/| TOBa U3C/e/iBaHe.
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Fashion, traditions and splendour in the garment of women
represented in Thracian tombs

Rumyana Georgieva
(summary)

Three out of the five Thracian tombs decorated with wall-paintings have representations of
dressed figures. However, at present only the wall-paintings in the burial chambers of the tombs at
Kazanlak and Sveshtari provide reliable evidence about female garments.

The women represented in both tombs wear familiar Greek clothes and the usual accessories
associated with these garments. Chiton (xttcv), peplos (mémAog) and himation (ipdtiov) can be iden-
tified among the represented female attire. The associated accessories, make up, hair dresses and
shoes complement the clothing to accomplish the look.

Four women, members of the entourage represented in the central scene of the Kazanlak tomb
(two musicians and two “servants”), wear bicolour chitons, which reach the feet (xt1tov modnpng)
(figs 1-2). These are white, coloured with broad yellow-brown and red-brown vertical stripes. The
woman from the noble couple in the same scene also wears a long chiton. The chiton is combined
with a himation (fig. 3).

The women forming the procession depicted in the lunette of the Sveshtari tomb also wear
long chitons. These were draped by a single piece of cloth. It is unquestionably girdled around the
waist only at the representation of the young woman carrying an oinochoe and a container for fra-
grances. The chitons are semi-transparent and striped (fig. 4). The garment of the woman giving a
wreath to the horseman before her is combined with a himation (fig. 5). The chitons of the so-called
caryatids are sleeveless and long but differ from the traditional Greek ones due to the shaping of the
skirt. These are transparent, very draped and coloured in purple, blue and red (figs 6-7).

The attire of the tall woman carrying a tray with fruits, depicted in the central scene of the
Kazanlak tomb, looks as manufactured of thicker cloth, which forms heavy folds and covers the body
curves. Red-brown in colour, it reaches down to the feet and is combined with a broad piece of white
cloth at the front of the figure. The cloth used for the upper part of the garment is double-folded. The
folded fabric at the back is pulled up as to cover the hair like a veil (fig. 8). The image of this attire
suggests a representation of either a chiton and a peplos or only a peplos, whose type and polychromy
were likely invented by the artist. This unusual visualisation, probably iconographically enhanced
rather than a daily worn piece of clothing, implies a ritual use of a ceremonial garment inherent to
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mythical or divine personalities.

The way the chitons of the women from the procession in the Kazanlak tomb were depicted,
suggests that these were most likely linen. However, the chiton of the woman from the noble couple
in the same tomb, was of higher quality. It is suggested that such textiles were either manufactured of
wild silk or specially treated plant threads for achieving soft and shiny texture. In addition, the peplos
and himation depicted in the tomb appear as made of fine woollen cloth.

The main colour of the discussed chitons is white. The chitons of the women from the proces-
sion in the Kazanlak tomb are bicolour, with a broad weft pattern. This particular detail had a decora-
tive effect and indicates that colourful chitons were worn at that time. The peplos and the himatia of
the noble couple are depicted in a reddish-brown hue.

It remains unclear what was the colour of the chitons of the women forming the procession in
the lunette of the Sveshtari tomb. Most likely the garments would have been kept transparent after
colouring the figures, similarly to the so-called caryatids (fig. 6). Transparency is a diagnostic feature
of the luxurious textile known as “amorgina”. The sets of parallel vertical lines along the chitons in-
dicate that these were decorated. However, the decoration of the chiton of the woman from the noble
couple depicted in the Kazanlak tomb belongs to a different type. It consists of a band appliqued to
the lower edge of the chiton. This appliqued band may be either embroidered with golden threads
or made with a special technique (fig. 10).

The women depicted on each side of the male figure sitting on a diphros in the Kazanlak tomb
are veiled, which suggests a special status. The head of the woman carrying a tray is covered with
a peplos, while the veil of the one sitting on a throne was made of fine, shining white fabric of high
quality. The piece of blue textile, carried by one of the women in the procession in the Kazanlak tomb
may also represent a veil.

Some women depicted in the Sveshtari tomb wear hats of the mitra and kalathos type (figs
5-6, 14). The woman of the noble couple in the Kazanlak tomb has a diadem or a crown (fig. 15).
The hair style of the women depicted in the Kazanlak tomb is of nearly the same type. Two of them
have their hairs covered, while the rest appear to have short, curly hair (figs 12-13, 16). The women
forming the procession in the Sveshtari tomb have pulled back (short?) hair, whereas the caryatids
wear their curly hair in two plaits (figs 4, 6-7, 14).

The depicted accessories complementing the female outfit include small jewels as well. These
are bracelets, rings and earrings, which are not always clearly noticeable (figs 15-16).

The long chitons cover the feet of nearly all depicted women. Partly visible are only the shoes
of the enthroned woman in the Kazanlak tomb and those worn by the caryatids in the Sveshtari tomb.
The caryatids wear a makeup as well (fig. 14). The makeup emphasises the expression of the eye-
area and appears to be designed for individuals standing on a platform, stage or seen from a distance
during a ritual, dance or celebration.

According to different opinions, the central scene of the Kazanlak tomb, discussed here be-
cause of the depicted female garments, represents a funeral feast, wedding ceremony, “sacred mar-
riage”, “wedding in death” and “Eleusinian mystery.” Some of these narratives are obviously inter-
twined, while the representation suggests that the artist was well acquainted with the canons of the
Greek iconography. It recreates a ritual laden with wedding motifs and masterly entangled in another
transition — that from life to death. Possibly the narrative was based on a wedding, which ended in
sudden death.

The women in that scene show a high standard of living, demonstrated through the quality of
their garments. Four of them wear formal attire, while the other two — a ceremonial one. All women
wear obviously valuable garments and a full set of jewellery: bracelets, necklaces and earrings. The
long chiton, reaching down to the ground was always a sign of luxury in the Greek world. This detail
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casts doubt on the opinion that some of the represented women were servants.

The woman from the noble couple represented in the Kazanlak tomb wears festive clothes
complemented by valuable accessories (figs 3, 15). Her luxurious clothing could have been that of
a bride. The attire of the male figure also points to a wedding ceremony, as well as the hands of the
couple intertwined in a gesture recalling that of yeip’ éni kapn®, the wedding crowns, the bridal veil
and the remaining wedding motifs in the representation: the chariot, the horses, the musical accom-
paniment, the cupbearer and the gift-offering (fig. 18).

The female garments and the described wedding elements indicate that the depiction does
likely represent event linked to the arrival of the bride in the groom’s home on the third day of the
Attic wedding (é¢nabA1a): the horses are unharnessed from the chariot, the bride is already in her new
home, the katayvopata and dvakaAvmtpia rituals were performed, the wedding night has passed,
the feast continues and the gifts from the bride’s father arrive. However, instead of being represented
at a wedding feast, the groom is sitting behind a three-legged table laden with non-meat meals and
autumn fruits. He appears as though he is trying to invite the bride (widow?), who is sitting on a
throne to the side, to join him at the table. This non-Greek iconographic detail does possibly illustrate
the Thracian notion of a blissful afterlife fate (fig. 19).

The ornamental programme of the Sveshtari tomb is complex and also has multiple interpreta-
tions: heroisation, investiture, hierogamy, military realm, and ceremonial meeting of a ruler after a
victorious campaign. The woman holding a wreath is described as a goddess, while the four women
following her — as servants. Nevertheless, their luxurious garments argue against a servant’s status.
The objects, which they carry add more weight to this objection as these likely belong to libation
and sacrificial equipment. Their figures, in addition to the caryatids can be better understood in the
context of a public event with religious and mythological connotations.

The attire constitutes one of the most recognisable features witnessing the closeness of the
Thracians to the surrounding Hellenistic world, and especially to the luxury characteristic for the
Eastern and the Macedonian elite. The garments intended for the afterlife of the noble deceased
included clothes made of hemp, wild silk (?), cotton and golden threads. Valuable clothes are not
only some of the symbols of wealth and power but indicate that the local elite possessed a striking
economic potential, which allowed the acquirement of this highly priced merchandise in significant
quantities and surprising variety. The accumulated wealth also ensures the ability to hire skilled ar-
chitects and artists, who, in order to please their clients, recreated the values of the Thracian culture
via foreign, in its nature, imagery.
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ABSTRACT

Several Roman period surface scatters and a settlement located in the Yambol District, along the Tundzha River, have
been investigated within the last few years. Surface surveys and geophysical prospection were combined with a thorough
material evaluation, to allow a description of the possible dimensions and character of several sites, all likely located in the
territory of ancient Kabyle. The investigation focused on several single features located in the Tundzha Municipality, such
as the extensive settlement near Kozarevo village and a smaller installation, perhaps a villa, near the Roman settlement at
Kabyle. Several scatters, already detected by the Tundzha Regional Archaeological Project, were re-surveyed in Elhovo
Municipality, between the Dereorman and Gerenska rivers. The territory along the two rivers seems to have been densely
populated during the 2"—4" c. AD, with about 11 scatters dated to the Roman period, likely representing small rural settle-
ments, distributed in regular intervals along the two rivers. One of the settlements on the Dereorman River, Yurta-Stroyno,
surveyed and excavated in 2014-2016, provided a comparative base for the rest of the area.

Evaluating the gathered data, the territory of Kabyle seems to have been quite self-sufficient during the Roman period. The
rural settlements provide evidence of raw material processing, production of everyday items, as well as a preference for the
locally available products, such as household pottery, limiting the number of pottery imports to a minimum.
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Introduction

In the years 2019-2021, several archaeological investigations were carried out along the mid-
dle stream of the Tundzha River in cooperation between the Regional Historical Museum in Yambol
and the Institute of Classical Archaeology at Charles University in Prague. All the activities took
place in the Yambol District, in the Elhovo and Tundzha Municipalities, and were carried out as a
follow-up to the Tundzha Regional Archaeological Project (TRAP) (Ross et al. 2018) and the Yurta—
Stroyno Archaeological Project (SAP) (Tuslova et al. 2022; Tuslova 2023). The fieldwork included
a re-survey of two surface scatters dated to the Roman period near the villages of Karavelovo and
Robovo, together with the surface material postprocessing, and geomagnetic prospection of several
other features dated to the Roman period located near the villages of Robovo, Kozarevo and Kabile!
(figs 1-2).

The investigation focused on the assessment of the position, dimension, and character of indi-
vidual sites/scatters based on the combination of the geomagnetic prospection, surface material eval-
uation and spatial distribution. The main objective was the evaluation of the Thracian countryside in
the studied area during the Roman period (2™-4% c. AD), the density of the built-up areas, the func-
tion of individual settlements and their interactions in the context of the territory of Roman Kabyle.

Surface survey

In 2009, an area of about 28.5 sq. km was intensively surveyed in Elhovo Municipality by the
TRAP team. The surveyed area was located between the Dereorman and Gerenska rivers, both left
tributaries of the River Tundzha (Iliev et al. 2012; Sobotkova et al. 2018). Along the river streams,
nine surface scatters dated to the Roman period were identified (fig. 2). Many of them were multi-
period scatters, pointing to their longer use or occupation. Representation of the Roman period ma-
terial within the scatters was either dominant, or fractional. Using the TRAP data and numbering
system, scatters under nos 7019, 7020, 8005, 8011, 8012 and 8020 featured a smaller representation
of Roman period material compared to the other periods, while scatter nos 6018 (Yurta—Stroyno),
6021 and 7023 were dominated by the Roman period material attesting to its main period of habita-
tion (Iliev et al. 2012).

In 2019, an extension of the surveyed area north of the Gerenska River revealed several other
Roman period scatters (Valchev, Marchovski 2020; Valchev 2023, 177, fig. 24), one of them located
3.3 km south-west of Karavelovo, on the right bank of the Gerenska River (fig. 2. 2019_01). The
character of the scatter is similar to the others with predominant Roman period material, although
it has not yet been systematically surveyed. Consequently, the scatter size in tab. 1 is only approxi-
mated.

In addition to the list of the Roman period surface scatters in the area, we may add a prob-
able Roman villa at St. Iliya, located just south of the Stroyno village, about 1 km south-east of the
Dereorman River. The site is currently being investigated and excavated, with several published
preliminary reports (Agre et al. 2015, 208-211; 2021; here fig. 2.).

All the scatters and the probable villa are placed on a gentle slope close to or directly along the
modern flow of one of the rivers, placed at a low elevation on average 120-180 m.a.s.l. The highest
peak between the two rivers reaches up to 235 m.a.s.l. The surrounding landscape is slightly undulat-
ing, currently giving space to wide and seemingly infinite fields used for large scale agriculture. We

1 “Kabile” refers to the modern village, while “Kabyle” refers to the Roman period camp/settlement located near
the modern village.
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Fig. 1. Spatial distribution of the main settlements and surface scatters dated to the Roman period located
along the middle stream of the River Tundzha in the Yambol District which are addressed within the article
(map by P. Tuslovad)

O6p. 1. PasnpocmpaHeHue Ha OCHOBHUMe ceauwjd U CmpyneaHusi Ha apmegakmu om nepuodd Ha Pumckama
umnepusi, pasnonoxiceHu no cpedHomo meueHue Ha pexka TyHOdca 8 obaacm SImbos, Koumo ca pasenedaHu 8
cmamusima (asmop P. Tuslovd)

may expect that the Roman settlements, as well as the modern villages still scattered along the two
rivers, were interconnected by regional roads, leading along the river valleys towards the Tundzha
River, which was navigable in antiquity. Along the Tundzha River a supra-regional road was built
during the administrative reforms of Trajan at the beginning of the 2" c¢. AD (Madzharov 2009, 237),
together with the river, creating fast and direct connection with the Aegean Sea and the coast.

In total, there are at least 11 features dated to the Roman period located along the Gerenska and
Dereorman rivers (fig. 2). Apart from Yurta—Stroyno, the features are dated on the basis of the surface
material allowing their classification into the broader chronological period of the 2*—4%c. AD. On
average, their distance from each other ranges from 1900 to 2000 m and 3300 to 3500 m along the
Gerenska River, and 2500 to 3900 m along the Dereorman River. A similar distance, from 2000 to
3500 m on average, with one exception of 5000 m over a hill, is also kept in between the settlements
along the two rivers in north-south directions (Table 1). There is an oddity, which seems to be the 500
and 800 m distance between two scatters located along the Gerenska River on two occasions, TRAP
nos 8005 and 7020; and 8012 and 7023. If we do not include TRAP nos 7020 and 7023 into the meas-
urements, the distance between the other scatters along the Gerenska River extends the interval from
2500 to 3500 m, featuring a very similar distance to the scatters along the Dereorman River and the
areas in between the two rivers. The exclusion of both scatters is based on their smaller dimensions
in comparison to others, which might relate to their specific function, perhaps being supplementary
to a bigger settlement nearby. TRAP no. 7023, of barely two hectares, is the smallest scatter of all,
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Fig. 2. The area between the Gerenska and Dereorman rivers surveyed by TRAP in 2009 showing surface
scatters dated to the Roman period with highlighted scatters TRAP nos. 6021 and 7023, which were re-
surveyed, and TRAP no. 6018, marking the site of Yurta-Stroyno. Added to the map are the scatter found
in 2019 near Karavelovo (2019_01) and the site of St. Iliya (the map is based on Ross et al. 2018, fig. 13,

adapted by P. Tuslovd in 2024)
O6p. 2. PatioHsm medxcdy pekume I'epeHcka u [Jepeopmat, uscnedgan om TRAP npe3 2009 e., nokaseauy
cmpyneaHusi Ha apmegaxkmu, 0amupaHu 8 nepuoda Ha Pumckama umnepusi ¢ mapkupavu cmpyngaHusi TRAP

Ne 6021 u 7023, koumo ca npenpoyueHu; u TRAP Ne 6018, mapkupauwj msicmomo Ha FOpma-CmpoliHo. Kem

Kapmama ca dobaseHu cmpyneaHusi Ha apmegaxkmu, omkpumu npe3 2019 2. kpati Kapasenogo (2019_01) u

obekmsm Cg. Mnus (kapmama e 6a3upaHa Ha Ross et al. 2018, fig.13, adanmupaxa om P. Tuslovd npe3 2024 2.)

with surface material solely dated to the Roman period. Its single period occupation might also be
indicative of its dedicated function taking place during some restricted period. TRAP no. 7020 is a
multiperiod dense scatter (3" c. BC—4" c. AD) of a small size composed of highly fragmented mate-
rial with very few diagnostic sherds although with a well-defined core of almost three hectares. The
multiperiod character of the scatter already makes it different from TRAP no. 7023. However, in this
case, we might be inclined to connect the scatter TRAP nos 8005 and 7020 together under one settle-
ment as the surface material attributed to individual sites is located just about 170 m apart. As in the
case of TRAP no. 6021 (see below) these could be individual homesteads of one bigger settlement.
If we accept each of the medium to large scatters to represent a settlement, the distance from
one to another divided by two might represent its territory with agricultural land and pastures. The
settlement size and character may of course relate to their different use and overall purpose. How-
ever, up to the present, no material has been published from any of the settlements but Yurta—Stroyno
(TRAP no. 6018), excavated in 2014-2016 (Tuslova et al. 2022; Tuslova 2023), as the excavations of
St. Iliya have so far been published only by way of short excavation reports without material (Agre et
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. ' Distan
Scatter A :\ilve:rrby Scatter size ggrei((i)(()jmmat Scatter B :\il\(le;rby Scatter size gg:i(;(émmat Ec?ar%rc 2 to
2019 01 |Gerenska |Medium Roman 8005 Gerenska | Medium Mix 3500
8005 Gerenska | Medium Mix 7020 Gerenska | Small Mix 800
7020 Gerenska | Small Mix 6021 Gerenska |Large Roman 2000
6021 Gerenska |Large Roman 8012 Gerenska | Medium Mix 3300
8012 Gerenska | Medium Mix 7023 Gerenska | Small Roman 500
7023 Gerenska | Small Roman 7019 Gerenska |Large Mix 1900
7019 Gerenska |Large Mix 8020 Dereorman | Small Mix 2000
8020 Dereorman | Small Mix 6018 Dereorman |Large Roman 3900
6018 Dereorman | Large Roman 8011 Dereorman | Large Mix 3200
8011 Dereorman | Large Mix St. lliya Dereorman | Large Roman 2800
St. lliya Dereorman | Large Roman 6018 Dereorman | Large Roman 2500
8011 Dereorman |Large Mix 8005 Gerenska | Medium Mix 3500
6018 Dereorman |Large Roman 8012 Gerenska | Medium Mix 3500
6018 Dereorman |Large Roman 6021 Gerenska |Large Roman 5000

Table 1. Overview of distances between the closest scatters in a horizontal and vertical direction measured
from core to core (i.e. the polygon(s) with the highest number of finds). The size category of the scatter and
its chronological classification is taken from the results of the TRAP surface survey (Iliev et al. 2012)
Tabauya 1. PascmosiHusi mexcdy Hali-6auskume cmpyneaqusl 8 XOpu3oHMaaHa U 6epmuKaaHa NOCOKa, UsmepeHu
om yeHmsp 00 yeHmsp (M.e. nou2oHa(ume) ¢ Hali-2oam 6poli HaxoOku). Pazmepsm Ha cmpyneaqemo u
He208ama xpoHoA02UYHA Kaacugukayus ca ezemu om pesyamamume om ooxooume Ha TRAP (Iliev et al. 2012)

al. 2015, 208-211; 2021). Consequently, despite knowing the location and the density of habitation
in the area during the Roman period, it has not yet been possible to produce any correlation analysis
based on extended data, which would allow a mutual comparison and evaluation of these features.

To change the situation and to provide comparative material for Yurta-Stroyno, two of the sur-
face scatters were reinvestigated in 2019. These were the richest ones in Roman material and finds
in general, TRAP nos 6021 and 7023, located along the Gerenska River. Both scatters were system-
atically re-surveyed at 5 m intervals, however not counting nor collecting sherds. If an interesting
or outstanding object was found, a GPS point was taken, and the object documented?. Based on the
conditions at the time regarding vegetation and surface finds, several areas were then chosen for the
total pickups. These were polygons of 2020 m, from which all the surface material was gathered
and further documented (for the methodology see TusSlova 2019, 38—-39). The resulting finds were
compared with the material retrieved from Yurta—Stroyno, especially the worked stones (Weissova et
al. 2022), glass (Cistakova, Zlamalova Cilova 2022), metals (Cistakova, Kmosek 2022) and pottery
(Tuslova 2023), for which the same classification was adopted.

The pottery of presumed regional production included both table and cooking vessels, already
described in the contexts of Yurta—Stroyno. Due to the high fragmentation and wear of the pottery
found on the surface, the Fine red-slipped ware and the Common red-slipped ware were put together
during the survey and counted in bulk as a single group. The majority of the other pottery classes
known from Yurta—Stroyno was identified and separated. Regarding the table were, these were Grey
ware and Mottled ware. The wheel made Coarse cooking ware was divided by form (pots, casseroles

2 Most frequently worked stones (quern stones, flints); metals; glass; and pottery fragments of rare ware, shape,
or a combination of both.
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Fig. 3. Indication of 2500 m buffer zone around the larger rural settlements located along the Gerenska River
(author P. TuSlovd)
O6p. 3. BygpepHa 30Ha om 2500 M 0Kono no-2onemume NpoBUHYUAHU Ceauwjd, pa3nonoxceHu no nopeuuemo
Ha peka I'eperHcka (aemop P. Tuslovad)
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Fig. 4. Indication of 2500 m buffer zone around the larger rural settlements located along the Dereorman River
(author P. Tuslova)
O6p. 4. BygepHa 3oHa om 2500 M 0K010 no-201eMume NPOBUHYUAAHU Cenuwyd, pasnonoiceHu no nopeuuemo
Ha peka [lepeopmat (aemop P. Tuslovd)

38



Non-invasive Investigation of Roman Period Rural Settlements along the Middle Stream ...

Regional African Coarse

Red-slipped | Grey ware ey iy red-slipped | cookin U
ware PP y ware ware ware PP ware 9 amphorae
Pickup # [dim. |frgs. |g. frgs. |g. frgs. |g. frgs. |g. frgs. |g. frgs. |g. frgs. |g.
6021 01 [20x20 |725 |3845 |13 |91 93 |444 |9 212
6021 02 |20x20 [579 |4695 |8 48 82 |470 |1 14
6021 03 |20x20 (900 |3085 |7 23 |8 3 2 4 62 |335 |2 52
6021 Total 2204 |11625 |28 |162 |8 3 2 4 237 (1249 |12 |278
7023 01 {20%x20 (150 |960 |6 65 34 190 |11 |350
7023 02 [20%x20 |305 |1647 |4 12 |2 6 1 10 |1 7 36 |150 |6 85
7023 Total 455 [2607 |10 |77 |2 6 1 10 |1 7 70 |340 (17 |435
Storage |Dioritic HM | Granitic HM Architectural Other
vesseslls pottery pottery Py s ceramics finds
Pickup# |dim. |frgs.|g. |frgs.|g. frgs. |g. frgs. |g. frg.fg. [frgs. |g. frg./g.
EIA handle,
6021 01 |20x20 48 |370 |48 |283 |936 |5245 [5.60 |241 [13000 |54 flint,
whetstones
6021 02 |20x20 27 |274 |49 |360 |746 |5861 |7.86 |185 |12000 |65
6021 03 |20x20 41 |333 |135 |672 |1157 |4507 [3,90 |271 |11000 |41
6021 Total 0 |0 (116 |977 |232 |1315 |2839 [15613|5.50 |697 |36000 |52
7023 01 |20x20 22 238 |21 |220 |244 2023 |8.29 |3535 |163000 |46
Daub (5
7023 02 |20x20 |2 |595(19 |[130 |65 |[425 |[441 |3067 |6.95 |[1705 |59034 |35 pcs.), greek
amphora
7023 Total 2 |595/41 |368 (86 |645 |684 [5083 |7.43 |5240 |222034 |42

Table 2. Overview of the ceramics collected at the individual pickups of the TRAP nos. 6021 and 7023; dim.
= pick up dimensions; frgs. = fragments collected; g. = weight in grams; frg./g. = average weight of one
fragment (i.e. overall fragmentation); HM = handmade pottery; AC = architectural ceramics
Tabauya 2. Kepamuka om obopkume Ha TRAP Ne 6021 u 7023; dim. = paamepu Ha obxeama Ha obopkma;
frgs. = cebpaHu ppaemenmu; g.= meano e epamose; frg./g. = cpeOHO meaao Ha eduH ppazmeHm (m.e. obwa
¢paemenmayus); HM = pwsuHo uspabomeHna kepamuka; AC = apxumekmypHa Kepamuka

and frying pans); the handmade pottery was represented by both wares with distinctive Dioritic and
Granitic fabrics.

Imported pottery was represented by a few fragments only. There were a few dozen transport
amphorae fragments with very few diagnostic pieces. Even fewer fragments could be attributed to
the fine ware import, either of recognizable origin, or distinctly different from the local production
without further identification.

Architectural ceramics (AC) were most frequently made up of rooftile fragments including
both tegulae and imbrices; all tegulae were of the Laconian type. There were only a few bricks and
very rarely pieces of daub.

TRAP no. 6021

Year 2009

The surface scatter was spread over an extensive area of 16 ha on a slope of a hill descending
towards the Gerenska River. During an intensive surface survey and two total pickups the TRAP
team recovered material dated to the Early Iron Age, Hellenistic and Roman periods. The earlier
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occupation seemed to be restricted to an area closer to the river, in the north-eastern corner of the
scatter. The Roman period material was the most abundant one, featuring two main areas of material
concentration. Besides the pottery and AC, quern stones, undiagnostic glass fragments and metal
fragments, including an iron blade, were found (Iliev et al. 2012, 23-27).

Year 2019

In 2019, the whole area of the previously detected scatter was resurveyed. Bigger items and
unusual objects were looked for, and the dimensions of the surface scatter were confirmed. The two
main surface concentrations of Roman period material were still visible in the field, with one located
on the most elevated southern part of the scatter, and the second one placed north of the first one
halfway down the hill.

There were 11 small finds/worked stones found in the fields. These were eight quern stones,
one whetstone, one body fragment of a glass vessel with faceted decoration and one iron nail (Table
3, fig. 5, figs 17.85-86, 18.87-91, 93, 96). The fields were newly harrowed, either with full visibility
(100%) or with slightly lowered visibility ranging between 60-80% due to the straw cover. The fields
were dry.

Three total pickups of 2020 m were conducted, their placement was chosen based on TRAP
data from 2009; the orientation followed harrowing. The first total pickup (6021_TPUO1) was placed
in TRAP polygon SUID 80965, in an area of the highest material concentration to the south; the sec-
ond one (6021_TPUO02) was placed in SUID 80958, to the south-west of the first one, in a field with
much fewer finds; the third one (6021_TPUO03) was placed north-west of these two, in SUID 61001,
in the area of the second highest surface concentration during the TRAP survey, although the final
spot was chosen based on the scatter density in 2019 (fig. 5).

Pickup 6021_TPUO1 was placed in a polygon originally featuring most of the finds from the
whole surface scatter — 1096 ancient pottery fragments. In 2019, there were 936 sherds in the single
pickup. The majority of all the surface and small finds also came from this area, with three small finds
found directly within the pickup. These are the two whetstones and one flint stone — likely production
waste (see Table 3). The latter find very likely relates to an earlier period of occupation as a handle
of an Early Iron Age (EIA) pot was also found there.

Pickup 6021_TPUO02 was placed in the neighbouring polygon originally with (only) 41 ancient
pottery fragments. In 2019, the TPU02 featured 746 fragments, about 200 fewer than TPUO1, but the
number of finds was still very high with the lowest fragmentation of all on this site — including both
pottery and architectural ceramics (Table 2). Perhaps this part of the field was more deeply ploughed
in the past ten years bringing pottery fragments up to the surface, thus increasing the amount of sur-
face finds and lowering their fragmentation.

Pickup 6021_TPUO3 was placed down the hill, towards the north. Originally, 166 ancient
pottery fragments were counted within the polygon. In 2019, TPUO3 proved to be the richest one in
terms of pottery, featuring 1157 fragments, and architectural ceramics, however, also with the highest
material fragmentation. It was also the only pickup where Mottled ware was found, although only
numbering eight small pieces weighing 2.6 grams each on average. Also, two rim fragments of the
Candarl ware (Eastern sigillata C) were found there, otherwise undetected in the rest of the scatter.

Pottery

The major pottery classes known from Yurta—Stroyno were also represented in scatter TRAP
no. 6021. We may confirm the presence of regionally made table wares — Fine red-slipped ware
(fig. 13.1-18), Common red-slipped ware (figs 13.19-21; 14.22-27), Grey ware (fig. 14.28-29) and
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TRAP survey 2009-2011
No. of pottery fragments
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Fig. 5. Scatter TRAP no. 6021 with marked total pickups (TPU01-03) and small finds and worked stones
(SF) 01-13 (map based on Ross et al. 2018, fig. 13 and Iliev et al. 2012, fig. 4, adapted by P. Tuslovd in 2024)
O6p. 5. Cmpyneane TRAP Ne 6021 ¢ mapkupaHu ysnocmuu obopku (TPU01-03) u manku HaxoOKu u
obpabomenu kameHu (SF) 01-13 (kapma, 6asupaHa Ha Ross et al. 2018, fig. 13 u Iliev et al. 2012, fig. 4,
adanmupaxa om P. Tuslovd npe3 2024 2.)

Mottled ware (fig. 14.30-31). The latter ware is rare and very fragmented, as was the case in Yurta—
Stroyno. The high fragmentation of the ware could relate to its earlier production and longer post-
depositional life as well as to the fragility of the ware. There were several other fragments of Mottled
ware found in the fields, out of the pickup area, but still in a very small quantity. One of them is
however a large fragment of a tray handle with incised decoration (fig. 14.32), a rare find not only for
its state of preservation compared to other Mottled ware, but also for its shape, as trays are not a com-
mon vessel form in the Yambol District. Other attested Mottled ware forms are small vessels, cups,
and bowls. Grey ware is not a frequent find, but it was represented to some degree in every pickup.
These are mostly undiagnostic fragments, often body fragments or pieces of bases. There was one
diagnostic fragment of a smaller krater with horizontal rim found in TPUO2 (fig. 14.28) and fragment
of a big vessel, possibly also a krater (fig. 14.29) found outside the pickup areas.

The most frequent finds are regionally produced red-slipped table vessels, compound of Fine
red-slipped ware and Common red-slipped ware. The most represented shapes are plates with an
out-turned arched rim (fig. 13.2) and similar shapes of plates (fig. 13.3-5); hemispherical bowls (fig.
13.8); and cups with an off-set rim and two band handles (fig. 13.14). We may also notice a higher
number of table amphorae with out-turned rounded rims incised with one or two lines; from the 20
rim fragments which were found, three were brush slipped, the rest were slipped by dipping into the
clay solution (see TusSlova 2023, 26, 42; fig. 11, pl. 2.182, 185). All the described shapes, as well as
the other ones found in the scatter, are well known from the region, with parallels in Yurta-Stroyno.

The Common red-slipped ware includes vessels of Fine-red slipped ware fabric, but generally
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of a thicker sherd which is commonly fired sandwich-like with a grey core and lower quality execu-
tion and/or slip. The material from the surface survey is in general of a worse quality due to the ero-
sion and material degradation which makes it more difficult to distinguish between these two wares.
Both wares seem to be, however, regionally produced, very likely contemporaneously from the 2
till at least the 4% c. AD. The Common red-slipped ware vessels are generally in larger quantities.
Among the well represented forms belong plates (fig. 13.19), big bowls (figs 13.20-21; 14.22-23,
27), jars (fig. 14.24), kraters (fig. 14.25) and dinos-like vessels (fig. 14.26). There were also two frag-
ments of strainers made in this ware.

Regarding imported red-slipped table vessels, two fragments of Candarh ware were retrieved.
Both are rim fragments of Hayes Form 4, commonly dated to the 3" c. AD (Hayes 1972, 321-322,
fig. 64). One fragment was found in the pickup TPUO3 (fig. 14.33), another one, very small, in the
northern field.

There are several other pottery fragments which, either by fabric or by shape, do not seem to
be of regional production. The rim of a cup or bowl (fig. 14.34) has a reddish yellow fabric (Munsell
7.5YR 7/4) and red lustrous slip (2.5YR 5/6) which is however very worn, so is the sherd itself. By
visual appearance it could be attributed to Pontic Sigillata A, however, there is no exact shape to re-
late it to. Closest is the Form 24.2 and 24.3 of Zhuravlev, a hemispherical cup with everted (ribbed)
rim dated to the second half of the 1 c. AD (Zhuravlev 2010, 120, 222), however, Zhuravlev’s form
has a straight rim. Another rim sherd of a bowl (fig. 14.35) has a red fabric colour (2.5YR 4/8) and
matt good quality slip of the same colour. The slip is continuous on both sides. A similar shape was
found in Yurta—Stroyno, however, the ware differs — the fabric of the Yurta—Stroyno sherd has a red-
dish yellow colour (5YR 6/8), the slip is red (2.5YR 5/8), sparse inside. The shape is quite universal,
with vessels of a similar shape being produced in different production centres mostly located in East-
ern Aegean (cf. TuSlova 2023, sherd no. 337).

The last possibly imported table ware sherd is a rim of a bowl (fig. 14.36) of a reddish yellow
fabric (5YR 6/6) with grey core and very worn red slip (2.5YR 5/8). The same shape of the same
ware is known from Yurta—Stroyno (cf. Tuslova 2023, no. 338) however, with unknown place of
origin.

The wheel made Coarse cooking ware (fig. 15.37-44) also seems to be of regional production,
with shapes and fabric parallels in Yurta—Stroyno. From 49 rim fragments, the most represented are
pots (41; here fig. 15.39-44), while the remaining eight fragments have everted rims either of casse-
roles or frying pans (fig. 15.37-38); there were four lids. The handmade cooking ware is substituted
by the Granitic (fig. 15.45-48) and Dioritic (fig. 15.49-50) wares with the granitic one represented
in a higher number. The Granitic fabric rich in quartz might be confused with the Coarse cooking
ware fabric if the fragment is small, which might have helped to outnumber the Dioritic ware. Con-
sequently, we should be careful when comparing them by number. The shapes are simple, all are pots
with s-shaped rims. The only decoration is a relief band with cut lines or finger imprints.

There were no fragments of storage vessels and very few fragments of transport amphorae.
One rim fragment of a Kapitdn II amphora (fig. 15.51) and an amphora toe (fig. 15.52) of a pink
sandy fabric (5YR 8/4), likely of southern Black Sea provenance, were found in TPUO1. A rim of a
southern Black Sea coast amphora of reddish yellow (5YR 7/8) fabric with predominant black shiny
inclusions was found in TPUO3 (fig. 15.53). Besides the Roman period pottery, about eight hand-
made pottery fragments scattered randomly over the site could be dated to the EIA; one amphora toe
is very likely dated to LIA (fig. 15.54).
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Worked stones, metals and glass fragments

Apart from pottery, the most common finds are fragments of quern stones and whetstones,
glass, and metal objects. Often very damaged, quern stones number seven pieces (fig. 18, Table 3;
nos 87-91). Five to six of them are parts of rotary quern stones; one is a saddle quern stone (fig.
18.89). Three of the better-preserved fragments (fig. 18.87, 90-91) might be identified as upper
stones of rotary querns, the so-called catilli (cf. Weissova et al. 2022, 95-96, fig. 2). Catillus no. 90
preserves the hole for a wooden handle; based on its shape it might be identified as a Conical catillus
without the rim (fig. 18.90). The two remaining fragments are Conical catilli with sloping rim (fig.
18.87, 91). Two more fragments of rotary querns were identified, they were however poorly pre-
served (6021_2019_SFO03 and _SF05; Table 3 not drawn). The most abundant are rotary quern stones
made of igneous rocks (4 pcs.), three are of volcanic rocks and one of a plutonic rock. Both rocks are
locally available. Only one rotary quern stone was made of sedimentary rock, of medium to coarse
grained sandstone (fig. 18.87). A similar composition of rotary quern stones — dominated by volcanic
rocks — was also found in Yurta—Stroyno (Weissova et al. 2022, 95).

A quern stone made of vesicular basalt is most peculiar (fig. 18.88). The piece is however very
fragmented, and it is difficult to reconstruct its original shape. A better preserved worked stone made
of the same material was found in Yurta—Stroyno, where it was identified as a part of the segmented
mill Type 1 according to Peacock (2013a, 97; 2013b, 154155, fig. 1.c), rarely documented in the
area (Weissova et al. 2022, 96-97). Basalt is a volcanic rock, which is abundant along the middle
stream of the Tundzha River, especially in the northern and middle part of the Yambol District. Nev-
ertheless, without further analyses it is impossible to determine its possible origin.

The last fragment could be identified as a lower stone of a saddle quern (fig. 18.89), a stone
tool used across prehistory for grinding a wide range of products (Alonso, Frankel 2017, 2-3). It is
made of fine to medium grained sandstone.

Less numerous are other stone objects including three whetstone fragments, two rectangular,
rounded on the edges and oval in section (no. 93); and one of rounded form. Whetstones are typical
finds from prehistoric and Roman period settlements (towns and rural settlements, as well as produc-
tion sites). They are usually made with a fine-grained stone, typically sandstone, and used with water
to sharpen different cutting tools (Ganovsky 2013, 4-6; Thiébaux et al. 2016, 565). The whetstone no.
93 has a typical parallelepiped shape with irregular rectangular cross-sections as the original shape
was degraded by long-term use (fig. 18.93). Rectangular whetstones belong to the most frequent
group of whetstones manufactured throughout the Roman Empire (Thiébaux et al. 2016, 565-566).

Further, one pebble rock tool, half of a rounded pebble smoothed from one side (fig. 18.96),
and one flint fragment with a cortex of no particular shape, likely production waste, were found. The
chronology of these stone tools is questionable as they are not chronologically sensitive. Similarly,
the chronological classification of the iron nail with strange blue-greyish corrosion (fig. 17.86) is not
clear. Morphologically, it might be Roman (cf. Cistakova, Kmosek 2022), but also younger, as such
nails are known until the beginning of the 20 c. AD (cf. Krajic 2003, 60-68; Jicinsky 2017, 87).

Additionally, one glass body fragment no. 85 was found in the fields. It is decorated with two
rows of elongated facets and two horizontal engraved lines (fig. 17, tab. 3). It is made of thicker
high-quality glass with a minimum of impurities and bubbles. The technique of facet cutting is well
known in the Roman Empire from the end of the 1% c. AD, and it was used the most during the 2™
and the 3" c. AD. The combination of facet and linear wheel-cut is typical for the vessels dated to the
23 ¢, AD (Czurda-Ruth 1989, 133)°. Based on the curvature of the sherd and faceted decoration

3 Faceted decoration was also used during the Late Antiquity (4"-5" c. AD), when, however, bigger round/oval
facets were more popular (Whitehouse 1997, 221).
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Table 3. List of the small finds including worked stones found in scatters TRAP nos. 6021 and 7023
Tabauya 3. Cnucek Ha OpebHUMe HaxX0OKU, BKAUUMeIHO 06pabomeHu KaMsHU, OMKPUMU 8 CMPyNn8aHust
TRAP Ne 6021 u 7023

it is possible to classify the body fragment no. 85 to a group of hemispherical bowls Isings 96 (Clair-
mont 1963, 65-70; Shepherd 1999, 359-360; Stawiarska 2014, 84-85). Similar glass fragments
were found at Yurta—Stroyno (Cistakova, Zldmalové Cilova 2022, 193-194) and Nicopolis ad Istrum
(Shepherd 1999, 313-316). From the territory of Bulgaria, hemispherical glass bowls with faceted
decoration are also well known from the Roman period graves, e.g. from Butovo (Veliko Tarnovo),
Mlekarevo (Sliven) and Znepole near Tran (Pernik), all dated to the 2"-3" c¢. AD (Cholakova 2006,
222).

TRAP no. 7023

Year 2009

A dense, spatially limited surface scatter was found on the top of a small terrace located about
1 km south-east of Robovo village overlooking the Gerenska River Valley. The overall scatter area
covered 1.5 ha and the majority was concentrated in two polygons, SUID 70953 and 70954. The scat-
ter was rich in architectural ceramics, especially in bricks and roof tiles. There was very little other
material, including pottery. The scatter was dated solely to the Roman period and interpreted as either
a small, isolated structure, or necropolis (Iliev et al. 2012, 36).

Year 2019

The surface scatter was easily found, located on the small terrace, divided into overgrown
pasture to the north and two separated fields to the south. Random pottery fragments and one glass
rim dated to the Roman period were found in several molehills over the overgrown area, otherwise
there was zero surface visibility. The cultivated fields to the south were walked systematically in the
same manner as the previous surface scatter, no. 6021. The material was concentrated especially on
the first line of the cultivated fields, in the red coloured polygon SUID 70953 (fig. 6). The scatter con-
tinued downhill to the east till the end of the field. The surface material was composed especially of
architectural ceramics and middle to small sized stones as described previously by TRAP; however,
the finds showed more variability in comparison to the 2009 survey. Besides the pottery, three glass
fragments (nos 82—84), three whetstones (nos 94-95) and two milling stones (no. 92, see tab. 3, figs
17-18) were found in the fields. All the finds were concentrated around the same spot, the eastern
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Fig. 6. Scatter TRAP no. 7023 with marked total pickups (TPU01-02) and small finds and worked stones
(SF) 01-08 (map based on Ross et al. 2018, fig. 13 and Iliev et al. 2012, fig. 4, adapted by P. Tuslovd in 2024)
O6p. 6. CmpyneaHe TRAP Ne 7023 ¢ mapKkupaHu ysiaocmtu obopku (TPUO1-02) u maaku HaxooKu u
obpabomeru kameHu (SF) 01-08 (kapma, 6aszupaHa Ha Ross et al. 2018, fig. 13 u Iliev et al. 2012, fig. 4,
adanmupatna om P. TuSlovd npe3 2024 2.)

edge of the western field, as if they were brought there by machines during the field’s cultivation;
only one of the glass fragments was found further downhill (SFO1 — no. 82).

Two 20x20 m pickups were conducted, both in TRAP polygon SUID 70953, originally num-
bering 1700 ancient pottery fragments. 7023_TPUO1 was placed to the east of the polygon, in the
area of the highest concentration of stones and architectural ceramics, in a harrowed field with 80—
100% visibility. 7023_TPUO02 was placed in an area of the highest concentration of variable surface
material, in the same field as TPUO1, which was, however, covered by surface vegetation composed
of straw, limiting the visibility to 60-80%.

Both pickups yielded a very high number of architectural ceramics (tab. 2), which was com-
posed predominantly of roof tiles (approximately 98% of all AC) with only a few bricks and several
pieces of mudbricks. A predominant component of roof tiles in AC is also common at Yurta—Stroyno
where the bricks seem to be used for dedicated purposes only (Weissova 2022, 74).

TPUO1 featured half of the pottery finds and twice as many AC fragments of lower fragmenta-
tion than TPUO2, also including seventeen fragments of overfired roof tiles and a brick. The higher
number of roof tiles and less pottery might relate to the disturbance of the upper construction of a
collapsed structure. We may expect that the top layer composed of rooftiles was hit by the ploughing
machines and spread around. Nevertheless, the overfired ceramics are an unusual feature. We did
not find any such fragments in TPUO2, nor on the site 6021 and rarely at Yurta—Stroyno. The high
temperatures needed for clay vitrification could relate to the destruction of the structure by fire, or the
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overfired rooftiles and a brick could evidence activities related to high temperatures conducted at the
place, such as the production of architectural ceramics.

Pottery

The overall amount of pottery finds at TRAP no. 7023 is much lower than in the case of TRAP
no. 6021, numbering 684 vs. 2839 fragments (tab. 2). However, the composition of the regionally
produced ware seems to be the same; most of the shapes also repeat. The table vessels are represented
by Fine red-slipped ware (fig. 16.55-60), Common red-slipped ware (fig. 16.61-67), Grey ware (fig.
16.68) and a few fragments of Mottled ware (e.g. fig. 16.69).

There are many red-slipped ware fragments with a sandwich section, grey core and poor slip,
making the representation of Common red-slipped ware almost equal to Fine red-slipped ware. Re-
garding individual shapes, some phenomena repeat — hemispherical bowls; cups with an off-set rim
and two band handles; plates with an out-turned arched rim and the table amphorae with an out-
turned rounded incised rim are common. The latter are represented by eight rim fragments, only one
of which is brush slipped (no. 65). The three fragments of strainers are also made of the Common
red-slipped ware (e.g. no. 67). What is, however, different from the first scatter, are the flanged bowls
made in Fine red-slipped ware, very common for the regional production. They are completely miss-
ing at the scatter TRAP no. 6021, while here they are represented by several fragments (e.g. nos
58-59).

The Coarse cooking ware is composed of only four diagnostic rims, all of them are pots (fig.
17.73-74). Despite the small number, we may still suggest that this form might again prevail over the
frying pans and casseroles. Handmade cooking ware is represented by the two wares — Granitic (fig.
17.75-77) and Dioritic (fig. 17.78-80), and as with the previous scatter, the Granitic ware is more
abundant. All diagnostic handmade vessels made in both wares are pots with s-shaped rims. None of
the fragments is decorated.

Regarding the imported pottery, a few fragments of fine-red slipped ware and transport am-
phorae were found. The table ware includes three rim fragments, all found in TPUO1. The first is
a rim of Candarli ware Hayes Form 4 (fig. 16.70), which is most commonly dated to the 3 c. AD
(Hayes 1972, 321-322, fig. 64); another one is a rim of African red-slipped ware (fig. 16.71); and the
last one is a flanged bowl rim of an unidentified origin (fig. 16.72). The African red-slipped ware is
represented by a fragment of a plate or large bowl (no. 71). It has a strong brown fabric (7.5YR 5/6)
with yellowish red (5YR 5/6) matt thin slip, continuous on both sides. The fabric is very fine with
rare tiny silver mica flakes on the surface. We may attribute this fragment to Hayes Form 67, dated
from the mid-4® till the mid-5" c. AD (Hayes 1972, 112-116, fig. 19; 2008, fig. 34.1082). There are
very few finds of African red-slipped ware known from the area so far. About ten years ago G. Ka-
bakchieva put together African red-slipped ware finds from the Diocese of Thrace and Dacia in the
territory of modern Bulgaria (Kabakchieva 2013). Her list of finds includes 52 sherds from twelve
sites?, numbering 20 different types of African red-slipped ware. None of the documented finds were
however found along the Tundzha River basin, nor have any new findings been published from the
area up to date except one fragment of a base decorated with two imprinted palmette leaves possibly
of African origin found at Yurta—Stroyno (see TuSlova 2023, no. 344).

The last sherd, a flanged bowl (no. 72), has a fine reddish yellow fabric (5YR 6/8) and a thin,

4 These are: a grave in Asenovgrad municipality; Deultum; Krakra fort in Pernik; Kyustendil; Marcianopolis;
Nicopolis ad Istrum; Ropotamo River estuary (underwater find); Sandanski; Varna (underwater find); Villa Armira near
Ivaylovgrad; Yakimovo near Montana; Yatrus (Kabakchieva 2013).
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worn, badly preserved reddish brown slip (2.5YR 4/3); the core of the sherd is grey. Morphologically,
it has a very pronounced lower rib, wider than the rim.

The fragments of transport amphorae are all undiagnostic, recognized only by the fabric. One
fragment of a Kapitdn IT amphora and a toe possibly of LIA chronology (fig. 17.81) were retrieved
from TPUO2; another fragment of Kapitdn I and a south-pontic amphora were found in the fields.
The latter might also be dated to the LIA. Two dolia rim fragments were found in TPU02, both very
worn. Despite their poor state of preservation, they are the only remains of storage vessels found at
the site.

The two above-described amphorae are the only fragments possibly pre-dating the Roman
occupation of the area. It is quite strange that the Greek-Hellenistic period would be represented by
transport amphorae only, but none of the other wheel-made sherds could have even been considered
to be pre-Roman. A similar phenomenon, i.e. Greek-Hellenistic occupation in the rural countryside
of the region attested mainly by the presence of transport amphorae, was already noted in the material
processed by TRAP (Iliev et al. 2012; TuSlova, Weissova 2018).

Worked stones and glass fragments

There were several stone tools and glass fragments retrieved from the scatter. Regarding the
stone tools, two quern stones were found. One is a catillus, made of a volcanic rock (fig. 18.92); one
is a sandstone rotary quern, too fragmented for further classification (SF08 in tab. 3). Further three
whetstones were found, all rectangular in form, otherwise of different sizes and shapes. No. 94 has a
rectangular shape, but it is relatively narrow with regularly cut edges, not typical for Roman period
whetstones; no. 95 has an irregular shape tapering towards the edges which makes it rather charac-
teristic for post-medieval whetstones. As with the previous case, the chronology of these objects is
complicated. The scatter does not feature a multi-period occupation favouring their classification
either into the Roman period or into the post-medieval modern era.

The glass finds are represented by three fragments. No. 82 is a badly preserved rim fragment of
transparent blue-green glass, based on its size and shape, likely the rim of a bottle. No. 83 is a body
fragment of transparent glass with elongated faceted and engraved linear decoration. It has a thicker
sherd, and it is made of high-quality glass with a minimum of impurities and bubbles, however, the
vessel shape cannot be approximated from the small fragment. No. 84 is a rim of a transparent glass
fragment. According to its shape, it belongs to a wider group of drinking vessels. It has a diameter of
90 mm and a fire-rounded out-splayed rim which could place it into the group of glass bowls/beakers.
These bowls/beakers were widely spread all over the Roman Empire and were in use from the 2
to the 6™ c. AD (Isings 1957, 101-103), with the peak production and distribution during the 2"—4®
c. AD (Ruiitti 1991, 49). A collection of similar vessels is known from Nicopolis ad Istrum, where
these vessels were in use till the 4"-6% c. AD (Shepherd 1999, 346-347); further from Gradishteto
near Dichin (Cholakova 2009, 304-305), Yatrus—Krivina (Gomolka 1979, 146-150), Yurta—Stroyno
(Cistakova, Zlamalova Cilova 2022, 186) and Kabyle®.

5 Unpublished finds from Kabyle.
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Geomagnetic prospection

In summer (24-25.07) and autumn (26-27.11) of 2021, a geomagnetic prospection took place
on three sites in the Yambol District. The prospection focused on already predicted Roman period
settlements/sites in the area along the middle Stream of the Tundzha River. The first prospected area
was the scatter TRAP no. 7023 near Robovo; another one was located just east of Kabyle; and the last
one in the fields near the village of Kozarevo, south-east of Yambol (fig. 1).

The geomagnetic prospection was carried out by the Archaeogeophysics team from the Depart-
ment of Archaeology and Museology at Masarik University in Brno, Czech Republic®. The survey
itself was conducted with a fluxgate magnetometer used in ATV mode. RTK GNSS (Real Time Kin-
ematic Global Navigation Satellite Systems) was used to record the position of the measurements.

TRAP no. 7023

Introduction

The TRAP scatter no. 7023 is one of the Roman period sites re-surveyed in 2019 (see fig. 6). It
was chosen for geomagnetic prospection based on its small dimensions, easy access, and single pe-
riod occupation. It was prospected in autumn (26.11.2021) when the fields were partly harrowed (the
western field), partly deep ploughed (the eastern field) (Bakardzhiev et al. in press a). The northern
scrubby area was still heavily overgrown allowing only a small part of it to be investigated. However,
the core area with the highest surface finds concentration was fully prospected. The most challenging
situation represented the deeply ploughed eastern field sloping downhill which, after some attempts,
proved to be impossible to measure. Within a single day, an area of 1.7 ha was prospected (fig. 7).

Results

The area of TRAP polygon SUID 70953 with the highest amount of architectural ceramic and
stones found during the intensive surface survey revealed strong bipolar anomalies, likely debris
of fallen constructions. The debris continued further north, into the scrubby area. Altogether, three
features of a rectangular shape (10 x 6 m, 30 X 12 m, 20 X 16 m) were identified. A similar concentra-
tion of bipolar anomalies was located to the north-east of the prospected area, however these features
were not fully investigated due to the dense vegetation. All these features likely relate to a destruction
layer of some construction (fig. 8).

Most of the other detected anomalies are magnetically positive features of an oval shape,
numbering little over a hundred spots. These are sunken features, likely pits. They were concentrated
especially in the eastern field; some were found also in the scrubby area in the north.

Besides magnetically positive anomalies, a number of linear features were also detected. They
follow the ploughing of the fields and are very likely connected to a modern use of the fields and
their cultivation.

The results of the geomagnetic prospection are not very clear. Nevertheless, putting the data
together with the outcome of the surface survey we may conclude that the three areas of debris de-
tected by the geomagnetic prospection relate to the dense roof tile scatter concentrated exactly at the
same place. No thermoremanent magnetized features were detected to support one of the previously
suggested ideas of a local production of architectural ceramics or the presence of high temperature
related crafts. Perhaps these burned roof-tiles, which gave a basis for this assumption were still good
to be used for construction purposes. Another roof tile layer might be located north-east of this one,

6 Peter Milo; Tomas Tencer; David Salka.

49



50

P. Tuslov4, V. Cistakova, T. Valchev, S. Bakardzhiev, P. Milo, T. Tencer, D. Salka

Fig. 7. TRAP no. 7023 with the results of the geomagnetic prospection
(map by P. Milo, T. Tencer and D. Sdlka)

O6p. 7. TRAP Ne 7023 c pe3yamamume om 2eOMA2HUMHAMA CHUMKA
(xapma Ha P. Milo, T. Tencer u D. Sdlka)

Fig. 8. TRAP no. 7023 with the results of the geomagnetic prospection and marked features
(map by P. Milo, T. Tencer and D. Sdlka)
O6p. 8. TRAP Ne 7023 c pesynmamume om 2eoMdeHUMHAmMa CHUMKA U MapKUpaHu cmpykmypu
(kapma ua P. Milo, T. Tencer u D. Sdlka)
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in the scrubby area with zero surface visibility which was not fully prospected, nor was it surveyed.
The two features are about 44 m apart, and due to no visible connection, likely representing two dif-
ferent constructions/homesteads.

East of Kabyle

Introduction

In the year 2021, during the extension of the artificial irrigation channel of Azmak Dere, a
Roman period structure near Kabyle was found. It is located about 300 m north-east of the centre of
Kabyle, with most of the remains detected in the trenches nos 10—15 on the northern bank of the river
(Marchovski, Bakardzhiev in press). Under the topsoil, a layer of roof tiles, a stone wall, and associ-
ated pottery dated to the Roman period were found. Otherwise, many pits were found, especially in
the north-eastern part of the investigated area, all dated to the EIA. According to the excavators, the
remains of the Roman period structure might belong to a villa.

Since the excavations of the area were supposed to continue in the following years, geomag-
netic prospection was conducted on the relevant fields surrounding the artificial channel to reveal a
possible continuation of the roofed structure. The prospection took place on 24.07.2021, covering 2.5
ha (Bakardzhiev et al. in press b). The relevant fields, located on the eastern edge of the investigated
area, were freshly harrowed with easy passability.

Results

The investigated area is divided into two fields, northern and southern, separated by the ir-
rigation channel running east to west. In total, 347 features possibly related to human activity were
identified in both fields. Most of them are magnetically positive features of oval shape — pits.

The majority of the pits are located in the north-eastern part of the northern field, fewer of them
in its western part and in the southern field. These belong to the EIA period, and many of them had
been already excavated in 2021 via test trenches (Marchovski, Bakardzhiev in press). Some of the
sunken features are of larger dimensions and of a specific shape, such as the rectangular feature cut
in half on the northern edge of the northern field (fig. 9).

Still in the northern field, close to the trenches with the roof tile layer, a spatially significant
concentration of bipolar anomalies was identified. It seems to be a rectangular structure of 16 x 16 m,
creating a right angle on its western edge, marked by some sort of delimitation (the dashed red line
on fig. 10). This feature might be interpreted as the debris of a collapsed structure. In its vicinity there
are several other bipolar anomalies, likely thermoremanent magnetized features, which are remnants
of burned material or pyro-technological features such as ovens or kilns. There are however no vis-
ible remains of the excavated roofed structure continuation further north, as it should be located just
to the south of the main debris concentration along the channel.

The southern field has significantly fewer anomalies than the northern one, but the pits con-
tinue. There is also one more area with the debris of a collapsed structure near the artificial channel,
measuring ca. 10 X 15 m. Near the debris there are two more thermoremanent magnetized features.
Several lines and linear structures, often segmented, were further detected. These are very likely of
modern origin, such as traces of field cultivation.

The two areas of debris, about 45 m apart separated by the artificial channel, likely relate to
each other, as well as to the roof tile layer uncovered just in between of them. The debris might relate
to the roof tile destruction fallen on the stone foundations as uncovered in the test trenches.

51



P. Tuslov4, V. Cistakova, T. Valchev, S. Bakardzhiev, P. Milo, T. Tencer, D. Salka

Fig. 9. Area east of Kabyle along the artificial irrigation channel of Azmak Dere with the results of the
geomagnetic prospection (map by P. Milo, T. Tencer and D. Sdlka)
O6p. 9. Pationsm uzmouno om Kabusne nokpati u3kycmeeHusi HanoumeseH KaHan Ha Aamak depe ¢
pe3yimamume om 2eomazHUmMHama cHumka (kapma wa P. Milo, T. Tencer u D. Sdlka)

Fig. 10. Area east of Kabyle along the artificial irrigation channel of Azmak Dere with the geomagnetic
prospection and marked features (map by P. Milo, T. Tencer and D. Sdlka)
O6p. 10. Pationsm uzmouHo om Kabusie nokpati uskycmeeHusi HanoumesaeH KaHan Ha Asmak depe ¢
pe3yimamume om 2e0MazHUMHAMA CHUMKA U MapKupaHu cmpykmypu (kapma Ha P. Milo, T. Tencer u D. Sdlka)
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Kozarevo

Introduction

The village of Kozarevo is located about 8.5 km south-east of Yambol and 14 km south-east
of ancient Kabyle. The modern village seems to be built over a Roman period settlement (vicus?) as
many local inhabitants retrieved pottery and other material dated to the Roman period from their gar-
dens. The cultivated fields to the south-west of the village along the Kozarevskoto Dere also yielded
a large amount of pottery, AC, and worked stones. The raised surface concentration was noted during
a preliminary field observation, but no surface survey has been conducted yet. Consequently, there is
no systematically collected material to work with and to compare with the other scatters mentioned
in the first part of the article. Nevertheless, it is worth noting that there is a high amount of metal slag
concentrated on the surface.

The area with the largest amount of surface material was prospected using the geomagnetic
method on 25.07 and 27.11 of 2021 (Bakardzhiev et al. in press c). In total 12.2 ha were investigated
in the two different months to cover the whole desired area. In July, part of the fields was newly
harvested, covered by a dense straw layer; in November, a fair time after the harvest, the fields were
covered in short but dense grass cover. The fields in the north-east were deep ploughed, although it
was possible to prospect them, the results were very poor.

Results

The magnetic field of the investigated area is very affected by the complicated hydrogeologi-
cal processes and modern underground constructions (fig. 11). The strong signal from these struc-
tures masks the weaker responses from the archaeological features. Consequently, the interpretation
of the archaeological features in this area is challenging and complicated. In some prospected parts,
however, the pedological and geological conditions provided a sufficient contrast to detect magnetic
anomalies. Altogether, more than 120 anomalies, possibly related to archaeological features, have
been identified in the areas without strong magnetic disturbance (fig. 12). Around 100 of the identi-
fied anomalies are magnetically positive oval shape features, representing the pits. Due to the dis-
turbed geology, it is however impossible to identify their possible concentrations.

The relatively high number of bipolar anomalies likely refers to thermoremanent magnetized
features, areas fired at high temperatures, likely ovens or kilns. They are to be found along both banks
of the Kozarevskoto Dere. Their larger cluster however appears in the south-eastern field separated
by the river, where seven such features have been found, one next to another. Others were spread over
the prospected area, both along the river and deeper into the fields.

Near the river in the northern field, strong magnetic dipole anomalies were detected, very like-
ly representing the remains of stone walls (50 x 15 m). A dominant wall running north-south is vis-
ible, so is a perpendicular wall attached to its southern end. Otherwise, there is no clear ground plan.
In the north, a rectangular room might be running along the wall; perhaps another one is attached
to the southern ‘L’ shaped perpendicular wall. Near the wall structure, several different features and
thermoremanent anomalies were detected.

Two rounded magnetic dipole anomalies, 7 m in diameter, were further detected on the south-
eastern field separated by the river. They feature similar characteristics to a stone structure, but their
interpretation is not clear.

The amount of thermoremanent anomalies and lack of debris, otherwise present on the other
two prospected sites, might point to a different character of this area. It seems there is no roof shel-
tered area, perhaps there was no permanent settlement. Together with the larger number of thermore-
manent features, and the slag concentration on the surface, we may speculate that this is a production
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Fig. 11. Western part of Kozarevo village with the results of the geomagnetic prospection
(map by P. Milo, T. Tencer and D. Sdlka)

O6p. 11. 3anadHama uacm Ha c. Ko3apego ¢ pezyimamume om 2eOMAzHUMHAMa CHUMKA
(kapma ua P. Milo, T. Tencer u D. Sdlka)

- iy ratwork
[ wehaookagicat feature
3 sunken archasiogicalleatue -

Fig. 12. Western part of Kozarevo village with the results of the geomagnetic prospection and marked
features (map by P. Milo, T. Tencer and D. Sdlka)
O6p. 12. 3anadHama uacm Ha c. Kozapego ¢ peayimamume om 2eOMazHUMHAMa CHUMKA U MAPKUPAHU
cmpykmypu (kapma Ha P. Milo, T. Tencer u D. Sdlka)
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site located near a large Roman period settlement currently located under the Kozarevo village.

Discussion

The several Roman period scatters (TRAP nos 6021 and 7023) and the vicus of Yurta—Stroyno,
all three located along the streams of the Gerenska and Dereorman rivers, seem to feature the same
composition of material culture. The pottery assemblages include identical classes of regionally made
fine table wares, as well as wheel made and handmade cooking wares; the forms and decoration of
the glass vessels repeat; so do the quern stones made mostly of locally available materials. The three
settlements as such seem to be contemporary, or at least at a certain period of time contemporarily
used.

The regionally produced pottery of different functions and wares is predominant at each site,
while the import is almost negligible. There is always at least one fragment of Candarli ware, most
often the Hayes form 4 dated to the 3 c. AD (nos 33, 70); and a few transport amphorae, from the
recognizable types Kapitan II (no. 51) dated from the end of the 2" till the beginning of the 5" c. AD
(Opait, Ionescu 2016, 12) with the peak production and distribution period in the 3"—4" ¢. AD (Dy-
czek 2001, 143-144; Bezeczky 2013, 149) and some undiagnostic south-pontic containers, likely of
Sinopean and/or Heraclea Pontica origin (e.g. nos 52—-53), some of which might be, however, of an
earlier LTA date. There are some individual fragments of possible Pontic sigillata A (no. 34) and Af-
rican red-slipped ware (no. 71). The former was also identified at Yurta—Stroyno (cf. TuSlova 2023,
nos 308-314), although these were vessels of different shapes; the latter is rare in the area, although
also one sherd of possibly North African origin had been found at Yurta—Stroyno (cf. TuSlova 2023,
no. 344).

None of the surface finds is very chronologically sensitive, consequently, we may generically
date the two sites to the range of the 24" c. AD. The chronology of the single find of African red-
slipped ware from TRAP no. 7023 overlaps with the 4" c. AD, but it could also prolong the chro-
nology till the mid-5" c. AD. Since it is only one sherd, we should not put much of a chronological
weight on it, on the other hand, it represents a rare find related to otherwise uncommon North African
import.

The lower number of collected materials from the surface survey cannot be equally compared
to excavated material from Yurta—Stroyno, which numbers thousands of sherds, but it does give a
representative sample of each site. An enlargement of the prospected area or test trenches would
probably bring about a more variable pottery sample, although we may still expect a low number of
imported vessels, as in the case of Yurta—Stroyno. Nevertheless, even the presence of a few sherds,
especially if they re-occur from site to site, helps to reconstruct the contacts and economic ties of the
Roman period settlements along the Tundzha River.

Besides the quern stones attested at all three sites suggesting at least their partial agricultural
focus, we may also expect some kind of crafts being developed at each settlement, as in the case
of Yurta—Stroyno where the remains of glass production (Cistakova, Zlamalovéa Cilova 2022) and
iron smelting and smithing (Cistakova, Kmosek 2022) were found. Production related finds seem
to come as well from the site of St. Iliya, located near Yurta—Stroyno, where a double-chambered
kiln dated to the Roman period was excavated last year (Agre in press). Additionally, an ancient
marble quarry near the village of Kamenetz (ca. 10 km north-east of Stroyno village) was identified,
with some worked stone used for construction at Yurta—Stroyno being possibly extracted from there
(Haubenthal 2022, 115). A Roman settlement focused on crafts and production might also be located
next to the village of Kozarevo, where large amount of thermoremanent features was detected by
geophysical prospection. For now, we are missing the surface material for a proper comparison with
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the other sites, nevertheless, the amount of metal slags concentrated on the surface was noticeable al-
ready during the generic surface observation. Kozarevo is located closer to Kabyle and, in theory, its
character could be different from the more southerly located settlements. Considering its presumed
expansion under the modern village of Kozarevo, we may also expect its more extensive size, with a
special area designated only for crafts located outside or on the edge of the settlement.

The density of the rural Roman period settlements located in the selected areas along the mid-
dle stream of the Tundzha River is quite high, placing them on average from 2500 to 3500 m from
each other, creating a buffer zone of over a thousand metres around each of them. If we presume that
these are rural settlements, the distance might reflect the assigned land for each settlement, available
for grain cultivation and animal husbandry, which have been the most suitable activities for the re-
gion since the beginning of the Iron Age (Connor et al. 2018, 138-143). The animal husbandry taking
place in the area is attested by animal bones found at the settlement of Yurta—Stroyno being mainly
represented by cattle, pigs, and sheep/goat. The osteological analyses of the bones identified a small
proportion of pathologies suggesting these animals were not used for hard work and might rather be
kept for grazing, i.e. for milk and for meat (Nyvltova Fisakova 2022, tab. 2, 266).

Smaller homesteads might be located near some of the bigger settlements. Since our study is
based on surface material with limited chronological potential, we need to, however, bear in mind
that not all the sites might have been in use at the same time. Nevertheless, a similar situation might
be noted to the west of Kabyle, in the hinterland of Kermen town and the villages of Skobelovo and
Bozadzhii. More than 12 Roman period sites dated from the 2" half of the 1* c. AD till the 360s/370s
AD were identified there via field survey and geophysical prospection, some of them were also ex-
cavated. The sites were identified as rural settlements with separated farmsteads/households located
in their vicinity (Katsarova et al. 2018, 360; Georgiev et al. 2020). One of the excavated sites near
Skobelovo, known as Site 15 and identified as a Roman village, yielded a high number of iron tools
related to agriculture and animal husbandry, as well as evidence of iron working and household and
architectural ceramic production (Popov, Georgiev 2011, 368). These finds support the idea raised
already by the finds from Yurta—Stroyno suggesting that the rural settlements in Roman Thrace were
focused, besides on agriculture and animal husbandry, on crafts and production of various items,
such as glass, metals, pottery, and architectural ceramics.

Conclusions

This article aimed to address the appearance and function of the countryside of the Roman
province of Thrace on the basis of several areas in the Yambol District. The results show that the ma-
terial culture from the two surveyed sites and from Yurta—Stroyno is of a similar nature. This is best
demonstrated by the pottery, yielding an absolute dominance of the regionally made household pot-
tery. We may, however, also note the preference for locally available stones, such as the quern stones
and the marble used for construction elements as attested at Yurta—Stroyno. Also, glass production
and metal smelting and smithing is attested, with the latter having possible parallels at the site of
Kozarevo near Kabyle. Local pottery production taking place at some of the settlements might also
be anticipated, such as at St. Iliya.

The larger rural settlements along the Gerenska and Dereorman rivers seem to be regularly
spaced, keeping a distance between one another, as if they were systematically populated at the same
period of (roughly) the 2"—4%" ¢, AD. Smaller/individual homesteads or dedicated areas seem to be
located close to the bigger settlements.

The rural settlements along the middle stream of the Tundzha River seem to focus on crafts,
agriculture, and animal husbandry, likely taking place in their dedicated hinterland, while using lo-
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Fig. 13. Scatter TRAP no. 6021. Fine red-slipped ware (1-18); Common red-slipped ware (19-21) (drawn by
the 2019 team, digitised by V. Fultnerovd and P. TuSlovd, Scale 1:4)

O6p. 13. TRAP Ne 6021. ®duHa uepgeHonakosa mpanesHa kepamuka (1-18); 06ukHogeHa uepeeHoNaKkoea
mpane3sHa kepamuka (19-21) (HapucysaHu om exkuna npe3 2019 2., dueumanusupaxu om V. Fultnerovd

u P. Tuslovad, mawa6 1:4)
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Fig. 14: Scatter TRAP no. 6021. Common red-slipped ware (22-27); Grey ware (28-29); Mottled ware (30—
32); Candarli ware (33); Pontic Sigillata A? (34); Imported fine ware? (35-36) (drawn by the 2019 team,
digitised by V. Fultnerovd and P. TuSlovd, Scale 1:4)

O06p. 14. TRAP Ne 6021. O6UKHO8eHA UepeeHONaKoea mpane3Ha kepamuka (22—-27); cuea mpanesHa
kepamuka (28-29); nemnucma mpane3Ha kepamuka (30-32); uzmoura cueunama C (33); noHmuticka
cueunama A? (34); 8HocHa uepeeHonakoea kepamuka? (35-36) (HapucysaHu om ekuna npe3 2019 .,
Odueumanusupavu om V. Fultnerovd u P. Tuslovd, mawja6 1:4)
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Fig. 15. Scatter TRAP no. 6021. Wheel made Coarse cooking ware (37—44); Handmade cooking ware
(45-50) with Granitic (45-48) and Dioritic (49-50) fabric; Transport amphorae (51-54) (drawn by the 2019
team, digitised by V. Fultnerovd and P. Tuslovd. Scale 1:4)

O6p. 15. TRAP Ne 6021. I'pyba KyxHeHCKa Kepamuka uspabomeHa Ha 6sp30 epsHUapcko Koneno (37—44);
2pyba kepamuka uspabomena Ha peka (45-50) om 2auHa ¢ npumecu om epavum (45-48) u om duopum
(49-50); mpancnopmuu amepopu (51-54) (Hapucysaru om exkuna npe3 2019 e., dueumanuzupaxu om V.

Fultnerovd u P. Tuslovd, mawjab 1:4)
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Fig. 16. Scatter TRAP no. 7023. Fine red-slipped ware (55-60); Common red-slipped ware (61-67); Grey
ware (68); Mottled ware (69); Candarli ware (70); African red-slipped ware (71); Imported fine ware? (72)
(drawn by the 2019 team, digitalized by V. Fultnerovd and P. Tuslovd, Scale 1:4)

O6p. 16. TRAP Ne 7023. duHa uepgeHonakoea mpane3Ha kepamuka (55—60); 06uKHO8eHa HepeeHoAaKo8a
mpanesHa kepamuka (61-67); cusa mpane3Ha kepamuka (68); nemHucma mpanesHa kepamuka (69);
usmouHa cueunama C (70); appukaHcka uepgeHonaxkosa kepamuka (71); BHOCHAa UepeeHoN1aKo8d Kepamuka?
(72) (Hapucyeanu om exuna npe3 2019 e., dueumanusupaxu om V. Fultnerovd u P. TuSlovd, mawa6 1:4)
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Fig. 17. Scatter TRAP no. 7023. Wheel made Coarse cooking ware (73—74); Handmade cooking ware (75—
80) with Granitic (75-77) and Dioritic (78-80) fabric; Transport amphora (81), scale 1:4. Small finds from

TRAP nos. 6021 and 7023, glass (82—85), iron nail (86), scale 1:2 (drawn by the 2019 team, digitised

by V. Fultnerovd and P. TuSlovd)

O6p. 17. TRAP Ne 7023. I'pyba KyxHeHCKa Kepamuka uspabomeHa Ha 6sp30 epeHUapcKo koneno (73—74);
2pyba Kepamuka uzpabomeHa Ha peka (75-80) om eauHa ¢ npumecu om epaHum (75—77) u om duopum (78—
80); mpaxcnopmua ameopa (81), mawab 1:4. Zpyeu Haxooku om TRAP Ne. 6021 u 7023, cmeko (82—85),
Jrcene3eH nupoH (86), mawab 1:2 (Hapucysavu om ekuna npe3 2019 e., dueumanusupaxu om V. Fultnerovd u

P. Tuslova).
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Fig. 18. Worked stones from TRAP nos. 6021 and 7023. Quern stones (87-92), scale 1:4; whetstones (93-95)

and a pebble rock tool (96), scale 1:2 (drawn by the 2019 team, digitised by V. DoleZdlkovad and P. Tuslovd)

O6p. 18. Obpabomenu kamesHu om TRAP Ne 6021 u 7023. Xpomenu (87-92), mawyab 1:4; 6pycoese (93-95) u

ceuugo om uakoi (96), mawab 1:2 (napucysavu om exkuna npe3 2019 e., dueumanusupauiu om V. DoleZdlkovd
u P. Tuslova)
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cally available sources of metals, stones, and clays for production and construction.

The pottery import attested at the settlements seems to be limited to a few transport amphorae
and occasional table ware numbering single pieces at each investigated site/scatter. These might
have been the article of the import itself, but equally they might have been brought as a side product
together with the transport amphorae or as a personal belonging of the inhabitants.

Putting all this information together, the Thracian inland countryside seems to be quite self-
sustainable and independent during the Roman period. There seems to be a low demand for imported
items of everyday use from outside providers. The transport amphorae do attest to some kind of food-
stuff import, but their small number points to its rather negligible character within the local economy.
The metals, stone and clay seem to be, at least up to some amount, obtained from local sources and
processed together with glass directly in the rural settlements providing them, and perhaps also wider
area in their vicinity, with necessary tools and objects of everyday use.
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HeaecTpykTMBHM NpOoyYBaHNA Ha cenuiia oT pumMckaTa enoxa
No cpeHOTO TeyeHne Ha p. TyHoka, obn. Amoéon, bunrapus

MeTtpa Tywnosa, Buktopma Yuctakosa, Togop Bbvnues, CtedhaH Bakbpoxmes,
MNeTbp Muno, Tomaw TeHuep, AaBna LWanka
(pestome)

Ot 2019 1. go 2021 r. ce M3BBPILIMXA PA3/IMYHU He/leCTPYKTHBHY NPOYyYBaHUS Ha HAKOJIKO ap-
XeoJsiornuecky o6eKkTa OT pUMCcKara ernoxa, KOUTO Ce HaMHMpaT Ha TepuTopusiTa Ha obnact SIm6ost. Te-
PEeHHUTe W3ZUPBaHMUs U reo()M3UUYHN U3MePBaHUs Ce ChueTaxa C aHa/lv3 Ha KepaMWYHHWsI MaTepurall.
ToBa 103BOJIM MO-TOUHOTO OMpeJe/siHe Ha TPaHULUTe Ha 00eKTHTe U JONpHHece 3a To-TpeLj3HaTa
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VM MHTepripeTalys. V3cneBanu ca: rosisiMoTo cesuiie o c. KosapeBo, Masko cenuiie (Hali-Bepo-
STHO BW/a), O/in30 /10 aHTHUHMS rpaj Kabuie, KakTo U [[Be MaJIKH CeJHUIIA, Pa3ToIOKeHH MEXIY
pekuTe [lepeopmaH, I'epeHcka u TyHmka (06p. 1). ITocieqHuTe Ca JTIOKAJM3UPaHH 3a ITbPBU ITBT TIpe3
2009 1. mo BpemeTo Ha Tundzha Regional Archaeological Project (TRAP), Ho rpe3 noc/ieiHATE TO-
JIHU TePUTOPHHUTE UM OsiXa MIOBTOPHO 00OXOZIE€HH.

Hacrosiiero n3cnenBane ce ¢poKycupa BbPXY PasojioKeHUeTo, pa3MeprTe U BU/a Ha BCEKU
eH 00€eKT, ChueTaBaliKi reo()M3UUHKUTE TIPOYUYBaHMsI C aHa/IM3a Ha KepaMU4Hus Matepuan. OCHOB-
HaTa My 1ieJl e /la Ce YCTaHOBSIT BPb3KWUTE MeXy MPUPOJHUTe (PaKTOPH, I'bCTOTATa Ha CeJMIIHaTa
Mpeska Ha TepuTopusiTa Ha Kabusle, THMa Ha OT/ie/IHUTe Ceullja U TAXHaTa B3auMOBpPb3Ka I1pe3 pruM-
cKara eroxa.

TepeHHuTe MpoyUBaHUs Ca MPOAb/bKeHHe Ha Te3u oT Tundzha Regional Archaeological Project
(Iliev et al. 2012; Sobotkova et al. 2018) B 30HaTa Mexxy pekute lepeopmaH u I'epeHcka (o6p. 2).
OT BCUUKU apxeojioruuecku 00ekTH, peructprpanu or TRAP, B Ne 6018 (FOpTa—Crpotino), Ne 6021
u Ne 7023 npeobsaziapa KepaMHUHHUAT MaTepyUaa OT PUMCKaTa eroxa. ToBa e BpeMeTO Ha TeXHUs
Haii-rosisiM pasiBeT. B ocraHamuTe apxeosornueckyd 06eKTH ca OTKPUTH eJUHHUYHU (parMeHTH OT
pUMCKaTa eroxa Wi To3M nepuof, aurcsa (00p. 2). Kaprara Ha Ce/UILIHMS KUBOT Ce JI0ITBJIBA OT
peructpupanus nipe3 2019 . 3HaUMM apXeo/IoTMUecKH 00eKT OT pUMCKara erioxa /1o c. KapasesioBo
(Valchev, Marchovski 2020) u ot 3anouHanure mipe3 2014 1. Ipoy4BaHMsl Ha pUMCKaTa BUja B M.
Cg. Unus po c. CrporiHo (Agre et al. 2015, 208-211; 2021). TepeHHUTe NPOyYBaHHUs [10KAa3BaT Ch-
mecTByBaHeTo Ha 11 apxeosnorrmuecku obekTa oT pumcKara eroxa (II-IV B.) B 30HaTa MeX[y peKkure
Hepeopman 1 I'epeHcka. Te ca paBHOMepHO pasrpe/iesieHu 10 OperoBeTe Ha peKWUTe Ha WHTePBa/IU
ot 2,5 g0 3,5 km. AKo ripueMem, Ue TOBa Ca 3eMe/IeJICKU CeJTUIIA, TUCTAHIUATA MEXKY TSIX MOXe Zia
orpe/iesisi TPaHULIUTE Ha 3eMuiara uM (06p. 3—4, Tabm. 1).

3a /1a ce U3c/e[iBa ¥ CpaBHU MaTeprasHaTa Ky/aTypa Ha PerMCTprpaHuTe 00eKTH B paiioHa, ZBa
ot 11X (TRAP Ne 6021 1 Ne 7023) 6sixa ITOBTOPHO MPOyUYeHH TIOCPE/ICTBOM TOTA/THU ChOMpaHUs Ha
apxeoJIorMuecKusi Mareprasn oT 30H4 ¢ pasmepu 20 x 20 m (oTHOocHO MeTofuKara BX. TuSlova 2019)
Y TOTAJHUA OOXOXKZAQHHMSI C 11T PerUCTpaLsi Ha BCUUKKA 00paboTeHr KaMbHHU U CTyYailiHO OTKPUTH
HaxogKH. Pe3ynTaTute oT 00X0XK/]aHUSATA Ha [IBETE CEJIMIIA Ca CPAaBHEHU C Te3H OT NPOYYBaHMsTA B
M. FOpra zo c. Crpotino (Tuslova et al. 2022; Tuslova 2023).

TRAP Ne 6021 (AKB Ne 2790006)

Apxeonoruueckust 00eKT e ¢ ol oT 160 zekapa, Ha KOUTO Ce OTKPUBAaT MaTepHasii OT PaH-
Hara jKeJIsI3Ha, elIMHUCTUYeCcKaTa U puMcKara erioxa. I1o Bpeme Ha npoyuBaHUsTA ca JIOKaJIU3UpaHU
HSIKOJIKO KOHIIeHTpallMi Ha KepaMUYHU (pparMeHTH OT puMcKara eroxa (Tabs. 2), KOUTo Moxe Jja ce
OTpe/iesIAT KaTo CTOMAHCKK TIOCTPONKH MM »Kuuia. ITo Bpeme Ha 006Xo)KaHUsATa U TPUTE TOTaIHU
cbOUpaHMs ca OTKPUTH OCEM YacTH OT XPOMeJIHM KaMbHH, UacT OT OpycT, (parMeHT OT Ts/IOTO Ha
CTBKJIEH Ch/J] C (haceTHa yKpaca U yKejle3eH IUpoH (Tabn. 3, obp. 5, 17.85-86, 18.87-91, 93, 96).

Cpep kepaMU4HHUTe (hparMeHTH OT pUMCKara erioxa npeobraziaBar Te3u, KOMTO ca OT Ch0Be
MECTHO MPOU3BO/CTBO Ha 6BbP30 IPBHHYAPCKO KOJIeso KaTo ¢rHa M 0OMKHOBEHa YepBeHO/IaKoBa Ke-
pamuka (06p. 13.1-21, 14.22-27), cuBa Tparie3Ha Kepamuka (06p. 14.28-29), metHucra’ Tpare3Ha
kepamuKa (00p. 14.30-31) u rpyba KyxHeHCKa KepamMHKa, u3paboreHa Ha ObP30 TPbHYAPCKO KOIE0
(06p. 15.37—44). OTKpuTH Ca ¥ PparMeHTH OT KepaMUYHH Ch/I0Be, N3pabOTeHH Ha pbKa C Ba TUIA
npuMecH — rpanut (06p. 15.45-48) u guopur (06p. 15.49-50). BHOCHUTe KepaMHUUHU CBHZOBE Ca
TIpe/ICTaBeHN CaMo OT HSIKOJIKO (hparMeHTa. YepBeHo1akoBaTa Tpare3Ha KepaMrKa BK/THOUBaA /iBe yC-

7 HOB’LPXHOCT Ha KepaMHWUHHTE Cb0Be Ce XapaKTepusupa C Ha/JIMUYMeTO Ha I1€THA, KOUTO UMar OT CBeT/IO
OpaHXeB /10 TEbMHOYE€PBEH LIBAT.
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tusi oT M3touna curunara C (T. Hap. ,,Gandarli ware®) Tum 4 nio Xeiic, ot III B., KakTo 1 eauH ¢par-
MEeHT OT uallla WM naHura ot IToHTuiicka curunara A (06p. 14.34). OTKputH ca U equH (parMeHT
OT YCTHeTO OT TpaHcropTHa amdopa tum Kapitdn IT (06p. 15.51), pasnpocTpaHeHa oT Kpas Ha II B.
[0 Hayanoto Ha V B. (Opait, lonescu 2016, 12), KakTo ¥ eJHO ABHO OT TPaHCIOPTHa amdopa, KoeTo
€ C FO)KHO UYepHOMOPCKH Tipou3xo/, (06p. 15.52).

TRAP Ne 7023 (AKE Ne 10007802)

ApxeonoruueckusiT 00eKT e c o 15 fekapa u ce fjaTvpa B puMcKara eroxa (o6p. 6). ITpu
ITbpPBOHAauaJHaTa My PervucTpalusi e yCTaHOBeHa rosisiMa KOHLIEHTpPAaLMsl OT CTPOMTe/IHA KepaMUKa,
OCHOBHO TIOKDUBHU KepeMuu (Tabs. 2). TTo BpeMe Ha MOBTOPHUTE 0OXOKIAHKMS Ca OTKPUTH U TPU
(dparmeHTa ot cTeKIeHH ChbaoBe (Ne 82-84), Tpu pparmenTa ot 6pycose (Ne 94-95), KakTO U /iBa
dparmenTa ot xpomesu (Ne 92) (Tabs. 3, 0bp. 17-18).

KepamuuHMAT MaTepuras BK/IFOUBa (hparMeHTH OT Ch/j0Be M3paboTeHu Ha OBP30 rPHHUAPCKO
KOJ1eJI0 KaTo (priHa ¥ 0OMKHOBEHA uepBeHO0JIaKoBa KepamuKa (00p. 16.55-67), cuBa Tparie3Ha Kepa-
MuKa (06p. 16.68), meTHHCTa Tpare3Ha kepamuka (06p. 16.69) u rpyba KyxHeHCKa KepamuKa n3pabo-
TeHa Ha ObP30 rPhHUYAPCKO Kosteno (00p. 17.73-74). OTKpuTH ca ¥ hparMeHTH OT KePAMUYHH Ch/I0BE
n3paboTeHM Ha pBbKa C [IBa THITA MPUMeCcH — rpanuT (00p. 17.75-77) u aquoput (06p. 17.78-80). Kbm
BHOCHUTe KepaMUUHU ChJJOBE Ce OTHACAT HSIKOMKO ()parMeHTa OT YepBEeHOJIaKOBU Ch/IOBE: YCTHE OT
W3touna curwiara C (T. Hap. ,,Candarh ware“) Tun 4 o Xetic (06p. 16.70) (Hayes 1972, 321-322,
fig. 64), yctue ot AdprkaHcka uepBeHOIaKOBa KepamuKa Tur 67 1o Xeiic (06p. 16.71), gatvpary ot
cpezara Ha IV B. fo cpenara Ha V B. (Hayes 1972, 112116, fig. 19; 2008, fig. 34.1082). Otkputu ca
HSIKOZKO (hparmMeHTa OT TpaHcropTtHu amdopu tin Kapitén I1.

Tpu OT perucTprpaHuTe apxeoaornuecky obeKkTa B paiioHa ca U3c/ieBaHu TIOCPe/ICTBOM reo-
MarHeTuka. Te ca: cenvirie TRAP Ne 7023 (06p. 7-8), cenuiiie, pasoioykeHo U3TOUHO OT aHTUUYHUS
rpaz Kabuse (06p. 9-10) u cenuiiie, pa3nosioxkeHo 3anajiHo oT ¢. Ko3apeso (06p. 11-12). Burpeku
ye pe3y/TaTUTe 0T reo()M3MUHUTE U3MEPBaHUs He Ca MHOTO SICHU, TO ChYeTaBaHeTO UM C JaHHUTe OT
TepeHHUTe 00XOXK/JaHUs laBa JOMbJIHUTETHA HH(OPMALKSA 3a apXe0I0THUeCKUTE 00eKTH.

ITpu cenumie TRAP Ne 7023 Ha /jBe MeCTa Cca YCTaHOBEHU MACHUBHH, ChOOPEHU TMOKPUBHU
KOHCTPYKLIMH, KaKTO M HAKOJKO siMH. [Ipy cenuIrieTo M3TOYHO OT aHTMuHUs rpaj Kabume, koeto
Hali-BepOSITHO TIPe/ICTaB/IsiBa BUJIA, ChIIIO Ca YCTAHOBEHW MaCHUBHU, ChOOPEHU MOKPUBHU KOHCTPYK-
un. TyK ca perucTpupaHy U HIKOJIKO OMIOJISIPHY aHOMaJliH, KaKTO ¥ MHO>KECTBO sSIMH, AaTUPaH!
CTIOpeZ, apXeoJIoTHUeCKUTe TIPOyUBaHMs B PaHHATa XKessi3Ha eroxa. ['eoM3nuHOTO TIpoyuBaHe Ha
aHTUYHOTO cenuilie /1o c. Ko3apeBo 1oka3Ba 0CTaHKHM OT KaMeHHa CTeHa, KaKTO U MHO>KeCTBO OuTo-
JIIPHY aHOMaJTUH, TIPY KOUTO Ca OTKPUTH (DparMeHTH OT Li1aka U (hparMeHTH OT BTOPUUHO U3IeueHu
TOKPUBHU KePeMUJU U KePAMUYHU ChOBe.

CraTusTa 1je/id [ja TIpe[iCTaBu Pa3BUTUETO Ha Ce/vIliaTa BbB BbTPEIIHOCTTa Ha Tpakus U Ha
TepuTOopUsiTa Ha Kabusie. Pe3ynTatute OT MpOyYBaHeTO TIOKA3BaT, Ue Cpej KepAMUYHKSI MaTepras OT
FOpTta—Ctpotito u ot cenuiata TRAP Ne 6021 u Ne 7023 goMUHUPAT ChA0BETE MeCTHO TIPOH3BO/-
CTBO, B KOWTO Ce 3a0e/isi3BaT U HeOPTaHUUHY TIPUMECH OT MeCTHH cKanu. B cenmimero FOpra—Crpotii-
HO e YCTaHOBEHO W TIPOM3BO/ICTBOTO Ha CTHKJIEHU TPeJAMeTH, KakKTo M 00paboTKara Ha MeTajHU
pyau. TTomo6Ha MeTaypruyHa IeHHOCT MOJKe Jia Ce Mpe/Tioyiara 1 3a ceymineTo /1o ¢. Ko3apego.

Nsrnexpa de ro-rosieMuTe ceuila B 30HaTa MexXay pekute ['epeHcka, [lepeopman u TyHKa
Ca PaBHOMEPHO Pa3NpbCHATH, Pa3oJIOKEeHW Ha TMOUTH e[HAKBO Pa3CTOSIHUE e/IHO OT JPYyro U obu-
TaBaHU I10 e/JHO U ChIIjo Bpeme (B Tieproga II-1V B.). HaceneHneTo B TSX ce e 3aHMMaBajio 0CHOBHO
ChC 3eMe/iesiie, KUBOTHOBBACTBO U C Pa3/IMUHU 3aHASITH.

BHocHara Kepamuka, OTKpHTa Ha TEPUTOPHUSATA Ha CeJWINaTa, Ce OrpaHWuaBa /0 eJUHUYHU
(¢parMeHTH OT TpaHCIOPTHU am¢opu U Tpare3Hu cbjoBe. [lociegHUTe MOXKe [ja ca JOHEeCEeHHW B
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cesMIIIaTa 3aeiHO C aM(OpHTe WITH Jla TIPe/ICTaB/ISBaT JIMUHU BellH, JIOLUTH TYK 3aeJHO CbC COOCTBe-

HULUTE CH.

O0606111aBaliKil BCUUKO TOBA, CTIOPEe; HaC, BbTPEIIIHOCTTA Ha MPOBUHIMS Tpakus e 61a OTHO-
CUTEJTHO He3aBUCHMMa M CyPOBUHHO CaM03a/I0BOJIsiBallia ce. TpaHCIIOpTHUTe aM(bOpH MOKa3BaT BHOC
Ha CTOKH, HO MaJIKUSIT UM OpOM Tipe/iroiara, ye e 61l He3HauuTe e .
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CeetunnuieTto Ha 3eBc 1 Xepa (Zto3ovatopnvol ?)
npn Pagomup

Mapwvo VBaHOB @

2 CeKLMs 3a aHTMYHa apxeonorus, HauvroHaneH apxeonornyeckn MHCTUTYT ¢ My3eid, Bbarapcka akagemmst Ha
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The sanctuary of Zeus and Hera (Ztof3ovatopnvol ?) near the town
of Radomir

Mario Ivanov 2

a Department of Classical archaeology, National institute of archaeology with museum, Bulgarian Academy of
Sciences, 2 Saborna str., 1000 Sofia, Bulgaria; slotarm74@gmail.com

ABSTRACT

The article presents a critical approach to the archaeological complex at Arbanas quarter in the town of Radomir. Its exca-
vator identified the site as important production and trade centre that was built near a sanctuary of Zeus and Hera. After its
destruction ca. middle of 3" c. AD, at the beginning of the 4" c. AD a walled Early Christian martyrial complex was built on
the place with two single-apse buildings, subsequently transformed into a monastery. The thorough analysis of the available
archaeological information allows to propose a different function of the site. According to it, a sanctuary of Zeus and Hera
was established sometimes in the second half of the 1% c. AD. After its demolition by the raids of the Costobocs (170s AD)
or the Goths (the middle of the 3" c. AD) the sanctuary was rebuilt with walled temenos and two apse temples placed in a
peristyle courtyard. Two votive altars reused as building material in the nearby villa at Bela voda quarter of Pernik most
probably originate from the sanctuary in question. Both are dedicated to Zeus Xtof3ovotopnvog what was probably the local
name under which the two deities were worshipped in the sanctuary at Arbanas.

KEYWORDS

Emporion, sanctuary, Zeus, Hera, Early Christian martyrion

Mexxay 1983 1. u 1990 r. ca mpoBe/ieH! Pa3KOIKK Ha 00EKT, pa3Io/ioKeH BbpPXY 3ara[HUs CK/IOH Ha
nanuHara ['oso 6bp/10, ceBepHo OT rp. Pagomup (06p. 1), Kpaii Maxana ApbaHac, KOSITO IHeC e YacT
ot rpaza (Lyubenova 1984, 87-88; 1985a, 26). Pa3kpuT e apxuTeKTypeH KOMILIEKC, OTPajieH OT CTe-
Ha, 3aTBapsila MPaBOBI'BIHO TIPOCTPAHCTBO € pa3mMepH 0Kosio 60 x 33' m 1 opueHTaLMst U3TOK — 3a-
nazi (o6p. 2). 3anaiHara cTeHa e ¢ febenna 1,20 m, a octa"anuTe ca mo-TbHKU — 0,90 m. T'paziexxbT
€ OT KaMbHH Ha 0si1 XopocaH. B M3TouyHaTa yacT Ha KOMIJIEKCa e MpoyYeHa MacHBHA TIPaBOBI'bIHA
MOCTPOMKa, CBbpP3aHa KOHCTPYKTUBHO C M3TOYHaTa cTeHa. CblllaTa MMa BMHCaHa arcufia ¢ YeTHUpu
HUIIM ¥ pa3Mepy npuou3uTeiHo 9 X 8 m. OT BbTpellHaTa CTPaHa Ha CeBepHara, 3arajiHara 1 ro-ro-

1 [TajenHuTe B TEKCTA pa3MepH Ca U3UMC/IEHN CIIOpe TIPUIOKEHHs Mall[ab KbM eIMHCTBEHUs MyOIUKyBaH T1aH
Ha obekTa (BX. 006p. 2).

This article and the content of the journal is licensed under CC BY-NC-ND 4.0
Copyright; © 2024 M. lvanov [®) BY-NC-ND
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O6p. 1. Kapma Ha Bwaeapus u mecmononodxceHue Ha obekma (no Lyubenova 1985a, 26, obr. 1)
Fig. 1. Map of Bulgaria and the location of the site (after Lyubenova 1985a, 26, obr. 1)

JisiMara yacT OT FoJKHaTa CTeHa Ca pa3KpHUTH ,,[TOJJI0KKU Ha 3WJjaHU KOJIOHU“, pa3IioyioyKeHU Ha OKOJIO
5 m OTCTOsIHWE? OT CTEHWTE, 33 KOWUTO Ce TPeo/iara, 4e ca HOCU/IH eTax, ,,ePKepHO W3HeCeH Harpey
KbM BbTperHus ABop* (Lyubenova 1985a, 26). OrpajeHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBO € pa3zie/ieHo pruo/H3K-
TeJTHO MO0 CpefiaTa OT CTeHa C M0COKa CeBepOM3TOK — Ioro3amnafi, KbM KOSITO OT 3amafi € u3rpafieHa Ha
(hyra BTOpa WJeHTUYHA crpajia ¢ BrvcaHa aricuza (Lyubenova 1985b, 147; Ljubenova 1999, 94-95).

2 Ot roKHaTa CTpaHa OTCTOAHUETO € I10-Tr0JIIMO — OKOJIO 6 m.
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O6p. 2. IInaH Ha obekma (no Ljubenova 1999, Tafel 50, Abb. 212)
Fig. 2. Plan of the site (after Ljubenova 1999, Tafel 50, Abb. 212)

B®B BbTpelIHOCTTa Ha OrpaZieHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBO Ca MPOyUYeHH U JPYTy CTeHU W YaCTH OT M0-paHHU
Y TI0-KBCHU TIOCTPOMKH, KaKTO U Cepuysl BKOIIaBaHUs 3a JoiuyMd u cMeTHU simu (Katsarova 2005,
161-162). Bp3HUKBaHETO Ha KOMILJIEKCa Ce OTHACs KbM MpeapUMcKaTa eroxa, KoraTo ce Tpe/rnosia-
ra, ye TyK e U3rpafieH MeTaaypruueH LieHTbP, OT KOWTO ca IPOyUYeHH TPH MeLy U BePOsITHO CBbp3aHa
C TSX MOCTpoiiKa. Ha HIKOMKO MeTpa B CeBepOM3TOYHA M0COKa e UIeHTU(PULIMPAHO KYJITOBO MSICTO,
nedbuHUpaHo oT rosisiM KameHeH 6710k (Lyubenova 2003a, 198). TTpe3 cneagarus nepuof (I — cpena-
ta Ha I1I B.) TYK GyHKIMIOHHMPA KY/ITOB 00EKT, YNHTO Bb3XO/ C€ ,,XapaKTepH31pa C BUCOKOMPOAYKTHUB-
HO TIPOM3BO/ICTBO U MJIaCMEHT (Ha MsICTO) ¥ Upe3 IMaHaupH TIPY CBETU/IUILLETO Ha MHOXKECTBO JIpeOHU
npeaMeTH. Bb3 0CHOBa Ha HAXOJKUTE Ce CMSITa, Ue ,,Ha TOBA MSICTO € Pa3BUT KyIThT KbM OOXKECTBa,
TOKPOBUTE/IM Ha >KeHaTa C HeliHata (hepTUIHOCT (B MO-IIMPOK acreKT KYAT KbM TUIOOPOJHUETO,
ceMeicTBOTO 1 Opaka)“. TIpeycTaHOBSIBaHETO Ha e3MuecKaTa Ky/lITOBa JeHHOCT Ce TIOCTaBsi OKOJIO
cpepnara Ha III B. (Lyubenova 2003a, 199; 2003b, 4; 2006, 253, 263). B ,,cneBaiiyre CTOMeTUS TYK
BB3HUKBA HEKPOTIOJ, B KOMTO ca morpeOBaHU ,,04€BUHO U U3THKHATH PAHHOXPUCTUSTHCKA MBbUEHU-
uu“. BbpXy OCTaHKUTe OT e3uyecKa apXUTeKTypa KbM HauaaoTo Ha IV B. e U3rpazieH yKperieH paH-
HOXPUCTHUSTHCKU KOMIUIEKC, ChCTOSII] Ce OT /IBe ,,e/IHOMPOCTPaHCTBEHU LIbPKBH C BIMCAHW ariCUu ‘.
ApPXUTEKTYpHUTE 0COOEHOCTH Ha ZIBeTe CIPajivi ,,i HIKOW aHAJIOTHH° TTO/ICKA3BaT, ue TYK e ohopMeH
CBOEro pojia MapTUPUOH", KbM KOHUTO ,,B TIO-KbCEH MOMEHT € OpraHW3upaH W MaHacThp* ¢ MHO-
ro Josernenu /o orpagute nomereHus“ (Lyubenova 2003a, 199). PaHHOXPUCTUSHCKUSIT KOMILIEKC
MPOCHILECTBYBA AOKBM Kpas Ha [V B. B mbpBara rosioBiHa Ha V B.” BBPXY PYMHUTE OT TIPeXOJHUTE
Teprov Bb3HUKBA CEHUIIE C ,,IbJIO0KO BKOTIAHH B CKA/TUCTHSI TEPEH" KUJTHIIA, YNUTO OOUTATEH Ce
,HacTanum gopu B bpkBuTe” (Lyubenova 2003a, 199; 2003b, 4).

KomriekcsT nipu ApbaHac He e myOMMKyBaH L10CTHO. OCHOBHHUSIT U3TOUHUK Ha MH(OpMa-
LU Ca Mpe/IBApPUTE/THUTE IaHHU OT €)KerO[HUTe apXeo/IOTMUeCKU OTUETH U CepUsATa CTaThu, 0OHa-
pozBaHu Ha pa3muuHu Mecta (Lyubenova 1985a; 2003a; 2003b; 2006; 2008a; 2008b; Ljubenova

3 [lapanenure He ca yrioMeHaTH.
4  OyHKIMATa Ha MaHAcTUP ce Bb3rpueMa u oT B. [JunueB (Dinchev 2006, 48, bel. 71).

5 Oo6wuraBaneto nipe3 V B. BeposITHO UMa JBa cTpouTesHy riepuoga (Lyubenova 1986, 94).
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1999). M3ka3aHuTe OT aBTOpPKATa XUIIOTe3H KaTo LIS/I0 Ce PerUIMKUpaT 0e3KPUTHUYHO B MOC/IeBAIIN
W3C/Ie/IBaHuUS BPXY CeUII[HATA U Ky/TOBa MHGpacTpyKTypa Ha perroHa (Chaneva-Dechevska 1999,
318; Katsarova 2005, 161-162; Valchev 2015, 246; Katsarova 2022, 158). BHuMaTe THUST aHa/ M3 Ha
obHapo/BaHaTa MH(pOPMaLs 3a 00eKTa M03BOJISIBA ChIIECTBEHO NMPEOCMUC/ISIHE Ha HeroBara apXu-
TeKTypHa crieljudrKa 1 GyHKIMOHA/IHA uaeHTHhUKalus®. [lo-moiy 1je Obze peiiokeH KpUTHUEH
aHa/IM3 Ha U3BeCTHaTa MHPOPMALUs U JIAHCHPAHUTEe XUTIOTe3H.

IpeapuMcku cTPYKTypu. HanuuHata B mybuMKaiuure HHGOPMAaIiys 3a TbPBHs TIEPHO[ OT
CBHIL[eCTBYBaHETO Ha KOMIUJIEKCa e TBbpJe OCKbJHAa M HelpelLW3upaHa. [lpescraBeHu ca OTAenHU
TBbP/IeHUs, KOUTO He ca apryMeHTHPaHU C WIIOCTPal[ui Ha CbOTBETHUTE CTPYKTYPU M MaTepuasu.
CrnoO0111aBa ce 3a Melu, CBbp3aHH ¢ 00paboTKara Ha ornpezenenu cypoeunu (Lyubenova 1985a, 27,
obr. 3). XpoHosorusita Ha TMOC/IeJHUTe Ce OCHOBAaBa Ha OTKpUTaTa KepaMHKa, UMATO BPb3Ka ChC
ChOPBKEHUATA He e Mpely3rpaHa. KynroBaTta ChIHOCT Ha MacHBHUS KaMeHeH OJI0K, perncTpupaH
HeJajsiey OT TIEIUTe, e CBIo Mof Bbipoc. OTKpuTH ca U MoHetu oT IV u II B. np. Xp. (Filipova
2012, 513). C orvies Ha TIOC/IeABAIIIOTO Pa3BUTHeE Ha KOMILUIEKCA, He U3K/II0UBAaM Bb3MOXKHOCTTA 34
MpaKTUKyBaHe Ha orpefiesieH! KY/ITOBU ZIeIHOCTH Ha TOBa MsICTO B HauaHUS TIepHo/; OT HErOBOTO
ChllleCTBYBaHe, MaKap 3a TOBa /la HIMa KaTeropuuHU CBHU/IeTesICTBa.

CBeTu/niIle, MPOU3BO/ACTBEH H THhPrOBCKH I[EHTHP 0T PUMCKHUsI nepuoj. C BTOpHs XPOHO-
JIOTUYECKH TEePUO/] OT ChII[eCTBYBaHETO HAa KOMIUIEKCA Ce CBhP3BAaT MHOTOOPOMHKTE HAXO/KH, Ipe-
OT/IO’KeHU ,,Hali-Beue OTBBHTPE, MOKPall HUCKO pasrosioykeHaTa 3arajHa OrpajiHa CTeHa®, KakKTo U B
simu (Lyubenova 1985a, 29). B3 ocHOBa Ha rosieMusi UM Opoid, poyuBaTesiKara rpe/rosara mpous-
BO/ICTBEHA U THPrOBCKa (hyHKI[US Ha o6ekTa’. KbM TO3U MepHo/|, ce 0THACS /IBY/le/IHA Crpajia C Kame-
HeH rpaZie>x Ha po30B (?) xopocaH. ,,OcTaHKWTe OT Ta3| CTrPpajia CTOAAT J0CTa HUCKO CTIPSIMO OCHOBUTE
Ha KbCHUTE TPajIeXkV U TIO-CIeI[UasHO Ha O/IM3KO pasrosioKeHara ,,3arnajHa 1ybpkea“ (Lyubenova
2003a, 198-199). EauHcTBeHaTa JBy/ie/iHa Crpajia BbpXy OOIIUs M/IaH Ha 00eKTa ce HaMHpa Hero-
Cpe[CTBEeHO Ha M3TOK OT 3arajHarta ,,IbpkBa“ (00p. 2) U e orpeziesieHa KaTo ,,JBYAETHO JKUIHIIE B
LIeHTpasiHaTa yact® ot neproja Ha KbcHata antuunoct (Lyubenova 1990, 98). Ha apyro msicto ce
CTMOMeHaBar ,,TPY PaHHU MOCTPOMKM OT PUMCKaTa eroxa, KOUTO MOXKe /la Ce CBbpJKaT I0 BpeMe C
neprofia Ha GyHKLMOHMUPAHeTO Ha eMITIOPMOHA U MPOM3BOJCTBEHATa AeHHOCT KbM e3UUeCKOTO CBe-
tumme® (Lyubenova 1990, 98). OcHoBaHusiTa 3@ TOPHOTO TBBP/EHHE Ca HEeSICHH, a JIOKa/Inu3alusTa
Ha Te3W CTpajii He e JiaJieHa, KOeTo MPersTCTBa TSXHaTa UAeHTU(UKALUS Ha TUlaHa Ha 0OeKTa.

B ny6nukanyuTe cu B. JltobeHOBa He mipegyiara (yHKLMOHA/HA XapaKTepUCTHKA Ha pPa3Kpu-
THUTE apXUTEKTYPHU OCTAHKH U CBIIJUTE He ca 00BbP3aHH 10 HIKAKbB HAUMH C HAXOJKUTE U TIPeTIO-
Jlaraemara Mpou3BO/ICTBEHA U ThPrOBCKa JIeMHOCT, U3BbpIlIBaHa Ha ToBa MscTo. [Ipu npoyuBaHusiTa
Ha obeKTa ca OTKPUTH 1 (PparMeHTH OT HAKOJIKO 0OpPOUHM TUIOUKH (TPU Ha Xepa U e[jHa Ha 3€BC),
e/lHa Mo/|CTaBKa 3a CTaTylKa C T0CBeTUTe/IeH HaI1C Ha JIaATUHCKHY (Ha 3eBc, Xepa ?) 1 0JI0BHA I1J10U-
Ka Ha /lyHaBckute koHHuU1M (Lyubenova 2008a, 56-61, 73—74, 84, obr. 20—24; 2008b).

JlaHcupaHara HeHTHU(UKALUATa Ha 00eKTa KaTo Thp)KHILEe (€MIIOPHUOH) U TPOM3BO/JCTBEH
LEHTHD KbM CBeTW/MIIe ce 6a3upa W3K/IFOUMTETHO BbPXY MHOroOpoiHWTe HaxoAku (ocobeHo oT
HSTKOW BU/IOBe TIPe/IMETH), HaJlMuKe Ha 3arOTOBKH, Je()eKTHU U HeJJopabOTeH! TPeJIMEeTH U HyMU3-
MaTUYHUS MaTepya.

KonnuecTBOTO HAXO/[KK He MOXKe [la Ob/le CUTYPHO CBUIETE/ICTBO 3@ ThPTOBCKHUS XapaKTep Ha
00eKTa, Thi KaTo 6e3COpHOTO (PYHKIIMOHUPAHE HAa CBETU/IUIIIE HAa TOBA MSICTO TIpe/Irosiara JieroHu-

6 O6ekTbT Tipu ApbaHac e TIOCOUEH KaTo Tapases 3a Ky/JaToBaTa Crpajia OT CBeTHMieTo Kpad CekcarvHra
Tpucta, C KOETO OUEBHZHO Ce I0TyCKa e31decKa Ky/aToBa QyHKIMsI Ha KOMEHTUPAHUs TYK KOMIUIEKC C ariCU/JHU MOCTPONKH
(Varbanov 2013, 60).

7  @yHKUUsTa Ha Thpykuille ce Bp3npuema u ot C. @unmmnosa (Filipova 2012, 519, note 5; 2015, 523).
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paHeTo Ha ZlapoBe ¥ BOTHBHU TPeIMETH B 3aBUCUMOCT OT TOMY/ISPHOCTTA Ha CBeTU/TULLIETO, TIPOABII-
JKUTETHOCTTa Ha HerOBOTO (PyHKLIMOHKPaHe, MeCTOTI0/I0KEeHHUEeTO My U ApyrH ¢akTopu. ChIuTe Ka-
Teropvy MpeaMeTr®, HIKOM OT KOUTO C MJIeHTHUHA (hopMa, MPOM3X0K/AaT HallpUMep OT CBeTHJIUIIIETO
Ha 3eBc u Xepa npu Kormmorim (Katsarov 1915, 106-110, Tabl. XVIII-XIX).

3a obekTa e TIpeAIOIOKEHO MPOM3BOJCTBOTO Ha MSICTO Ha OJIOBHU OIJiefiasiia, C apryMeHTa,
ye TIpY HSIKOU €K3eMIUISIPU paMKHUTe Ha oryefanara He 6umu opsizanu (Lyubenova 2008b, 197, note
92). MacoBarta ¥ eBTHHA MPO/YKLMSI Ha Te3U BOTUBU He TIpe/iriosiara CTapaTesHO OTHOIIeHHe KbM
KpaiHusi B/, Ha TIPOAyKTa. Morar fja ce rpuBeiaT MHOTO TIPUMEPH 3a MOJ00OHO TpeTHpaHe Ha Or-
Jleflanara, KOeTo He IMpeJrocTaBs HelpeMeHHO JIOKaHO MPOW3BOACTBO. [1py 00BHUTE TJIOUKU Ha
IlyHaBcKHUTe KOHHULIY CBINO ce HabsoaBa nogobHa ,,HeOpeXxxHOCT*?, KoeTo cjie[iBa ia ce OTjajie Mo-
CKOPO Ha HeIpeTeHLIMO3HOCTTa Ha MacoBus ToTpeduTesn. OTKpyTara Ha 00eKTa 0JIOBHA TJIOUKa Ha
IlyHaBCcKHUTe KOHHUILIY CBIL[0 € OTHeCeHa KbM JIOKaiHaTa rnpoaykius Ha Apbanac (Lyubenova 2008b,
197), HO HOBUTe TIPOyUYBaHMs MOKa3axa u3paboTKara Ha To3u Tvrl Tuiouku B Cepavka (Ivanov 2023,
224).

BHumareHUAT aHaM3 Ha 0OHapo/[BaHaTa WHGOPMAI[Hs M03BOJIsIBAa 00EKTHT TPY Maxajia Ap-
OaHac fia ce upeHTUGUIMPA KaTo CBeTUMIIEe Ha 3eBC U Xepa, a OTKPUTUTE MaTepHasid CiefiBa Jja
ce CBBPXKAT C TIPAKTHKyBaHaTa Ky/TOBa JIeMHOCT. B TocneqauTe cy myO/MKaI[uy MpoyyYBaTesKara
CBIT0 KJIOHU KbM 1o7j00Ha uzest (Lyubenova 2006, 253, 263; 2008a, 67). Pa3bupa ce, HKaKBa Mpo-
W3BO/ICTBEHA JIEMHOCT, 00C/TY)KBallla HY)XX/[UTE Ha CBETUJIUITIETO U aZIeNITUTE, € HAIThJIHO TIPUEMJIHBA,
0CO0EeHO 3a ompe/ieZIeHH KaTeropuy MaTepuasay (HarpuMmep 3a U3[eusaTa OT KOCT). ViaeHTuhHL-
PaHeTO TYK Ha ThPXKUIIe U HAKAKBa CepH03Ha MPOU3BOACTBEHA EMHOCT C ThPrOBCKAa HACOYEHOCT e
TIpeyBeIMYeHO U eflBa JIU MOKe /la Ce pasryieXk/a KaTo BoJellla XxapaKTepHCTHKa Ha KOMIUTeKCa.

OYHKIMOHUPAHETO Ha CBETH/IUINETO ce moctaBs Mexay | u cpemara Ha III B. (Lyubenova
2003a, 199; Katsarova 2005, 162). Cpe[, Hali-paHHHTe HAaXO/KU e OTKpuTara (ubdyna ot tvm 6 mo E.
l'enueBa ¢ matrpoBka mexxay cpeznara Ha [ B. mip. Xp. u cpefiata Ha I B., KakTo 1 MOHeTa Ha Packyrio-
puc u Kotuc (Lyubenova 1985a, 32, 34, obr. 166, 23; Gencheva 2004, 21-22). CrioMeHaBar ce u 5
MoHeTH Ha KnaBaui, ceueru B mpoBuHLuMst Makegonwus (Filipova 2012, 513). BpoH3oBute npbcrenn
ChC 3MUUCKU T71aBH ce oTHacsAT KbM Tutl 11 o JI. Pycera-Crokocka, garupad B I B. (Ruseva-Slokoska
1991, 75). TIpbCTeHBT C TeMa HamMKpa J00pH Mapasiesy cpef mojo6HU HaXOAKKU OT BTOPHUS U TPETHS
neprog, Ha Cep/iviKa, UYKSITO XPOHOJIOTHS € MeXXIy Moc/iefHaTa TpeTa Ha I v mbpBara Tpeta Ha II B.
(Ivanov 2020, 235-236, cat. nos H3-H5, tabl. VII, LI). ITy6nukyBanute ¢hubynu npruHaz/iekaT KbM
tun 46 (Bropa rnosoBrHa Ha I — cpefja Ha I1 B.), Trrt 12a (I1 B.) v Tun 17a (BTopa nonosuHa Ha I1-111 B.)
o E. I'enuesa (Gencheva 2004, 19-20, 36-37, 50). O6HapoaBaHuTe KepaMuuHu jiammu (Lyubenova
1985a, 34, obr. 20) ca xapakTepHu 3a nepuoja II-IV B., a T.Hap. ,,[VIMHeH MO/le/1 3a U3rOTBsIHE Ha
Karemu 3a mammu“ (Lyubenova 1985a, 35, obr. 22) cienBa fa ce uaeHTHAdUIMPA KaTo jamria OT TUIT
XLII, c gatupoeka III-1V B. (Kuzmanov 1992, 47) unu TakaBa, 3aKpeliBaHa KbM KpPbIJla KepaMHAUYHa
OCHOBa. VIIeHTUYHN eK3eMIISPU TIPOU3X0XKIaT OT CBeTU/UIIeTo Ha Tpute HUMpU npu OTHSIHOBO,
IMasapmxuiko (Katincharova 2000, 96, obr. II-IIT). OTKpUTHTE KOCTEHH MIVIH U JTHKUUKHU, OpOH-
30BM 3BBHUETA, MBHHCTA, 00el, OPOH30BU WHCTPYMEHTH', 0/I0BHU Or/iefiana u (hparMeHTHTe OT
MpaMODHU BOTHMBHU TUIOUKH ChII[0 ca ¢ mupoka xpoHosorus B I-111I B. (cpB. Riha 1990, 42, 77, 102;
Rectaw 2002, 544; Kamisheva 2003, 23; Vladkova 2006, 271-272; Németh, Szab6 2010, 102). [1pe-

8 OuioBHHM ornezaiLia, JeceTKd KOCTeHHW WIVIM 3a Koca, OPOH30BU TIPHBHH, OPOH30BM NpPBLCTEHW, KePAMUYHU
JIAMIIH.

9 Cps. Malbasi¢ 2021, cat. nos FO1 075, FO1 105; FO1 108; H02 057; H02 059; HO2 062; HO2 086.

10 TIpexmeture criezBa fa ce uaeHTUUIMpaT Kato yrHA coHpu (Kirova 2010, 58). Tonemusit um 6poii B
rpa/iCKUTe [IeHTPOBe Tpe/riosiara TsxHara yrnorpeba rnpeMuMHo Kato ko3MetnuHy nHetpyMeHTH (Riha 1986, 60).
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O6p. 3. [1nan Ha cgemuauujemo ¢ 0geme ancuOHU Kyamogu c2paou, pasnoiolceHu 8 nepucmusaeH 080p
(aemop M. HgaHos, no naaxa y Ljubenova 1999, Tafel 50, Abb. 212)
Fig. 3. Plan of the sanctuary with the two cult apse-buildings in a peristyle courtyard
(author M. Ivanov, dfter the plan in Ljubenova 1999, Tafel 50, Abb. 212)

I7Ie’bT Ha XPOHOJIOTUYECKY T0-CHO Zie(pMHUPaHUTe HaX0/IKU TI03BOJIsIBa HAYa/I0TO Ha CBETWIIMIIIETO
Jla ce MOCTaBU Hali-BePOSITHO Ollle BbB BTOpaTa MoyioBMHa Ha | B.

Criope/i mpoyuBaresikaTa ,,KaTak/in3bM 0K0Jo cpefiata Ha I11 B., 10/10BeH Mpu NpeJjBapyTeIHNS
orvie/l HA HyMU3MaTUUHHUSI MaTepual, e CJIOKUI Kpail Ha To3u 1iBeTyll] LeHTbP“ (Lyubenova 2003a,
199). TTy6iMKyBaHUST HyMU3MaTHUeH MaTepyas 0T 00eKTa TToKa3Ba CPaBHUTETHO PABHOMEPHO Pa3-
TripefiesieHre Ha HOMHHA/IUTe OT cpefaTa—TpeTaTa ueTBbPT Ha III B. (Filipova 2012, 528-531). Ilpea-
CTaBeHU Ca BCUYKU UMIIepPaTopH, a OT Te3u ,,cief cpezara Ha III B. ca HaMepeHU 3HAUUTE/HO IT0BeYe
MoHeTH: Ha I'aymen — 33, Ha Knaeauii Totcku — 38, ciief; KOUTO OpoAT HamaJsisiBa, Makap ue, 00110
B3€TO, € TI0-TOJISIM OTKOJIKOTO B nipeauiiHus mepuo” (Lyubenova 1985a, 35). OT o6eKTa Mpor3Xox-
Jar ¥ 795 MoHeTH OT Teprozia Mexay Kpas Ha III u cpezara Ha V B. (Filipova 2020, 125). ITy6m-
KyBaH e 1 ()parMeHT OT JIaTUHCKY TOCBETUTe/IeH HaJIHC OT ,,cpefata—kpas Ha III B.“ (Lyubenova
2008a, 62). [IpenBuf U3/10)KeHUTe IaHHU, He e SICHO Ha KaKBO Ce OCHOBaBa TOPHOTO TBBP/EHHE U
KbM KOe BpeMe (Jie[iBa /la Ce OTHecCaT 3aCBUZETe/ICTBAaHWTE Pa3pyIIeHUs U TMPen3rpakJaHeTo Ha
KOMIT/IeKca.

PanHoxpucTuAHCKH Komiuiekc. Cref pa3pyllaBaHeTo Ha CBeTWIHILETO BbPXY HETOBUTE OC-
TaHK! ,,B CJIeiBALL{UTe CTOJIETUS® e U3JUTHATO NIPaBOBI'BJIHO YKpeIJIeHHe C [iBe eJHOZe/THH ,,ITbPK-
BU“, B KOMTO ca O rorpebaHy paHHOXPUCTUSIHCKM MBbUEHUILIY, 3a YMeTO MOYUTaHe Ca U3rpaJieHu
neete aricuziay crpagu (Ljubenova 1999, 94-95; Lyubenova 2003a, 199). B noseueTo nmybnukaryu
XPOHOJIOTHSTA Ha Te3W CTPYKTYPHU He SICHO yKa3aHa. CamMo Ha eJHO MSICTO e N0CoueHO QyHKIMOHU-
paHe Ha ,,paHHOXPUCTUSTHCKUS KOMITJIEKC OT HauaioTo /10 Kpast Ha IV B. (Ljubenova 1999, 95).

[TpepnoykeHaTa WAeHTUPHUKALMATA HA KOMILJIEKCA C ABeTe arCUHU MOCTPOMKM KaTo PaHHO-
XPUCTUSIHCKM (MapTUpHasieH/ MaHaCTUPCKK) MOKe /ja ObJie ocriopeHa Bb3 OCHOBA Ha pa3/IMuHU ap-
TYMEeHTU:

- TIJIAHOBO-apXUTEKTYPHAaTa cxema Ha obekTa rpu ApbaHac c /iBe Crpajii, pasro/ioKeH! B Tie-
pucTusieH ABop (00p. 3) KbM MOMeHTa HsIMa rapa’sieny Cpeji PAHHOXPUCTUSTHCKUTE KOMTIIEKCH OT Ha-
muTe 3eMu; yriorpebara Ha aric/ia, BricaHa B JiebesiiHaTa Ha U3TOYHATa CTeHa e 3aCBH/[eTe/ICTBaHO
camo TpH efiHa Oa3uivka oT MoHTaHa U IibpKBara B M. [I)xanasap Tere (Chaneva-Dechevska 1999,
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70); 1 B ABara Caydasi 0/ITapHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBO e (hiaHKKMpaHO OT macTo(opy, apXUTEKTYPHO pe-
IIeHKe, XapaKTepHO 3a T. Hap. cupuiicku Tun 6a3umky (Lyubenova 1987, 149; Chaneva-Dechevska
1999, 318); ako ce mpueMe 3a BspHa XUIOTe3aTa 3a MapTHMPUa/ieH KOMILJIEKC, TO pas3mie)KAaHUsIT
00€eKT cJie/1Ba /ia Ce MPUYKC/TA KbM KaTeropHsTa ,,KOMeMOPaTUBHU LIbPKBU: OA3W/IMKY C e/[Ha archja
Y oTJesieH Tpo0O/CBelleHo MsICTO, pa3mo/ioKeHO [0 OCHOBHATa Crpajia B aTpUyM/IBOP KbM 3arafi-
Hara Qacazia Ha 6a3uMKara; B u3TouHoTo Cpear3eMHOMOpHe 1 Hali-Beue CUpHs Hall-pa3npocTpa-
HeHara ()opMa Ha paHeH apXUTeKTYDeH IJIaH OT Ta3u Kareropus e Oa3uivKara C LeHTpaneH kopab
Y e/lHa arcyja, aHkupaHa oT cTpaHUuyHM roMeltieHus (Balderstone 2007, 11); ivrnicaTta Ha TaKuBa
TIOMelleHNs B pa3IieXJaHusl KOMIUIeKC TIOCTaBAT 107, CbMHeHYe TIPaBUTHOCTTa Ha W eHTH(HKaL1-
siTa ¥ KOPeKTHOCTTA Ha rapasesunTe;

- B yOsiMKarurTe Ha 00eKTa HiMa WHPOPMAIUs 3a HAXO/IKU, CBbP3aHH C XPUCTUSTHCKUS KYIIT;
camara rpoyuBaTeJsika [10COYBa, Ue OCBeH BIlMCaHaTa arcy/ia OT U3TOK JIUTICBAT JIPYTHU [J0Ka3aTe/ICTBa
3a oripe/ie/IsTHeTO Ha CcrpaZure Kato bpkBu (Lyubenova 1985b, 147); oTKpUTUTe CTEHONMCHU ¢par-
MEeHTH He Ch/IbPrKaT UH/IMKAL[MU B Ta3U HACOKa; 3ara3eHrTe YacTy OT TaKuBa Io/icKa3BaT oopMmsiHe-
TO Ha UepeH 1[0KbJI, HaZl KOUTO ca OW/TH Pa3rosioyKeHH TIPAaBOBI'bJIHY TTAHe W, UMUTHUPAII[d MpaMOpHa
obmmurioeka (Ljubenova 1999, 95); nogoOHuU 1osieTa ¢ uepeH, YepBeH U OsiT I[BSAT Ca PETUCTPHUPAaHU
Y B CTEHOMHWCHATA yKpaca Ha CBeTWIMIETO Ha Ackiermii Kelhadenvog B p. TTepHUK, Ha ATO/IOH
u Tpakutickusi KoHHUK 11pu Cekcarunra [IpucTa, KaKTo ¥ TIpU UHTEPUOPHOTO ohopMIIeHre Ha /10C-
Ta OT TIOMeIIeHHsITa C Mpe/rosaraeMo Ky/TOBO TpefHa3HaueHre 110 CeBepHaTa uacT Ha TUIolaja
Ha Xepaknes Cuntuka (Lyubenova 1980, 21; Stancev 2006, 238; Vagalinski 2022, 13-14, fig. 37,
44-47);

- U3110J13BaHETO Ha alICUHUTE CI'PAJH 3a KAUII[HU HYKAU TIpe3 CJIeABAII|s XPOHOIOTUYeCKA
repuo; Ha komrutiekca (Lyubenova 2003a, 199) e mocTa moka3saTe/siHO; TIpe3 IThpBaTa IM0JIOBUHA Ha
V B., KOraTo ce Jatyvpa MoC/IeHOTO CeMUI{HO oOruTaBaHe Ha oOekTa rmpu ApbaHac, XpUCTHUSTHCTBOTO
e Beue yTBbD/eHa Pe/IUrusi; pAHHOXPUCTHSIHCKUTE XpaMOBe 3aeMaT Ba)KHO MSICTO B CTPYKTypaTa Ha
cesMIIIaTa ¥ To00Ha JiecakpaiM3aliyisi HA MapTUPUAIHY WK [TbPKOBHU CTPa/Iv 3a XWIHIITHU HY KU
e TPYZHO [ia ce TIpUeMe;

- OTKpHWTAaTa 0JI0BHA TUIOYKa Ha [lyHaBCKUTe KOHHULIM e JiaTUpaHa OT MpoyyYBaTesisi KbM Kpasi
Ha II — Hauanoto Ha III B., ,,HO He MO-KBCHO OT cpenara Ha II1 B.“ (Lyubenova 2008b, 197); peannata
JlaTa Ha MUIoYKaTa e He TI0-paHo OT nocaeAHara ueTBbpT Ha I11 1 fopu Hauanoto Ha IV B.; B Cepauika,
KB/IETO Ce JIOKA/IM3Mpa TsIXHaTa u3paboTKa, Te3W MJIOYKM Ca 3aCBH/IETE/ICTBAHU B apXeoJiornyeCcKu
KOHTEKCTH OT CpefiaTa—BTopara IoJyioBruHa Ha IV B. (Ivanov 2023, 223-224), xoeTo rpe/ronara yro-
Tpebara UM U Tpe3 ITbpBaTa MOJI0BMHA Ha BeKa; MPUCHhCTBUETO Ha Moj00Ha Haxo/[Ka, CBbP3aHa C e3U-
YyeCKWTe BSPBaHUS U MPAKTUKK, B pAHHOXPUCTHUSHCKA MapTUpHaHa/MaHaCTUPCKa cpefia U3rexxja
TBBP/ie HeITPUEeMJTUBO;

- U3Tpak/jJaHeTo Ha paHHOXPUCTUSHCKU KOMILJIEKC B U3BBHIPA/[CKa Cpefia Ollle B HAUa0TO Ha
IV B. e c;1ab0 BepOATHO; TPAIUIUATA HA €3WYeCKUTe BAPBAHUS, 00pe/iy 1 MPAKTHUKH € T0-CUJIHA U
MPO/b/DKUATE/THA UMEHHO B HeypOaHW3UpaHWUTE YacTy Ha MPOBUHIMKTE, (haKT 3aCBU/IETeICTBAH I0-
nmobpe Ha tor ot Crapa ryiaauHa (Valchev 2021, 263); B rosisiMa 4acT OT e3U4eCKHTe CBeTHIIUIIA, 0CO-
6eHo ot TepuTopunTe Ha Punmronos, Cepavka v [TayTanus, MOHETHATa LIMPKY/IAlys TIPO/Ib/DKaBa
no kpasi Ha [V — Hauanoto Ha V B. (Valchev 2015, 170-173; 2021, 259-262); 1opy enuCKOTICKATe
PaHHOXPUCTHUSHCKU XpaMOBe Ca PSAKOCT B IPaJICKMTe LIeHTPOBe Tipeiu cpefara Ha [V B. u 3amouBar
Jla IOMUHUPAT e/iBa CJIefi TpeTaTa ueTBupT Ha IV B., TeH/eHIIWs, 100pe 3acBUieTe/ICTBAHA 3a O/H3-
kara Cepguka (Rizos 2013, 1012; Ivanov 2018, 118, 122).

V3noxkeHuTe Hab/MIOZIEHNsT BbPXY OOHApOBAaHUTE JJAHHM 3a KOMILIeKca npu ApbaHac jaBar
CepH03HY OCHOBAHMSA 3a CbMHEHHe B MPABU/IHOCTTA Ha OMTyBaIaTa KbM MOMeHTa (DYHKI[HOHATHA
u7leHTUUKaLWs Ha obekTa. JIornkara Ha U3/1araHuTe TYK Pa3ChKAeHHs Tpe/rioiara /10y CKaHeTo,
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ye cjief] IPeTHPIISIHO pa3pyllieHre CBeTHIIMILETO e Bb3CTaHOBEHO U e MPOAB/DKUIIO /la ChIeCTByBa
Hali-Masiko /10 HauanHuTe JeceTwneTus: Ha IV B. OcBeH MOHeTH, KbM TO3U TepHoj, MoraT Jia ce
OTHecaT W JIpyTd Marepuasau: (pparMeHTbT OT JIaTUHCKY MMOCBeTUTeJIeH HaZI1C, HAKOU KepaMUYHU
JIaMIH, BEPOSITHO UacT OT T.Hap. KPbrOBU CBETWU/THULIM, KAaKTO W OJIOBHATa Tiouka Ha JlyHaBCKUTe
KOHHUIM. Te3u HaxOJKW MHAWKUPAT YOBEIIKO O0WTaBaHe W KY/JITOBa aKTUBHOCT B KOMILIEKCA BLB
BTOpara nosyioBuHa Ha III — Hauasioto Ha IV B.

APpXUTEKTYPHUST IJIaH Ha Bb3CTAaHOBEHOTO cBeTH/HIIE (06p. 3) ciesiBa obpe W3BeCTHU MOZIeH
Ha BbTpeIIIHa OpraHu3aliys Ha TeMeHOCa, TIPY KOMTO KYJ/ITOBaTa MOCTPOIKa e pa3royioyKeHa B eUHUs
Kpali Ha OrpaJieHOTO TIPOCTPAHCTBO U 3a00MKOJIeHa C TOKPUTH MopTULM. [Togmo6HM TipuMepy mMorar
Jla ce TIocouar OT U3BBHTPaCKuTe cBeTWMIla Ha Ackeruii Kethadenvog B rp. Tlepauk u Ha “Hpog
“Hopootog nipu c. Tenepur (Lyubenova 1980, 20, obr. 3; Torbatov 2005, 90, obr. 5; Valchev 2015,
66-71). TTomoOHa e ¥ TIpOCTpaHCTBEHAaTa OpraHu3alys Ha 7iBa ot xpamosete B Cepavika (Bobchev
1943, 219, obr. 311; Stancheva, Farkov 1977, 252-256, obr. 2—3; Valchev 2015, 68-70, obr. 23).

E3uueckuTe KylITOBH CTPajid C ariCUAHO odopMsiHe Ha eIMHUS Kpali He Cca UeCTo CpelljaHu B
CBETH/IMILIATAa OT OBJITapCKUTE 3eMH, HO TIPMMEPH 3a TaKMBa UMa OT Xucapsi ¥ OT CBETH/HLLETO Ha
Amosnon u Tpakwuiickus koHHUK 1ipu CekcarunTa [lpucra (Madzharov 1985, 90, obr. 2; Varbanov
2013, 57, fig. 39; Valchev 2015, 58-59, obr. 17). Mankara mocTpoiika C arichjia OT WU3TOK IIpPH C.
Pyueti, KpyMOBrpa/icko, € MHTepIIpeThpaHa ChI[0 KaTo CBeTW/IHINe Ha TpakuiiCKus KOHHHK, Ma-
Kap Jia He ce M3KJII0UBa U Bb3MOXKHOCTTA Jla e Mpe/CcTaB/siBajia Mo-KbCHa IibpkBa (Gerasimov 1939;
Valchev 2015, 58). OdopmsiHe Ha HUIIA B CTEHUTE € 3aCBU/IETE/ICTBAHO TIPU CITOMEHaTara ariCh{Ha
nocTpolika B Xucapsi, ”HTeprpeTrupaHa Kato xpam Ha Acksenuii (Madzharov 1985, 89-94; Valchev
2015, 295). B ceBepHara yacT Ha MJIOLaiHHSL KOMITJIeKC Ha Xepaksess CUHTUKA ca IIPOy4YeHU Ccepus
3aCBOZIeHU TIOMELLeHHs], TPY OT KOWTO C TIO-TOJIsIM pa3Mep U ariCheH 3aBbpIIeK C HUIIIa Ha ceBepHara
cTpaHa. 3a moc/jiefiHUTe e JornycHaTa GyHKIMs Ha cBeTwuina (Vagalinski 2022, 15, note 14).

XpaMoBH CTpajiy C ariCH/la ca U3BeCTHH Chbijo oT IToponucym (Szabd 2015, 294, fig. 36-37),
Kamb6oaynywm (Szabé 2022, 80, fig. 4.3), Tpup (Trunk 1991, 225, Abb. 168, 229-230, Abb. 170) u
Cupus Haripumep (Gawlikowski 1989, 332, fig. 74, 338-339, fig. 79, b). M3kntounTeHO OJHU3KU
rapa’iesiv 3a Ky/JTOBUTe Crpa/iu ipy Apbanac ripefyiarat T.Hap. Umgangstempel 2 ot Tpup 1 XpaMmbT
ot Rahleh (06p. 4), kouto ca c nogo6Hu pasmepu (12,57 x 9,27 m u 10,50 X 7 m) ¥ BriMcaHa arcuza
(Trunk 1991, 229-230, fig. 170; Gawlikowski 1989, 338-339, fig. 79).

Vi3rpakJiaHeTo Ha /iBe Ky/JTOBU TIOCTPOMKH B CBETU/IMIIETO NTpU ApOaHac e ChbBCEM JIOTHUHO,
C Or/iefi 3aCBUZIETE/ICTBAHOTO MOYMTAHe Ha /iBe OoxkecTBa — 3eBc U Xepa. TeXHUST Ky/IT € MHOTO
pasmpocTpaHeH B Teputopuute Ha [Maytanus v CepAuka u W300I10 B 3araZiHOTPAKUICKUTE 3eMU
(Tacheva-Hitova 1981, 110-111; Valchev 2015, 118-121), a mountaneTo Ha Xepa e 3aCBU/[eTe/ICTBa-
HO ernurpadcku ollje KbM cpejiara—Tperara ueTBbpT Ha I B. (Ivanov 2004, 85). IIpu paskonkuTe Ha
pasrosioykeHaTa CbBCeM 030 Buia B [TepHUIITKUS KB. besia Bojia ca OTKpUTH (hparMeHT 0T 0OpoYHa
TJIOUKa Ha 3eBC U ,,/iBa 3HAUMTETHH enmurpadCKy TaMeTHUKA, JOKapaHU 3a BTOPUYHA yroTpeba mpu
pPeMOHTa Ha BUJIaTa, B KOMTO Ce Chbp)Ka MMeTo Ha 3eBc ¢ eauH MecTeH enuteT (Lyubenova 2008a,
59-60). PeMOHTBT Ha BWIaTa e faTvpaH cje/ Hadasoro Ha V B. (Lyubenova 2003a, 195-196), koeTo
M0Ka3Ba BPeMeTO Ha TPeHAaCsSHeTO Ha BBIIPOCHUTe MamMeTHULW. ChLUTe Tpe/iCTaB/siBaT BApOBUKO-
BU apH, TIOCBeTeHU Ha 3eBC Xtofouatopnvog, HapeueH U ,,Cracuren” B equnus oT Tsx (Dimitrov
2014, 343-347, fig. 1, 1a, 2, 2a). be3 ga M3K/IIOUBaM HAaITBJIHO Bh3MO)KHOCTTA 3a CHII[eCTBYBaHe
Ha JIpyro Bce Ollle HeJ0Ka/lM3UpaHO CBEeTW/MILe Ha 3eBC B pailoHa Ha BuWsara npu KB. bena Boza
(Lyubenova 2008a, 67), cMaTam 3a MHOTO T10-BE€POSITHO Te3U MaMeTHHULM a Ca MPeHeCeHu TaM OT

11  Pa3mepurte Ha OrpaZieHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBO Ha CBeTH/HILeTO rpu Tenepur (okoso 60 x 40 m) ca focTta 61U3Ku
¢ Te3u Ha obekTa npu Pagomup (okoso 60 x 33 m).

78



CeetunnieTo Ha 3eBc 1 Xepa (Ztoffouatopnvol ?) npu Pagomup

e NN

| S R S — AN
[ N .
| ) T
- SORERY X ///{
| e s i s ~ ///}//,f/
A rf(g ,K%\ L 2
0 T 5 10m

O6p. 4. I1Tnax Ha ancuoHama Kyamoea cepada 8 Rahleh (no Gawlikowski 1989, 338, fig. 79, a)
Fig. 4. Plan of the cult apse-building in Rahleh (after Gawlikowski 1989, 338, fig. 79, a)

cBeTUMIIeTo Tipu ApbaHac, Kb/IeTO KY/ITOBOTO MoYMTaHe Ha 3eBC U Xepa e 3aCBH/IETE/ICTBAHO C
[IOCTaThYHO MaTepHasi. X POHOJIOTHSATA Ha TIXHOTO TIPEM3TIO/I3BaHe B TPA/ieXka Ha BUJIaTa ChBIazia
nmobpe ¢ TipeAoaraeMoTo BpeMe Ha TIpeKpaTsBaHe Ha (GYHKIMUTE Ha PasryiekJaHOTO CBETU/IMIIIE.
[TpenBuf, Te3u CLOOpaXKEHUSI KY/NITOBUAT 00eKT Tipyu ApOaHac ¢ BUCOKa CTeTieH Ha CUTYPHOCT MOYKe
[la Ce WAEHTU(PUIIMPA KaTO CBeTH/HILE Ha 3eBC X1oouoTopnvog U Xepa, BEPOSITHO HOCeIl|a ChIIs
eITiTeT.

3ak/roueHue. AHAIM3bLT HAa KOMITIEKCHATa apXeoiorudecka uHGopmariys 3a obexra rnpu ma-
xasia ApbaHac Ha rp. PajioMyp ToKa3Ba, 4e Mpe/IoKeHNUTe OT MPOydBaTe/isi XUMOTe3H 3a (QYyHKIH-
sITa Ha KOMILJIeKCa He Morar Jia ce rnpreMar Oe3pe3epBHO. OCHOBHO TIPENSITCTBHE Mpe/| KOpeKTHaTa
WHTEpIpeTalys Ha apXeoI0THYeCKUTe CTPYKTYPH e JINTICATa Ha II0CTHA MyOIruKalys Ha obeKTa u
OTCBHCTBHETO Ha cTpaTturpadcka nH(opMaryist 1 KOHTEKCTHO 00BbP3BaHe Ha OTKPUTUTE MaTepuasy.
HezaBucumo ot TOBd, KPUTUYHUAT aHA/IU3 HaA 06Hap0,Z[BaHI/ITe JAdHHH T103BOJIsABA IMMPEOCMUC/IAHETO
Ha (yHKI[MOHA/HATA CBIJHOCT Ha KOMILieKkca. B 0000IieH BUj, MOXe Jia ce MpeJjIoKu C/iefHaTa
XUIOTe3a:

- TIpe3 PUMCKUSI TIepUof;, 00eKTHT Mpy Maxasia ApbaHac Ha rp. PajjoMup Bb3HHMKBA U Ce pa3BUBa
KaTo U3BBHTPA/ICKO CBeTH/HIINe Ha 3eBC U Xepa (Xtofovatopnvol ?);

- C ITbPBUSI TEPUO/, OT CHILECTBYBaHETO MY BEPOSITHO C/le/iBa la Ce CBbp>Ke CrpaziaTa, pasrosio-
KeHa Foro3aria/iHo OT 3arajiHarta arcuHa moctpoiika (06p. 3.C); c u3BeCTHa Mpe/a3/IMBOCT ChIljaTa
MOXKe Ia ce UeHTU(HLMPA KaTo Mo-paHHa Ky/JITOBa Crpaza (xpam); 3a Bb3MOXKHO OTpakiaHe Ha Te-
MEHOCa U HeroBaTd BbTPEIIHa OpraHr3aliyvd IIpe3 TO3U Mepro] HdMa HUKAKBd CUT'YPHa I/IH('I)OpMaL[I/IH;

- jiell TIPETHPIIAH KaTaK/IN3bM CBETU/IMILETO € Bb3CTAHOBEHO KdTO dPXUTEKTYPEH KOMILJIEKC
C ABe IO4YTHU UAE€HTUUHU KY/JITOBU HOCTpOﬁKH C BIIMCaHa aricya " 1npaBObI'b/IEH TEMEHOC, obxBaHar
OT OrpajiHa CTeHa; TVIaBHaTa Ky/lTOBa CTpajia e U3TOYHaTa, KOsITO e CHab/|eHa C To-To/IsIM BbTpelieH
JIBOP U 3aeMa JOMUHAHTHA MO3UIIUs B KOMITJIEKCa; ChIIlaTa MOyKe ia Ce MHTepIpeThpa KaTo XpaM Ha
3eBc (00p. 3.A); B mo-HHUCKaTa, 3araZiHa yacT OT KOMIIIEKCa, /lo/ieTieHa [0 BbTpeIliHaTa rperpajHa
CTeHa, ce pa3rosiara uleHTUYHa Ky/IToBa CrpaZia, BeposiTHO rocBeTeHa Ha Xepa (06p. 3.B); kocBeHO
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yKa3aHue 3a TOBa e OTKPUBAHETO Ha [10-roJIIMara 4yacT OT MaTepuasinTe, CBbpP3aHU C KeHCKaTa U/jeH-
THYHOCT, B HUCKAaTa, Foro3arnajHa 30Ha Ha obekrta (Lyubenova 1985a, 29; 1985b, 147); BbTpeIHOTO
MPOCTPAHCTBO Ha TEMEHOCAa e OPraHM3UPaHO KaTo MIOKPUT MOPTHK, TIOAbPXKaH OT 3U/JaHU CThI00BE;
IpaBObI'b/IHATA CI'PaJia B FOrOM3TOUHATA YacT Ha KOMIUIeKCa U3IVIeX/a € CUHXPOHHA Ha KYJ/ITOBU-
Te TIOCTPOMKH; ChIIjaTa e ChoOpa3eHa C HoyKHATa KOJOHa/ja Ha TIOPTHKA M BEPOSTHO e U3ITh/IHSBaa
noMoI[HA (QYHKLUM KbM XpaMa Ha 3eBC WM KBbM Lie/vsi KOMILJIeKC, KOUTO OCTaBaT B cepara Ha
JlorafIKnTe; KOH(UTYpaLysITa Ha TepeHa U apXUTeKTypHaTa MJIaHUPOBKa MO3BOJISIBAT Jia Ce AOTyCHe
MOAX0 KbM KOMIIJIEKCA OT 3ariaji, Makap ue B 00Hapo/iBaHUs TUIaH JIMTICBa 0003HayeHHe Ha TaKbB;
Ha IlaHa ce 3abesisi3Ba NpeKbCBaHe B IOKHATa CTeHa, HO Jja/Iy ChIIOTO MapKypa BXOJ, WM MPOCTO
pa3pyliieH0 MsCTO OCTaBa HesiCHO; MMa JJaHHH 3a BX0/| B M3TouHara cteHa (Lyubenova 1988, 118),
KOWTO CBIO He (Urypupa BbpXY IJlaHa; B ONMCaHUsI BUJ, CBeTWIMILIETO IIPOCHILleCTBYBa Hali-Bepo-
SITHO JJOKBM TI0C/Ie/{HaTa YeTBLPT Ha IV B., KoraTo e 130CcTaBeHO WM MOAJIOKEHO Ha pasrpabBaHe;

- KbM Kpasi Ha IV — HauasioTo Ha V B. BbPXY U30CTaBeHHs KY/ITOB KOMIUIEKC Bb3HUKBA CeJlullle,
KaTo [JOpY JBeTe KYJITOBU CTPaJid Ca U3MOJ3BaHU 3a KWIUIIHUA HY)KU; KbM CcpejiaTa Ha V B. CeJlu-
11eTOo MpecTasa /la ChI[eCTBYBa, BEPOSITHO BC/IeCTBUE HA XYHCKUATe MHBAa3uM rpe3 40-Te rofvHU Ha
BEKa;

- HA4YaJI0TO Ha KY/JATOBOTO ITOUMTaHe TyK MOXKe [ja ce OTHece KbM BTOpara I10JIoBUHa Ha | B., a
pasyBeThT Ha CBeTUWIHULLETO e BbB II-IV B.; IMCKYyCHMOHHO e BpeMeTO Ha paspylilaBaHe Ha KOMIIeKca
OT IbPBUA [TePUOJ], PECTIEKTUBHO U3TPaKaHeTo Ha CJie/|Balllyis; IpoyyYBaTesikara ro CBbp3Ba C ,Iipe-
TBPIISIH KaTaK/IM3bM OKOJIO cpeziaTa Ha I1I B. (Ijo/10BeH 10 MOHeTHHsI MaTepuan)®, HO IMyO/IMKyBaHUST
HyMHU3MaTH4eH Marepras He MOKa3Ba NpeKbCBaHe HUTO 3HAUWTEeTHO HaMassgBaHe Ha LIMPKYJIaLus-
Ta 10 TOBAa BpeMe; JIMICBA U KaTeropuyHa MH(OpMaLKs 3a NIPeTbPrieHr pa3pyLleHus: Ha CeMUILHA
cTpykTypH B FOro3anazsna bbarapus no Bpeme Ha roTcKuTe HarnazieHus: B cpeziata Ha III B. (Dinchev
1997, 134); ot Apyra cTpaHa HsIMa JIaHHU 3a Bb3MO)KHU pa3pyLIeHus TIPH HallleCTBHETO Ha KOCTO00-
kute 1ipe3 170 r., koeTo npuumnHsaBa cepuo3Hu ety B Cepauka U BeposTHO B IlayTanus, ykperneHa
CBILI0 TIpU yripaBiaeHueTo Ha Mapk ABpenuii (Ivanov 2021, 85, 94; Katsarova 2022, 102, 104); npu
JIATICATa Ha ICHO CTpaTUrpad)cKo 0OBbP3BaHe Ha MOCTPOUKUTE ChbC CHHXPOHHHU MaTepHasIy e HeBb3-
MOYKHO KaTeropuyHo fia Obie pa3pelieH To31 BIIPOC; Bb3MOKHU Ca TPU XUTOTE3H:

1) cBetunmiLeTo C efHa (?) KyaToOBa Crpaja Bb3HHMKBA KbM BTOpara MojioBMHA Ha I B. U Cb-
1LI|eCTBYBA B TO3U CU BUJ 10 cpeziata Ha III B., KoraTo e paspylieHo; HOBUAT KyJITOB KOMILJIEKC C [iBeTe
ariCUHY Crpajivi e U3rpajieH CKopo cJief ToBa M (PyHKLIMOHUPA JOKBM Kpast Ha IV — Hauanoto Ha V B.;

2) CBETU/IHMILIETO C e/lHa Ky/ITOBA Crpaja (yHKL[MOHMpPA OT BTopaTta MoJjioBUHa Ha | B. 1o 70-Te
roauHu Ha II B., Korato e paspylieHo Ipy HallleCTBHEeTO Ha KOCTOOOKUTe; KbM Kpasi Ha II — HauanoTo
Ha III B. KOMIIJIEKCBT e Bb3CTAHOBEH BbB BH/A C /IBeTe allCU/JHU [TOCTPOMKY, KOMTO IIPOCHLIeCTBYBa
o Kpas Ha IV — HagasioTo Ha V B.;

3) CBeTW/IMILETO Bb3HMKBA BbB BTOpATa IOJIOBHMHA Ha I B. KaTo Ky/lITOBO MsCTO 6Ge3 apxuTe-
KTypHO O(opM/IeHHe UM OCTAaHKUTe OT Hero (OT HeTpaiiHM mMarepuasu ?) He ca UeHTUULMpaHu
Ha TepeH; B TO3U BUJ CBETUIMILETO ChillecTBYBa A0 70-Te ronuuu Ha Il B., Korarto e paspylieHo Ipu
HallleCTBHETO Ha KOCTOOOKHMTe; KbM Kpasi Ha II B. KOMIIJIEKCHT e Bb3CTaHOBEH BbB BH/IA C e/jHa Crpaja
C Bb3MO)KeH OrpaZieH TeMeHOC, KaTo IPOChILecTByBa 10 cpefara Ha III B., korato 0THOBO e paspy-
1lleH; C/lef, cpefiaTa Ha BeKa CBETW/IMILIETO e Bh3CTAaHOBEHO BbB BH/ja C JiBeTe arlCUHU IOCTPOWKHY,
KaTto QyHKLMOHMPA Ao Kpasi Ha [V — HavasioTo Ha V B.

W TpuTe XWMoTe3n ca Bb3MOKHH, KaTO U3BECTHO Mpe/NOYMTaHre MOJKe Jla ce OTAazje Ha BTO-
parta OT TSX, TIpeJjBH/] NCTOPHUeCKaTa KOHIOHKTYpa M U3M0JI3BaHaTa rpazie)kHa TexXHUKa (rogo6Ha Ha
cBetuuieto Ha Acknenuii Kethadenvog B rp. IlepHuk).

KputnunusT aHamm3 Ha nHGOpMarusTa 3a obekra mpu Maxasia ApbaHac M03BoJIsIBa TO3U Ba-
JKeH KOMITTeKC 1a Ob/le nieHTHHLMPaH KaTo 3HaUMTe/IeH Ky/ITOB LeHThp, Pa3ro/iokeH Hali-Bepo-
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SITHO B O/IM30CT /10 MbTHaTa cTaHius Enest Ha npoBuHImManHus meT Cepauka — [Maytamus — CToou',
VpentrdurkalpsiTa Ha 06eKTa KaTo paHHOXPUCTUSHCKU KOMITJIEKC € TI0-CKOpPO arpyiopHa, 0CHOBaHa
Ha OpUeHTalUsITa U ariCUHUS TJIaH Ha JBeTe KY/JITOBU CrPaJii U He Ce TIOJKpersi OT OTKPUTHUTe ap-
Xe0JIOTHUeCKH MaTepuasy, TylaHOBUTe 0COOEHOCTH Ha KOMITIEKCAa M Ky/ITYPHO-MCTOpHUYecKara Ko-
HIOHKTYpa.
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The sanctuary of Zeus and Hera (Ztoovotopnvol?) near the
town of Radomir

Mario Ivanov
(summary)

Between 1983 and 1990, an archaeological site was excavated on the west slope of the Golo
Bardo mountain to the north of Radomir town, district of Pernik (fig. 1). It is surrounded by a solid
wall with dimensions ca. 60 by 33 m (fig. 2). The east side of the complex is occupied by a massive
building (ca. 9 by 8 m) with an apse inscribed in the thickness of the eastern wall. The complex
is divided into two parts by a wall with north-east — south-west orientation. A second building of
identical size and plan is built adjacent to it. Masoned pillars run along the inner side of the outer wall
at a distance of ca. 5 m. Several buildings, parts of walls, pits and other structures were excavated
inside the walled precinct. Outside the walled complex, several pre-Roman kilns were excavated
that have been used for metal processing. Between the 1% and the middle of the 3 c. AD a sanctuary
was attested together with the local manufacture of different objects and a market place for their
distribution. Several votive plates of Zeus and Hera were discovered and a significant number of
votive/ritual gifts — lead mirrors, rings, brooches, hair pins and sewing needles, bronze bells, beads,
lamps, coins etc. According to the excavator, a walled Early Christian complex with two martyrial
apse-buildings was built over the ruins of the sanctuary at the beginning of the 4™ c. AD, which
subsequently developed as a monastery in the next decades. During the first half of the 5% c. AD the
walled space of the former Chrisitan complex was transformed into a humble fortified settlement.

The archaeological site at Radomir still lacks a proper publication. Pieces of information are
scattered in many articles, concerning mainly the numerous finds. Nevertheless, there are serious
grounds for reconsideration of the function of the site existing so far.

The ground plan of the so-called Early Christian remains (fig. 3) is quite unusual for a martyrial
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or monastic complex. It finds no parallels among the synchronous sites from Bulgaria. The “Syrian”
architectural type of the apse buildings, emphasized by the proponents of this interpretation, actu-
ally lacks its characteristic feature — pastophoria adjacent to both sides of the apse. In addition, not
a single find related to the Christian faith and ritual practices is published from the site. The author
herself writes that there are no other proofs for the Christian identification of the buildings except for
their apses and orientation to the east. The reuse of the apse buildings for dwellings in the 5" c. AD is
quite unusual considering their presumed sacred (martyrial) purpose. Some pagan cult activity dur-
ing the second half of the 3"— beginning of the 4™ c. AD is indicated by several finds, especially by
a late 39— early 4™ c. AD lead plaque of the so-called Danubian riders found near the east building.

The plan of the complex actually is far more familiar to the pagan sanctuaries at Pernik and
the village of Telerig, municipality of Krushari as well as two temples in Serdica. The use of apse-
buildings in the pagan cult practices is attested at Hissarya, near Sexaginta Prista, near the village
of Ruchei, municipality of Krumovgrad and at the agora complex of Heraclea Sintica. Very close
parallels to the apse-buildings from Arbanas provide the so-called Umgangstempel 2 at Trier and
especially the temple at Rahleh (fig. 4).

The analysis of the available archaeological data allows reconsidering the existing hypothesis
and proposing that the walled architectural complex with two apse- buildings is actually a sanctuary
of Zeus and Hera, rebuilt on the place of an earlier sacred complex of the same deities. Two altars
with inscriptions reused as building material in the nearby Late Roman villa at Bela voda quarter
of Pernik probably originate from the sanctuary at Arbanas. The name of the deity on them is Zeus
ZtofBovotopnvog. The cult of Zeus and Hera was very popular in the western part of Thrace, espe-
cially the territories of Serdica and Pautalia, where the veneration of Hera is attested epigraphically
as early as the middle—third quarter of the 1% c. AD. According to the coins and some other finds the
functioning of the sanctuary could be traced most probably to the end of the 4" c. AD. The east apse
building could be identified as a temple of Zeus (£toffovotopnvog ?) because of its larger courtyard
and dominant position in the complex (fig. 3.A). The west apse building should have been conse-
crated to Hera (fig. 3.B) as suggested by the findspots of the majority of objects for female use.

The sanctuary of Zeus and Hera most probably was organized here in the second half of the 1%
c. AD. Some of the earlier architectural remains in the south-western part of the site could be identi-
fied as the first temple (fig. 3.C). After the demolition of the sanctuary by the raids of the Costobocs
(170s AD) or the Goths (the middle of the 3" c. AD) the sanctuary is rebuilt with walled temenos and
two apse-temples placed at the end of a peristyle courtyard. The pagan cult practices most probably
have been performed until the last quarter of the 4" c. AD when the sanctuary was abandoned or
sacked by the Christians.
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ABSTRACT

The paper examines specific artifacts — stone balls of various sizes — that constitute significant material remnants of Ot-
toman military history in Bulgaria. While historical records confirm the existence of Ottoman gunpowder artillery in the
region, archaeological research has contributed little to its study. This is largely due to the misdating and misinterpretation
of these stone balls.

Through careful analysis of publicly available archaeological data and historical sources, this study presents a new perspec-
tive on using gunpowder artillery and stone projectiles in Ottoman Bulgaria. It contends that most of these artefacts were
integral to the Ottoman military arsenal, challenging previous assumptions that limited them to medieval ammunition.
The study provides compelling evidence for the existence of Ottoman-era stone projectiles at several sites, including
Cherven, Shumen, Nikopol, Silistra, Kaliakra, and Svishtov. This evidence is corroborated by historical records, which
underscore the undeniable presence of Ottoman artillery in the region, particularly in the areas between the Danube and the
Balkan Mountains, which remained a vulnerable frontier zone in contrast to the land south of the mountains.

Crucially, this research underscores the need for more precise archaeological documentation, comprehensive artefact de-
scriptions, thorough contextual information, and multidisciplinary research to understand the complex history of these
stone projectiles fully.

KEYWORDS

Ottoman Balkans, Ottoman archaeology, military history, gunpowder artillery, cannonballs, hand firearms, Ottoman forti-
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Introduction

Ottoman archaeology remains a relatively underdeveloped field of study, not least in Bulgaria
(e.g. Petersen 2017; Kolovos, Vionis 2018; Todorovié¢ 2021; Korpe 2022). This can be attributed to
several factors, one of which is the temporal proximity of the Ottoman period to our own. Compared
to earlier epochs, the Ottoman period is considerably well documented, thanks to a wealth of both
Ottoman and foreign written sources, including official administrative documents. As a result, the
study of this period has traditionally been considered the domain of historians and ethnographers
rather than archaeologists. This has led to a lack of academic courses in Ottoman archaeology, and
consequently to a shortage of trained specialists with in-depth knowledge of the archaeological herit-
age of the Ottoman period. In Bulgaria, for example, it has been a challenge over the past century
to find more than a handful of researchers in each archaeological generation who have extensively
studied the material culture and issues of this period.
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The lack of interest in the archaeological heritage of the Ottoman period has often resulted in
poor excavation practices and inadequate documentation of Ottoman sites and features. This problem
is widespread not only in Bulgarian archaeology but also in other countries. At numerous archaeo-
logical sites throughout the former Ottoman Empire, Ottoman layers have been, and sometimes still
are, removed indiscriminately (e.g. Baram, Caroll 2002, VIII; Vroom 2013, 79-80; Dikkaya 2017,
306). This practice has also led to significant destruction of the Byzantine cultural heritage, espe-
cially in the Eastern Mediterranean.

Even when excavations are meticulously conducted and the material remains of the Ottoman
period are well documented during fieldwork, the results of the excavations are rarely published due
to a general lack of interest, even among the excavators themselves.

If we were to categorize the ways in which we become aware of these studies, four catego-
ries would emerge. The most common is that when the results of excavations at a particular site are
published, it is merely mentioned that structures and materials from the Ottoman period have been
unearthed, with no further details given. Less common are cases in which specific find categories,
such as coins or tobacco pipes, are mentioned. More extensive preliminary reports, which provide a
more detailed but generally summarized account of the material found, are extremely rare. Complete
publications prepared according to scholarly standards are generally lacking and rare examples of the
opposite (e.g. Harrison et al. 1986; Hayes 1992; Popovi¢, Biki¢ 2004) only serve as exceptions that
prove the rule. As a result, the de facto unpublished materials and documentation from the excava-
tions are stored in the archives of dozens of museums across the country, awaiting rediscovery by
future scholars (cf. Mileusni¢, Biki¢ 2018, 434 for a similar situation elsewhere).

As aresult, our understanding of the archaeological heritage of the Ottoman period in Bulgaria
is extremely limited and fragmented. We have a broad understanding of the material culture of the
period (see, e.g., Stancheva 1990; Pletnyov 2004; Todorov 2010), but many details remain elusive,
and we are far from being able to paint a comprehensive picture of the period. In the past, poor
quality fieldwork at complex sites has led to the misdating and misinterpretation of many diagnostic
Ottoman finds that have long been considered representative of medieval material culture. Typical
examples include certain belt buckles (“pafta”) and heel irons, which have only recently been recog-
nized as uniquely Ottoman objects (Atanasov, Dimov 2019; Kirilov 2021). In addition, it is common
practice to classify Ottoman sgraffito pottery as medieval. It is mainly finds that cannot be dated
earlier, such as Ottoman coins, tobacco pipes, coffee cups, porcelain wares, etc., that are traditionally
considered to be unambiguously Ottoman.

This conflation of Ottoman and medieval materials has had a profoundly negative impact on
medieval studies. The resulting distorted perspective on the material culture of the Middle and Late
Byzantine period underscores the need for accurate excavation of Ottoman structures and a thorough
understanding of the material culture of this period.

In this article, T aim to contribute to this endeavor. My focus is on a specific category of finds —
stone objects of various sizes, mostly spherical, that have been unearthed during excavations of sites
in Bulgaria. These sites were undoubtedly medieval towns and/or fortresses, but they continued to
flourish well into the Ottoman era. Traditionally, these objects have been interpreted as ammunition
for medieval trebuchets and slingers, and thus as part of the armament of Bulgarian armies in the
centuries before the Ottoman conquest. However, a careful analysis of the available archaeological
data, coupled with information from written sources, calls for a revision of this long-held view. This
provides an opportunity for a new understanding of the role and function of at least some of these
objects.
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Material and methods

I have undertaken a comprehensive collection and analysis of published reports — many of
which, unfortunately, lack detailed information — on the discovery of stone balls during archaeologi-
cal excavations of multi-layered sites in Bulgaria. These sites were inhabited during both the medi-
eval and Ottoman periods. I have excluded from my study other stone balls, interpreted as ammuni-
tion, found during excavations of prehistoric (Nikolov, Karastoyanova 2004; Nikolov et al. 2006;
Grebska-Kulova 2007; Leshtakov 2011), Hellenistic (Minchev, Kuzov 2007; Stoyanov et al. 2008;
Hristov, Pantov 2017; Devlova, Krumova 2021), and Late Antique sites (Staykova-Aleksandrova
et al. 2006; Bozhinova 2009; Bozhinova, Tsoneva 2015; Marinov, Marchovski 2015; Radoslavova,
Dzanev 2011; Klenina, Biernatski 2020; Vagalinski 2022, 76), as well as during underwater excava-
tions (Prahov, Hristov 2021).

I have meticulously examined the contexts in which these objects were discovered, sometimes
having to read between the lines, and collected data on their physical parameters (size, weight, raw
material), where such details were reported. At the same time, I collected and analysed information
from primary sources (mainly Ottoman tax records and excerpts from Evliya Celebi’s travelogues)
and secondary written sources. These sources provide insight into the use of Ottoman artillery in Bul-
garian territories, the different types of Ottoman guns, and the ammunition they used. I then collated
the archaeological and textual data to sketch a preliminary, albeit general, picture. The spatial visu-
alization and analysis of the mapped data raised new questions and set the course for future research.

It is necessary to clarify the temporal terminology used in this study. Since the text deals main-
ly with the present Bulgarian lands, the term “Ottoman” or “Ottoman Era” here characterizes the
period beginning with the last decade of the 14" c. when the Ottomans finally conquered the entire
territory within the present political borders of Bulgaria. The upper chronological limit is the third
quarter of the 19" c., beyond which a significant portion of this territory ceased to be under the direct
authority of the Sultan in Istanbul. Within this period, I distinguish two phases — the early Ottoman
period (until about the middle of the 17" c.) and the late Ottoman period. The rationale for this pe-
riodization, which deviates from the established historical temporal terminology and initially refers
only to present-day Bulgarian lands, lies primarily in the development of the archaeological material
and certain shifts in material culture (including jewellery and clothing) in the 17" c. This was the time
when the Christian subjects of the Ottoman Empire, at least in the Balkans, definitively broke ties
with their “medieval” past, and their appearance took on a more or less “oriental” aesthetic.

The terms “Middle Ages” and “medieval” refer to the several centuries before the beginning
of the Ottoman era, contrary to the established Bulgarian terminology which often refers to the pe-
riod from the 15" to the (mid) 18™ century as to the “Late Middle Ages”, preceding the period of
the “Bulgarian National Revival”, i.e. the “Bulgarian Renaissance”. Although I generally adhere to
Byzantine temporal terminology (e.g., Middle Byzantine and Late Byzantine periods) in my work, I
have chosen to use local chronological terms such as “Second Bulgarian Kingdom” from time to time
in this study as well. The reason for this is that most of the archaeological sites discussed in the text
are located between the Danube and the Balkan Mountains and can be considered “Bulgarian” for at
least the 13"-14" c. The period of the “Second Bulgarian Kingdom” roughly coincides with the end
of the Middle Byzantine and most of the Late Byzantine, i.e., Palaeologan, period.

Archaeological evidence

In the so-called citadel of the fortified hilltop settlement near the village of Cherven in north-
ern Bulgaria, there is a large architectural complex with a courtyard and a church, covering an area
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Fig. 1. Stone balls from the so-called “feudal castle” at Cherven (after Dimova 1985, 85, fig. 46)
O6p. 1. KameHHU monku om m. Hap. ,,¢peodaneH 3amok “ 8 Yepger (no Dimova 1985, 85, fig. 46)

of about 2000 sq. m. During excavations conducted in the first half of the 1960s, more than thirty
stone balls (fig. 1), each about 50 cm in diameter and of “perfectly round shape”, were discovered
(Georgieva, Dimova 1967, 10; Dimova 1985, 85-86; see also Nesheva 1985, 185). The exact loca-
tion of these balls has controversial accounts. According to the first report, 31 of them were “piled in
one place” in front of the northwest entrance of Room 1 (Georgieva, Dimova 1967, 10). However,
later reports suggested that they were found “in the inner northwest corner” of the complex (Di-
mova 1985, 85), and the number increased with the discovery of two identical balls “in front of the
entrance” to the architectural complex, as well as three others “in front of Room 2” (Nesheva 1985,
185; Yordanov 2019, 160).

The complex is dated to the 13"-14% c. and is interpreted as the residence of the feudal lord
who ruled over the medieval town and metropolitan centre of Cherven (Georgieva, Dimova 1967,
16). The researchers believe that the residence was destroyed and burnt down when the Ottomans
conquered the town in 1388 (Kiel 1994, 180-181), a fate that also befell the entire “citadel”, which
was “not renewed and used by the Turks” (Georgieva, Dimova 1967, 17). They suggest that the stone
balls were used for the defence of the medieval Bulgarian castle and are evidence that the inhabit-
ants possessed “stone-throwing machines” (Georgieva, Dimova 1967, 10). In addition to these stone
balls, several much smaller specimens (diameter between 2.5 and 5.5 cm) were found and interpreted
as sling-bullets (Georgieva, Dimova 1967, 23). These were much more numerous and were found
“in various places — in the castle, along the fortress walls, and in some houses” (Nesheva 1985,
185). Most were “spherical” but some “resembled a flattened ball”. There were also “larger” balls,
although their size was not specified.

Subsequent publication of Ottoman documents indicating that Cherven continued to serve as
an administrative centre for several centuries after the Ottoman conquest (e.g., Tsvetkova 1972b,
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441, 449, 462, 472, no. 1) led the excavators to reconsider some of their views on the chronology of
the site. In a later text (Dimova 1985, 122—-125), they argued that the complex continued to be used
after the end of the 14" c. In support of this new thesis, they point to the presence of Ottoman coins
from the first half of the 15% c., found in the backfill on the floors of the rooms of the complex and un-
der thick debris from the destruction of its walls and upper parts (Dimova 1985, 80, 86). These coins
have been known since the first publication (Georgieva, Dimova 1967, 10) but were not initially
considered significant enough to contradict the idea of the irrevocable destruction of the complex in
the late 14% c.

In this later work, they also wrote: “The excavation of the castle did not reveal any cultural
layers from the different periods, since the level of the floors in the rooms and the courtyard remained
unchanged throughout its existence. Therefore, with few exceptions, we attribute the finds to the
most recent period, regardless of the part in which they were found” (Dimova 1985, 79). These “few
exceptions” seem to include (among others) the large stone balls, which the researchers continue to
consider as objects from the Second Bulgarian Kingdom, even though the “most recent period” of
the complex’s functioning undoubtedly refers to the Ottoman period.

The idea that the (large) stone balls of Cherven are of medieval origin and represent ammuni-
tion for throwing machines is fully accepted in a later work devoted to them (Rabovyanov 2003; cf.
Madgearu 2016, 278). However, its author does not agree that they were intended for the defence of
the architectural complex of Cherven. He interprets them as ammunition made in the area and stored
in Cherven to be at the disposal of the Bulgarian rulers when they went on campaign with their army
and their wall-breaking machines, which he believes were trebuchets.

I have previously argued (Kirilov 2010) that this architectural complex was originally the
residence of the bishops of the medieval town of Cherven, a belief I still hold. Consequently, I argue
that it could not have housed defensive siege machinery or served as an ammunition depot for siege
engines. However, my personal opinion and belief are not the primary focus here. What is more im-
portant is that the available archaeological evidence suggests that the stone balls found there belong
to a later period, specifically to the time after the Ottoman conquest, when a military garrison was
undoubtedly stationed in Cherven (Stoykov 1966, 325-327).

It is worth mentioning that both the two towers of the northeastern fortification wall and the
imposing tower of the southwestern wall bear traces of the so-called talus or glacis (Dimova 1985,
47, 49, 57), a characteristic feature of fortifications at the beginning of the artillery age. In addition,
a hoard of silver coins belonging to Sultan Murad I (1362—-1389) was discovered in the complex of
buildings along the wall in the southwestern corner of the fortress, south of the western gate. Re-
searchers have interpreted this as the (main) headquarters of the city’s garrison, where several “stone
war balls” were found (Dimova 1985, 67), along with diagnostic finds for the Ottoman period, such
as heel irons and certain types of spurs (Nesheva 1985, 181-182; Rabovyanov 2022a). The fact that
life in the Cherven fortress continued for at least three centuries after 1388 is now beyond doubt,
thanks not only to written evidence but also to numerous archaeological finds and features (e.g.,
Yordanov 2006; 2019, 49-54).

Stone balls have also been found during excavations at other sites. One of them is the fortress
on the plateau above Shumen. At its western end, there is a distinct architectural complex, which the
explorer called the “Small Inner Fortification” or “Citadel”. Above its ruins was a “Turkish earthen
fortification — a redoubt made of earth, stones and thick horizontal beams” (Antonova 1995, 48). In
one of the towers of the complex, “several stone war balls” were found (Antonova 1995, 51). “Many”
others, “probably prepared for the defence of the fortress” were also found “in all the rooms” of the
largest building of the complex (no. 166), where, along with coins from the 14" c., “later Turkish”
specimens were discovered (Antonova 1995, 53). Although Antonova believes that the “citadel” was
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Fig. 2. Stone balls from the Silistra fortress (photo archive of Stefka Angelova)
O6p. 2. KamenHu monku om CuaucmpeHckama kpenocm (¢pomoapxue Cmegpka AHeenoea)

built during the Second Bulgarian Kingdom, she could not ignore the evidence of its functioning dur-
ing the Ottoman period. Her reported observations of “the double floor levels of the rooms of build-
ing 166 and the exclusively late medieval (i.e. Ottoman) materials found in the intermediate layer
between the floors” indicate its relatively long use after the early 15" c. It is even possible that it was
built after the Ottomans captured Shumen. A stone inscription with the name of Tsar Ivan Shishman,
which was used as a spolium in the construction of the complex (Antonova 1995, 110-111), lends
credence to such an assumption.

There are 72 stone balls found in Shumen, but nothing is known about them except that they
are “of different diameters” (Antonova 1995, 104). A poor quality photograph (lacking scale) of only
two of them (Antonova 1995, fig. 107) provides no further information. In any case, there is no rea-
son to consider these finds as pre-Ottoman since they were found in contexts that undoubtedly date
to the Ottoman period.

Stefka Angelova’s extensive research at Silistra, most of which remains unpublished, has led
to the discovery of numerous stone balls of various sizes. These findings are recorded in the exca-
vation field documentation. Two observations are particularly noteworthy. First, these objects were
found predominantly in the northern part of the study area, specifically along the southern riverbank
and around the northern wall of the local Danube fortress. Second, the contexts or layers in which
these objects were found are consistently Ottoman in date. This fact is either explicitly stated in field
diaries and inventory books, often with phrases such as “from the backfill of a Turkish house”, or it
can be easily deduced from the recorded locations of the finds. For example, the field inventory book
for the “Fortress Wall” site notes that in July 1971, a collection of fourteen limestone balls (Inventory
nos 8-21), ranging in size from 5.6 to 16 cm, was discovered in the debris above the northwest corner
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tower no. 1 (fig. 2). These were found at a depth of 2.37 m below the contemporary walking level in
this area (16.13 m above sea level), indicating that they were undoubtedly within the Ottoman strata
of the site. The likelihood that they are artefacts redeposited from an earlier period is minimal.

In addition, further excavations at Silistra have unearthed both intact and fragmented round
shots, probably made of metal, along with materials dating back to the 19" c. The excavators have
linked these findings to the bombardment of the city during the Crimean War (Atanasov et al. 2018).

In 1973, 97 stone balls were discovered in a room adjacent to the fortress wall of Nikopol. It
is noteworthy that Nikopol was not only the final residence of Ivan Shishman, the last medieval Bul-
garian ruler but also an important administrative centre during the Ottoman period (Manova, Sterkov
1982, 11-33). The balls, probably small in size, were described as “sling bullets” (Manova, Sterkov
1982, 22). This discovery is briefly mentioned in a later text discussing a coat of plates found next to
them (Rabovyanov, Naydenov 2014). The authors have had the opportunity to thoroughly study the
sparse excavation documentation, which, in their opinion, has greatly complicated the study of the
finds due to lack of details (Rabovyanov, Naydenov 2014, 619). The context of the find is uncertain
at best. The excavation report from that year indicates that the armour and stone balls were found
in a “recess” in the fortress wall, a term the authors interpret as a niche (Rabovyanov, Naydenov
2014, 620), although it could refer to any form of depression. Despite the ambiguous context and
the possibility of a later depression, the authors claim that the layer in which the plates and accom-
panying finds were discovered must be attributed to the period of the Second Bulgarian Kingdom.
They argue that the description of the location of the finds precludes their association with either the
Late Antique or Ottoman periods (Rabovyanov, Naydenov 2014, 619). However, this assertion lacks
conviction, especially since they do not present or comment on other materials from the mentioned
structure. The authors focus primarily on the armour itself and the search for its analogies. They ad-
mit that it, like other similar items, could have been in use over a long period of time, and they again
concede that its context is highly uncertain: “The data on the archaeological environment that might
eventually indicate the time of deposition are irretrievably lost” (Rabovyanov, Naydenov 2014, 624),
that it “could have been made within a broad period (between the mid-13" and mid-14™ c.)”, and that
it “could have been used and preserved after 1350”. Their assertion that the terminus ante quem for
its deposition was “the fall of the fortress into the hands of the Ottoman Turks” is more a product
of personal belief rather than rigorous archaeological analysis. In fact, they are well aware that such
plate armours have been used long after the end of the 14" c. (Rabovyanov, Naydenov 2014, 624).

The Svishtov fortress is known for its intensive occupation not only in the Middle Ages but
also in the Ottoman period (Valov 1962). A few years ago, renewed archaeological excavations led
to the discovery of iron cannon balls — two with a diameter of 5.4 cm and another with a diameter of
14.5 cm (Ovcharov et al. 2020, 1186), as well as stone balls. Although the published report on the
2019 excavations does not mention the stone balls, their discovery was publicized through electronic
media reports in the spring of that year, where they were described as “stone war balls for throwing
machines” (Anon 2019; see also Angelova 2021). Like the iron cannonballs, they were found in lay-
ers containing materials from the Ottoman period.

In the Baba Vida fortress in Vidin, whose present form dates to the Ottoman period and was
modified for defence with gunpowder artillery (Kuzev 1981), several stone balls are on display.
These may have been discovered during archaeological excavations here, although to my knowledge
there is no officially published information about the circumstances of their discovery. However, it is
known that cast-iron cannonballs have been found in layers containing numerous materials from the
Ottoman period (Valov 1979, 188).

An unspecified number of stone balls were found during the excavations of the Lovech for-
tress, which was intensively occupied both in the Middle Ages and in the Ottoman period. Their di-
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ameters range from 7 to 11 cm (Changova 2006, 155), but there is no information about the contexts
in which they were found.

Smaller examples were found during the excavation of the largest architectural complex on
Tsarevets Hill in Veliko Tarnovo, commonly referred to in Bulgarian scientific literature (and public
consciousness) as the “Palace of the Bulgarian Tsars”. These specimens are 2 to 3 cm in diameter
(Nikolova 1974, 372, nos 47-63). Even though the excavations of the complex have revealed many
materials from the Ottoman period, these objects are typically dated to the Middle Ages by default
and have been interpreted as sling bullets (Nikolova 1974, 296).

A stone ball was discovered on the floor of Room 2, located near the northern entrance of
the so-called Northern Tower on Trapezitsa Hill. The ball is approximately circular, with reported
diameters ranging from 23 to 28 cm (Dermendzhiev 2011, 37, 52), and it weighs 20 kg. It is made of
sandstone. The researcher proposed two possible explanations for its presence. One hypothesis sug-
gests that there was a platform with a stone-throwing machine (trebuchet) above the room where the
ball was found. Alternatively, it might have been used by the Ottomans during their bombardment of
the tower in 1393 and then left in its ruins. The last coins found in the building, which provide a ter-
minus post quem for its abandonment and backfilling, date from the end of the 14" c. (Dermendzhiev
2011, 69-72). The researcher tends to date the final destruction of the tower to the early 15" c. (Der-
mendzhiev 2009, 62; 2011, 31), although this is not necessarily accurate.

Further excavations in the northern part of the hill uncovered four additional unstratified stone
balls of unknown characteristics (Totev et al. 2012, 418; Totev et al. 2015a, 641). A fragment of
another ball was found in the “room to the west of the alley leading to the walled postern” in the so-
called Southern Sector of Trapezitsa Hill, “dated to the second half of the 14" c.” (Rabovyanov 2015,
226). This ball has a diameter of 17.5 cm and is roughly shaped from local grey-yellow sandstone.
The dating of the room is influenced by the general dating of the “quarter” in this part of Trapezitsa,
which was supposedly abandoned immediately after the Ottoman invasion (Rabovyanov 2015, 294)
This thesis, first proposed in 2015, seemed problematic given the apparent presence of Ottoman-era
materials in the backfill of many pits and buildings in this sector. More recently, this view has been
revised due to the increasing number of finds and structures from this period (Rabovyanov 2022b;
2023).

An unspecified number of stone balls, with unknown characteristics, were discovered at the
foot of the “Momina Krepost” hill in Veliko Tarnovo. Interestingly, the researcher linked their pres-
ence at the site to a hypothetical encampment of the Ottoman army, which was supposedly there
during the siege of Tarnovo in 1393 (Nikolova 1968, 63) — a claim that lacks supporting evidence.

Two unstratified stone balls, also of unknown characteristics, were found near the Monastery
of the Holy 40 Martyrs at the western foot of Tsarevets Hill (Totev et al. 2015b, 653) in an area abun-
dant with materials and structures from various periods, including the Ottoman era. Two other balls
were found at Frenkhisar, southeast of the same hill (Dermendzhiev 2011, 42).

The number and characteristics of the stone balls found at the so-called “Old Kilifarevo Mon-
astery”, located to the south of Veliko Tarnovo, remain unknown (Nikolova 1978, 34). This site is,
in fact, a fortified hilltop settlement with evidence of occupation during Late Antiquity, the Middle
Ages, and the Ottoman period. The circumstances of the discovery of these artifacts are not known.

Excavations of the so-called outer wall of Kaliakra revealed a tower, built later than the origi-
nal structures, with “massive walls sloping at an angle of 60°” (Dzhingov et al. 1998, 33), indicating
the presence of a talus or glacis. The debris found inside the tower included fragments of bricks and
roof tiles, pottery shards from various periods (including faience), a coin from the second half of
the 14™ c., “small stone sling balls” with a diameter of 6-7 cm, and sixteen “large stone balls” with
a diameter of 15-25 cm. Some of these are depicted in a photograph (Dzhingov et al. 1998, 45, fig.
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Fig. 3. Oval-shaped concretions from the Bozhenishki Urvich fortress, mistakenly identified as man-made
stone balls (after Dishev 1979, 37)
O6p. 3. KoHkpeyuu ¢ ogaiHa ¢popma om kpenocmma Boowcenuwku Ypeuu, noepewHo npuemu 3a KAMeHHU
monku, deno Ha Yoeewka peKa (no Dishev 1979, 37)

43), showing objects with surfaces that are not perfectly smooth and shapes that are not necessarily
spherical. Additional stone balls, with diameters between 6 and 16 cm, were found outside the tower.

During archaeological excavations in Varna, two unstratified stone balls of unknown charac-
teristics were discovered at a site where materials from the Late Antique period were predominantly
found, along with a coin of Sultan Murad IT (Minchev, Kuzov 2007).

During the excavation of the multi-layered hilltop settlement “Bozhenishki Urvich”, artefacts
and features dating from prehistory to the early Ottoman period were unearthed. In 1976, a room
adjacent to the fortress wall yielded “280 pieces of war balls of various sizes and weights” (Vasilev
1977, 137), leading to the assumption that the room was used for ammunition storage. A decade later,
a similar report was published: once again, in a room next to the fortress wall, “230 stone war balls
and 170 stone sling bullets” were discovered (Vasilev et al. 1987, 209). Elsewhere, the discovery of
“thousands of stone war balls, sling bullets” is reported (Dishev 1979, 27). The dating of these finds
remains unclear. Accompanying photograph (fig. 3) show twenty stone objects with ovoid shapes
and smoothed surfaces, but their dimensions are unknown. Another photograph (Dishev 1979, 33)
depicts a similar object with surface damage, labelled as a “war ball with a human face”. Dr. Metodi
Zlatkov, the director of the renewed excavations of the fortress, who kindly shared his observations,
postulates that these objects are natural geological formations (concretions), which is probably cor-
rect.

Several unstratified “sling bullets made of stone, marble, and clay”, described as “not very
large and rare for Oescus”, were found during archaeological excavations outside the ancient fortress
wall of the Roman city of Oescus, located on the right bank of the Danube near the village of Gigen
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(Kabakchieva 2008). These excavations also revealed, among other artifacts, a pierced Ottoman coin.

Textual evidence

Evidence of the presence of artillery units in Bulgarian fortresses can be traced back to the ear-
liest series of Ottoman documents from the mid to late 15% c. For example, the synoptic tax register
(icmal defteri) of the Sanjak of Vidin from 14541455 provides details about the timar owned by the
gunner (top¢u) Karagoz, a member of the garrison stationed at the Vidin fortress (Boyanich-Lukach
1975, 76; Inalcik et al. 2018, 143). The tax register of the Sanjak of Nikopol from the late 1470s pro-
vides insights into the composition of the regiments in several fortresses, including Nikopol, Turnu
(Holavnik) and Giurgiu. In particular, this document reveals that Nikopol had 11 cannoneers, while
Holavnik had an additional eight (Stoykov 1966, 313-315; Inalcik et al. 2018, 100). The same reg-
ister mentions a group of ten top¢ular serving in the fortress of Giurgiu (Stoykov 1966, 331; Inalcik
et al. 2018, 108).

A register, probably from the third quarter of the 15 c., which provides information about the
timars in the Sofia and Samokov regions, contains details about the timar held by a topcu named
Yako (Todorov 1966, 101-103).

After the conquest of the fortress on Tsarevets Hill in Tarnovo, a military garrison was indeed
stationed there (Stoykov 1966, 323-325; Tsvetkova 1972a, 143—144). However, there is no explicit
mention of whether this garrison was equipped with artillery. A similar lack of official information
about the presence of gunners exists for the fortresses of Svishtov, Tutrakan, Ruse, Provadia, and
Cherven (Stoykov 1966, 321-331; inalcik et al. 2018, 104-109).

The absence of official documentation does not necessarily mean that these fortresses lacked
artillery. Ottoman and European sources describing the so-called “Crusade of Varna” report the use
of cannons and firearms by Ottoman garrisons not only in the fortresses of Vidin, Nikopol, and Gi-
urgiu (Imber 2006, 79, 82, 152, 158), but also in Shumen, Provadia, and Silistra, where the presence
of artillery units is not attested in the official Ottoman records published to date (Imber 2006, 88, 90,
142-144). Moreover, Jehan de Wavrin stated explicitly that the besiegers of the fortress of Giurgiu
fired “balls of light, soft Brabant stone” (Imber 2006, 152).

Evliya Celebi’s travelogue is another valuable source of information. During his extensive
travels through present-day Bulgaria in the 1650s and 1660s, he noted the presence of artillerymen
and cannons in several places. A significant number of these artillery units were located along the
banks of the Danube.

According to Evliya Celebi’s account, the Vidin fortress was equipped with a considerable
number of cannons (toplari ¢oktur), which were positioned facing the Danube (Kahraman 2010b,
212). Inside the inner fortress, there were various facilities, including the fortress commander’s resi-
dence (dizdar aga hanesi), warehouses for grain (tahil ambarlari) and ammunition (cebehane haz-
ineleri), a stable for horses (at ahirt), and a well for water supply (su kuyusu).

Evliya Celebi’s travelogue does not mention any gunners or cannons in Nikopol. However,
when he visited the fortress of Svishtov, he observed a mosque, the residences of the fortress com-
mander and the garrison soldiers, a considerable stock of ammunition and several sdhi cannons
(Kahraman, Dagli 2006, 414).

Various structures and personnel are described in the fortress of Ruse. There were residences
for the dizdar, the imam, the miiezzin and the kethiida. There was also the tower for military mu-
sicians (mehterhane kulesi), storehouses for ammunition (cebehane) and grain (tahil anbari), and
skilled artillerymen (usta topgulari). These gunners were equipped with balyemez cannons and sayka
cannons (Kahraman, Dagli 2006, 410).
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Across the Danube in the fortress of Giurgiu, which housed a garrison of 300 soldiers, Evliya
Celebi observed several significant structures. These included a mosque, a building for military mu-
sicians (mehterdni), and an ammunition depot (cebehane). Most importantly, the fortress boasted an
impressive armament of 50 small and large cannons (kiigtik ve biiyiik sahane 50 adet toplart) (Kahra-
man, Dagli 2006, 412).

The fortress of Silistra housed a diverse and rich array of cannons. Evliya Celebi observed
40 “large and small” sahi, darbzen, kolomborna, sayka, and sacma cannons there. He explicitly
emphasized the absence of balyemez cannons (balyemez toplari yoktur). Most of the cannons were
positioned on the fortress walls along the banks of the Danube. Only a few sdhi guns were directed
towards the south, where the Pasha’s palace was located just outside the walls. Upon his arrival in the
city, Melek Ahmed Pasha was welcomed with a ceremonial cannon salute (Kahraman, Dagli 2006,
431, 434).

The same governor renovated the dilapidated Harsova Fortress in Romania (Kahraman 2010a,
311) and equipped it with eight cannons (8 adet toplari), ammunition, and one hundred rifles (100
adet sildhiyla tufengler). The Tulcea fortress (Kahraman 2010a, 152—153) had a mosque, warehouses
for wheat (bugday ambari) and ammunition (cebehanesi), and “long guns” (uzun toplari) aimed at
the Danube.

At that time, it seems that at least some of the fortresses located to the south, along the northern
edge of the Balkan Mountains, were abandoned or no longer sheltered military units. The fortress of
Lovech had neither a commander nor a garrison (Kahraman 2010b, 204). The situation was similar
at the dilapidated (yer yer yikilmis, ici ve disi harabeye) fortress of Shumen (Kahraman, Dagli 2006,
406). Only the fortress in Provadia, with a garrison of 10 soldiers, had a small functioning mosque,
a granary (tahil anbart), residences for the higher-ranking inhabitants (dizdar, imam, and miiezzin),
and “enough” sdhi cannons (Kahraman, Dagli 2006, 400).

The Black Sea fortress of Varna was in good condition, with a “wonderful” ammunition depot
and numerous cannons (miikemmel cebehanesi ve toplari ¢oktur) (Kahraman 2010a, 132). Another
fortress on the Black Sea coast, Karaharman (near the village of Vadu in Romanian Dobrudzha), had
seven balyemez guns (Kahraman, Dagli 2006, 466-467). The Kaliakra fortress appeared to be com-
pletely abandoned, with no houses, mosques, watchtowers, bazaar, guards, ammunition stores, or
cannons (Dagli, Kahraman 2005, 164). However, its operation during certain periods of the Ottoman
era, the presence of numerous buildings from that time, including public buildings, as well as can-
nons, is beyond doubt. This is confirmed by years of archaeological research (Yosifova 1978, 45-46:
numerous houses and a hammam; 1993: churches and cemeteries around them; 1998: a mosque;
Dzhingov et al. 1998, 164—183: fortification), Ottoman documents from the second half of the 18% c.
(Mihaylova-Mravkarova 1980), and descriptions by foreign travelers (Yosifova 1978, 41).

Results and discussion

The examination of the available archaeological data reveals that most contexts containing
stone balls can be confidently dated to the Ottoman period (Cherven, Shumen, Silistra, Kaliakra),
while in other cases, such as Nikopol and Vidin, this is highly probable. The dating of finds from
other discussed sites remains generally unclear, with their attribution to the Ottoman period uncer-
tain, as is their supposedly undisputed dating to the Middle Ages.

Significant collections of stone balls in Bulgaria predominantly originate from sites where
intensive occupation is documented even after the late 14" c. Such finds are extremely rare in sites
that ceased to exist before or at the beginning of the Ottoman period. The few known examples to the
contrary seem to be exceptions that confirm the rule. Most of these are unstratified finds, and their
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designation as medieval ammunition was often made by force of habit. In Pliska, unstratified finds
of stone balls are occasionally reported (Dimitrov, Stoyanova 2006, 325; Grigorov et al. 2017, 534).
Two were found in the fortress near Kiten (Panayotova 2007, 363), and another, embedded in the
wall of a presumably medieval Byzantine church, near the village of Iskra (Dzhambov et al. 2007,
470). A specimen found in Ottoman layers in Plovdiv has been interpreted as a “redeposited” me-
dieval find (Stanev, Bozhinova 2015, 746). Three specimens “as big as a fist” were found “near the
entrance to Tower no. 3” in the Anevsko Kale fortress near Sopot, without clarifying whether they
were outside or inside the tower (Dzhambov 1991, 87, 93, fig. 60r).

The seemingly largest “medieval” collection comes from the multi-layered fortified hilltop
settlement of Krasen near Panagyurishte, which saw intensive occupation both in Late Antiquity and
the Middle Ages. However, excavations at this site have yielded a few coins from the Ottoman period
(Grigorov 2010, 196-197), as well as other diagnostic finds from that time, such as heel irons and
clay tobacco pipes (Grigorov 2010, 143-144, 154). The thirteen stone balls found here vary in shape,
size, weight, surface texture, and raw materials, and were “found throughout the study area and in all
strata” (Grigorov 2010, 65, 318, PI. 16). According to the catalogue, they date from either Late An-
tiquity or the Middle Ages. Overall, the proposed dating of many finds from this site is controversial.
For example, medieval glass bracelets have been attributed to Late Antiquity, vertical loom weights
to the Middle Ages, and rowel spurs to the 12 c. Given all this, it is difficult to accept without res-
ervation that the stone balls found at the site are medieval ammunition. However, it is worth noting
that the publication of the results of the excavations at the Krasen fortress is one of the few texts in
which we can find information about their weight, which ranges from 250 to 800 grams.

In summary, the archaeological analysis suggests that a significant portion of the stone balls
with an unclear archaeological context probably date from the Ottoman period and represent Otto-
man cannonballs. A comparison with data from written sources reveals that most of the sites in Bul-
garia, where archaeological collections of such objects originate, were home to Ottoman garrisons.
Some of them (Vidin, Nikopol, Svishtov, Silistra) undoubtedly included artillery units. Of course,
the absence of direct data of the same nature for other sites does not necessarily imply that guns were
never stationed there.

Stone cannonballs have been found during archaeological excavations not only in Bulgaria but
also in Serbia. According to official documents, there were producers of stone artillery ammunition
in Serbia in the second half of the 15" and 16™ c. (Petrovi¢ 1966, 167; Zirojevi¢ 1974, 203-204).
Collections of such objects have been found at various sites that were intensively occupied during
the Ottoman period. As in Bulgaria, they are either unstratified finds or found in Ottoman contexts.
Such finds were made in the fortresses of Magli¢ (Popovic¢ 2012, 174), Stala¢ (Mini¢, Vukadin 2007,
121-122), Golubac, Novo Brdo, Smederevo, Beograd (Katani¢ 1981, 203205, see also Bajalovi¢-
Hadzi-Pesi¢ 1984, 75, and Popovi¢, Biki¢ 2004, 65, 84, 100), etc. The size of the stone balls varies,
mostly ranging from seven to twenty cm, but some are comparable to those from Cherven, and oc-
casionally even larger ones have been found. Balls from Magli¢ and Stala¢ are made of sandstone,
with the former being “rough and imprecise”.

The numerous stone balls from Novigrad in Croatia (Aralica et al. 2021), most of which are
unstratified finds, are divided into two categories — large (18 to 58 cm), supposedly intended for
stone-throwing machines, and small (with a diameter equal to or less than 17 cm), characterized as
cannonballs. Without an additional criterion, this classification would have seemed highly question-
able, but the researchers explicitly note that the large balls are “irregularly shaped” and therefore
consider it “quite certain that they were not used as cannonballs”. There are indeed (large) examples
in the accompanying photographs where a partially flat surface is visible, and these could indeed be
interpreted as ammunition for stone-throwing machines. For others, however, this assumption is not
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entirely certain.

Numerous stone projectiles from Chembalo (located on the Crimean Peninsula) exhibit flat
areas on their surfaces, suggesting that they may have served as ammunition for stone-throwing
machines (Dyachkov 2017). However, within the same fortress and throughout Crimea, many such
specimens have been found in contexts dating from the late 14" c. onwards, which are most plausibly
interpreted as cannonballs (Kuz’ 2010; Ruev 2014).

The variation in size of these stone cannonballs provides archaeological evidence for a fact
known from written records: the Ottoman Empire possessed and used a range of cannons with differ-
ent calibres (Agoston 2005, 61-95; 2016, 32—43). The substantial stone cannonballs from Cherven,
which appear to weigh about 160 kg each (given an average specific weight for stone of 2500 kg/m3),
were probably ammunition for some of the largest cannons of their time — mortars (or bombards)
capable of firing projectiles of this size, if not larger. This collection inevitably raises several unan-
swered questions, one of the most important being the rationale for housing this collection in this
particular location. It is noteworthy that stone projectiles of comparable size have also been found in
the “palaces” of Magli¢ and Golubac, similar to the “castle” in Cherven (Katani¢ 1981, 205; Popovi¢
2012, 174).

Stone ammunition was used not only for large cannons but also for the smallest cannons and
hand-held firearms (tiifenk). The barrel diameter of these weapons was usually between 2 and 3 cm
(Agoston 2005, 90), and the lighter ones used ammunition weighing 12 to 15 grams. This leads to
the question of the function of stone balls of similar size and weight, which are often interpreted as
sling-bullets or children’s toys (Rabovyanov 2009; 2015, 246), especially when discovered in Otto-
man structures and layers.

The current state of research does not allow a more precise chronology of the archaeologi-
cal evidence for the use of gunpowder artillery in Bulgaria during the Ottoman period. It can be
postulated, albeit for general considerations, that the large projectiles from Cherven should be dated
relatively early, specifically no later than the beginning of the 16" c. This is because the use of am-
munition of this size almost completely ceased in the following centuries (but see Cipolla 1965,
96-99, 102, no. 1). The increased use of metal projectiles in later periods does not inherently justify
dating stone ammunition exclusively to the early Ottoman period, since their use did not cease in the
subsequent centuries.

It is essential to consider the possibility that the stone ammunition for gunpowder artillery
discovered in Bulgaria was not exclusively “Ottoman” but also “Bulgarian”. This implies that at least
some of it predates, even if only marginally, the Ottoman conquest of the last medieval Bulgarian
states. In fact, there is evidence of the use of cannons in Balkan armies as early as the 14" c. Some
researchers suggest that the Ottomans were introduced to this novel type of weapon during their
conquest campaigns in Southeastern Europe (Agoston 2005, 17-18). However, to the best of my
knowledge, there is no evidence indicating that the armies of the rulers of Tarnovo, Vidin, Silistra, or
Kaliakra owned and operated cannons.

Conclusion and future perspectives

The existence of previously unrecognized archaeological evidence of Ottoman gunpowder
artillery in Bulgaria is, in my view, indisputable. My proposed understanding of the function of stone
projectiles from sites such as Cherven, Shumen, Nikopol, Silistra, Svishtov, and others does not im-
ply a denial of the use of trebuchets, mangonels, or spherical stone projectiles by medieval armies
in Bulgaria and the Balkans. The use of stone-throwing machines is confirmed by written sources
(Madgearu 2016, 157159, 164-165, 169). However, for archaeology to make a meaningful contri-
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Fig. 4. Map showing all places mentioned in the text (author Ch. Kirilov. Basemap: https://maps-for-free.
com/ with modifications by the author. Hydrology layer: https:/www.hydrosheds.org/products/hydrorivers
with modifications by the author).

1. Anevsko kale; 2. Beograd; 3. Bozhenishki Urvich; 4. Chembalo; 5. Cherven; 6. Gigen; 7. Giurgiu;

8. Golubac; 9. Harsova; 10. Iskra; 11. Kaliakra; 12. Kavala; 13. Kilifarevo; 14. Kiten; 15. Komotini;
16. Krasen; 17. Lovech; 18. Magli¢; 19. Nikopol; 20. Novigrad; 21. Novo Brdo; 22. Pliska; 23. Plovdiv;
24. Provadia; 25. Ruse; 26. Serres; 27. Schumen; 28. Silistra; 29. Skopje; 30. Smederevo; 31. Sofia;
32. Stala¢; 33. Svishtov; 34. Thessaloniki; 35. Tulcea; 36. Turnu (Holavnik); 37. Tutrakan; 38. Vadu;
39. Varna; 40. Veliko Tarnovo; 41. Vidin
O6p. 4: Kapma Ha mecmama, cnomeHamu 8 mekcma (asmop 4. Kupunos. Kapmua noonodicka: https://
maps-for-free.com/ ¢ modupuxayuu Ha asmopa. Xuoponoxicku caoli: https://www.hydrosheds.org/products/
hydrorivers ¢ modugukayuu Ha asmopa).

1. AHescko kane; 2. benepad; 3. boycenuwku Ypeuu; 4. Yembano; 5. UepeeH; 6. ['uzeH; 7. ['opzeeo;
8. T'onybay; 9. Xepwoea; 10. Hckpa; 11. Kaauakpa; 12. Kasana; 13. Kunugapego; 14. KumeH;
15. T'omropoxcuHa; 16. Kpacen; 17. Jlogeu; 18. Maaauu; 19. Hukonoa; 20. Hosuepad; 21. Hogo bwpdo;
22. Ilaucka; 23. I1noedus; 24. IIpoeadusi; 25. Pyce; 26. Csp; 27. Illymen; 28. Cuaucmpa; 29. Ckonue;
30. Cmedepeeo; 31. Cocpusi; 32. Cmanau; 33. Ceuwjos; 34. ConyH; 35. Tynua; 36. TypHy (Xone6HUK);
37. TympakaH; 38. Bady; 39. BapHa; 40. Beauko TepHoeo; 41. BuduH

bution to this issue, it is crucial that the contexts in which these artifacts are found are meticulously
investigated and documented, and the results of excavations are disseminated with care.

In addition, the artifacts themselves must be described more precisely, taking into account not
only their dimensions but also their weights, which play a crucial role in their classification by their
makers and users. Equally important is the precise determination of the raw material from which they
were made.

The shape of the object and the condition of its surface are also critical characteristics that
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Fig. 5. Map showing fortifications housing military units in Bulgaria as documented in Ottoman registers
(author Ch. Kirilov. Basemap: https://maps-for-free.com/ with modifications by the author. Hydrology layer:
https: hydrosh rg/pr hydrorivers with modifications by the author). White circle: Attested
military garrisons. Black dot: Attested artillery units
O6p. 5. Kapma Ha ykpenneHusi ¢ 60eHHU 2apHU30HU 6 Bueapus cnoped OaHHU OM OCMAHCKU pe2ucmpu

(asmop Y. Kupunos. KapmHa nodnodxicka: https://maps-for-free.com/ c moouguxayuu Ha asmopa.
Xuodponodcku caoli: https://www.hydrosheds.org/products/hydrorivers ¢ mooucgpukayuu Ha asmopa). Bsia
Kpwe: 3aceudemencmeaHu 80eHHU 2apHU30HU. YepHa mouka: 3aceudemencmeaHu apmuaeputicku uacmu

must be thoroughly documented. Unlike projectiles for stone-throwing machines, the shapes of can-
nonballs should generally approximate a ball as closely as possible, and the surfaces must be rela-
tively well smoothed (Rogers 2019, 43), although we should not expect them to resemble billiard or
bowling balls.

Indeed, stone balls may have served purposes beyond ammunition in the past, so the discus-
sion should not be limited to the dichotomy of “(ammunition for) catapults or cannons”. Once again,
the careful documentation and publication of contexts play a key role.

Finally, I would like to highlight an important observation. The fact that the archaeological and
written evidence of Ottoman artillery predominantly pertains to locations between the Danube and
the Balkan Mountains (figs 5-6), often representing medieval fortresses captured by the Ottomans, is
probably not a coincidence. These lands, although effectively conquered and pacified from the first
quarter of the 15" c. onward, seem to have constituted a frontier zone that was not only potentially
threatened but also frequently attacked by political entities north of the Danube. Conversely, in the
regions south of the mountains, which had remained untouched by foreign armies for nearly four
centuries until the early 19" c., the maintenance of fortifications and stationed artillery units would
have been considered unnecessary from the perspective of the Ottoman authorities, except for cer-
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Fig. 6. Lower Danube fortifications with artillery units, as reported in Evliya Celebi’s travelogues (author

Ch. Kirilov. Basemap: https://maps-for-free.com/ with modifications by the author. Hydrology layer: https:/
www.hydrosheds.org/products/hydrorivers with modifications by the author)

O6p. 6. Ykpennenus no [Jonen [lyHag ¢ apmuneputicku noopazoeneHusi 8 msx cnopeo cgedeHust om
nemenucume Ha Egaus Yenebu (aemop Y. Kupunos. KapmHa nodnodcka: https://maps-for-free.com/
¢ moducpukayuu Ha aemopa. Xudponodicku caoli: https://www.hydrosheds.org/products/hydrorivers ¢

Molougukayuu Ha asmopa)

tain coastal points such as Kavala (Kahraman 2011, 114), Thessaloniki (Kahraman 2011, 141-142,
145-146), Varna, and others.

In his description of the fortress of Komotini, Evliya Celebi states: “In places, the walls and
fortified towers have been destroyed. Weapons and ammunition are missing. Therefore, because it
is in the interior, there is no ammunition, no dizdar, and no fortress garrison, but only many Jews”
(Dimitrov 1972, 112; Kahraman 2011, 83). The situation was similar in Serres (Kahraman 2011,
125). In Plovdiv, there was neither a garrison nor weapons since the city was in an inland province
(i¢ il). However, it had two sdhi cannons, which were used to signal the population on religious holi-
days (Kahraman, Dagli 2006, 498). There is no record of cannons in Sofia (Kahraman, Dagli 2006,
508-541). I remain unconvinced that the mentioned gunner Yako can or should be interpreted as a
hypothetical member of an artillery garrison in that city. There is no evidence to support such a claim.
It is plausible that he was just an artilleryman who participated in military campaigns. Skopje, also
an inland fortress, had few weapons and cannons (Kahraman 2010a, 767).

All this leads subtly to the broader question of the fate of the medieval settlement network,
including in present-day Bulgarian territories, during the Ottoman era. While the discussion of these
questions is beyond the scope of this work, finding the right answers also requires a thorough analysis
of the available archaeological material, including seemingly uninformative finds such as stone balls.
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Chavdar Kirilov

OcMaHcKa orHecTpenHa aptunepus B bbnrapus:
apXeoniorMyeckn 1 NCTOpUYeCcKn cBnaeTesnicTea

Yaspaap Knpunos
(pestome)

IIpesmeT Ha ToBa M3C/e/BaHe ca KAMEHHUTE TOIKW C Pa3/IMYHU pa3MepH, KOUTO Ce OTKPUBAT
TIPY Pa3KOTIKUTE Ha PeJuLIa, 10 MPaBUJIO yKpereHH, 00eKTH B birapusi, Kouto ca oOuTaBaHu mpe3
CpegHoBekoBHreTo. Ha ompesiesieHn MecTa Te3u rpeJMeTH ce OTKPHUBAT Mof, opMaTa Ha KOJIeKTUBHU
Haxo[KH, CbCTaBEeHU OT TI0 HSKOJKO [JeCeTKH eK3eMIidpa. [lpyrajie rpejcTaBnisBaT eMHUYHU Ha-
XOJKH, KOUTO 00aye Ce CpelaT J0CTaTbYHO YeCTo, Taka ye a (hopmupar (Tpy Mpob/DKATETHH TIPO-
yuBaHUs1) 3HAUMTE/THU KOMeKIMU. TpaZAuLiMoHHO Te ce fathpaT B CpeJHOBEKOBUETO U Ce 03HaJyaBaT
Karo ,,00¥HU TONKK®. B 3aBUCHMOCT OT pa3MepuTe CU e[HH OT TSX Ce PasrIeX/JaT KaTo CHapsiv 3a
KaMeHOMeTHH (CTeHOOOWHM) MaIllMHM, a IPYTH — KaTo TOIYeTa, U3CTPe/IBaH! C TIOMOIIITa Ha Tparl-
KH.

YcroliunBuTe Bb3IVIe[U OTHOCHO Te3U IpeMeTH Ce Nb/DKaT Hali-Beue Ha cujara Ha HaBHKa.
TsxHata AaTHpoBKa U (PYHKIMS Cce IpreMar 3a [JO0TOJIKOBa Mojpa3bupaliy ce, ye Te HUTO ce 0OHa-
poJBaT ChIVIACHO BCUUKM I1paBW/Ia Ha HayKara, HUTO ca Ouiu rpeJMeT Ha 10-3afb160ueHo U3ciiefi-
BaHe. [Tof;06HO Ha MHOTO pYyTy apXeo/IorhueCcKy HaX0O[KH, Te Ce CUMTaT 3a 6e3rHTepeCHHU, Thii KaTo
BU/IMMO HsIMa C KaKBO Jla 060rarsT Ky/ITypHO-UCTOpUUeCKUs jebaT, KOMTO TPaJULMOHHO e I7laBHaTa
(a moHsIKora U eZIMHCTBEHATa) Lie/1 Ha eiHO apXeosIorMUecKo NpoyyuBaHe, He3aBUCUMO [ja/lv TO e Te-
PEeHHO WM KaOWHeTHO.

IMTomo6HO cxBatjaHe e, pa3bupa ce, Aba60K0 morperiHo. KameHnHuTe cdepu, Kato Beska ipyra
apxeosiorMyecka HaxofiKa, ca HOCUTe/IM Ha pa3HooOpa3Ha MH(popMalys, KosiTo Yaka /ia Ob/ie u3Bre-
yeHa. Hemasika yact ot Hesl ielicCTBUTeTHO He OM 3aMHTPHUryBasia OHOTOBa, KOWTO Ce BBJIHYBa CaMO
OT OTrOBOpUTe Ha BbIpocH Karo ,,Koii?“ u ,,Kora?“. lopu Te3u otroBopu obaue 6u creznBano aa
ObJaT AazeHu Cref HarpaBaTa Ha 3a/bJ00ueH aHa/i3, KaKbBTO B C/Tydast UTICBa. [locTaBsiHeTo Ha
KapylLjata rpef; KoHs He e i00pa MpakTHKa (He caMo) B HayKaTa ¥ TOBa Me Hakapa Zia 0ObpHa Io-ce-
pPHO3HO BHMMaHHe Ha npobiema. HamuHWTe JaHHU He ca TBbpZe OOW/IHH, HO B KpaiiHa CMeTKa ce
OKa3a, ye ca /JOCTaThuHH, 3a /ja MOXKe TPAJULIMOHHUTE BB3IVIeAH 1a ObAaT mpobsieMaTH3upaHy U Jja
ce oyepTae ZI0CTa TMO-pa3/iMuHa OT o0MuaiiHaTa KapTHHa.

Bbp3 mories KbM M3BeCTHOTO KbM MOMEHTA TI0Ka3a, ue rojieMruTe COUPKY OT KaMeHHU TOTIKU
TIPOM3XO0XK/IAaT He OT KaKBU /la € CPeJHOBEKOBHHM 00EKTH, a BCe OT TaKMBa, KOUTO TPOAB/DKABAT /ja
(yHKLIMOHUPAT ITBJIHOLIEHHO M CJIe]] YCTaHOBSIBAHETO Ha OCMaHCKaTa B/IacT B JHEIIHUTEe ObrapcKu
3eMd. Ha MecTa, KOUTO mpeKpaTsiBaT Chllje CTBYBaHETO CH MPeJiy WU Hal-KbCHO 110 BpeMe Ha OCMaH-
CKOTO 3aBOeBaHHe, TaKWBa MPeIMeTH WU He Ce OTKPUBAT, /U NIPe/[CTaB/IsABaT U3K/IIOUUTETHO PeIKU
Haxoaku. OT gpyra cTpaHa e o0pe W3BeCTHO, Ye BeKOBe Hape] 0CMaHCKUTe OTHeCTPeTHN OPBXKHUs —
KaKTO OPB/MATA, TaKa U MyIIKATE — MAaCOBO M3MO/3BaT boerpuracy, n3paboTeHu OT KaMbK. Bcruko
TOBa Me HaKapa /ja 3acTaHa HalllpekK U /la ce BI7iejlaM BHUMaTe/THO B CBe/IeHUsITa OTHOCHO KOHTEeKCTH-
Te U cpefiaTa, B KOATO Ce HaMUpaT KaMeHHUTe TOIKHU.

Ha Hsikou MecTa Te 63 CbMHeHMe ca OTKPUTH B KOHTEKCTH 1 Cpefia OT 0CMaHCKo BpeMme. [Tpu-
Mepu 3a ToBa ca UepseH, [Ilymen, Cummctpa, Kamnakpa v CBuiroB. 3HaurMaTa COMpKa OT KaMeHHU
TOIKK OT YepBeH, pou3XosK/allia Hali-Beue OT T. Hap. ,,3aMbK“ U OT KOMILIEKCa OT Crpajy [oKpai
3ara/iHara KpeIocTHa CTeHa B rOrosarajiHaTa 4acT Ha BbTpELIHUs Ipaji, C OCHOBaHUE e OTHeCeHa
OT IpoyyYBaTe/uTe KbM I0C/IeAHNUS [1ePUO0J, OT ChIIleCTBYBaHeTO Ha Irpaja, T. e. KbM BPeMETO Cjie[,
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1388 r. CbLIeBpeMeHHO ,,cH/laTa Ha HABUKA“ TW Kapa Jia TBbPJAT, Ye BIIPOCHUTE HaXOAKU Ca Cpefi-
HOBEKOBHH. [IbI00KOTO TIPOTHBOpEUre MeX/y /IBeTe UM TBBbP/IeHHUs], N3ITIeX/a, He TIopakzia ocobe-
HU TIpUTeCcHeHus (He camo y Tax). OrpoMHara yacT OT JileCeTKUTe KaMeHHH TornkH oT LllymeHckaTa
KDeIIOCT Ca OTKPUTU B TIOMeLL[eHUsATa Ha T. Hap. ,,MaJIKO YKpeIlleHue Win ,,Liurajena“ B 3arnajgHara
YacT Ha KPerocCTTa, B Cpefia, M300M/ICTBAlIla C MaTepUay OT OCMaHCKaTa eroxa. Harb/iHO BeposiTHO
€ BBIIPOCHUAT apXUTeKTypeH KOMILJIEKC He IPOCTO /ia e U3II0/I3BaH 110 0CMaHCKO BpeMe, a J0pH Ja
e MOCTPOeH e/iBa Toraea. Bce mak He OuBa /ia ce 3abpapsi, Ye KaTo CIO/Us B FPajieXka My e W3I0/3-
BaH Hajamuc ¢ umeto Ha 1ap VMean Iuiimvan. Bce B riiacToBe U CTPYKTYPU OT OCMaHCKO BpeMe ca
OTKPUBaHU MHOTOOpOWHUTe KaMeHHU TOnKU B Cuimctpa. Helrlo moBeue, Te ca HAMUpaHU Hali-Beue
B paiioHa Ha KpaiiflyHaBcKaTa KperocTHa CTeHa, T. €. TOUHO TaM, Kb/[eTO CTiope]| TMCMeHH JaHHHU ca
OUM pa3ToNoyKeH! MOBEYeTO OT OPBAMSATA HA OCMAHCKHUS TapHU30H. B Kanuakpa TakvuBa HaxO[Ku
BEPOSITHO Ca HAMUPaHU Ha He e[HO U JIBe MecTa, Ho 0OHapoJiBaHUTe MpeMeTH TIPOU3XMK/IAT Haii-
Beue OT PyIIIeBUHUTE Ha CaMOTHATa MPOTHBOAPTU/IEPUIICKA Ky/la B ceBepHara reprdepusi Ha 00eKTa,
KOWUTO M300MJICTBAT C KepaMMKa OT OCMaHCKarta eroxa. OT 0CMaHCKH TJIAaCTOBe TMPOW3XO0XKAaT U Ka-
MeHHUTe chepu oT CBUILOB.

Hpyrage, nanpumep B Huxkorion u THpHOBO, cATyalusTa € II0-HesiCHA, HO IOCTy/MpaHara
CpeJHOBEKOBHA /laTa Ha TaMOLLHWTE eK3eMIUISIpY € HECUI'YPHA, a4 BepPOSITHOCTTA Te Jia JaTupar oT
OCMaHCKO BpeMe ChBceM He e Masika. [Ipy BCMUKU No/10)kKeHus! e SICHO eJHO — HaJluLie ca peAuLia CU-
T'YPHU KOHTEKCTH C OOMHM TOMKK OT OCMaHCKO BpeMe, KAKTO U HSIKOJIKO CTIOPHH, HO HSIMa HUTO e/IH
CUTYPEH CPeJIHOBEKOBEH KOHTEKCT, Mpe/yiarall] KOJeKIvsl OT KAMEHHHU ,,00iHU TOTIKK®, ChITOCTaBUM
C Te3U OT OCMAaHCKO BpeMe.

CepIiocTaBKaTa C JaHHUTe OT MUCMEHUTe W3BOPU € MHOIO3HAUMTe/HA. 3aroyBaiiKu OLle OT
cpenata Ha XV B., 0CMaHCKU PervCTpH 3aCBUETE/ICTBAT pasoyiaraHeTo Ha apTU/IePUMCKY FrapHU30-
HU Ha peZIIia MeCTa B JHEITHUTe OBb/IrapCKy 3eMH, HeMaJlka 4acT OT KOUTO ChBIAJAT C apXeosioruye-
CKHTe 00€KTH, OT KOUTO MPOU3XO0XK/AT 3HAUNTETHA COMPKY OT ,,KaMeHHH 00WHM TONKU“. CIUCHKBT
e pasivpeH OarofiapeHye Ha mbTenucute Ha EBmus Yenebu ot cpenara Ha XVII B. CefeHusTa
OT MMMCMEHUTe U3BOPU KOPeCIIOHAUpaT OTIIMYHO C apXeoJIornueCKUs 3aric U MpaBsAT HaJIOKUTeTHO
MPEOCMUCSIHETO Ha (PyHKIUATA Ha KAMEHHWTe TOMKW. 3HAYMTeHa YacT OT TAX BCHLIHOCT Ca Ka-
MEeHHH T'HoJIeTa 3a OCMaHCKU OpbJAust. MasKkuTe ek3eMIUISIpU C JhaMeTpH OT 10 CaMO HSIKOJIKO CaHTH-
MeTpa u Terio 10—15 rpama, KOUTO Ce ThJAKYBaT OM/IO KaTo TOIJeTa 3a Ipalika, 6110 Kato JeTCKU
WTPauKH, MPeCroKOHHO O1Xa MOIJIU /i TIPeACTaB/IsIBaT O0eMpUIiack 3a PhUHU OTHECTPETHU OPBXKUSI.

IIpocTpaHCTBEeHUAT aHa/IM3 Ha apXeoIorMuecKUTe U UCTOPUUeCKUTE CBU/IeTe/ICTBA 38 OCMaH-
CKa OrHeCTpe/iHa apTWIepusl pUCcyBa UHTepeCHa KapTUHa U [jaBa [10BOJ, 3a [10-HaTaTbllleH Pa3MUCHII.
Opbausi U apTUIepUIICKU TapHU30HHW Ca pasrioJioykKeH! B 3aBapeHH, MOJ/IbPyKaHu U Haii-uecTo Tipe-
yCTpOUBaHM KpemnocTy B 3emute Mexy [yHaB u Crapa ruiaHuHa. Ha mo-KbCeH eTar, U3Iiex/a,
YacT OT TsX, Hail-Beue B [IpenbasikaHa, TyOST BOEHHOTO CH 3HaYeHHe CH, 3a pa3jivKa OT TOBEYeTO
yKperuieHus 1o 6perosete Ha /lyHaB v Ha UepHo mMope. B 3emute to)kHO oT CTapa I1aHuHa, KOUTO B
TeyeHHe Ha BeKOBe He BIDKZAT Uy KU apMUM, HsIMa HUTO apXeoJI0TUYeCKU, HUTO UCTOPUYEeCKU CBU-
JIeTe/ICTBA 3a CTAl[MOHAPHM apTHUIepUHCKH YacTy. TpsiOBa fia ce OTH/ie MHOTO TI0 Ha foT, KbM Opero-
BeTe Ha Ereiicko Mope, 3a [ja ce OTKPUAT KPeroCTH, MO/IC/IOHSBAIIM TaKMBa TapHU30HU. Bcuuko ToBa
MOBJMra pe/iuiia BHIIPOCH 3a Ch/[0aTa Ha CPe[HOBEKOBHATA YKPeNuTe/THa CUCTeMa Mpe3 0CMaHCKaTa
erioxa 1 rnpob/ieMaTr3rpa TpaIMI[OHHAaTa Te3a 3a 6e30r71eJHOTO pa3pylilaBaHe Ha CPeIHOBEKOBHUTE
KPEroCTH B X0/la HA 0CMaHCKOTO 3aBoeBaHue. ToBa obaue e jipyra TeMa KOSTO W3/M3a Jjajied U3BbH
pPaMKUTe Ha HaCTOSILL|OTO U3C/Ie/|BaHe.
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ABSTRACT

The bouleuterion is the main edifice in the complex of any ancient city square (agora/forum). The bouleuterion of Serdica
is the only studied and definitely identified edifice in the complex of the local central square. Its chronology and character-
istics have been debated by various researchers. The construction of its known edifice can be attributed to the last quarter of
the 2" c. AD. It was erected on top of an earlier building, probably with the same purpose. The known edifice was substan-
tially reconstructed at the end of the 3" c. AD. Its use as a bouleuterion has ended in the period between the end of the 4"
and the middle of the 5" c. AD The poorly preserved remains and the extreme circumstances of their study in the 1950s are
the reasons why almost all basic questions about their characterization today can be answered in the form of probabilities,
as hypotheses. Although hypothetical, our analysis should be based on the facts and documentation available in the primary
publication, following an objective, but also correct attitude towards them.

KEYWORDS

Serdica, bouleuterion, Roman city, architecture

[ToBoj, 3a HACTOSAIUS aHA/M3 € HaCKOpOo 0OHapo/iBaHa cTaTvs 3a Oy/neBTeproHa Ha Serdica — fieno
Ha M. VBaHOB, B KOSTO Ce KOMEHTHMPAT KPUTHUYHO IMO-PaHHUTE MyOJUKALIMK W Ce Tpejjara HoBa
CTpOWTE/THA TIEPUO/IU3AIIUs 3a TO3M BakeH nameTHHK (Ivanov 2021a). EfHa oT mo-paHHUTe mMy0u-
kaiu e mos (Dintchev 2010). HagsiBam ce unTtartessT Aa OLIEHU TO3U TEKCT KaTo T0Jie3Ha AUCKYCUS
OTHOCHO BBb3MO)KHOTO U AOIMYCTUMOTO B UHTepIIpeTalUsiTa Ha HaJIMYHUTE JAAHHU 3a Crpajara Ha
CepAVIKUNCKUS TPajick ChBeT. HafisiBaM ce ChIj0 Ha 6/1ar0CK/IOHHO OTHOIIIeHHe TpeiBU/ ] Her30esx-
HOTO CXO/ICTBO ChC ChBP)KAHWETO Ha MPeAX0oJHUTe MyOIUKal|y 10 TeMaTa, a ChIIo U C Orvies] Ha
[OBTOPEHUSITA Ha HSIKOU JAHHU U MHEHUS B CJIe[jBAILlOTO HU3J/I0’KEHHe.

BrrpocHara crpazia e HermocpeACTBEHO Ha U3TOK OT MpeAro/iaraeMusi LieHTpasleH IoLaz Ha
aHTWYHUSA rpaj. OCTaHKWTe M ca W3C/e[BaHu criacuTenHo rpe3 1952—-1953 r. Onpesie/isiHETO U KaTo
crpajia Ha rpajckus cbBet (bouleuterion) e o6ocHOBaHO oT TipoyuBarenute (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964,
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O6p. 1. Obwy naax Ha ocmaHKkume om 6yneemepuoHa (no Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, table II1)
Fig. 1. General plan of the remains of the bouleuterion (after Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, table III)

26-27) 1 HUKOH OT MO-KbCHUTE W3C/ie[joBaTe/y He To ocriopsa. MiMa npaBobI'b/ieH I1aH M BbHILHU
pa3mepu 25,20 (3—1) x 23,70 m. CTeHuTe U ca C [JOKBJI OT KBaJIPK 1 HaZICTPOMKA B CMeCeHa 3u/iapusi
(opus mixtum). 'brauTte ¥ BXOZHUTE CTPAHHULM Ca C W3LAIO TyxJleHa 3uzapus Haf Lokbiaa. [Ipoyu-
BaTe/UTe pasrpaHUYaBaT [Ba OCHOBHH Meproza B HeWHOTO ¢yHKLMoHUpaHe. [1pe3 mbpBus (,A“)
Mepyoy, BbB BbTPELIHOCTTA Ha CrpajaTa HsiMa COIMHO TpajileHd ChopBKeHus. BxoasT 1 e ot 1or. B
M0-KbCEeH MOMEHT, HO B TPaHULUTEe Ha TIepyoja, Criopes poyyBaTeiuTe, KAMEHHUAT Ipar Ha BXoZa
e nopaurHar (ibid., 17-20). TIpe3 Bropus (,,b*) ocHOBeH Tiepuo/| BLHIIIHUATE CTEHHW Ha Crpaziara ca
yznebesneru oTebTpe. Cera BbB BETPEITHOCTTA U TMO-TOUHO B FO’KHATA U L|eHTPasTHaTa M 4acT e U3rpa-
JleHa Co/M/iHa KaBea C KaMeHHHM CeZla/IKi, HOCEeHU OT 3U/jaH| MOJIyKOHUUHU CBOZIOBE C HAKJIOH OT 0T
KbM ceBep. HammuHWTe 0CTaHKM OT Ta3u KOHCTPYKLMS BK/IFOUBAT TPU OTYACTH ChbXPaHeHH KOHLIeH-
TPUYHO BIHMCAHMU ,,3U/la ¢ GopMa Ha HelTbJIeH MOMYKPBI, 0ObpHATH C OTBOPa KbM CeBep... CBbP3aHu
TOCpe/ICTBOM HarlpeuHu, pajiiaaHo pa3mnosiokeHu cteHu” (ibid., 20-21). IsroBuiHHATe CTEHU Ca C
nebenvHa 1,25 m — BpHImHaTa ¥ 1,10 m — cpepHara u BbTpemHara (ibid., 21). Paguanaure crenn
ca C Toc/IeloBaTe/THO peayBaiy ce aebemmnu — o 0,65 m u 0,80 m MeXxay BBHIIIHATA U CPeHATA
Ibra Ha KaBesita, ¥ o 0,80 m u 1,10 m Me)kay cpefgHaTa ¥ BbTpeliHara u Abra (ibid., 22-23). 1o
paZiMaJHATe CTEHU MeXX/y BbHILIHATA U Cpe/iHaTa [y/br'a Ha KaBesTa CpelLly CTpaHULMTe Ha BX0/a ,,ca

114



ByneBTepnoHbT Ha Serdica — 3a nopefieH (BEPOATHO He nocnefeH) NbT

.M‘*

aHTU4Ha yauua B

O6p. 2. I[InaH Ha ocmaHKume 8 yeHMpaaHama 1JCHA U 8 1020U3MOoYHAMa uacm Ha Gy/nesmepuoHd.
H321e0 omesH Ha oxcHama My cmena (no Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, table V)
Fig. 2. Plan of the remains in the central southern and southeastern part of the bouleuterion.
View from the outside of its southern wall (after Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, table V)

OWM U3rpajieHu JIOMTBJTHUTETHO OIlje /[Be HallPeUHHW CTeHH, Jlonpenu ¢ dyra“ o paauanauTe (ibid.,
22-23). Mexy TAX e paJjfiajiHaTa CTeHa, KOsiTO e MPUOTM3UTeTHO B 0cTa Ha Bxoga (ibid., tabl. I11, V;
hic — 06p. 1-8). [Ipuema ce, ue cera MbPBOHAYATHHUSAT BXOZ, OT IOT € M30CTaBeH, 3a31/laH, KaTo BMeCTO
Hero e ChOPB)KeH HOB BXOJ OT 3arajl, T.e. OTKbM CTpaHara Ha TioiiagHara apea (ibid., 24-25). C
TO3U MEPUO/, Cé CBbP3Ba U MOsBATa Ha e[HO MajKo, HO /1e0e/I0CTEeHHO TMOMEITeHHe B CeBepo3arnaji-
HUS BI'BJ Ha crpajiata. [1oj00HO MoMelieHre U BX0/, CPEIyTIoNoXKeH Ha 3ara/{HHsl, Ce TIpe/irnosiarar
B 3/1e CbXpPAHEHUs M ceBepou3ToueH o (ibid., 25). [TbpBUUHaTa MyOIMKALUA He Tpejjiara UH-
hopmarust 3a cTpaturpadusi U HaX0JKH, ChOTBETCTBAIIM Ha pa3rpaHUUeHUTe CTPOUTETHU TIePUOAH.
[IpoyuBaTenuTe OTHACAT MOsiBaTa Ha Crpajara ,,Hall-KbCHO®“ KbM ,,TpeTarta ueTBspT Ha lII B., cien
TOTCKUTe HatmectBus npy Knaeauii ['oTcku™”, a HauasioTo Ha BTOPHS M MEPUOJ — KbM ,,BDEMETO Ha
Iuoknetnian umu Koncrantun Benmuku” (ibid., 27, 53).

[TepBUAT 0OCTOEH KOMEHTap Ha JJaHHUTe 3a Oy/ieBTepHOHA U Ha BB3IVIeIUTE HAa HETOBUTE TTPO-
yuBaren e fieyio Ha CT. Bosmkues. Tol pa3rpaHryaBa TpH Tepro/ia BbB (YHKIIMOHUPAHETO Ha W3-
BeCTHaTa My Crpafia. 3a IIbpBUS Mepro/] TIpejjjlara peKOHCTPYKIUS Ha UHTepropa My C TPUCTpaHHa,
[T-obpa3Ha AbpBeHa KOHCTPYKIUS C reiiku. OTHOCHO HEMHOTO M3rpak/iaHe MPUeMa, ue e Hali-KbCHO
Tpu ynpasyieHreTo Ha Mapk ABpermmit (161-180 1.) (Boyadzhiev 2002, 136-137, obr. 10-12; hic —
00p. 9.1). BropusT reproz ce CBbp3Ba C TosiBaTa Ha MacHMBHara KaBesi. OTHACsI Ce KbM YTIPaB/IeHHEeTO
Ha ABpesnuaH (270-2751.). I3cnefoBaTesisT CIIOZe/Is Te3aTa Ha IpoyyuBaTenTe, ue TbpBOHAUaTHUSIT
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O6p. 3. FOdicHusim 8x00 Ha cepadama ¢ nogoueHamust npae (no Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 19, obr. 13)
Fig. 3. The southern entrance of the building with the raised threshold (after Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 19, obr. 13)

BXO/] OT IOT cera e 6JIOKMPaH, HO He ¥ MHEHHETO UM 3a HOBU BXO/IOBE B CrpajiaTa B CeBEPHUTE Kpau-
I1la Ha U3TOUHATa U 3anaHara cteHu. Criopes; CT. Bosi/pkrieB HOBUAT BXO/, Ha CrpajiaTa e 1o cpejiata
Ha HeliHaTa ceBepHa creHa (ibid., 137—138, obr. 13—14; hic — 06p. 9.2). BTopusT Nepuoy pUK/I0YBa
CTIopeZi aBTOpa B Hauasioto Ha IV B., ,,KOrato rpu HEM3BeCTHH 00CTOSATE/ICTBA, CEBEePHUAT Kpai Ha
crpaziata 6un cwbopeH (ibid. 2002, 138). C TpeTus mepro/ ce CBbP3Ba M0sIBaTa Ha TIOMEIeHUsITa B
CeBepHHUTe BIVIM Ha Crpajiata, UHTepIIpeTUpaHy KaTo ,,XpaHW/IuINA Ha rpajckus apxus®. Cera crio-
pen Ct. BosimpkueB ce Bh3CTaHOBsIBAa ITbPBOHAYATHUAT BXO/ Ha CTrpafiata o cpejilaTa Ha HOyKHATa U1
CTeHa, HO Ha HOBOTO TMOBAMIHATO HUBO, KOHCTaTUPAHO MpU TepeHHUTe npoyuBanus (ibid., 138-139,
obr. 15-17; hic — 06p. 9.3-4).

Kakro nipoyuBarenute T. ViBaHoB u C. bobueB, Taka u Ct. BosipkreB He KOMEHTHPAT BbIIPOCa
3a KpaliHaTa JiaTa Ha M3I0/I3BaHeTO Ha pasrie)XjaHaTa Crpazia o MbpBOHAYa/IHOTO UM MpejHa3Have-
HUe.

CrneBaIusIT OTHOCHUTETHO 0OCTOEH KOMEeHTap 3a CepAUKUNACKYs Oy/ieBTepHOH e B MOsITa Iy0-
nvkaius ot 2010 1., Makap e HeHHOTO ChbpP>KaHHe € C MO-IIMPOK TeMaThueH obxBat. Toraea /j0-
MyCHaX HaJIMYMEeTO Ha TI0-paHeH Meproy Ha Oy/ieBTeproHa, CBbP3aH He C TIpe/icCTaBeHaTa My To-rope
Crpajia, a C perucTpUpaHMTe TIPU Pa3KOTIKWTe TI0-paHHK ocTaHKu mog, Hest (Dintchev 2010, 33, obr.
3). Te ca ot ,,3u (M—M)... OT peuHy KaMbHHU, CBbpP3aHH C 0571 xopocaH, mMpok 0,53 m, ¢ mocoka
W3TOK-3ara/], HaMupall] ce Ha 2,5 M Ha CceBep OT IoyKHaTa CTPOUTe/HA JIMHKA“ Ha U3BeCTHaTa Crpaja.
Bbripexu ue wLisiaTa 1oL Ha 1oc/iefHaTa e pa3KoraHa ,,Ha To/isiMa Aba00urHa... 10 3ApaBa rnoysa“,
He ca OTKPUTHU ,,Apyru 3ugoBe” kato orucanus (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 15-16, obr. 9, tabl. V).
[Ipu TOBa MoJio)KeHWe BLIIPOCHTE 3a TJIaHa U pa3MepuTe Ha TO-paHHaTa Crpajia Morar jja roJjiyuar
HSIKaKbB CMHCJIEH OTTOBOP ,,aKO Ce /IOMyCHe, ue 3arajHara, CeBepHaTa M M3TOUHAaTa CTEHU Ha Mo-
paHHaTa Crpajia ca ayo/jupaHy OT ChOTBETHUTE CTEHUW Ha u3BecTHara crpaza“ (Dintchev 2010, 33).
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O6p. 4. IloedueHamusm KameHeH Npaz Ha 1 cHusl 8xod (no Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 19, obr. 14)
Fig. 4. The raised stone threshold of the southern entrance (after Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 19, obr. 14)

3a pa3nuka ot uH(MOpMaLMATa 3a U3BeCTHATa Crpajia Ha Oy/ieBTeproHa, Ta3u 3a Mo-paHHaTa Crpaja
ChC 3uja ,,M—M*“ BK/IHOUBa U ZIJaHHU 32 CbOTHOCUM T1/1aCT C ,,()parMeHTH OT THUIICOBA IyKaTypa — K-
paca Ha CTeHHU — U [IBe pUMCKU MOHETH, efiHaTa oT Kouto Ha AHToHuH [1uii (137-160), a 1pyrara ot
Mapk Aspenuii (161-180)“ (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 16). OTHOCHO T0siBaTa Ha M3BeCTHaTa Crpaja
TIpUEX, Ue TS € B paMKHTe Ha MOCJIeiHaTa 4eTBbPT Ha 11 B., KaTo e/JHO OT MPOsIB/IeHNsATa Ha MalllabHa
cTpouTesiHa iporpama B Serdica, npegnpueta ciey 170 1. (Dintchev 2010, 33) OnpaBaaHo e 06Bbp3-
BaHeTO Ha MPeyCcTPONCTBaTa B HAYAI0TO Ha BTOPHS MEPUO/], HAa M3BECTHATA Crpajia Ha OysieBTeproHa
— nepuog ,,b“ criope[ mpoyuBaTesiuTe — C HOBUS CTATyT Ha Serdica KaTo MPOBUHIIMAIHA CTOMULIA U €
[10-BEPOSITHO Te Jia Ca U3BbPIIeHU B nowiesHara yetsbpT Ha III B. [IpegBra oTCHCTBUETO Ha JaHHU
3a TI0-K'bCHM TIPEYCTPOMCTBA BbB BPBb3Ka C HaUaTHUTe (DYHKIIMU Ha CrpajiaTa v C oryie[] Ha UCTOpUudYe-
CKWTe JJAHHU 32 MHCTUTYLIMSITA, Ha KOSITO € CTy’KH/Ia, OM MOTJIO [ja Ce [JOTyCHe, Ye M3TI0I3BaHeTo M 3a
Oy/eBTEPHOH He e MPOB/DKUIO ABAT0 cief Kpas Ha 111 — Hauasoto Ha IV B. (ibid., 33-34)

B Hali-HOBara 1 crieLida/iHO IT0CBeTeHa Ha OysieBTeproHa Iy0OnvKauus — ctatusita Ha M. VBa-
HOB, Ca TIpe/ICTaBeHH B CUHTe3UWpaH BU/, U3peJileHUTe M0-rope MHeHUs 3a HeroBata CTPOWTeJIHa Tie-
pUoAM3alLysl U XpOHOJIOTHsl. KpUTHMYHOTO KaTo LsJI0 3aK/TFOUeHHe OT TPervieia e: ,,... MyO/MKyBaHaTta
MH(OPMALMsI OT apXeoyiorMuecKuTe NpoyyBaHus rpe3 1952—1953 . nmpeau3BUKBa MPOTUBOPEUNBU
TBJIKyBaHMs. YacT OT JaHHUTe He ca TOZJI0KeHW Ha KOMeHTap, a Ipyru ce Bb3MpHeMar arpyuopH.
BHMMare/THOTO BIVIeXKziaHe B oOHapozBaHust oT apX. C. Bo6ueB u T. VIBaHOB CHUMKOB U TpaduueH
MaTepHasl TI0Ka3Ba peJulia HETOUHOCTU U HeChOTBETCTBUSI MeXKAY WIIOCTPALMUTe U TeKCTa Ha aB-
topute. Hanurie ca u 0co6eHOCTH Ha rpafieXkuTe, 3a KOUTO HIMa MH(GOPMALUs B TEKCTOBOTO OTIH-
canue” (Ivanov 2021a, 189). BriocnencTeue ce usnaraT HeChOTBETCTBUSITA, ,,UMETO ThJIKyBaHe e OT
3HaueHHe 3a MPaBUJIHOTO WHTePIpeTHpaHe Ha CTPOUTe/THaTa UCTOPHS Ha crpafara” (ibid., 189—190).
CriecTsiBaM OT/Ie/THOTO UM M3/1araHe, Thil KaTo Te ca 4acT OT apryMeHTalusiTa Ha aBTopa 3a CTPOU-
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O6p. 5. OcmaHkume om kageama Ha 6yse8mepeoHa 8 CeKmopa Ha FHCHUSL My 8X00
(no Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 21, obr. 16, table V)
Fig. 5. The remains of the cavea of the bouleuterion in the sector of its southern entrance
(after Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 21, obr. 16, table V)

TesiHaTa MepuoAn3alLiys Ha crpajara.

M. VBaHOB pa3rpaHuuaBa neT Meproia BbB QYHKIIMOHUPAHETO Ha CePIUKUICKYS OyIeBTepH-
oH (hic — 06p. 10.1). [TbpBUAT U BTOPUST TIEPHO/, TIPEIX0KAAT U3BECTHATA My CIpajia M Ce CBhP3BaT
C mpejiroaraemMaTa My ro-paHHa Crpaja CbC CrioMeHarus ro-rope ,,3ug M—M®. [TbpBUsT nepuoy, ce
oTtHacs mpubmm3uTesHo KbM 130/140-170 1., a BrOopusiT — KbM 175/185-275/295 1. (Ivanov 2021a,
191-193). PasrpannuaBaHeTo UM ce Oa3vpa Ha Mpe3yMIILUATA 3a TpersrpaXkaaHe Ha 3uja ,M-M“
Topajiv pa3/inyHara Jebe/MHa Ha OT/Ie/THATE MYy YUaCThIU B €/JUH OT TIJIAaHOBETE B ITbPBUYHATA ITy0-
makarus (ibid., 190-191). Ha To3u nian aebenvHara Ha 3uga Bapupa ot 0,50 g0 0,75 m (Ivanov,
Bobchev 1964, tabl. V), nokaro B TekcTa mpoyuBareiMte oTOesss3BaT camo, ue e ,,immpok 0,53 m“
(ibid., 15). Criopes M. ViBaHOB, Tpe3 IbpBUs ME€PUOJ Ha Oy/eBTePHOHA ,,CTEHUTE Ha T0-PaHHATa
crpaja (c pebenua 0,53 m) BeposiTHO ca HOCEJIU TIo-/ieKa (KUpIUdyeHa ?) KOHCTPYKIMSI BbB BUCO-
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ﬁ-_ 3

O6p. 6. [lee paduanHu cmeHu Ha ¢yea 8 Kageama cpeujy LHCHUSA 8X00HA c2padama
(no Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 23, obr. 21)
Fig. 6. Two radial walls of a joint in the cavea opposite the southern entrance of the building
(after Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 23, obr. 21)

ynHa“ (Ivanov 2021a, 191; hic — 06p. 10.2), a BTOpHUST MepHof, ,,0T CHIIeCTBYBaHETO Ha CTpajiata
TIPEATIONIOKUTETHO MOXKE Ia Ce WIeHTU(hUIMPA C PeruCTprpaHara ro-rossma aedenrta ot 0,75 m
Ha BBITPOCHUS 3uf ,,M—M“ (ibid., 192). 3a BTOpUS TIepuof ,,e AomycTUMO 0(OPMSHETO Ha KaBesl C
MOJTYKOHWUYHU CBOJIOBe, MojbpyKaija cepankute (ibid., 192-193; hic — 06p. 10.3). Cneaparure
MepUoi B CTPOWTE/THATA KOHLIETIIWS Ha aBTOpA 3a CepIUKUNCKUS Oy/eBTepHOH BU3UpAT TosiBaTa
Y TIPOMEHHWTe B U3BeCTHATa My crpajia. TpeTHsiT mepuof ce OTHAcs KbM BpeMeTo OT ,,TT0C/iefiHaTa
YeTBBPT U J0pH... Kpas Ha III B.“ (ibid., 193) go ,,HauanuuTe fmecerwnetus Ha [V B.“ (ibid., 199).
To3u Tiepro/; IMEHHO Ce CBhP3Ba C T0siBaTa Ha U3BeCTHATa Crpajia, Mpe/icTaBeHa B MbpBUYHATA TTy0-
nYKarysi. 3a pa3/ivka oT 00I0TO MHEHMe B MO-paHHUTe u3cjaenBanusi, M. VIBaHOB rpueMa, ue u3-
BeCTHaTa Crpa/ja Ha Oy/ieBTeproHa MMa 31/jaHa KaBesl Ollle IPU 1osiBaTa CH. PEKOHCTPYKLUATA My 3a
TO3U Nepuoz e ¢ (HYHKIMOHUPAILH BXozoBe oT for u ceBep (ibid., 198, obr. 11; hic — 06p. 10.4), kato
CeBepHUST ,,e 6un maBHuATS (ibid., 199). BoKHMpaHeTo Ha 0)KHUSA BXO[|, Ce OTHACS KbM UeTBbPTHS
Nepyo/, YCIopeaHo ,,c ohopMsIHETO Ha HOBa MacHBHA KaBea BbB BbTPEIIHOCTTA Ha crpagara‘, T.e. C
Mo3HaTara OT JIOKYMeHTal[UsiTa Ha npoyuBartenute Kases (ibid., 199, obr. 12; hic — 06p. 10.5). To3u
Mepuoy, ce OTHacs KbM Hauasoto Ha IV B. (ibid., 199) ITosieaTa Ha Mo-MacHBHaTa KaBesi e 00yC/IoBe-
HO OT HeoOXOJUMOCTTa Jia Ce yBenur Oposi Ha MecTara ,,4pe3 MOo-ToJIsSIM HaKJIOH OT 0T KbM CeBep“,
KOETO ,,BepOSITHO e MPUYMHATA 33 3HAYUTeTHUs1 OPOM pajiua/iHy CTeHH, PasTooyKeHn Ha HeoOuJaii-
HO O/IM3K0 OTCTOsIHKe efHa oT apyra® (ibid., 200). Kpaar Ha 4yeTBbPTHS, pecrl. — HauaJ0To Ha MeTHs
Tepuoj, ce OTHacsi KbM Kpasi Ha IV — Hauanoto Ha V B. (ibid., 201) TTocneaHUsT, MeTUAT TI€PUOJ,
Criope[; aBTopa ,,MOXe /la Ce CBbp)Ke C IPOMEeHUTe Ha ceBepHaTa (hacajia (Haii-Beue ceBepo3arnaiHus
BI'bJ1) ¥ O(POPMSIHETO OTHOBO Ha BXO/, OT 10T C TIOBAUTHATO Beue 1paroBo HUBO®. TBbpAH ce olile, ye
,,OTBapSIHETO Ha FOXKHUS BXO/] UMa CMUCHJI CaMo CJiefi pa3pyliiaBaHeTo Ha KOHCTPYKLIMsATa Ha KaBeaTta
¥ 1T0-CKOPO MOJKe /ia Ce CBbPJKe C BpeMeTO, Korato Oy/ieBTepHOHBT Bede e 3aryOui GyHKIUsTa CH Ha
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O6p. 7. U3ened KeM 0OCMaHKume 8 1020U3MoUHamMa uacm Ha byseemepuoHa (CH. om cegepou3mok;
no Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 21, obr. 17)
Fig. 7. View of the remains in the southeastern part of the bouleuterion (photo from the northeast;
dafter Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 21, obr. 17)
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O6p. 8. [lemalin c ocmaHKume HenoOCpeOCMBEHO HA Ce8epoU3MOK 0M H0JiCHUSL 8X00 HA cepadama
(no Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, obr. 17, table V)
Fig. 8. Detail of the remains immediately northeast of the southern entrance to the building
(after Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, obr. 17, table V)
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O6p. 9. CmpoumenHa nepuodusayusi U Cso0meemHu peKoHCmpyKyuu Ha 6yneemepuoHa Ha Serdica no Cm.

Bosioacues: 1. ITepsu cmpoumeneH nepuod, npubn. 175/180 — 270/275 e. (no Boyadzhiev 2002, 136, obr.

10); 2. Bmopu cmpoumesneH nepuoo, npuba. 270/275 — 300/305 e. (no Boyadzhiev 2002, 137, obr. 13); 3.

Tpemu cmpoumeneH nepuod, npuba. 300/305 — ... (?) e. (no Boyadzhiev 2002, 138, obr. 15); 4. Paspe3 no
ocma C—FO npe3 mpemus nepuoo (no Boyadzhiev 2002, 138, obr. 16)

Fig. 9. Construction periodization and corresponding reconstructions of the bouleuterion of Serdica
according to St. Boyadzhiev: 1. First construction period, approx. 175/180 — 270/275 AD (after Boyadzhiev
2002, 136, obr. 10); 2. Second construction period, approx. 270/275 — 300/305 AD (after Boyadzhiev 2002,

137, obr. 13); 3.Third construction period, approx. 300/305 — ... (?) AD (after Boyadzhiev 2002, 138, obr.
15); 4. Section along the N-S axis during the third period (after Boyadzhiev 2002, 138, obr. 16)
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O6p. 10. Cmpoumenna nepuodusayusi U C60mMe@emHu peKoHCmpyKyuu Ha 6yneemepuona Ha Serdica (no M.
Heanog): 1. Obw naan Ha pecucmpupaHume ocmatku (no Ivanov 2021, 195, obr. 8); 2. [Tepgu cmpoumeneH
nepuod, npubs. 130/140 — 170 e. (no Ivanov 2021, 196, obr. 9); 3. Bmopu cmpoumesneH nepuoo, npuba.
175/185 — 275/295 e. (no Ivanov 2021a, 197, obr. 10); 4. Tpemu cmpoumesneH nepuoo, npubn. 275/295 —
300/325 e. (no Ivanov 2021, 198, obr. 11); 5. Yemgspmu cmpoumesneH nepuod, npuba. 300/325 — 400/425 e.
(no Ivanov 2021, 199, obr. 12)

Fig. 10. Construction periodization and corresponding reconstructions of the bouleuterion of Serdica (after
M. Ivanov): 1. General plan of the registered remains (after Ivanov 2021a, 195, obr. 8); 2. First construction
period, approx. 130/140 — 170 AD (after Ivanov 2021a, 196, obr. 9); 3.Second construction period, approx.
175/185 — 275/295 AD (after Ivanov 2021a, 197, obr. 10); 4. Third construction period, approx. 275/295 —
300/325 AD (after Ivanov 2021a, 198, obr. 11); 5. Fourth construction period, approx. 300/325 — 400/425
AD (after Ivanov 2021, 199, obr. 12)
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takbB“ (ibid., 200). HanmuHuTe maHHU He ca JOCTaThUHH 3a U3ACHSIBaHEe Ha HOBOTO ITpe/IHa3HaueHue
Ha crpaziata Ha Oy/ieBTeproHa cief] HayaaoTo Ha V B. (ibid., 201).

Moxe fja ce oTOenexu, ye MHTepeC KbM CepIUKUHACKYS Oy/IeBTePHOH Ca MPOSIBIBAIA U JPYTU
W3CJie/[0BaTe/y, Hallk U uyau. To3u uHTepec obaue ce cBeXJa [0 (PUBOIHU, HeapryMeHTHUpa-
HU uHTepripetauu (Harp. Stancheva 1989, 21; 1994, 62) unu [0 KpaTKy aHOTAaLuM Bb3 OCHOBA Ha
mepBuuHara mmybnukanus (Venedikov 1960, 162; Hoddinott 1975, 173; Sear 2006, 424, pl. 451).
VM3BecTHO M3K/toueHWe ca KomeHTapuTe Ha J. Ch. Balty B MoHOrpadusTa My 3a MpOBHHIMATHATE
KypuH B Pumckara umnepus (Balty 1991, 480 sqq., fig. 233 sqq.). Taka Hanpumep TO31 aBTOP [0y C-
Ka Bb3MOKHOCTTA 3a e[JUH TI0-PaHeH eTarl Ha CepAUKUNCKUS Oy/ieBTepUOH, CBbP3aH C yCTaHOBeHaTa
TIpU pa3KonkuTe cTeHa ,,M—M“. Toii u3xoxkJa OT Mpe3yMITLKsATa, Ye BbHIIIHUTE CTeHHU Ha IT0-paHHaTa
crpajia ca AybiMpaHy M3LsIo TIpY TI0-KbCHATa W3BeCTHA CTpajia Ha OyneBTeprOHa, a BbITPOCHATA
,M—M e CK/IOHeH /la UHTepripeTUpa KaTo pa3rpaHUUMTe/IHa CTeHa MeXX/y 3acejaTesiHara 3aja Ha
ceBep U equH BecTHOI0N OT for (ibid., 482—-483). CK/I0HEH e ChII0 Jla OTHECe T0sIBaTa Ha Ta3u Ipe/i-
rojiaraeMa IbpBa Crpajia KbM yIipaBiaeHueTo Ha umil. Mapk ABpesnuii (161-180 r.) (ibid., 483, 484)".

B cniepBariusi aHanu3 11ie ce crpa MbPBO Ha CTPOUTeHATa Mepuojr3aliys, a cjiefl ToBa U Ha
BBIIPOCHTE 32 XPOHOJIOTUATA HA CePIUKUNCKHS Oy/IeBTepHOH.

OcBeH TpauuHO yCTaHOBMMATA pa3ivka B jlebeMHaTa Ha CcTeHata ,,M—M“, B MbpBUYHATa
nyO/IMKalys HIMa KOHKpeTHa WH(OpMalvs B TOAKperna Ha pa3rpaHUuaBaHeTO Ha /iBa TIepHozia B
Tipe/ilio/laraemMara rmo-paHHa Crpajia Ha Oy/ieBTeproOHa — HUTO 3a CbOTBETCTBAINA CTpaturpadus u
HaxO[KH, HUTO 3a PA3/MKU B rpajie’ka Ha OTJe/SHUTE yuaCThbLM Ha Ta3u cTeHa. [lo-3HauuTesnHaTa
nebenHa Ha LEHTPA/THUS M YYaCTBK CHIVIACHO TIaHa Ha Tabn. V Ha npoyusarenuTe (hic — obp. 2)
MOJKe []a Ce I'b/DKU Ha Pa3/IMuHU MPUUMHU — HalTpUMep 3a TIOACUTYPsiBaHe CPeIly HeyCTONUNB TepeH
B TO3U y4aCTBK WIH MOpaJiy CbOpbKaBaHe TaM Ha BXOJ, C MaCUBHU CTPaHULM M Tipar. B Tekcra 1 B
rpaduuHaTa JOKyMeHTaL[|sl Ha IIPOoyuYBaTe/IMTe HAMa IaHHU 33 HUBOTO Ha CbXPAHEHOCT Ha pasKpH-
TUTe OCTaHKU. EBeHTya/IHa OT/IMKa B CTeeHTa Ha CbXPAHEeHOCT Ha LieHTpa/IHuA y4acTskK Ha ,,M—-M*
Ou mpeATIoCTaBUIA U APYTH Bb3MOXKHU 00sicHeHus1. [Topaiv ToBa CMsiTaM, ue ThJKYBaHETO Ha KO-
MeHTHpaHaTa My Jebe/MHa KaTo MPU3HaK 3a MO-KbCeH CTPOMTEsIeH TIeproJ, Ha BBIIPOCHATA CTeHa 1
Ha OysieBTeproHa 13001110 e TIpecrsIeHo JopU 3a XuroTte3sa. [Ipe B/ OTCHCTBUETO Ha KaKBUTO U i €
JlaHHM 3a IPYTU CTPOMTE/IHU OCTaHKH, CHHXPOHHM CbhC CTeHara ,,M—-M®, aHanornuHa e rperieHKaTa
MH U 3a Mpe/Io/araHoTo Ha/lhuyKe Ha ,KaBea C MOJIyKOHWYHU CBOZIOBe, MO bprKallia ceflankuTe B
rpezosiaraemMara mo-padHa crpaza (Ivanov 2021a, 192—-193, 196, obr. 10; hic — 06p. 10.3). Msictoto
Ha creHara ,,M—-M“ no3BoJ/isiBa 1a ce JOMYCHe, Ue TS € NpUHajJie)kaaa Ha paHHus — npegu 170 r,
OyneBTeproH Ha Serdica, HO pa3rpaHUYaBaHeTO B U upe3 Hesl Ha OT/e/THH HeroBy Mepuofy e u3pas
Ha CBPBbXUHTEpIIpeTaLUs.

B muckycusita 3a 6post M xapakTepruCTHKaTa Ha CTPOUTETHUTE TIepUO/IU Ha M3BeCTHATa Crpaza
Ha Oy/jieBTepHOHA C ITHPBOCTETIEHHO 3HaueHWe Ca Bh3IIeMTe Ha U3C/ie/l0BaTe/IMTe OTHOCHO HEWMHU
OCHOBHH KOMTIOHEHTH KaTO BXO/IOBETe U OCTaHKWTE OT KaBesiTa.

FOxaMAT BX0/, e 6e3CIopHO yCTaHOBeH W ¢ 6@3CTIOPHO YCTAaHOBEHO TIOB/MIaHe Ha Tpara My.
Criope[; IpoyYBaTe/IMTe FOXKHUAT BX0/, 00aue He (DYHKI[MOHHUPA Mpe3 BTOPHS TIEPHO/| Ha CrpajsiaTa, a
KOHCTaTUPaHOTO TMIOBJUraHe Ha HUBOTO MY € B IPaHULIUTe Ha ITbPBUs MIepHo/,. 3HAaUNTEeTHOTO TTOB/IH-
raHe Ha BxoziHoTo HHBO (hic — 06p. 3) eziBa /i e caMolIle/THO XpyMBaHe. To Mpe/mosara ChIlleCTBeHN

1 Tlo Bpeme Ha paborara no npeaxogHa mu ctatusi (Dintchev 2010) HiMax BB3MOXKHOCT Jia TI0J13BaM MOHOTpa-
¢wusra Ha J. Ch. Balty. Bripouewm, R. Hoddinott cbirio gomycka, ue mosiBaTa Ha CepAUKUNACKUs OyneBTeproH e “probably
of the second century”, HO OT KpaTKusi My KOMeHTap He CTaBa ChBCEM SICHO Jla/ld UMa TIpe/IBU/| HeroBa mpejrosaraemMa
T0-paHHa Crpasia cbC creHara ,,M—M* umm u3BecTHara My crpaza: ,, This was rebuilt, it is thought in the second half of the
third century, along similar lines, but either by the end of that century or early in the fourth a reconstruction included tiers
of stone seats rising from a semicircular orchestra on its north side“ (Hoddinott 1975, 173).
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MPOMeHH KaKTO B caMara Crpajja Ha Oy/ieBTeproHa, Taka U B paiiloHa/ KBapTasa, B KOWTO Tsl Ce HaMU-
pa. BeposiTHO aHa/IOrMYHO TIOBAMTaHe e MMaso U MPY HUBOTO Ha y/AMLaTa MoKpai iykHaTta (acaza
Ha OyneBTeproHa. MarrabbT Ha 1OAOOHM MIPEYCTPOICTBA TPYAHO OU Ce ChITIacyBal U CHHXPOHU3HU-
paJj C HAKaKBa Me>KJWHHA (a3a B ITbPBUS ME€PUO/, Ha U3BeCTHATa Crpajia Ha Oy/ieBTeproHa, OTHeCeH
001110 OT MpoyyYBaTe/IMTe KbM MOC/IeAHaTa yeTBbPT Ha 111 1 mbpBaTa 4eTBBPT Ha IV B. (BXK. TIO-TOpE)
HanaramusT ce U3Boz e, 4e TIOBAWTHATOTO HUBO Ha FO’KHUSI BXO/] € CUT'YPeH MHIUKATOP 3a M0-KbCeH
OCHOBEH CTPOWTeJIeH Mepro/, Ha Crpajara.

OT MpegXxoAHOTO U3/IOKEHWe CTaHa sSICHO, e TOBeYeTO W3C/efoBaTend JOMyCcKaT OioKupa-
HETO Ha IOKHMS BXO[, Ha 00CHXKJaHaTa Crpajia JoKaTo ChIlaTa e U3I0/3BaHa To ITbPBOHAYATHOTO
CU TIpe/iHa3HaueHue: Tipe3 nepuoy, ,,b“/ BTopusi 11 mepuoy, criope/; MpoyuBaTeuTe; 1pe3 BTOPUS U
niepuog, criopef; Ct. BosiZpkueB; 1pe3 UeTBBPTHS TIepUOA Ha OysieBTeproHa/ BTOPHS MEPUOJ, Ha W3-
BecTHaTa My crpafia criopes; M. MBaHoB. B cTpouTenHWTe reproAn3aliii Ha TIpoyYBaTe/nTe U Ha
M. VBaHoB 6/10KMpaHeTo Ha BXO/|a € OCBIIeCTBEHO 3ae/IHO C U3TPaXKAAHETO Ha KaBesTa, B Ta3u Ha
Cr. Bosi/pkueB G/IOKMpaHETO Ha BXO/Ia e Mo-KbCHO, TIPU M3TPajieHa Beue KaBesi, KOSITO o0Oade e mpo-
IbKWIA fa GyHKLIMOHUPA U CJief] TOBa. BhIpeku pas3nuuusTa B CTPOUTEHUTE TIepUoJu3aliui U B
XPOHOJIOTHUECKUTE UM TPOEKIIMH, 00I[0TO B C/yyasi B U3Pe/IeHUTe MHEHUS e, ue OIOKMpaHeTo Ha
FOKHHSI BXO/ € TI0 BpeMe Ha M3MO0J/I3BaHeTO Ha Crpajiata Kato Oy/ieBTePHOH, KOTaTo TS € Hali-MacvBHa
KaTo TPajieX ¥ BePOSTHO C Hakl-ripefcTaBuTesied Bu/. Criopes; MeH TO3W BXO/| He e 61T O/I0KUpaH [0-
KaTo crpajiata e pyHKI[MOHMPaJia 1o MbPBOHAUATHOTO CU TIpeZiHa3HaueHre, BKJI. CJiefi TIosiBaTa B Hest
Ha macuBHara KaBes (Dintchev 2010, 33, bel. 15). Eaun ot moBoguTe 3a TOBa e BUBT Ha 3UapUsiTa
T07] TIOBAMTHATHS KaMeHeH ripar. Ts e 6e3 crioiiBarr pa3TBop — cyxa 3ugapus (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964,
20), 6e3 urieBo odopMsiHe U e TBbpP/ie HeyI/ie[jHa B CPABHEHUE C KAMEHHATa 3U/lapysi B ChCEIHUTE
yuacTBIM OT FO)KHATa CTeHa Ha crpazarta (ibid., 19, obr. 13; hic — 06p. 3). Ta3u nopauraia 3uja-
pusi e OHsia 1of CHHXPOHHUTe (DYHKIIMOHAHU HUBA — B CTPaJiaTa U Ha ChCe/{HATa Ha FOT YITULIA, U e
rpaBeHa 3a HOBOTO HMBO Ha rpara. ChllleBpeMeHHO Tsl JIeXKU AUPEKTHO BbPXY OCHOBATa Ha KyKHaTa
creHa Ha crpagara (hic — 06p. 2-3), koeTo npearosara OTCbCTBUETO Ha MO-PaHeH OI0KHpall] BXoJa
rpajiexx. Hsama cTpouTesniHa JIorvKa B TOBA eWH OJI0KaXK, KOMTO, TIpeJJBH/, TIPe/ICTaBUTEe/THUSI XapakK-
Tep Ha Crpa/iata, 3a/b/DKATEJTHO IIie /la e Ou/ ConuieH U ¢ Zo0po JIMLEBO U3ITbJIHEHHE, [ja € W3LISIO
JIEMOHTHPAH Y 3aMeHeH B [IO/THaTa CU YacT OT OMMCaHaTa MOBAWrallla 3ufiapys. BbpXy nmoBAWUTHATHS
Tpar ,,ce HaMeprxa KaMeHHH 0JioKueTa, CBbp3aHu C Hero ¢ xopocaH“ (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 20,
25). [IpoyuBarenure, U3XOKJANKHU OT MHEHUETO CH, Ye CTEHUTe Ha KaBesiTa Ca ,,3arpeyuBaiu® rox-
HUST BXOJ| U ,,He ca TO03BOJISIBA/IA BJIM3aHETO B Crpajiara®, CHHXPOHU3WPAT BBIIPOCHOTO 3a3mKIaHe
c TiosiBata Ha Kasesita (ibid., 25). Ta3u npe3ymmiusi obaue e B MPOTUBOpPEUHNE KAaKTO C U3JIOKEHUTE
M0-Tope ChOOpa)KeHWsI CPeIlly BK/IIOYBAHETO HA MOBAWUTHATOTO BXOJHO HUBO B XPOHOJIOTMUYECKUTE
pPaMKH Ha MTbPBUS MePUOJ, Taka U C KOHCTaTHPaHOTO ,,TBbP/ie MHTepeCHO ChBMa/leHue Ha HuBaTa
Ha TOBJJUTHATUS TIpar Ha F0)KHUS BXOJ, U Ha Tpara Ha 3ara/IHusl BXO/] Ha CrpajiaTa, OTHACSALL Cce KbM
nepuof, ,,b“, T.e. chbopbKeH 3aegHO C KaBesTa (ibid., 25). CriomeHaruTe ,,0CTaHKH OT 3a3iKIaHe Ha
BXO/la“ ca OT HeYTOYHeH TOo-KbCeH Mepro/| Ha Crpajiata, KoraTo He e CUTYPHO, Ue Ts1 e U3I10/13BaHa I10
ITbPBOHAYAIHOTO CU TIpeJiHa3HaueHue.

Crt. Bosi/pkueB criofiesiss MHEHHETO Ha MpoyYBaTe/uTe 3a OJOKUpAaHeTO Ha FOXKHMS BXOJ, Ha
Crpajiata rpe3 BTOPUS M MMEPUO/], HO He M3/lara KOHKPeTHU apryMeHTH 3a ToBa. OOBLp3Ba Io C OT-
BapsiHETO Ha HOB BXO/] B CeBepHAaTa CTeHa Ha Crpajiata, Ha KONTO IIle ce crpa ciel Maako. FO>KHUSAT
BXOJl € Bb3CTAaHOBEH W OTHOBO OTBOPEH C HOBO, TOBJUTHATO HWBO B HAYaJOTO Ha TIOCTYIMPaHUs
OT W3C/Ie/[oBaTe sl TPETH Meproy BbB (DYHKIMOHUPAHETO Ha W3BeCTHATa Crpajia Ha Oy/neBTepHUoHa.
ITpoxXoabT KbM BHTPEIIIHOCTTA Ha Crpajiata e Ou/l OCUTypeH ,,[10/] HOBOM3TPA/IeH CBO/I, I0CTHraIl] Be-
POSITHO 10 MEXX/TUHHATa AbroBuHa cTeHa. Toli e 3aMeHWT iBaTa MO-PaHHU CITOPe, U3C/iel0BaTe st
KOHYCOBHU/IHH CBOJIa B TO3M yuacThK. Taka ce 00siCHsIBa TosiBaTa Ha JyOnvpariyTe pafdaaHi CTeH!
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Cpellly CTpaHULMTe Ha BXOZA 1 HEIVI)KMPAHeTO Ha Mo-paHHaTa TakaBa, KOSITO € B OC C BX0/la U KOSITO
,,onna cebopena“ (Boyadzhiev 2002, 138-139, obr. 15-17; hic — 06p. 9.3).

®DOTOJOKYMEHTaIMATa U rpaduuHaTa JOKYMEeHTal[|s B ITbPBUUHATA MyO/THKALIYs SICHO TTOKa3-
BaT, ye /IBe KaMeHHU TIJI0YU HerloCpeACTBeHO 3a/ (HaBbTPe OT) MOBJUTHATHSI KaMeHeH Tpar Ha FoxK-
HUST BXO/l, KOUTO OCHOBAaTe/THO Ca MHTEPITPeTHPAHU KaTo HETORO ,,1poAbkeHre” (Ivanov, Bobchev
1964, 20), nexxar BbpXy BBHIITHATA JbIOBU/IHA CTeHa Ha KaeesTa (ibid., 19, 21, obr. 14, 17, tabl. II-
II1, V; hic — 06p. 1-2, 4-5, 7). B nipeaxoaHaTa cu my0O/IMKaLus € TO3U aKT apryMeHTHpax U3Boja, ue
BXOABT B KXKHATA CTeHA Ha CrpajaTa e U3I0Ji3BaH U 1Mo BpeMe Ha (yHKIMOHUPAHEeTO Ha MaCUBHaTa
kaBesi (Dintchev 2010, 33, bel. 15).

3aK/Il0ueHHeTo OTHOCHO ,,3aMlyllIBaHETO  Ha FO’KHUS BXO/| B HAUasI0TO Ha ,,UeTBBbPTHS TIepUO/,
Ha OysieBTeproHa“ (Ha BTOpHS TIepHO/, Ha U3BeCTHAaTa My crpaza) M. VBaHoB Oa3upa Ha UHTepIIpe-
TalLusTa U TIeprou3alusiTa CM Ha OCTaHKUTe OT KaBesiTa, B YaCTHOCT Ha BbHIIIHATA Jbra U Ha pajiu-
ajiHaTa CTeHa MeXX/ly Cpe/lHaTa U BhLHILIHATA /Ibra Ha KaBesiTa, B 0CTa Ha KKHUS BXo[. OTXBbpIIS ce
MHeHueTo Ha CT. Bosi/kiieB, ue BBITPOCHATA pajidasiHa CTeHa e Ousia chbopeHa B MO-KbCeH MOMEHT,
KOTaTo CIIOpe/] TIOC/Ie/IHIUS FOXKHHUSAT BXO/] OTHOBO € 61t oTBopeH. KaTo aprymeHT ce ToCOYBaT CHUM-
KU B ITbPBUYHATA MyO/MKAIUs, HAa KOUTO ,,Ce BWK/A, Ye HUBOTO HA PaJUaHUS 3U/[], Pa3TIo/IOKeH
TOYHO Cpellly BX0/la, € TI0O-BUCOKO OT HeroBHsl Ipar, KOeTo 3aTpyAHsBa HOPMaHUs AOCTHII Ha Xopa
OT BXOZla KbM BBTPEIIHOCTTA Ha crpagara“ (Ivanov 2021a, 195). OTXBBp/sS ce ¥ MOETO MHeHUe
ot 2010 r., ye BBHIIIHATA JbTa Ha KaBesiTa IMOHauasio e 6uia 6e3 cynmepcTpyKiys, KOeTo 103BOJIsBa
[la ce OTyCHe eIHOBPEMEHHOTO M (PYHKI[MOHMPaHe C TO3UW BXOA. JloBoguTe ca, ue He e OTUeTeHO
,,ODUTMHAJTHOTO HUBO Ha BXOZiA OT BPEMeTO Ha M3Tpak[aHe Ha FO)KHATa CTeHa, KOeTO Ce HaMupa
nouty 1 m Mo-HUCKO ¥ OTHOBO CHUMKHTE B ITbPBUYHATA MyO/IMKALUs, HA KOUTO ,,ICHO Ce BIXK/IA, Ue
3ara3eHusIT BbB BUCOUMHA I'PajieXk Ha BhHILIHATA AbrOBUAHA CTEHA Ha KaBesiTa M Ha 3Ujia, HaMupalll
ce B OCTa Ha IKHUS BXOJI, € Ha HUBOTO Ha TOPHWUS, TIO-KBCEH Mpar U opy Majko Haj Hero“ (ibid.,
195-196). KoHKpeTHU MpeKU [JaHHU 3a ,,3allyllBaHe  Ha FOyKHHSI BXOZ, 10 BpeMe Ha U3rpaXKAaHeTo U
(yHKI[MOHUpaAHeTO Ha KaBesiTa obaue HAMa. He ¢bM CBIVIaCeH U C Bb3pa’keHHETO Cpellly MHEHHETO
Ha CT. Bosi/pkueB, a 0TUacTH U cpelily Mosita 6eiexkka ot 2010 T., 3a OTCHCTBHE Ha CyNepCTPYKLUs
Ha pajidajiHaTa CTeHa B OCTa Ha BXO/ia 10 BpeMe Ha U3M0J3BaHeTo My. HasnuHaTa [JOKyMeHTaLust
Y TIO-TOYHO (POTOZOKYMEHTAI[Usl B ITbPBUYHATA MMyO/IMKALUS HE e SICHO [[0Ka3aTe/ICTBO 3a ChOTHO-
IIIEHVeTO Ha HUBATa Ha TIOBJMTHATUS BXO/IeH TIpar ¥ Ha BbIpoCHaTa paguaiHa creHa (hic — o6p. 5).
CrlijeBpeMeHHO JOMyCKaHeTo, Ue Ta3u CTeHa BbB BUCOUMHA ,,6 Ha HUBOTO Ha FOPHUSI MO-KbCEH Ipar
Y ZIOPY MAJIKO HaJl HEro“ He s KOMIIPOMETHPA KaTo TpafieXk, cbobpa3zeH ¢ (pyHKI[MOHATHOTO HUBO Ha
MpoXo/ia OT BX0/ja KbM BbTPEIIHOCTTA Ha CrpajiaTa. EBeHTyaTHOTO MOBUIIaBaHe Ha TOBa HUBO — ChC
v 6e3 cThIano/a KbM BETPEITHOCTTA Ha CrpaZiata, He e CMYIIABalllo C orrief Ha GyHKIUUTe Ha ca-
musi ipoxofl. 1o ce oTHacs 10 TBBpJeHUeTO, Ye He CbM OTUeJl HauaJHOTO HUBO Ha FO)KHUSI BXOJ, TO
Ou OUJIO a/IeKBaTHO aKo Ce MU3XOK/a OT CTPOMTETHATa Tiepruofn3aius Ha M. ViBaHOB, B 4aCTHOCT OT
MHEHHETO MY, Ue U3BeCTHaTa Crpajia Ha OysieBTeproHa Ce TIOSIBSIBA C KaBesi — C T.Hap. [M0-paHHa KaBest
(BX. o-rope). B my6nukanusTa cu ot 2010 T. a3, mogo6Ho Ha ripoyuBatenute u CT. Bosipkues, oba-
Yye OTHACSAM JIOKYMEHTHpaHUTe KM300I110 0CTaHKW OT KaBesiTa KbM T0-KbCHUSI OCHOBEH TIEPHO/]] BbB
¢dyukimonupaneTo Ha crpagara (Dintchev 2010, 33), korato e MoBAWTHATO U HUBOTO HA FKHUS U
Bx0/[] (00p. 11). 3a criopHO HAMUPaM U TBLP/EHHETO 3a TIPEKOMEPHO MOBUTaHe Ha ChII[OTO HUBO — C
,TI0UTH 1 m“?, HO B C/Tyuast TOBa He e OT 0COOEHO 3HaUeHHe.

2 Crnopep aBTOpa ,,0T IPUIOXKeHUsT Ha cHUMKara Maiab (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 19, obr. 13) ce Bwkza, ue mo-
BUILIaBaHEeTO Ha HUBOTO Ha HOBUS Mpar e Hali-mMasko ¢ 0,60 m ¥ To, ako ce TpeArookKHU, e BbPXy MbPBOHAUaTHOTO HUBO
e OWJ1 NoNoKEeH ChIMAT KamMeHeH OJI0K, KoeTo e cbMHUTeNHO. C [ioMycKaHe, ,ue ITbpBOHauYa/HaTa Crpajia He e uMasa
KaMeHeH IIpar, To [OBUIIaBaHeTO Ha HUBOTO e ¢ nouTu 1,0 m“ (Ivanov 2021a, 191). Hanuuuero Ha mnpar BbpXY M0-paH-
HOTO BXOJJHO HUBO He e CbMHUTeJIHO, a MPeuso/I3BaHeTo Ha TbPBOHAYA/IHU Mparose NMpH MOBAWUraHe Ha BXOJHUTe HUBA
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ITpoyuBarenute T. iBaHoB 1 C. Bo6ueB He crioMeHaBaT 3a BXO/] B CeBepHaTa CTeHa Ha U3BeCT-
Hara crpajia Ha OyneBTeproHa. TakbB MpUIio3HaBa Mo-KbCHO CT. BosipkueB ropaju ,,HaTMIueTo Ha
TpU3MaTHUeH TyXJIeH TPpafieXk 10 cpefiata Ha 3uzapus B opus incertum® (Boyadzhiev 2002, 138) B
e/IMH OT I/IaHOBeTe Ha MbpBUYHaTa nmyosukanus (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, tabl. IIT; hic — 06p. 1), 6e3
Jla e KoMeHTHpaH B Hesl. KakTo Beue Ge nocoueHo, Ct. BosizpkrieB 0THACs MpeAriosaraeMust CeBepeH
BXOJZl KbM BTOPHSI IT€PHO/ Ha CTpajiaTa, KoraTo Ts ce caobuBa U ¢ MacuBHara Kases (hic — o6p. 9.2).
ToBa npe/nonara leMOHTaXK 10 OCHOBU Ha CeBepHaTa CTeHa Ha Crpasiata B yuacThKa Ha Bxoga. [1pe3
cnenBaiys Tpetu criope, Ct. BosipkreB cTpouTesieH Tiepuog, ceBepHUST Bxof, e Omokupan (hic —
006p. 9.3). M. VBaHoB Bb3npuemMa MHeHHueTo Ha CT. BospKueB 3a ceBepeH BXO/, U T'O J0pa3BUBa 0
Te3aTa, ye TOBa e IVIaBHUAT BXOZ, Ha Oy/ieBTeprOHa, W3I0/I3BaH 1pe3 BCUUKHU TIeprou Ha (PyHKLMO-
HupaHeto My (hic — o6p. 10). B MosiTa ripefixoiHa my6/IMKaLysi KOMEHTHpaxX HAaKpPaTKo, Ue HaTnuueTo
Ha TO3U BXOJ € XUIIOTeTUUHO U HeTIo/|jIe)Kall[0 Ha XpoHoorudecko nperusupade (Dintchev 2010,
33, bel. 16). He moske fia ce oTpeue, Ye Mpe/CTaBIHETO BbB BBIIPOCHUS T/IaH Ha JIOKaHUS TyXJ/ieH
rpajiexxk B ceBepHaTa CTeHa Ha Crpajiata e UeHTUYHO C TOBA Ha CTPaHMLIMTe Ha Oe3CIOpHUS 1 Fo)KeH
Bxo/f (hic — 06p. 1). MecToHaMMpaHeTO Ha TO3W TYXJIEH IpafieXk OM ro OTpeie/iiIo0 KaTo 3arajiHa
CTpaHMIIA HA TMpe/TioiaraeMusi ceBepeH Bxo/. He OTXBBP/ISIM HAITbJIHO Bb3MOXKHOCTTA 3a MOA00eH
BXO/I, HO 3ara3BaM CBII0 Taka ¥ CbMHEHHsITa CU B HETrOBOTO Haymuuue. [IpeaBus OTCHCTBHETO Ha
rH(popMalUs 3a CTeleHTa Ha CbXPaHeHOCT Ha OCTaHKUTe OT CeBepHaTa CTeHa, He e W3K/IF0UeHO TO3U
TYXJIeH IpaZieXk HarpyuMep Jla UHAWKWPA Hali-Io0pe 3araseHara M 4acT, J0CTUTaIla JI0 TYXJIeH MosiC
Ha CMeceHara M 3ujapus. [‘paduuHaTa My MpWIMKa CbC CTPAHUI[UTE Ha FOXKHUSI BXOJ, MOXKe /la Ce
00sICHU C YCJIOBHOTO M34UepTaBaHe Ha JIeTal/Iv Ha KOMeHTUPAHUS Tu1aH®, T1o MPpUHIIUIT pa3ro3HaBaHe-
TO Ha TyXJIeHa CTPAHUIIA Ha BXO/| He e 0cobeH Mpo06/ieM | 3a CTYZIEHT 110 K/laCHuecKa apXeosioTys Uin
apxurtekTypa. O6cTosaTeicTBOTO, ue T. VIBaHOB, KOWTO € Crieluau3upas Kiacuuecka apXxeoyiorus, U
C. Bobue, KOMyTO 'b/DKAM OCHOBHAaTa MHGOPMAIHS 32 apXUTeKTypara Ha Serdica, [o6UTa Mexay
JIBeTe CBeTOBHU BOWHH, He BIWK/AT B TO3W TyXJIEH I'PaZle’k BXOJHA CTpPaHMUL[a e, CTpPyBa MM Ce, 0CTa-
TBYHO OCHOBaHMe 3a CbMHeHHe (00p. 11) B mo-KbCHaTa My BXOZHA UHTEPIIPeTaLUsl.

PeructpupaHuAT 3anaZieH BXo/, He e LleHTpUpaH B ChOTBeTHATa CTeHa Ha Crpafiara, a e u3Mec-
TeH Ha cesep (hic — 06p. 1), ,Tam, IIeTO ca CBBPILBAIM PeIOBETe HA CeJaTKHUTe BbPXY KaBesTa.
[Topasu ToBa MpoyuBaTeIUTe 3aK/II04YaBar, ye TO3M BXOJ, ,,He e NIpUHajJIeXaa KbM TbpBUsl CTPOUTe-
JIeH TIepuo/| Ha TIpaBobr'b/iHaTA crpasa’ (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 25). UactruHo 3ama3eHara ceBepHa
CTpaHUIIa Ha BXO/|a e 31/laHa ,,CaMO OT YepBEeHH TYX/IM“ ¥ 3aCThIIBA MOHOJIUTHHSI My MParoB 6/10K. Ts
€ B KOHCTPYKTHUBHA BpPb3Ka C MPaBOBI'b/IHOTO MIOMeIlleHHe B CeBepo3anaJHus bI'bJl Ha Crpajiata u ce
sIBSIBa KaTO MUIACThp KbM BBHILIHUSA I0ro3amnazieH br'bj Ha CbijoTo. HO)KHaTa cTpaHMIla Ha BX0ozia He
e 3amna3seHa. [IlupouriHara my e 6usa mone 1,95 m (ibid., 25, tabl. VI). 3a Ct. BosiykueB HaTMuueTo
Ha TO3M BXO[] TIpe3 BTOpHS, a U Mpe3 TPeTUs Tiepro/, Criopesi HeroBaTa Mepruoju3alus ,,e HelprueM-
mBo“ (Boyadzhiev 2002, 137; hic — 06p. 9.2-3), Ho 0BOUTe My He ca KopeKTHH'. M. VIBaHOB He

e obuuaiiHa rpakTrka. [1lo ce oTHaCs O KOPUTMPAHETO Ha MPOYYBaTe/IUTe OTHOCHO TMOBJUIAHETO Ha BXOAHOTO HUBO Bb3
OCHOBA Ha CIIOMeHarata CHUMKA B TsixHara my6ukanus — ot ,,0,4 m“ (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 20) Ha ,,Haii-manko c 0,60
m“ (Ivanov 2021a, 191), To ©3MepBaHeTO MO HA/IMYHMS Ha CHUMKAaTa Maiiab 61 creziBasio /ia He e OT JloJIHaTa My TOUKa, a
OT HUBOTO Ha baHkeTa Ha creHara (hic — o6p. 3).

3 HanuuueTo Ha yCJIOBHOCT B IIPe/ICTaBSIHETO Ha JIeTaliv B TO3M 0011 171aH Ha crpagara (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964,
tabl. IIT; hic — 06p. 1) ce ycTaHOBsIBa HarpyiMep TPY CPaBHEHWETO MY C TI0-e/IpOMaljabHOTO U M0-TOYHO H3UepTaBaHe Ha
tokHara 1 vacr (ibid., tabl. V; hic — 06p. 2) oTHOCHO BH/ja Ha pa/jia/THU CTeHU MKy BLHILIHATA U CpPe/iHATa /ibra Ha KaBe-
siTa, 0C0OEHO Ha Te3W, KOUTO Ca Ha U3TOK OT IO)KHHUS BXO[.

4 ABTOpBT KOMEHTHpaA ,,}O’)KHaTa CTpaHULa“ Ha To3u Bxog (Boyadzhiev 2002, 137), Ho mpoyuBaresiiTe siCHO ca
TI0COYMITH, Ue Ts He e 3arraseHa (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 25). ABTopbT mocTassi oz, BBIIpOC MH(GOPMALMsITa Ha poyyJBare-
JIUTe 3a 3ara3eHHTe OCTAHKM OT CeBepHara CTPaHMIIa Ha BXO/a, ThI KaTo TS He MO)KeJia [ja Ce yCTaHOBH ,,BbPXY CHUMKAaTa
oz o6pa3 15 (Boyadzhiev 2002, 137). Ha BernpocHara caumka (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 20, obr. 15) BCBIIHOCT He JIMUK
TIOUTH HUIIIO TIOPa/iy JIOIIOTO ¥ KaueCTBo.
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- - BTOPH TICPHO.T m - 6e3 cynmeperpykuus (?7) - 6e3 CYHmepCTPyKLHS

O6p. 11. TlnaH Ha byreemepuoHa Ha Serdica (8bpxy ocHogama Ha Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, tabl. II, III, V, VI)
Fig. 11. Plan of the bouleuterion of Serdica (based on Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, tabl. 11, II1, V, VI)

KOMEHTHPA, a caMo 0TOe/IsI3Ba, Ue TIpe3 YeTBbPTHUS TIepUO/] TI0 HeroBaTa Nepuoiu3alius ,,HaTnInueTo
Ha BXOJIOBe OT 3ariajl ¥ U3TOK e Bb3MO)KHO, HO 3aTOBa HsMa AocTaTbuHo AaHHK (Ivanov 2021a, 200;
hic — 06p. 10.1, 4-5). CbijeBpeMeHHO /I0TTyCKa, ue ,,0)opMsHeTO Ha HeoOUJaiHO 3a Oy/ieBTepruoH
ToMelrieHre” B CeBepo3araZiHust bI'bJl, KOETO € B KOHCTPYKTHUBHA CHHXPOHHOCT ChC 3aria[HUs BXO/,
MO)Ke /la Ce OTHece KbM TOC/Ie[HUSI, TIeTHS CTIOpe]] HeTo Tepho/, Korato U3BecTHaTa crpaja Ha Oy-
JIeBTEPHOHA ,,BEPOSITHO. .. € U3Mo3BaHa 3a Apyru neau’ (ibid., 201). Kakto B mpeaxoaHaTa cu my6-
makarws (Dintchev 2010, 33, bel. 16), Taka u cera cMsiTam, ue TeKCTHT U rpaduuHaTa JOKyMeHTal[st
Ha nipoyuBatenute (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 25, tabl. VI) goka3Bat HanmuveTo Ha 3anagHus Bxog. He
BIDK/IaM OCHOBAHUSI M 32 KODUTMPAaHETO UM OTHOCHO OTBapsiHETO Ha TO3W BXO[ TIpe3 BTOPHSI OCHO-
BeH epuo/, Ha U3BeCcTHaTa crpaja Ha OyseBreproHa. IIpeAmosioykKeHHeTO UM 3a aHaJIOTHUeH BXO[
B CeBepHHsI yU4aCThbK Ha M3TOUHATa CTeHa Ha CrpajiaTa He e JIMIIEHO OT JIOTHKA, HO e HeJoKa3yemo
MIpe/IBKU/] OCTAHKUTE, OTPa3eHH 3a TO3M CEKTOP B eIMH OT TexHuTe ryiaHoBe (ibid., tabl. IIT; hic — o6p.
1, 11). VinTepeceH TyK e TpajieX C JIeTeHa ,,KBaJIpoBa 3W/apusi, CTHI00aT WM Tpar®, CUTyupaH
Ha/ITb)KHO TIPe]] F0)KHaTa CTeHa Ha BepOSITHOTO TMOMeIlleHHe B CeBepOM3TOUHUS BI'bJI Ha CrpajaTta.
BbripocHuUsT rpajiexx e rpejcTaBeH rpauHO B KOHCTPYKTMBHA BPb3Ka C BbTpeIIHAaTa Jbra Ha Ka-
Besra (ibid., tabl. III; hic — 06p. 1), HO He e KOMeHTHpaH B TeKCTa. He e U3K/IFOUEHO Jja e OT MbPBUS
Mepyof, Ha M3BeCTHATa Crpajia Ha Oy/ieBTeproHa, HO XPOHOIOTHYeCKOTO MY OTIpe/iesisiHe He MOyKe /la
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ce niperu3supa (o6p. 11).

OcTaHKUTe OT MacMBHATa KaBesl Ca 3ara3eHd YaCTUYHO, TPeJUMHO B FOTOM3TOYHAaTa 4acT Ha
crpazara (06p. 1-2). Hasara ce /1a OBTOpSI, Ue TIPOyYBaTe/IMTe OTHACSAT U3rPaXk/IaHeTo Ha KaBesiTa v
Ha BBTPEIIHOTO yaebesisiBaHe Ha CTEHUTE Ha CrpasiaTa KbM BTOPHsSI 1 OCHOBEH meprog/ iepuof, ,,b*.
OTHOCHO MosiBaTa Ha pajiMa/jHUTe CTeHW Ha (yra [0 pyTH TaKuBa MeXK/ly BBHIIIHATa U CpeJHara
JI'bTa Ha KaBesiTa, Cpellly CTPaHULIUTe Ha FO’KHUS BXO[], Te TIPUeMaT, ue e CcTaHaja ,,[10 BCsIKa BepOosT-
HOCT OI1le 110 BpeMe Ha CTpoeXxa Ha am¢uTearpanHara crpasa Ib, kaTo 1o To3u HaurMH CBOeBpeMeHHO
e 6w nmozmobpeH TiaHbT Ha crpazara (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 23). 3ara3eHuTe 0CTaHKH OT IbIO-
BUJJHUTe U paZiMaJTHUTe CTEHU Ca HaJljie)KHO OTHMCaHU KaTo pa3Mepu U B3auMHHU OTCcTosiHUs. KoHcTa-
THPAaHO e ,,[I0C/Ie/loBaTe/IHO PeJlyBaHe Ha HallpeuH! CTeHU C /IBe pa3/IMuHU IUPUHU KaKTO MeXy
BBHIITHATA U CpeJiHaTa, Taka U MeXK/ly CpeJHaTa U BbTpeIlIHaTa Jbra Ha KaBesita (ibid., 21 sqq.). Ct.
BosiiykueB crioziesisi MHEHHETO Ha MpoyuBaTe/iuTe 3a MosiBaTa Ha MacUBHATa KaBesi B Ha4ajoToO Ha
BTODUSI TIepHOJ], Ha U3BeCTHara crpajia Ha OyneBrepurona (Boyadzhiev 2002, 137, obr. 13; hic — o6p.
9.2). ITo-rope chiijo Oe MOCOUEHO, Ue CTIOPe, TO3W U3C/Ie/j0BaTe, AyOIvpaliyre paJuajsHi CTEHU Ha
(yra cpelily cTpaHUIIUTE Ha FO>KHUSI BXO/], Ce TOSIBSBAT B MO-KhCEH TIepHO/, yCIIOPeHO ChC ,,chbapsi-
HeTO” Ha pajiuaiHaTa CTeHa MeXy TSX, KOsiTo e B octa Ha Bxo/a (hic — o06p. 9.3). ToBa XUITOTeTHUHO
nepyuoiu3upaHe obaue He MOXKe /la Ce TOKPEeITH C KOHKPETHU JaHHHU.

3a pa3nuka oT o0I0TO MHEeHHe B TIO-paHHUTe W3cieiBaHus, M. VIBaHOB Tiprema, KakTo Oe
M3THKHATO, Ue U3BeCTHATa Crpajia Ha Oy/ieBTeproHa MMa 3U/laHa KaBes OIlle TIpU TosiBata cu. M3xo-
JleH apryMeHT e ThIIKYBaHeTO My Ha CHUMKA B MbpBUYHaTa nyomkaius (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 21,
obr. 17) B cMHCBJI, Ue BBHIIHATA 3U/jaHa /Ibra Ha KaBesiTa ,,pa3pylliaBa cTeHara ¢ gebennHa 0,80 m,
ZloyieTieHa OT BbTpeIllHaTa CTPaHa Ha KKHATa CTeHa Ha CrpajiaTa, KOeTo 03HauyaBa, ye BBIIPOCHATa
CTeHa e M0-paHHa OT U3rpajieHara BIoC/1eCTBYe JbroBUJHa CTeHa Ha KaBearta“ (Ivanov 2021a, 194).
Tovi mipuema, ,,ue CIOMEHATHST 3WJ TT0 BHTPELIHOTO JIMIle Ha I0yKHaTa CTeHa Ha OyneBTepuoHa® U
paZiMasHUTe CTEeHH C Mo-3HauuTesHaTa JebemHa (0,80 m) MeXkay AbTUTe Ha YCTAaHOBEHATa KaBes,
BKJI. fIBeTe PaJvaHA CTeHU, KOUTO ca Ha yra /10 ApYTU TaKrBa CpeLly CTPaHULIMTe Ha FO)KHUS BXO,
,,Ca YaCTH OT KOHCTPYKLIMATa Ha M0-paHHa KaBea“, T.e. Ha Mpe/jrojiaraeMara KaBesi OT TPeTHs CIIOpe[
HEro Mepuo/| WX OT MbPBUS MEPUO/, Ha U3BECTHATA crpazia Ha Gyneerepuona (ibid., 196-197). Ha
PEKOHCTPYUPAHUS MJ/1aH 3a TO3U [epro/| KaBesiTa e pe/icTaBeHa C /iBe /blOBUIHU CTeHU, KaTO BbHIII-
HaTa OT TSX ONpe/ie/ieHo He ChBIajia C yCTaHOBeHUTe Mpu paskornkuTe (ibid., 198, obr. 11; hic — o6p.
10.4). ToBa He e KOMEHTUPAHO B TeKcTa. KaTto aprymeHT 3a pa3rpaHMUaBaHeTo Ha [iBa Mepuoia B Ka-
BesiTa aBTOPBT U3THKBA U 0OCTOSITEICTBOTO, Ue ,,pa/[Ma/THUTe CTeHU Ha CepAUKUICKUS Oy/ieBTepHOH
ca u3rpajieHy Ha HeoOWYaHO OJTM3KK OTCTOSIHUS e[JHA OT /Ipyra“ B CpaBHeHWe Harlpumep C ,,0ysieB-
TeproHUTe (ofeoHn) Ha Hukonosnuc af Victpym 1 @urnonon” uiy ¢ Apyru CepAUKUINCKY Crpajy,
TIpUTEXKaBalll¥ CX0AHa KOHCTpyKuus (ibid., 194-195).

Jpyr ,,IpounT® Ha CHUMKaTa ChC CUTyallMsiTa Ha OCTAaHKUTe OT BHHIIIHATA /bra Ha KaBesiTa
U oT yjebessiBaiius ro)KHaTa CTeHa rpafiexk B yuacTbka Ha Bxofa (hic — obp. 7-8) e, ue Te ca Ha
cTpoutesiHa (hyra, Kato AyOnupaijara/ynebensBaiiiaTa 0)kHa CTeHa Ha Crpafiata TyK MOCTeTNeHHO ce
CTeCHsIBa U MIPeK'bCBA TPH BXO/Ia IIOPajivi ChoOpa3siBaHeTo M C BhHIIIHATA /Ibra Ha KaBesita. MUC/Is, ue
OTCHCTBUETO Ha CbOTBETEH KOMEeHTap OT CTPaHa Ha MpOoyyBaTeInTe, KaKTo U MPU/I0yKEeHUTe TIJIaHOBe
(Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, tabl. ITI-I1I; hic — 06p. 1-2, 5) ca B 1o/i3a UMEHHO Ha TO3H ,,ipounT”. He e
peJHo Jia no/iieHsBamMe no3HaHusATa Ha T. ViBaHoB 1 C. BoOYeB 3a aHTUYHOTO CTPOUTEJICTBO, ChM-
HSIBAMKM Ce B CIIOCOOHOCTTA MM Jia pa3rpaHUuar rpajieXk Ha (hyra OT YaCTHUHO pa3pylllaBaHe Ha Io-
paHHa CTeHa OT MMo-KbCcHA. He CbM ChIviaceH U C JOBOJUTe 3a TIO-PaHHATA AaTUPOBKA Ha PaJUaTHATe
cTeHu Ha (yra (ycI0BHO ,,BTOpuTe”) C nebemvHa o 0,80 m cpely CTpaHULIUTE HA FXKHUS BXOJ Ha
crpazara. [IpuroMHsM, ue Te ca HaJlJThKHO OTIPeHH /10 APYTH PaJiiaHu CTeHU (YCI0BHO ,,ITbPBUTE )
¢ nebemvHa o 0,65 m, YUAMTO OCTAaHKHU Ca B KOHCTPYKTHBHA BPB3Ka C Te3W OT JbIUTe Ha KaBesiTa
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(Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, tabl. V; hic — 06p. 1-2, 5). Huiro B Ha/iMuHaTa TeKCTOBA, CHUMKOBA U I'pa-
¢ruHa nHdopMaLs He TIOKa3Ba BTOPHUTE Jia Ca HapyLLeHU MPY U3TPpakKAaHeTo Ha mbpBuUTe. CaMusiT
¢akr Ha koHcTaTausTa Ha T. ViBaHoB u C. BobueB, ue BTopuTe ca ,,Ha yra“ CripssMo mbpBUTe (KOH-
cTarauus, BIipoueM, Bb3mnpreTa U oT M. IBaHOB), e yKa3aHue 3a TeXHOJIOTMYHA U XPOHOJIOTMYeCcKa
T0CJIeZI0BaTeTHOCT, TIPY KOSITO M0-paHHM ca ITbpBUTe. [IpoyuBaTenuTe ca perucTpupanyd U3BeCTHU
Pa3/MKU B Ipajieka Mpu /iBaTa pasrpaHUUeHH OT TAX CTPOMTE/IHU TIepro/ia Ha Crpajiata — HarpuMep
BBB BH/ja 1 (hopmata Ha u3nosn3BaHuTe Tyxsd (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 19, 21). Te3u pa3nuku obaue
He Ce OTHACAT /10 CPaBHEHUETO MeXX/y KOMeHTHPAaHWUTe paJuaiHy cTeHU. IIeHTUYHUAT BUJ, U Tpa-
JleXX Ha ITbPBUTE U BTOPUTE CIIOpef HaJimuHa cHUMKa (ibid., 23, obr. 21; hic — 06p. 6) e B moakperna
Ha MHEHMeTO, Ye CbOPbXaBaHeTO U Ha BTOPUTE ,,e CTaHaJIo Ollle 110 BpeMe Ha CTpoeka Ha aM(uTe-
atpasiHata crpaga I B (ibid., 23).

KomeHTapsT 3a rpayuHO MpejcTaBeHaTa BbHIIIHA [JbIOBU/IHA CTeHA Ha ,,II0-paHHaTa KaBea“
(Ivanov 2021a, 198, obr. 11; hic — 06p. 10.4) e uznuieH. ITpu rosioykeHue, ue LisjiaTa IIoLL Ha Crpa-
JlaTa e pa3KoIlaHa ,,Ha rojisiMa JbJI00uMHa... 10 3apasa rnousa” (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 15) 1 HUKakBU
OCTaHKH OT 10Jj00Ha CTeHa He ca yCTaHOBEHH, NPe/INOI0KeHNeTO 3a TaKaBa e OTBb/| TPaHULIMTe Ha
JIOIyCTUMOTO. AKO Ce M3X0)K/la OT JIOTHKaTa Ha XMIl0Te3aTa 3a [jBa CTPOWTE/IHU [lepro/ia Ha KaBesiTa,
TO Te3H reproziy Ou c1e/iBasio fia ce TPOSIBAT M B YCTAHOBEHUTE ¥ JbIOBUHU CTEeHU — BBHIIIHATA W/
WY CpefiHaTa.

Benexxkara Ha M. ViBaHOB 3a HeoOMUaliHO O/IM3KHUTE OTCTOSIHUS Ha PaZjalHUTe CTeHH B Ka-
BesiTa Ha CepAMKUICKHYS Oy/ieBTepHOH 3ac/Ty’kaBa BHUMaHKe U C/iefBa [ia ce OTueTe, ue U3CefioBa-
Te/uTe TIpe/iy Hero He ca KOMeHTHpaiu To3u (akT. He e u3K/itoueHue B ToBa OTHOLLUEHUE U MOSITa
nipe/ixofiHa myonvKanys. [lpriema ce, ue He0OXOJMMOCTTA OT TIOBeUe MeCTa e HaJIOXKuU/Ia TIPer3rpaK-
JlaHe Ha KaBedTa C I0-T0JIIM HaKJIOH, KaTo ,,[TPY HOBaTa KOHCTPYKLUSA [T0-pPaHHUTE JbIOBU/IHU CTEHU
Ja ObZaT 3aMeHeHH C HOBH, 1T0-MaCHUBHH TakuBa“. TBbPAM ce ChINo, Ye ,,pajiiaJHATe CTeHH, KOUTO
CbOTBETCTBA/I Ha HOBHUS apDXUTEKTYPeH I/IaH, OW/IN MTPen3Io/I3BaHy, a 0CTaHA/IUTe — eJTAMUHUPAHH
oT HoBusA rpafiex” (Ivanov 2021a, 200). C Ta3u nocTaHOBKa aBTOPBT OHaIvIe/isBa MpejcTaBara CHU
3a CTpOMTe/IHATa Mepuon3alysi, HO BCBIIHOCT He 00siCHSIBA HeOOMUaiiHO O/IM3KUTE OTCTOSIHUS Ha
pajiyaTHUTe CTeHW, Makap B C/yyasl TO3M BBIPOC Jla € CbOTHOCHUM CaMoO 3a BTOpara CIopej, Hero
KaBes. Chbll[eBpEMEHHO He CTaBa SICHO Jlajau TpeZCTaBeHUAT IJIaH 3a ChOTBETHMS CIOpe[, aBTopa
crpoutesieH nepuog (ibid., 199, obr. 12; hic — 06p. 10.5) BK/IIOUBa UK U3K/TIOUBA ,,e/TAMUHUPAHUTE
OT HOBUSI TPafieXxx" paJjyajiHd CTEHU.

Cutyanusita ¢ O/IM3KATE OTCTOSHUSI Ha pafjda/iHUTe CTeHW M MHEHWEeTO MU B TOZAKperia Ha
TOBA, Ye YCTAHOBEHUTE OCTAaHKM ca OT efiHa KaBesi (00p. 11), e oBoj, 32 pa3ChKeHNs OTHOCHO 00-
eMHaTa M peKOHCTPYKLMSL.

C ories; Ha apXUTEKTypHaTa CH XapaKTepUCTHKa 00ChK/aHaTa CepArKHUIiCKa crpasa rnpruHaj-
7IeXKH KbM TIOKPUTUTE TeaTporiofloOHU Crpajiy, U3Io3BaHU 3a 3aceflaHUsATa Ha I'pajiCKUTe ChbBETH
(bouleuteria) v 3a KaMepHU TeaTpaJHU U MY3WKAJHU TpecTaBieHus (odea), Wiy KOMOWHUPa-
HO, T.e. CbC ChYeTaBaHe Ha [T0COYEHUTe a[MUHUCTPATHBHU U KyATypHU GyHKUMKU. Hapes ¢ obumre
e/leMeHTH, OTpeJie/IsIii IpyroBara UM crieliidyKa, U3BeCTHHUTE TIOKPUTH TeaTporofobHu crpaju
TIPUTEe)XKaBaT U peJ| MHAWBHU/IyaTHu 0COOeHOCTH T10 OTHOIEHKE Ha TUIaH ¥ KOHCTPYKLIMH (BXK. Harp.
Izenour 1990, 69 sqq.; Gros 1996, 308 sqq.; Sear 2006, 38 sqq., 119 sqq., pa3riejaHuTe Tam IpU-
MepHy U LUT. u3c/iesBanust). JocTaThuHy 3a WIOCTpalUsi B TO3M acrekT ca OCTaHa/uTe ,JioMalll-
HU“ TIpUMepH 3a MoJI00HNU aHTHUUHM Crpajy — OyneBrepuonuTe/ofieonuTe ot Nicopolis ad Istrum u
Philippopolis. B ciyuast ”HTepeChT e KbM HOCEeIUTe KOHCTPYKLM Ha TexHUTe KaBeH. Ta3u Ha Oy-
JIeBTepPUOHa/0/Ie0Ha /10 F0ro3araiHus bI'b/I Ha LIEHTPATHUS rpajicKy mioiaz Ha Nicopolis ad Istrum
BKJIFOUBA YeTHPH /IBOMKU paJiua/iHi CTeHH, KOWTO 3ae/lHO C MaCUBHHTe CTEHU Ha KOPUZJOPUTE TIpe[
CLieHaTa ca HOCWJIM BbB BUCOYMHA 5 TIOMyKOHWYHHU cBoza (Harp. Ivanov, Ivanov 1994, 107; Dintchev
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O6p. 12. BynesmepuoHsm/ o0eonom Ha Nicopolis
ad Istrum (no Dintchev 2009, 72, obr. 2)

Fig. 12. The bouleuterion/odeon of Nicopolis ad
Istrum (after Dintchev 2009, 72, obr. 2)
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O6p. 13. BynesmepuoHsm/ 00eoHsM HA
Lo e all— Philippopolis (no Dintchev 2009, 66, obr. 1)
0 10 20 M Fig. 13. The bouleuterion/odeon of Philippopolis
: ! ! (after Dintchev 2009, 66, obr. 1)

2009, 72, obr. 2; hic — 06p. 12). 3a orbens3BaHe e, ue paJjUaHUTE CTEHU BbB BCSKA €[JHA OT Te3U
IIBOMKHU Ce Che[UHSIBAT B IOCOKA KbM OpXecTpara U ce pa3jesieuaBaTr KbM BbHIIIHATA [bra Ha KaBesi-
ta. Te He HOCAT e/fUH 00II] CBO/, @ Ca OTIOPHU MOOT/E/THO 3a ChCeAHU CBO/joBe. OCTAaHKUTE Ha Oy/ieB-
TepUOHa/0fle0Ha B CeBepOo3ara/fHuUs bI'bJl Ha KOMILIEKCa Ha IleHTpaiHus rioijaz Ha Philippopolis ca
YaCTHUYHO Pa3KpUTH U pPeCTaBPUPaHH, HO BCe Ollle He ca MyO/iMKyBaHU. Bbh3 OCHOBa Ha W3BECTHUS
uM riaH (Harp. Martinova-Kyutova 2006, 276, obr. 1; Dintchev 2009, 66, obr. 1; hic — 06p. 13) u Ha
BU3YyaJ/THUTe BrieuaT/eHus OT TsAXHaTa pecTaBpalus MOXKe /ia ce IOMyCHe, ue HoCelllaTa KOHCTPYKLIUS
Ha KaBesiTa BKJ/IIOUBA Ce/leM MaCUBHU paJuajHU CTeHU, KOUTO 3ae[HO CbC CTEHUTE Ha KOPUAOPUTe
TipeJi ClieHaTa ca HOCH/IM BbB BUCOUYMHA 8 MOMIYKOHUYHU CBOZA. TyK BCSIKA OT pafila/iHUTe CTEHU e
OIIOpHA 3a /[Ba ChcegHU CBozila. OCOoOEHOCT Ha Ta3u Crpajia U3IJIeXKa € OTChCTBUETO TPH KaBesiTa M
Ha BBHIIIHA JBIOBU/HA CTEHA.

KakBo moka3Ba cpaBHeHHETO Ha KaBesiTa Ha CepIUKUiiCKaTa Crpajia C Tipe/iCTaBeHUTe 1o-rope?
Makap ¥ C MaJIKi OTCTOSTHHS TIOMEXXK/Y CH, paZiiaJTHUTe CTEHH B CEPAUKUNCKYS Oy/IeBTEPUOH OTIpe-
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JleJIeHO Ce pa3/iMuaBar o pasrosioykeHHe U KOHKPeTHU (PyHKLIMU OT paZiuajiHuTe JBOMKM B CrpajiaTa
B Nicopolis ad Istrum. Pa3nono)xeHneTo Ha paivalHuTe CTeHH B CepAUKHUIICKaTa Crpajia mpezmnosa-
ra, nofo6HO Ha Te3u Ha crpazara B Philippopolis, Bcsika OT TX Jja e o0l oropa 3a /jBa ChbCeHU
CBOJ]a, HO HEOOMUAHOTO B Ta3u WHaue CTaHJapTHa KOHCTPYKLMs Ca HaUCTHUHA TBbpAe ONMM3KWTe
OTCTOSIHUSI MEXKY TSIX U pa3InUHUTe UM, TIOC/IeJOBaTe/THO PeiyBally ce febenHU B LjeHTpasHaTa
YyacT Ha KaBesiTa’. [IBe ca Bb3MOKHUTe 00sICHEHUsI 3a Ta3u cutyalyst. Criopef; MTbPBOTO CTPOUTE/TUTE
ca Ce MOJCUTYPUJIM C TIO-TO/IsIM OPOM pajiuaiHi CTeHH, PeCIl. — C TIOBeue HOCeIM CBOZIOBe, Topau
HEYCTOMUMBHSI CIIOpe/] TpeLieHKaTa UM TepeH WM TPOCTO TMOpajy JMIca Ha [JOCTaThuyeH OMUT B
W3rpakJaHeTo Ha TofiobHu crpasy. B ciyuasi HamMureTo Ha pa3/iuuHu JebesliHY Ha pajuaiHUTe
CTeHU MO)Ke /la Ce BIIMIIIe B XUIIOTe3aTa Ha MpOyuBaTe/uTe 3a ,,CBOeBPeMEeHHO TofobpsiBaHe”, T.e.
3a MpoMsiHa B IJIaHa Ha Crpajiara ,,0lile 1o BpeMe Ha ctpoeska” 1 (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 23). B u3-
BeCTeH CMHChJI Ta3U XUTIOTe3a MPeATIoCcTaBs /1Ba eTara B U3ITb/IHEHUETO Ha KaBesiTa, HO Ha ITPOeKTHa
(ha3a u B x0/]a Ha HelfHaTa CTPOWTEJ/IHA peann3aliyis, a He KaTo /iBa OT/|eJIHH, OT/ja/iedeH! BbB Bpeme-
TO CTPOMTE/HH Neproza. [Ipyrara Bb3MOXKHOCT € /ia Ce [IOITyCHE, Ue CTeHHTe C TI0-MaJjikara febemrHa
— cpeano 1o 0,65 m, MoHavasIo0 He ca OW/IM 3aMUC/IEHH KaTo YaCTH OT MOJYKOHUYHUTE CBOZioBe (00p.
11). TIpepHa3HaueHHETO UM e OWJIO [la OCUTYPST 37ipaBa W CTabW/THAa OCHOBA 3a MacHWBHATa KaBesl.
Bwpxy TsX MOXKe [la ca ce W3AUraau OT/eH! TIOATIOPH, TIOAAbP KAl CBOJJOBeTe WM BK/IFOUEeHH TI0
JIPYT HauMH B HOCeIT[aTa KOHCTPYKIIUS, HO Te3U CTeHU MoHauaio ca OWIU Mpe/iBU/IEHU B CyOCTPYK-
L[US1 WK BbB BUJ] Ha cTHI00aTH. U 6e3 TsX, C OTUeT camMo 3a pajjdajiHUTe CTeHH C TI0-TojsiMa fiebe-
nvHa — 110 0,80 m, 6poAT Ha MOMYKOHUUHUTE CBOJ[OBE MEXK/y BbHIIIHATA U CPe/[HATA /Ibra Ha KaBesTa
mie e oHe 7 (06p. 1-2, 11), T.e. HaMTB/IHO OCTAThUEH C OIJIeJ] pa3MepuTe Ha crpajara. Mpaesta 3a
pa/iiasHu cTeHu Oe3 (I/I0CTHA) CYTIepCTPYKIIMS He € TOJTKOBa CTpaHHa Mpe/iBU 00MuaiiHusA U3ries
Ha ZIbI'OBU/IHUTE CTEHU Ha KaBEMTe Ha TeATPUTE U TeaTPONof00HHUTe CrPa/ivi — C PeIUIM OT apKH Kak-
TO B XOPU30HTaJI, Taka U BbB BepPTHKa/I. B c/lyuast BMUCBaHETO Ha KaBesiTa B KyOWUHUS BHHIIIEH 00eM
Ha Oy/TyBTepHOHa e JOITbJIHUTE/IEH 0BO/ 3a TOBA, Ue AbTMTe Ha KaBesiTa ca Oumm npeaumMHo Ge3 Cy-
MepCTPYKLUs — COTMIHU OCHOBH 3a HOCeI|aTa M KOHCTPYKIUsL. CbC CUTYPHOCT HarpyMep BbHILIHATa
[bra e 6uma camo B CyOCTPYKLMS B yUacTbKa Ha FO)KHUS BXo/ Ha crpazara (Dintchev 2010, 33, bel.
15; hic — 06p. 1-2, 5, 7, 11). CblijeBpeMeHHO HaJIMUMETO Ha TPH [/bTOBU/IHU CTEHU B KOHCTPYKI[USTA
Ha KaBesiTa, BMECTO TO-TIPWISATAIL[UTE 3a pa3MepUTe U JIBe TIOZ00HU CTeHH (CpPB. Harp. ¢ OysieBTepu-
oHa/ozieona Ha Nicopolis ad Istrum — hic 06p. 12), cbIllo 61 MOIJIO /ia Ce U3THAKYBa KaTo MPU3HAK 3a
W3BeCTHA HECUTYPHOCT Y OTlaCeHHsi HA MEeCTHUTE CTPOUTEITH.

B 3aksrouenre mora Zia 060611151, 4e ce MpUABbPKaM KbM MHEHMETO Ha MpoyyYBaTesiiTe 3a Ba
OCHOBHHU CTPOWTE/THU TIepHOo/ia Ha M3BeCTHATa Crpajia Ha CepAUKUANCKUs OyneBTeproH. XuroTe3ara
Ha Cr. Bosi/pkueB 3a Ha/IMUMETO B Hesl TIpe3 ITbPBUS M TIepHo/], Ha TPUCTpPaHHa, [1-obpa3Ha JbpBeHa
koHCTpykiusi ¢ niedku (hic — o6p. 9.1) e pe3onHa. [Togo6Ha KOHCTPYKLUSI BIIPOUEM MOXKe fla ce
JIOTTyCHE W 3a TpeJriosiaraemMara ro-paHHa crpajia Ha OysieBTeproHa — Ta3u CbC ,,3ufa M—M*“ (3a
MIBPBUS TIeproJ, Ha OynieBTeproHa, criopesi M. MiBaHoB; hic — 06p. 10.2). B usmbiHeHue ¢ TpaeH CTpPo-
WTeJ/leH MaTepyall, HO C UIeHTHYeH BH/| Ca HAallPUMep CeJa/TUII[HIUTe KOHCTPYKIWU Ha Oy/IeBTepHOHU-
Te B Heraclea ad Latmum (Kapikiri, Typius; Sear 2006, 337-338, pl. 333), Notium (Plaj, Typuus;
ibid., 345, fig. 345), Priene (Gdilliibange, Typrws; ibid., 350, pl. 355), Sagalassus (Aglasun, Typius;
ibid., 375, pl. 398). Coriacen c¢bMm ¢ T. ViBaHoB u C. boGueB, KOUTO OTHACAT BCUUKKU YCTAaHOBEHU
OCTaHKM OT KaBesiTa KbM BTOPHSI OCHOBEH IepPUOJ, Ha U3BeCTHATa Crpajia, BK/I. C MHEHHUETO UM 3a
,T107100psiBaHe”, T.e. 3a MPOMEHU B ChOTBETHHS TIPOEKT B X0/la Ha U3ITBJIHEHUETO MY TIPe/IBUJI CUTYa-

5  VI3xXoxk/JalKu OT IJIaHOBe Ha Crpa/ara B mbpBUuHaTa mybsmvikarus (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, tabl. II1, V), moxe
[la ce [IOMyCHe, ue /BeTe paJuaiHd CTeHH B U3TOUHMS Kpail Ha TPOCTPAHCTBOTO MEXK/y CpeJHaTa M BhHIIHATA [bra Ha
KaBesiTa ca ¢ efHakBa jebemHa — 1o 0,80 m (hic — o6p. 1-2).
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LMAATa C paiiaJHUTe CTEHU B CeKTOpa Ha F0)KHMS BXoZ. He e M3K/IroueHo u3pas Ha Te3u MpOMeHHU Ja
e ¥ rosieMusiT Opoli Ha paJjia/THUTe CTeHW U3001110, KaKTO U Pa3IMUHKTe UM /lebe/TuHu. 3a pa3/ivKa
OT TpOyuBaTe/nTe, CMSATaM, Ye 3HaUWTeHOTO MOB/WraHe Ha HMBOTO Ha KKHHUS BXOJ, Ha Crpajara
€ OCBILeCTBEHO B HAYasJI0TO Ha BTOPUsI CTPOUTENIEH TIepHO/l, a ChIIO, Ue TO3H BXOJ (YHKLMOHUPA U
Tripe3 TO3U Mepuo. KOHKpeTHH apryMeHTH Cpely TBbPJeHUETO UM 3a ,,3allpeyBaHeTo” Ha BXO/la BbB
Bpb3Ka C U3rpak/laHeTO Ha KaBesiTa U3/I0KUX T0-Tope. 3a TOBa CH TBbp/EHHE Te Ce 11030BaBaT U Ha
W3BEeCTHUTE WM Tapasesu: ,,B HUTO eHa Crpaja ¢ am@uTeaTpaseH TUlaH OT aHTHUYHATa erioxa He e
M3BECTHO B/IM3aHe 0T3a/ M0 cpefata U To nof creranara” (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 25); ,,Ba13aHeTo
B TeaTpUTe U OJ[eOHUTE e CTaBa/i0 OTCTPaHU WM mpef cijeHaTa” (ibid., 26). B usMuHanuTe neceTu-
JIeTUs CJief TIOATOTOBKaTa U 00HapOZBaHETO Ha AMCKyTHpaHara rmyOsiuKamys OposiT Ha W3BeCTHUTE
AQHTUYHW TeaTpu W TeaTporioZio0HM CrpaZy e yBeJlrueH MHOTOKPATHO, KaTo CPaBHEHHWETO WM BOJU
[0 CTIOMeHaTHs1 M3BOJ, 3a pa3Hoobpasue 1Mo OTHOLIeHVWe Ha T/IaHOBe W KOHCTPYKIUW. [IpumepH 3a
BXO/IOBE B CTEHM, CPEIyTI0JIOKHN Ha CLIEHUTE, MPeJOCTaBAT Beue TojisiM Opol Mpe/icTaBUTed Ha
Te3W CTPajJiu OT Hsiyiata Teputopus Ha Vimmepusita®. C mogobeH BXo[, WM IOPH BXOZIOBE BIPOYEM €
u OyneBTeproHBT/OleOHBT B Nicopolis ad Istrum — B ciiyuas B ceBepHara My crera (Dintchev 2009,
72-73, obr. 2; Vladkova 2021, 401, 409, obr. 387; hic — 06p. 12). CepauKuiicKusT Oy/eBTEPUOH e
“MaJsl U Apyr BXoJ WM BxofoBe. CUTYPHO YCTaHOBEH 3a BTODUSI OCHOBEH Mepro/, Ha M3BeCTHaTa
My CrpaZia e TO3M B CeBepHHUs y4yacThK Ha 3arajHara CTeHa. 3ara3BaM pe3epBU I0 OTHOLLEHHe Ha
nipeanonaranust ot Ct. bBospkues u M. ViBaHOB BX0/| B CpejiaTa Ha ceBepHaTta My cTeHa (o6p. 11).
KoHcTpyKTHBHATa Bpb3Ka Ha 3ama/iHus BXo/, (Ha CeBepHATa My CTpaHMI[A) C /1e0e0CTeEHHOTO MoMe-
I[eHre B CeBepo3araZHust bI'bJl Ha Crpajiata /oka3Ba MPUHA/IIE)KHOCTTa My KbM BTOPHS 11 OCHOBEH
nepuoyi. VIHTeprnipeTalysaTa Ha TOBa M Ha MPe/IoaraeMoTo MoJj00HO TIoMelljeHe B HeChbXpaHeHUs
CeBepOM3TOYeH BI'bJI Ha CrpajiaTa TPYLHO MOXKe Jla ce TipeLju3npa. MHeHHeTo, ue ToBa Ca ,,XpaHH-
JUITa Ha rpazickust apxuB” (Boyadzhiev 2002, 138—139) e xurnote3a 6e3 aprymeHTH. ITo-paHo u3Ka-
3aHOTO TIPeATIOJIO’KEeHHe, Ue TOBa Ca CTHJIOUIIHYU KIeTKH OT ITbPBUS TIepUO/] Ha M3BeCTHAaTa Crpaja
Ha OynesreproHa (Balty 1991, 482), kateropuyHO He CHOTBETCTBA Ha Ha/JMUHATa apXeojornyecka

6 Hanpumep Tearpurte Ha/B Antium (Anzio, Utanus; Sear 2006, 119-120, pl. 3), Misenium (Miseno, Vtanus;
ibid., 126, pl. 15), Ostia (Ostia Antica, Utanus; ibid., 129, pl. 19), To3u Ha Marcellus B Pum (ibid., 135-136, pl. 26; Bx. 1
Gros 1996, 282 sqq., fig. 329 sqq.), Ha/B Grumentum (Grumento Nova, Wtanmus; Sear 2006, 146, pl. 41), Saepinum (Sepino,
Wranus; ibid., 153-154, pl. 54; Bx. u Gros 1996, 286, fig. 336), Libarna (Serravalle Scrivia, Utanus; Sear 2006, 174, pl.
85; Bk. 1 Gros 1996, 289, fig. 341), Pola (Pula, XvpBarcka; Sear 2006, 179, pl. 94), Verulamium (St Albans, Benko6pu-
tanus; ibid., 197, pl. 123), Augusta Raurica (Augst, IlIBetinapus; ibid., 215-216, pl. 154; Bx. u Gros 1996, 293, fig. 348),
Arienes (Loir-et-Cher, ®pannusi; Sear 2006, 223, pl. 167), Gisacum (Le Vieil-Evreux, ®panuws; ibid., 231-232, pl. 184;
BX. 1 Gros 1996, 296-297, fig. 354), Mediolanum Aulercorum (Evreux, ®panuusi; Sear 2006, 239, pl. 196), Caesaraugusta
(Zaragoza, Vicnanusi; ibid., 266—267, pl. 234), Bulla Regia (Hammam Daradji, Tynwuc; ibid., 276-277, pl. 249), Madau-
rus (Madaurush, Amkup; ibid., 282-283, pl. 256), Balagrae (El Beida, JTubus; ibid., 291, pl. 263), Gadara (Umm Qais,
Woppanus; ibid., 310, pl. 292), Anemurium (Eski Anamur, Typuus; ibid., 360, pl. 370), Limyra (Dernek, Typuus; ibid.,
369, pl. 388), Selge (Zerk, Typuus; ibid., 376, pl. 400), Side (Eski Antalya, Typuwus; ibid., 377, pl. 401), Termessus (Giil-
liik, Typrwms; ibid., 379, pl. 403), Dodona (Dodoni, I'bpuust; ibid., 411-412, pl. 433), Nicopolis (Preveza, I'spuus; ibid.,
413, pl. 434), KaKTO ¥ IOKPUTHTE TeaTpornoo0Hu crpaau (ofeoHu w/umm GyneBreprony, U zip.) B Pausilypum (Posillipo,
Wranus; ibid., 130, pl. 21), Pompeii (Pompei, Utanus; ibid., 132, pl. 23; Bx. u Gros 1996, 309-310, fig. 366), Augusta
Praetoria (Aosta, itanusi; Sear 2006, 182—183, pl. 98; Bx. u Izenour 1990, 72-74, fig. 3 sqq.), Iaitas (Monte Iato, Vtanus
— Cuuwust; Sear 2006, 188-189, pl. 109), Lungdunum (Lyon, ®pannus; ibid., 236-237, pl. 191; Bx. u Gros 1996, 312,
fig. 368), Carthago (Carthage, Tynuc; Sear 2006, 278-279, pl. 252), Cyrene (Shahat, JTu6us; ibid., 292, pl. 265), Gortyn
(Kainourgiou, I'sprust — Kpur; ibid., 296, pl. 273; Bx. u Gros 1996, 313, fig. 369), Pella (Khirbet Fahil, Mopaanus; Sear
2006, 313, pl. 297), Cibyra Maior (Horzum, Typuwusi; ibid., 332, pl. 325), Heraclea ad Latmum (Kapikiri, Typuwus; ibid.,
337-338, pl. 333), Miletus (Balat, Typuus; ibid., 344, pl. 343), Pergamum (Giiselcamli, Typrus; ibid., 347, pl. 350), Priene
(Giilliibange, Typuws; ibid., 350, pl. 355), Anemurium (Eski Anamur, Typuws; ibid., 360, pl. 371), Ariassus (Yiriikbadem-
lisi, Typuwus; ibid., 364365, pl. 380), Termessus (Giilliik, Typuwus; ibid., 379, pl. 404), oneonsT Ha Agrippa B Atuna (ibid.,
390, pl. 417; Bx. omme Izenour 1990, 75-77, fig. 6 sqq.; Gros 1996, 310-311, fig. 367; ), B Epidaurus (Epidauros, I'bprusi;
Sear 2006, 397-398, pl. 424), Nicopolis (Preveza, I'sprius; ibid., 413-414, pl. 435), Dium (Malathria, I'sprust — JIec6oc;
ibid., 416, pl. 441).
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vHpopmaryst’. @opmasiHa aHaIOTHsl IPeJOCTaBAT HAKOW aHTUUHU TeaTpH, KbeTO CXOZHHU 10 T/1aH,
pa3MepH ¥ MeCTOTI0/IOXKeHHe TTOMeLIeHHsI Ce MHTepIIpeTHpar Kato choregia — cw0meKaiHu U CKJTa/io-
Be 3a peKBU3UT (BX. Hamp. Sear 2006, 9), HO B c/tydasi Nof06HU (HYHKIM Ca MaJTKO BEPOSITHH.

Karo yBoz KbM AMCKYCHSATA 3a XPOHOJIOTHSITA HA CEPAUKUICKUS Oy/IeBTePHOH I1ie TIPUITOMHSI,
ye mybsmkauusTa Ha T. ViBaHoB u C. BoOueB He Cbbprka KOHKPETHA apxeoornyecka nH(opmarys
3a JlaTUpOBKaTa Ha M3BeCTHaTa My CrpaZia. B XpoHO/ornueckute UM pasChbKeHUsl C IPUOPUTET e
JlaTUPaHeTO Ha BTOPUs UM MEepPUOJ KbM ,,BpeMeTo Ha [uokservan uni KoHcrantvH Benuku®, kato
cresictBUe OT u3bopa Ha Serdica 3a ctonvija Ha HOBOyupeZeHata rnpoBuHLMs Dacia mediterranea.
VHTepecHO e 3aK/ItOUeHHMETO UM OTHOCHO JiaTHPOBKAaTa Ha ITbPBUs 1 MIEPUO/; ,,B TaKbB Caydail (MMa
ce TIpeJiBH/] IaTHPAHETO Ha BTOPHS Tiepuog — 6em. B.J].) TocTposiBaHeToO Ha MbpPBOHAYA/THATA Crpajia
TpsiOBa la Ce OTHeCe M0-PaHo — Hal-KbCHO TpeTaTa ueTBLPT Ha I11 B., c/ie; TOTCKUTE HallleCTBUS MTPU
Knaeauit I'otcku“ (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 27). [1o-HaraTbK, TT030BaBaiiki ce Ha rpajieka B Opus
mixtum ¢ 3-peJioB TYXJIeH MO0siC, Te OTHACAT KaKTO HauaJHOTO U3rpakJaHe, Taka U IIpeyCTpoiicTBaTa
B Crpajiara ,,cjiefl TOTCKUTe HallleCTBUs B cpefara Ha III B., Moxke Ou KbM camus Kpaii Ha III B. ¥ Ha-
yasioto Ha IV B.“ (ibid., 53), T.e. B paMKuUTe Ha He TIOBeue OT T10JIOBUH BeK.

M3TpKBaHETO Ha r'pajieXka Karo jAatvpall ¢akTop e C/Ie[CTBUe OT CrelMajHusl WHTepecC Ha
e/IVH OT TpOyYBaTenTe KbM XapaKTepHUCTHUKaTa U XPOHOJIOTUSTa Ha aHTUUHHUTE CMeCeHU 3U/Iapyui.
Be3 /ja HaBNM3aM B JUCKYCHSTa, TIOPO/ieHa OT HeroBuTe 061y nmybmmkaiuu (Bobchev 1952; 1961),
11le TIOTBBP/II MHEHUETO CH, Ue YBeJMUaBaHeTo Ha Oposi Ha pe/joBeTe B TYX/IEHUTE TMOSICH B TI0-KbC-
HUTe CMeCEHH 3W/IaPHMHU e pPeajHa TeH/IeHIUs, KOSTO obaue He MOyKe /la Ce BKapa B OOITONPUIOKUMA,
maboHM3MpaHa cxeMa ¢ (puKcrpaHu XpoHosiorndecky croitHoct (Dintchev 2010, 34-35). CneziBa
nia ce oTOeseXxu, ue TaKMBa BaXXKHU enmurpadCKy CBUIETE/ICTBA 3a UCTOpHsATa Ha Serdica Kato obhu-
LuanHuTe Hagmucy ot 176-180 r. 3a usrpakgaHeTo Ha IrbpBarta rpazcka kpernoct (Stancheva 1972,
51-54; 1975, 30-36; Mihailov 1976, 21-24) ca oTkpuTHu csiefi 06HApOABaHETO Ha MyOIMKaIUsITa Ha
T. ViBaHoB u C. bo6ueB u, eCTeCTBeHO, He ca OTUeTeH! B MCTOPUUYECKaTa apryMeHTalysl Ha TeEXHUTe
XpOoHOsIoruecku u3Bogu. CriesiBa ChINO Zia ce 0TOese)XH, ue B MO-KbCHU CBOM MyO/IMKAIUuy Te He
JlaTHpaT W3pUYHO TTHPBUS MEPHO/, Ha W3BeCTHATa Crpaja Ha Oy/ieBTepHOHa, T.e. He TMOBTapsIT Ibp-
BOHaua/HaTa CU JaTUpoBKa (Harp. Ivanov 1974, 42), unu Beue ca CKJIOHHU /ia s1 peBU3UpaT — ,,1pe3
II-IIT B.“ (Bobchev 1989, 47).

Cr. BosiiykrieB apryMeHTHPa U3BOJA CH, Ye U3BEeCTHUSAT CepAUKUICKH ,,0y/IeBTePHOH 1ije /a e
611 M3rpajieH Hai-KbCHO OT Mapk ABpe/vii“ ¢ JaTMpoBKaTa Ha ChCeHaTa Crpajja OT U3TOK — ,,Bpe-
MeTo Ha CeBepure®, ¥ C JOBOJQ, ue Ts1 OM CJiefiBasio [ia e U3rpajieHa Mmo-KbCHO OT U choOpaseHa ¢
OyneereproHa (Boyadzhiev 2002, 137). ABTOPBT SIBHO He e 00bpHa/I BHUMaHHe Ha MaTepPUaJIUTe OT
T1acTa, TIpe/ileCcTBall] U3BeCTHATa Crpajja Ha OysieBTeproHa, Cpej KOUTO MMa M MOHeTa Ha uMriepa-
Top Mapk Apenuii (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 16). CremoBaTe/iHO IMosiBaTa Ha Tasu crpazia Ou moryia
Jla e Hali-paHo B MIOC/IeJHUTe TOAUHU OT yIpaB/AeHWeTo Ha TO3U UMIlepaTop. 3a M3Bo/ja, Ue Havyasio Ha
BTOPHSI 1 OCHOBEH TIepHO/, e TIPY yTIpaB/ieHneTo Ha umrepatop ABpendan (270-275 r.), Bogelu ca
HCTOpUYEeCKUTE CboOpakeHust — ,,/1a 00C/Ty)KBa pa3iivpeHara af/MUHUCTPALIYs Ha HOBaTa MPOBUHLIVS
BrwrperHa [Jakus“ (Boyadzhiev 2002, 137).

CrniomeHaro 6Oe, ue 3a M. VIBaHOB Hauaji0TO Ha TPETHS MEpUO/] Ha Oy/IeBTepUOHa, T.e. Ha ITbp-
BUSI IEPUO/] Ha U3BECTHATa My Crpajia e B ,,[I0C/e/jHaTa YeTBbPT U JJOpH... Kpas Ha Il B.“ Ille 1uTu-

7  ToBa npejronoXkeHHe e B 0CHOBara Ha ()prUBOJIHATA XMIIOTe3a Ha LIUTHUPaHUs aBTOP 3a Ha/lluMe Ha KaBes U
Tipe3 ITbPBUS NIePHO/, Ha U3BeCTHATA Crpajia Ha Oy/neBTeproHa, HO Pa3Io/ioykKeHa B CeBepHATa M YacT, C eKCIIO3ULIUS Ha kT
(Balty 1991, 482). Te3u pa3chk/eHuUs ca B IPOTUBOPeUHe C MHPOPMALHsATa OT apXeoJIorHUeCKUTe MPOyYBaHHsI KaKTo 0
OTHOLIIeHHe Ha XPOHOJIOTHSITA Ha BBITPOCHUTE MOMellleH!sI B CeBepHUTe bIVIM Ha Crpajiata U Ha TIPUHa/|/Ie)KHOCTTa UM KbM
M0-KbCeH eTarl Ha HelfHaTa CTpOMTe/THa eprou3aliysi, Taka 1 C orJie/] Ha Mb/THOTO OTChCTBUE Ha JJaHHU 3a M0-paHHa KaBest
C MOCOYEHUTe TI0-Tope MeCTOMOJIOKeHNe 1 eKCIIO3ULIKSI.
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paM apryMmeHTanusaTa my: ,,I'pajiexkbT Ha Oy/ieBTeproHa HaMHUpPa MHOTO TOUEH rapaJsies B TpajieXka Ha
ambuTearspa Ha Cep/ivKa, UMeTO U3rpakaHe ce OTHACS KbM Kpas Ha II1 B. TyxsieHara 3uzapusi mpu
FOYKHMSI BXO/I M 10 BIVITE Ha CrpajiaTa e UAeHTHYHA Ha I'pajie’ka Ha apeHaTa Ha am@uTearbpa, KaKTo
Y Ha TYXJIeHUs TPaJieXk OT ITbPBUSI TIePHO/, Ha TIpe/iro/iaraeMaTa ermuckorcka basuirka Ha Cep/ivika,
OTHeCeH KbM HauanoTo Ha IV Bek. HaiMuueTo Ha cuyKaHa CTpPOMTe/IHa KepaMUKa B XOPOCAaHOBUS
pa3TBOP ChIILI0O € UHWKALUS 3a Mo-KbcHa fgata“ (Ivanov 2021a, 193-194). HauanoTo Ha 4eTBbPTUS
CTiopeJ; aBTopa T.e. Ha BTOPUS TIepUO/, Ha U3BeCTHATa Crpajia ce 0THACs KbM ,,HauasaoTo Ha IV Bek B
yHHMCOH ¢ MHeHueTo Ha T. ViBaHoe u apx. C. bo6ues” (ibid., 199). Kpasrt my, pecr. — HauajioTo Ha
CreqBalllys TepUo/l, KOraTo crpajaTta Beue He (DyHKLIMOHHMpA IO MbPBOHAUAIHOTO CH MIpeJHa3Haue-
HUe, ce TIOCTaBs B Kpast IV — HauanoTo Ha V B. (ibid., 200-201). [To To3u 1oBO/ aBTOPHT MOJeMU3Kpa
C HSKOM TI0-paHHU ,,BIPKJAHUSA, BK/I. C MHEHHETO B TIPeAX0HaTa MU MyOvKalus, ,,ue OysneBrepu-
OHBT He e (QyHKLMOHMPaJl MHOTO J'bJIT0“ CJiefl U3rpakJjaHeTo Ha MacuBHarta Kases (Dintchev 2010,
34). ToBa MHEHHE Ce OCIIOPBA B CMUCHI, ,,ue Oy/IeBTePUOHBT BePOSITHO € (PyHKIIMOHUPA/ KaTo TaKbB
B TeUeHHe Ha JOCTaThUHO JBIBI TIEPHUO/ OT BpeMe TToHe JOKbM Kpasi Ha IV B.“ (Ivanov 2021a, 201)

CwMsiTam, Je TIOsiBaTa Ha M3BeCTHATA Crpajia Ha Oy/ieBTeproHa He MOJKe Jia Ce TIperu3upa Xpo-
HOJIOTMUECKM Bb3 OCHOBA Ha CTPOMTE/IHATa TEXHHWKA U Ha U3IM0/I3BAaHUTE CTPOUTEHU MaTepuau.
V3non3BaHeTO Ha M3LSJIO Tyx/eHa 3uJapysi B CTPAHULUTE HAa BXOJOBE U B BIJIUTE HA IO-
COMUJHUTE Crpajyd e obOWuaiiHa CTpPOWTE/HA MpaKTHKA Mpe3 puMcKaTa ermoxa U KbcHaTa
aHTUYHOCT. Tyx/leHHUTe 3UJapuu ca C XOMOT€HEH U3IJie[], KaTO pasjiMKara MeXXy [Ba KOH-
KpeTHM MpuMepa Ha NpU/aaraHeTo UM UJ/IU TXHaTa UJEeHTUUYHOCT MOJXKe [ja Ce TOTBbPAU WU
OTXBBP/IM Bb3 OCHOBA Ha BHja M (opmaTa Ha TyXJ/iuTe, Ha ZebenvHATAa U U3MBIHEHUETO
Ha GyruTe MeXAy TSX, Ha ChCTaBa W 3/ipaBWHATa Ha CBbp3Bamus ru xopocaH. C ornen Ha
CHOTBETHUTE AaHHM, mybnukauusaTa Ha T. MiBanoB u C. BoOueB e CpaBHUTENHO MpeIju3-
Ha (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 18-19), 3a pa3nauka OoT MyO/JMKalMTe 3a MOCOUEHUTE MapaJse-
v — 3a amduTearspa (Hamp. Velichkov 2014, 251 sqq.) u 3a ,,mpefiriojlaraeMaTa emyUCKOIICKa
6a3unuka“ (Ivanov 2014, 238-240; 2016, 395-396). IlpunaraHero, A00aBSIHETO HA CUyKaHa
CTPOHTEe/THA KepaMHKa B XOpPOCaHa e YCTAaHOBEHO W B MO-paHHU Crpaju Ha Serdica — HampuMep B
CcMeceHara 3uZiapusi C ABYPe/lOB TyXJIeH IOsIC Ha CTeHUTEe Ha OrpOMHAaTa Crpajia, UAUTO OCTaHKH Ca
nog, fHewrHus . ,,CB. Hepens“ (Stancheva 1997, 9) — T.Hap. peTopyuyM WX BCBLUJHOCT TEPMHU OT
T.Hap. UMIIEPATOPCKU THII, U3IUTHATH BEPOSITHO BbB BTOpara TpeTnHa Ha II B. (K. Hamp. Dintchev
2011, 101-113, obr. 1-10) ColiieBpeMeHHO 3a Haya HUsS Tpasiexx oT Kpast Ha 11 — HayanoTo Ha IV B.
Ha M0COUeHusI TI0-Tope KaTo Tapases aMurearbp HeeTHOKPATHO € U3ThKBAHO OT MPOYYBATe/Isi My,
ye e ¢ ,,0571 XopocaH®, 6e3 JaHHM 3a TIpUMECH OT cuykaHa Kepammuka (Velichkov 2007, 256; 2010,
354; 2011, 311-312; 2014, 254, 256). I1lo ce oTHaCs 10 MHEHUETO MU, Ue Oy/IeBTEPUOHBT He e (hyHK-
LIMOHUPAJI MHOT'O JIB/ITO CJIef Ha4aJl0TO Ha BTOPUS NIePUOZ, Ha U3BeCTHAaTa My Crpajia, TO e U3Ka3aHo
C OIVIef; Ha TOpHaTa XpOHo/oruyecka rpanuia Ha KbcHa aHTruHOCT B Hauasioto Ha VII B. B kpas
Ha ChbOTBeTHATa CTaTHs CTaBa sICHO, ue jjornmyckam (hyHKIIMOHUPaHeTo My [0 Kpas Ha IV B., a jopu
U /10 TI0-KbCHO: ,,cpefiaTa Ha V B. ... e KpaliHaTa XpOHOJIOTMUecKa rpaHulla U 3a GyHKLMOHUPAHeTOo
Ha MeCTHUs LieHTpaseH roiajeH komriekc” (Dintchev 2010, 37), uuiiTo OCHOBEH KOMITOHEHT e
MMeHHO Oy/ieBTepUOHBT. [IpyT e BhIPOCHT JJOKOJIKO a/leKBaTeH BJIaCTOBU M a/IMUHUCTPATUBEH OpraH
e OW/T CTapusIT IPajiCKi ChBET, YMETO CeasHIlle € MeCTHUAT Oy/eBTepUoH, B ObP30 MpoMeHsIIaTa
Ce TIO/IUTHYeCKa M COLMaTHO-MKOHOMHUecka 006CcTaHOBKa B Kpasi Ha [V — mbpBara nosioBuHa Ha V
B. [TocsiegHMTe 3aKOHOATETHA aKTOBE, BU3HMpPAIIA CTapyuTe TPajiCKu ChBeTH B fuoue3ute Thracia u
Dacia, na xouto ce mo3oBaBa 1 M. Veanos (Ivanov 2021a, 201), ca ot kpast Ha [V — HauanoTo Ha V
B. (Cod. Theod., XII, 1/96, /124, /177 — io LIBI 1958, 275-277). Te ca TBbp/ie moka3areynHu. Llenst
MOMBbJIBAHETO Ha MECTHUTE TPaZiCKi CbBETU U BMEHSIBAaT Ha OpPeJsiBalllOTO KypUalHO ChC/IOBUE U3-
MI'bJTHEHME Ha OTpe/ie/ieHH TOBUHHOCTH, T.€. Te3W aKTOBe ca 6@3CTIOPHY CBUIETE/ICTBA 3@ KPU3UCHOTO
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CHhCTOSIHME Ha MeCTHUTe rpajcku cbBeTH (Harp. Dintchev 2018, 362).

Kato 060611ieH1e Ha U3/I0KEHOTO T0-Tope, MOTBbP)K/JaBaM Bb3IVIJUTE 3a XPOHOJIOTHSTA Ha
M3BeCTHATa CrpaZia Ha Oy/ieBTeprOHa OT Tpexo/iHaTa cu mybvkaius. I[TosiBaTa 11 BepOSITHO € B T0-
c/iefiHaTa yeTBBPT Ha Il B. ¥ MOXKe Jja ce BIMIlle B MalljabHaTa CTPOMTE/IHA TIpOrpamMa, MpoBe/ieHa B
Serdica 3a Tipeoio/isiBaHe Ha IIETHUTE OT HallleCTBUETO Ha KocTobokute mpe3 170 r. Te3u mietu ca
6w cepro3nu U noBcemectHH (Hamp. Dintchev, Gatev 1999, 50; Ivanov 2011, 316; Katsarova i
dr. 2019, 280; Katsarova 2020, 22-23; Ivanov 2021b, 85, 92, 94), BK/I. 110 OTHOIIIEHXE Ha MPe/IIo-
JlaraemMara ro-paHHa Crpajia Ha Oy/ieBTeproHa C TIpeZiCTaBeHust MMo-rope ,,3us; M—M*., JIoruuHo uc-
TOpUYEeCKO OCHOBaHWe 3a HayaJI0TO Ha BTOPYsI OCHOBEH I1epUO/, Ha U3BeCTHAaTa My Crpazia € HOBUST
cTaTyT Ha Serdica KaTo NMpoBHHIL{MaIHa CTo/MLa B Kpasi Ha I1I B. — mbpBOHauaiHo, py yrpaBieHUeTo
Ha umrneparop ABpenuaH (270-275 r.) Ha 1jsiata HoBa Dacia Ha tor ot p. JlyHaB, a MajKo MO-KbC-
HO Ha HOBOyuYpe/leHaTa 0yKHa WM BhTpelliHa NpoBuHIUsA Dacia mediterranea/ Inner Dacia (Harip.
Dintchev 2014, 48). KpaiiHara fara 3a M30JI3BaHETO M KaTo Oy/IeBTePUOH KOMEHTHpaX B MPeAxo/-
Hust ab3atl.

Huckara crerieH Ha CbXpaHEHOCT Ha OCTAHKWTE OT CEepPAUKUHCKUs Oy/ieBTepPHUOH, eKCTPeM-
HUTe 00CTOSTEICTBA HA TIPOYYBAHETO UM M HUBOTO Ha METO/MKATa Ha apXeoI0ruyeCcKUTe Pa3KOIKU
y Hac nipeau 70 roavHu (TI0 OTHOIIIeHHe Ha cTpatvrpacdusiTa) ca IPUYMHUTE, TTOpaZii KOUTO TOUTH
BCMYKH OCHOBHU BBIIPOCH 3a XapaKTepUCTHKATa Ha Ta3W BaykKHa CTpajia HeC Morar fia rojyyJar oT-
TOBOPHY CaMO BbB BHJ, Ha BEPOSITHOCTU KaTo XUTOTe3Uu. Ha ToBa ce A'b/DKU Mpe/inosioykKeHneTo MU B
CKOOWTE B 3ar7IaBUETO Ha TIPe/ICTaBeHHs TEKCT. Bee Tak, Makap ¥ XMITOTeTUUHHM, Pa3ChKIEHUSATa HU
0w c/ie/[Basio fia ce 0CHOBABAT HAa HAJTMUHUTE B ITbPBUUHATA MyO/MKays pakTH U JOKYMeHTAIUs, Ha
00eKTHBHOTO, HO Y KOPEKTHO OTHOIIIEHHE KbM TSIX.
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The bouleuterion of Serdica — for yet another
(probably not the last) time

Ventzislav Dintchev
(summary)

The bouleuterion is located immediately to the east of the supposed central square of Serdica.
Its remains were explored in 1952—1953. Its well-known building has a rectangular plan and exterior
dimensions of 25.20 (W-E) x 23.70 m. Researchers distinguish two main periods in its functioning.
During the first (“A”) period, there are no solid structures in its interior. Its entrance is from the south.
According to the excavators at a later time, but within the limits of the period, the stone threshold at
the entrance was raised (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 17-20). In the second (,,5*) period, the walls of the
building were thickened. Now a solid cavea with semi-conical vaults has been built in it. The remains
of this structure include three partially preserved, concentrically inscribed “walls in the form of an in-
complete semicircle, facing to the north... connected by transverse, radial walls” (ibid., 20-21). Next
to the radial walls between the outer and middle curve walls of the cavea, opposite to the sides of the
entrance, “two more transverse walls were additionally built” (ibid., 22-23, plates III, V; see here
figs 1-8). It is assumed that the original entrance from the south is now abandoned and walled up. A
new entrance was built from the west, on the side of the square (ibid., 24-25). The appearance of a
small, thick-walled room in the northwest corner of the building is also associated with this period.
A similar room and entrance is assumed in its poorly preserved northeast corner (ibid., 25). There is
no data on the stratigraphy and finds corresponding to the distinguished construction periods. Some
scholars attribute the appearance of the building “at the latest” to “the third quarter of the 3 c. AD,
after the Gothic invasions under Claudius Gothicus”, and the beginning of its second period — to “the
time of Diocletian or Constantine the Great” (ibid., 27, 53).

A few decades later St. Boyadzhiev distinguishes three periods in the functioning of the known
building of the bouleuterion. For the first period, he offers a reconstruction of the interior with a
three-sided wooden structure with benches. He assumes that its construction was, at the latest, dur-
ing the reign of Marcus Aurelius (161-180 AD) (Boyadzhiev 2002, 136—-137; see here fig. 9a). The
second period is associated with the appearance of the massive cavea. It is associated with the reign
of Aurelian (270-275 AD). The researcher shares the opinion of T. Ivanov and S. Bobchev that the
original entrance from the south is now blocked, but, according to him, the new entrance of the build-
ing is in the middle of its northern wall (ibid., 137-138; see here fig. 9b ). The third period dates to
the beginning of the 4™ c. AD. It is associated with the appearance of rooms in the northern corners
of the building. Now, according to St. Boyadzhiev, the original entrance to the building was restored
in the middle of its southern wall, but on the new raised level (ibid., 138-139; see here figs 9c—d).

In my article from 2010, I assumed the presence of an earlier period of the bouleuterion,
connected not with the building presented above, but with the earlier remains discovered during
the excavations below it — the so-called “M-M” wall with direction E-W, 2.5 m to the north of the
southern wall of the known building (Dintchev 2010, 33). The information about the earlier building
also includes data on a corresponding layer with “fragments of plaster stucco” and two Roman coins,
the later of which is of Marcus Aurelius (161-180 AD) (Ivanov, Bobchev 1964, 16). Regarding
the appearance of the known building, I assumed that it was within the last quarter of the 2" c. AD
(Dintchev 2010, 33-34). It is justified to connect the reconstructions in the beginning of its second
period with the new status of Serdica as a provincial capital at the end of the 3 c. AD.
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In a recently published article, M. Ivanov distinguishes five periods in the functioning of the
bouleuterion of Serdica (see here fig. 10a). The first and second periods precede the known build-
ing and relate to the supposed earlier building with the above-mentioned wall “M-M”. The first
period is dated approximately to 130/140-170 AD (fig. 10b), and the second — to 175/185-275/295
AD (Ivanov 2021a, 191-193). Their distinction is based on the presumption for the rebuilding of
wall “M-M”. For the second period, “the formation of a cavea with semi-conical vaults supporting
the seats is permissible” (ibid., 192-193; see here fig. 10c). The following periods in the author’s
construction concept for the bouleuterion refer to the appearance and changes in its known building.
The third period is the time from “the last quarter and even... the end of the 3 ¢.” (ibid., 193) to
“the beginning decades of the 4% c.” (ibid., 199). In contrast to the general opinion in earlier studies,
M. Ivanov assumes that the known building of the bouleuterion has a solid cavea at the outset. Its
reconstruction for this period has functioning entrances from the south and north (see here fig. 10d),
but the northern one “was the main one” (ibid., 199). The blocking of the southern entrance happens
in the fourth period, in parallel “with the formation of a new massive cavea in the interior of the
building”, i.e. with the cavea from the documentation of T. Ivanov and S. Bobchev (ibid., 199; see
here fig. 10e). This period is dated to the beginning of the 4" c. (ibid., 199). The end of the fourth,
respectively — the beginning of the fifth period, is dated to the end of the 4" — the beginning of the
5% c. (ibid., 201). The fifth period “can be associated with the changes to the north facade (especially
the north-west corner) and the shaping again of an entrance from the south with an already raised
threshold level”. Now “the bouleuterion has already lost its function as such” (ibid., 200-201).

Other researchers have also shown interest in the bouleuterion of Serdica, but in the form of
short annotations. An exception somewhat is the comments of J. Ch. Balty, but apparently he is not
aware of the details of the information from the primary publication (Balty 1991, 480-484).

The location of the wall “M—M” suggests that it belonged to the early — before 170 AD,
bouleuterion of Serdica, but the distinction of potential periods within it and through it is an overin-
terpretation. I adhere to the opinion of two main periods of the known building of the bouleuterion.
I agree with T. Ivanov and S. Bobchev, who refer the established remains of the cavea to the second
period of the known building, including their opinion about “improvement”, i.e. for changes in the
relevant project during its implementation. The information in the primary publication does not pro-
vide reliable arguments for the presence of an earlier (from the first period) solid cavea. Contrary
to these researchers, I believe that the significant raising of the level of the southern entrance to the
building took place at the beginning of its second period, and also that this entrance was functional
during this period as well. The entrance in the northern section of its western wall is also functional
now. I reserve my doubts about the assumptions of St. Boyadzhiev and M. Ivanov for an entrance in
the middle of the north wall (fig. 11).

The construction of the known building of the bouleuterion cannot be specified chronologically
based on construction techniques and building materials. It probably dates to the last quarter of the
2" ¢, AD and may fit into the large-scale building program carried out in Serdica to overcome the
damage caused by the Costoboc’s invasion in 170 AD. A logical historical basis for its second main
period is the new status of Serdica as a provincial capital at the end of the 3" c. AD. Its use as a
bouleuterion ended at the end of the 4" — the first half of the 5% c.

The poorly preserved remains of the bouleuterion of Serdica, the extreme circumstances of
their study and the level of the methodology of archaeological excavations in our country 70 years ago
(in view of the stratigraphy) are the reasons why almost all basic questions about the characteristic
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of this important building can today be answered only in the form of probabilities, as hypotheses.
Although hypothetical, our analysis should be based on the facts and documentation available in the
primary publication, and following objective, but also correct attitude towards them.
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ABSTRACT

Metal shaft-hole axes were an important status tool for the Balkan Bronze Age societies. These axes are spread over a wide
geographical area and are divided into many different subclasses. One of these subclasses is the Veselinovo group.
Several bronze axes were donated to the Edirne Museum in 2020, five of which were of Veselinovo I type. It was recorded
that these axes were found in a field near the Uzunkoprii district of Edirne province.

The geographical area where this type of axe is most frequently found is northern Greece, Thrace, the Carpathians, the
steppe and forest-steppe regions of Ukraine, the Caucasus and Anatolia. These artefacts provide important information
about the distribution routes of similar axes that spread in these regions in the Bronze Age.

Two axes with similar form have been recorded in Anatolia. One comes from northeastern Anatolia, close to the Caucasus
Region, and the other is from inner western Anatolia. It is known that western Anatolia was in contact with the cultures of
the Thracian region during the Bronze Age. The bronze axes in the Edirne Museum shed new light on this communication
network. There is a very strong possibility that the Vesselinovo I type axes from central western Anatolia were brought to
the region from Thrace. It is noteworthy that the Uzunkoprii-Kesan valley line in Eastern Thrace was decisive in the trans-
port of this axe type from Thrace to Anatolia.
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Introduction

The discovery of metal brought an important social change in human history. Metal objects
are considered as status indicators that provide hints about the socio-economic structure of the stud-
ied period. In that vain, copper alloy/bronze axes are defined as strong status indicators among the
Bronze Age material culture (Popescu 2006, 447). Another prominent item among the rich metallur-
gical inventory of the Bronze Age, is the axe type referred to in the literature as “single sharp-edged,
hollow-sleeved”. This axe type, which spread rapidly throughout Eurasia from the beginning of the
Early Bronze Age, developed into much more diverse shapes, in parallel with the macro-cultural
changes experienced during the transition from the Early Bronze Age to the Middle Bronze Age, and
continued to be used until the end of the period'.

In the Balkans, copper axes technology dates to the second quarter of the 5" millennium BC.
The axes with a single sharp edge and a rounded sleeve began to spread rapidly in the second half of

1 For the birth of shaft-hole axes as a new cultural element after the Chalcolithic Age, see: Bdjenaru 2018, 127.
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4" millennium BC (Bajenaru 2018, 122; Klochko et al. 2020, 9-15). However, they acquired a wide
production and distribution network during the Early Bronze Age (Kleitsas 2018, 15; Klochko et al.
2020; Hansen 2021, 31; Dani, Kulcsar 2021, 334-335)2.

Such a spread in the Balkans and its neighbouring areas is crucial for understanding the cultur-
al distribution of metal technology in the region (Vulpe 1970; Novotna 1970; Mayer 1977; Chernyh
1992, 57, 63; Motzoi-Chicideanu 1995, 235, Abb. 8-9; Prendi 1995, 243-244, Taf. 1; Gedl 2004;
Harrison, Heyd 2007, fig. 47; Szeverenyi 2013; Dani 2013, 203, figs 1-3; Antonovi¢ 2014; Tishkin,
Frolov 2017; Kleitsas 2018; Hansen 2021, 31; Batora 2021, 533). This distribution pattern justifies
the definition of a metallurgical koine over a large area encompassing the whole of Eurasia (Chernyh
1992, 57, fig. 50; Kleitsas 2018, 15)°.

Before the 3 millennium BC, these axes were usually made of arsenic copper, but from the
beginning of the millennium onwards, they were cast in bronze — a tin-mixed copper alloy (Pernicka
2012, 456).

Despite the discovery of a group of such axes near an Early Bronze Age salt quarry in central
Transylvania, A. Vulpe disagrees with the suggestion that the sharp-edged, shaft-hole axes were tools
used in mining activities. According to Vulpe, who draws attention to the low strength of the alloy
used in the manufacture of the axes, it is much more likely that they were weapons rather than mining
tools. The uniqueness of the metal used to make the axes is used as an additional argument to support
this interpretation (Vulpe 1970, 27).

The question of when and where the single-edged, shaft-sleeved axes first appeared is yet
unsolved (Vulpe 1970, 8; Novotna 1970, 28). Nevertheless, it is generally accepted that the prolifera-
tion of metal weapons, particularly single-edged, sleeved axes, created powerful social classes that
established local or regional authority in the Early Bronze Age (Harrison, Heyd 2007, 133, 191, 193;
Heyd 2011, 546; Dani 2013, 217).

The rich findings in the Yamnaya and Catacomb cultures, the two cultures of Eastern Europe
with wealth of metal tools, should be the most obvious indicators of changing and strengthening
classes (Dani 2013, 217; Klochko et al. 2020, 60-61, 73-75)* J. Dani argues that such tools ini-
tially spread between regions thanks to travelling metal craftsmen, that gradually turned into settled
workshops’ production and became widespread (Dani 2013, 217; Klochko et al. 2020, 60-61, 73—
75). However, V.I. Klochko suggests that the Banyabyk treasure, which contains the most important
metal axe group of the Yamnaya culture, and the axes of the Catacomb culture should be considered
as a sign of Indo-European migration to Europe via Ukraine (Klochko 2001, 148, 335; 2020, 325;
Klochko et al. 2020, 62, 75).

A. Vulpe has extensively analysed this type of axe found in Romanian and classified the single
sharp-edged, shaft-hole axes into fifteen different subtypes (Vulpe 1970, 26-62).

Materials and comparisons

Five examples of the Bronze Age axes with a single sharp edge and perforated sleeve were
brought to the Edirne Museum in 2022. The owner stated that he found these axes by chance at the
same spot in an agricultural field about 5 km east of the town centre of Uzunképrii in the district with

2 Although early studies on the subject dated these types of axes to the Late Bronze Age, typological compari-
sons made in the light of increasing data as well as some archaeometric results have confirmed the Early Bronze Age dating
of metal axes with single sharp edges and round shaft-hole in the Balkans (Kleitsas 2018, 15, 21).

3 For a comprehensive review of recent findings, especially from the Ukrainian contexts, see: Klochko et al. 2020.
4 For the relative and absolute cronology of Yamnaya and Catacomb culture see: Telegin et al. 2003, 132-184.

142



New data for the Early Bronze Age Balkans-Anatolian interrelations: the axes from the ...

Bulgaria

Filibe
Mnosaue

Zonguldak

eUzunkoprii

Tekirdag ‘*’taf'?"”

Bandirma

—_Bursa
S

“ < "l," ." -

; Eskisehir ﬂ-};‘_‘g- - ",
U Tl S P L
i 'I;; ’ ‘,

%5 7A
100 km AN

Fig. 1. Findspot of the axes from the Edirne Museum (by the author, based on Google Earth)
O6p. 1. MecmoHamupaHe Ha 6padsume om OdpuHckus my3eli (om asmopa, no Google Earth)

the same name located in the southern part of the Edirne province (fig. 1).

The axes have a length between 19.9 cm and 20.1 cm and a rim height between 4.7 cm and 5.7
cm. All have a body with slightly convex arc at the top; while in some, a slightly concave curve is
observed at the transition from the body to the sleeve hole. The underside of the axes is also concave
along the entire body and sleeve. In this part, there is no gradation from the sleeve to the body, and
the arc-shaped curve is well integrated. The back of the sleeve also has a very slight outward curve
(figs 2-4).

The cutting edges are damaged and blunted due to use, more intensely on some specimens.
The outward rim opening of the upper and lower edges is a characteristic feature of the axes however,
it was eroded in several of the Edirne examples. The shaft-hole is usually cylindrical, but since this
form is not very regular, the inner width and thickness of the sleeve hole is different in some axes.
The axes appear to have been produced by double moulding and joining; the joining line can be seen
on the dorsal part, while a triangular shrinkage mark can be seen on the lower part. The surface of
the axes, which appear to have been burnished at the end of the production process, shows some
nicks, probably due to use-wear. Each axe has small pits of different number, caused by insufficient
temperature adjustment or by the metal liquid not being poured into the mould at the proper rate.

In terms of their general form, the axes from the Edirne Museum show certain parallels with
several types mentioned in A. Vulpe’s classification. For example, although the Baniabic, Darabani,
Kozarac and Corbasca® type axes (Vulpe 1970, 39, 41, fig. 1; Novotna 1970, 28, Taf. 8.136-139;
Zeravica 1993, 20 —21, Taf. 5.43-44; Gedl 2004, 25-26, Taf. 3.13; Dani 2013, 204, 207, fig. 2, 3;
Diaconu et al. 2016, 158), and the similar example found in a kurgan in Crimea (Hansen 2021, 54,
fig. 37.2.) or known from the Aboshevo culture of the forest-steppe region of the Northern Black Sea
(Mednikova et. al. 2020; Kuzmina 2021), are reminiscent of the Edirne examples with their outward
curve on the upper part of the body and the sweat curve at the transition to the sleeve section, they

5 V. I Klochko attributed such axes to the late variants of the Kolontaiv-Corbaska types of Catacomb culture
which are common for the Babyno culture of Ukraine (Klochko et al. 2020, 75-82).
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Fig. 2. Bronze axes in the Edirne Museum (photo by the author)
O6p. 2. BpoH3oeu bpadeu om OOpuHcKus my3eli (CHUMKA aemopa)

are distinctly different from them in terms of the transition of the lower face of the sleeve section to
the body after making a straight line and the wide rims.

Even though they show various similarities with other types, the axes from the Edirne Mu-
seum should be included in the Veselinovo type axes group due to their form.

The Veselinovo type axes are named after their Bulgarian findspot (Vulpe 1970, 35). Their
distribution area is quite wide and varied as per the current find locations in the Balkans. They are
known from the Carpathians, the Lower Danube Valley, Central and South-East Bulgaria, and North-
ern Greece (Vulpe 1970, 35-37; Chernyh 1992, 135-138, 146, 152; Nikolov 2018, 308; Bajenaru
2018; Kleitsas 2018; Apakidze, Hansen 2020, 39; Hansen 2021, 67; Klochko 2021). Interestingly,
no Veselinovo type axes have been described in publications until recently from Central Europe,
although examples of other types have been reported (Novotna 1970; Mayer 1977; Rihovsky 1992;
Zeravica 1993; Gedl 2004; Antonovic¢ 2014).

V.I. Klochko argues that the Veselinovo-type axes are a late variant of the Kolontaiv-Korbas-
ka-type axes of the Catakomb culture, formed around Ukraine (Klochko 2021, 50-54).

It is also suggested that this type developed locally in the Northeastern part of the Balkans and
Thrace where, probably many production centres have existed (Bajenaru, Tutulescu 2021).

There are two sub-variants of the Veselinovo type axes: Veselinovo type I and Veselinovo type
II. In their study, Bajenaru and Tutulescu suggest that the Veselinovo type I axes belong to the pro-
duction group defined as “shaft-hole axes cast in bivalve moulds open at the lower edge of the axe”.
According to the same researchers, Veselinovo II type axes can be included both in the “shaft-hole
axes cast in closed bivalve moulds with the sprue on the lower edge of the axe”, “shaft-hole axes
cast in closed bivalve moulds with the sprue on the upper edge of the axe” and “shaft-hole axes cast
in closed bivalve moulds with the sprue on the lower end of the butt” production group (Bajenaru,
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Fig. 3. An example showing the underside of axes (photo by the author)
O6p. 3. I[Ipumep, nokazeawj 0oAHAMa cmpaHa Ha 6padeume (CHUMKA asmopa)

Fig. 4. Top side of an axe (photo by the author)
O6p. 4. I'opna cmpaHa Ha bpadeama (CHUMKa agmopa)

Tutulescu 2021)C.

The axes of the Edirne Museum conform to the Veselinovo type I of A. Vulpe with their
sloping back, open crescent-shaped belly integrated with the sleeve section, and not very wide but
slightly flaring at the ends. Due to the general similarities in form, this type falls within a common
typological circle with the Baniabic, Darabani, Kozarac and Corbasca type axes. Therefore, it would
not be wrong to think that these types, all of which are Early Bronze Age production, were influential
in the development of one another.

Veselinovo type I axes are very widely spread, with small differences in form. The Balkans are
very rich in this regard (Kleitsas 2018, 23).

The examples of Vesselinovo type I in southeastern Bulgaria show a close parallel to those
from the Edirne Museum. But there are some differences in the details. For example, a symmetrical
bow boots of the trunk are similar to the Edirne examples but the top protrusion of the sleeve hole is
different in examples from the Karnobat Region (Nikolov 2018, Cat. 178). Three axes which come
from the mountains between the town of Maglizh and the village of Dabovo have close similarity
and measurements (Avramova 2004, figs 1-3) but have different detail features, thus suggesting that
they were produced in another workshop than the Edirne examples. The samples found in the village
of Veselinovo and Karanovo Tell are distinguished from Edirne samples by the asymmetrical body
springs (Nikolov 2018, 308, Cat. 181, 183).

Although the example found in Crivat in southwestern Romania differs from the Edirne ex-
amples by its thick body and asymmetrical arc line on the upper edge, it closely parallels the Edirne
examples (Bdjenaru, Tutulescu 2021, fig. 9.1).

The example found in Poliochni is classified as a Veselinovo I type axe. However, it has a very

6 About the mould tecnique of shaft-hole axes see: Bdjenaru, Tutulescu 2021, 143-147.
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Fig. 5. Regions of Eurasia where Veselinono I type axes and similar forms occur
(by the author, based on Google Earth)
O6p. 5. Pasnpocmpaterue Ha bpadsume mun Beceaurogo I u nodobHu ¢hopmu 8 Eepa3zus
(om asmopa, no Google Earth)

different form from the Edirne examples (Bdjenaru, Tutulescu 2021, fig. 10.2).

Examples showing almost the same type and characteristics as the Edirne Museum specimens,
and therefore identifiable as Veselinovo type, were found in a hoard from Zeda ilemi in Western
Georgia (Apakidze, Hansen 2020, 43—45, fig. 3.2). This type has also been found in the Fatyanovo-
Balanovo Culture of the Late Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age, in the densely forested region north
of the Black Sea, at the Sioni settlement in eastern Georgia, and near Yerevan in Armenia (Chernyh
1992, 64, 104, 136-137, figs 21.18, 32, 47.1.).

Anatolia is another geographical region where similar axes are represented by a small number
of specimens. The artefacts were found in two very different parts of the region. These examples,
which E.N. Chernyh identifies as Maykop and Kura Aras axes, named after the Early Bronze Age
cultures of the Western Caucasus and the Northern Black Sea, come from the Dinar district of the
Afyon province in Inner Western Anatolia and from Artvin, Yusufeli in the Eastern Black Sea region
(Chernyh 1992, 63, fig. 20,1-3) (fig. 5).

Dating problems of shaft-holes axes

Dating and chronological classification of single-bladed axes with cylindrical shaft-holes is
not very easy. This is because these artefacts are usually found by chance or as a result of illegal
excavations, and then handed over to museums. Nevertheless, the chronological classification made
by A. Vulpe in the 1970s, who analysed examples from the Romanian region, and some C'* analyses
associated with finds from many different regions have contributed to the development of sugges-
tions for the dating of these axes (Kleitsas 2018, 22).

J. Dani, in his classification based on examples from the Carpathians, dates the earliest exam-
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ples to the beginning of the 3™ millennium BC, within the Baden Culture of the Late Copper Age
(Dani 2013, 203, fig. 1)”. The back of this type of axe with a thick body is straight and the lower edge
is curved inwards. In this form, it has a bulky appearance. The lower edge starts with a straight line
under the sleeve and continues with an increasing curve towards the tip.

The axes dated to the first quarter of the 3 millennium BC (Vulpe 1970, 18, Abb. 1; Dani
2013, 204, figs 2, 10), also have thick bodies, but the upper edge has a slight convex curve. Here the
transition to the sleeve is provided by a curve in the opposite direction to the back. It is understood
that these examples were developed from the Baniabic/Banyabiikk/Valcele type and the sleeve sec-
tion is prominent. The specimens dated to the transition phase between the Late Copper Age and
Early Bronze Age (Vulpe 1970, 29, Abb. 1; Dani 2013, 207, figs 3, 10; Bajenaru, Tutulescu 2021,
146) are intermediate forms of the Baniabic/Banyabiikk/Valcele and Fajsz types with their thick
body, convex back formed from the sleeve and crescent-shaped midsection, including the sleeve. As
a matter of fact, the axe form defined by A. Vulpe as Baniabic type is also close to the Corbasca type,
or even more close to the Banyabiikk/Valcele type with its many formal characteristics and bulky
appearance, and is dated to the Early Bronze Age (Vulpe 1970, 26, Abb. 1).

V.I. Klochko attributes the Baniabic type to the early period of the Yamnaya culture, dating to
the end of the 4" — first half of the 3" millennia BC (Klochko et al. 2020, 60), Kolontaiv-Corbaska
type belongs to the Catacomb culture, dating to the middle of the 3" millennium BC (Klochko et al.
2020, 74).

Chronological classification and dating of the Veselinovo type I axes are much more contro-
versial.

Bdjenaru suggested the appearance of shaft-hole axes of Veselinovo types during the first half
of the 3" millennium BC (Bdajenaru 2018, 128; Bajenaru, Tutulescu 2021, 146, 153).

Veselinovo type I axes from Northern Greece are associated with Early Bronze Age I, II layers
(Kleitsas 2018, 22, 34).

While the stray finds in northeastern Bulgaria are dated to the Early Bronze Age, the only ex-
ample found in Karanovo Tell came from the Early Bronze Age III layer (Nikolov 2018).

Stefanova also points out that this type of axe was used from the middle to the end of the 3%
millennium BC (Stefanova 2004, 10, figs 1-3).

Although not directly identified as Veselinovo type I, some examples from the Northeastern
Carpathians (Chernyh 1978, 135-138) and similar axe types from the northern Black Sea and the
Caucasus (Chernyh 1992, 64, 104, 136-137) are dated to the end of the Early Bronze Age and the
transition to the Middle Bronze Age.

It is obvious that Veselinovo I type axes in Eastern Europe are dated to a wide range of Bronze
Age contexts.

Discussion

Five bronze axes, which were donated to the Edirne Museum in 2022 and which, according
to the declaration of the person who brought them, were found by chance in one of the agricultural
fields to the east of Uzunkdprii district of Edirne province, are extremely important for the prehistory
of Eastern Thrace. The importance of these axes for the region is based on two reasons. The first is
that they fill a gap in the inventory of metal artefacts, especially bronze axes, of which there are only

7 A. Vulpe states that all specimens in the axe group found in the village of Valcele in Cluj County, Romania,
formerly known as Baniabic/Banyabiikk, are made of copper (Vulpe 1970, 26). This supports the suggestion that this type
emerged during the transition between the Copper Age and the Bronze Age, a period before the transition to tin.
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a few examples from Eastern Thrace®. The second reason is that, if the declaration of the person who
brought the artefacts is accepted as true, this type of axe highlights Eastern Thrace as a route in the
commercial or cultural distribution of such axes.

These five axes, which can undoubtedly be classified as Veselinovo I type according to the
classification made by A. Vulpe in terms of their typological characteristics, are likely to be the prod-
ucts of the same workshop and mould despite minor differences in their dimensions.

Considering the suggestion that the main distribution area of Veselinovo I type axes is Thrace,
the Balkan Mountains and the Lower Danube Region (Bajenaru, Tutulescu 2021, 144), it is under-
stood that the examples from the Edirne Museum are important data. Northwest Thrace, where this
type of axes was frequently found, exhibits geographical integrity with the region where the Edirne
examples come from.

The axes from the Edirne Museum may have been produced in a workshop in Turkish Thrace,
since some details in the form are different from other examples. This region is rich in natural mineral
deposits.

The axes’ findspot is not far from the copper deposits in the region. It is suggested that both, the
copper deposits of Ikiztepe and Derekdy in the Strandzha Mountains in Turkey and the known mines
in the Rhodope Mountains in Bulgarian Thrace, may have been used in prehistoric times (Divarci
2012, 82; 2015, 86-87; Radivojevi¢, Gruji¢ 2018, 107; Radivojevi¢, Roberts 2021, 215, 217). On the
other hand, the analyses of the small number of metal artefacts found at the Kanligecit EBA settlement
in Eastern Thrace, made from the extracts obtained from the mineral deposits in the Strandzha Moun-
tains, are very remarkable in terms of the mining history of the region (Divarci 2015, 87).

It is not possible to date absolutely the axes from the Edirne Museum because they do not
come from an archaeological context. But considering typological comparisons, it can be suggested
that these axes date to the second half of the 3 millennium BC.

Conclusions

Whether the axes from the Edirne Museum were produced in the region or brought from the
surrounding area, they fill an important gap in the interregional metallurgical and communication
network during the Early Bronze Age. Considering the wide distribution area of the Vaselinovo I type
axes, that includes northern Greece, northeastern Bulgaria, southeastern Romania, the forest-steppe
region of Ukraine, the Caucasus and Anatolia, Turkish Thrace has an important position. Especially
having in mind that a similar type of axe was recorded from Dinar district of Afyon province. Di-
nar lies within the Lakes District, which is rich in prehistoric cultures and close to Thrace. This is
suggesting the possibility of an exchange between western Anatolia and Thrace.

In this context, Uzunkoprii, where the Edirne Museum axes were allegedly found, lies at the
centre of the most convenient line of communication between Ukrane, Romania, Bulgaria and west-
ern Anatolia. This is also not surprising, since Uzunkdprii and the Kesan Plain to its south are lo-
cated on the most convenient land transport route between the Balkans and Anatolia even today. The
Mezarlik Mound, which is situated in the district centre of Kesan and has Early Bronze Age stratig-
raphy, must have been one of the important stations along the Thracian-Anatolian caravan route. As
a matter of fact, among the extensive copper mining caravan routes known in the 3" millennium BC,
a line carrying copper to the Levant in the east via Troy is known (Amzallag 2009, 508, fig. 4)°, and

8 A single-edge shaft-hole axe from the Middle Bronze Age was found during an excavation by the Istanbul
Archaeological Museums in the Thracian part of Istanbul, in 1957 (Dirimtekin 1960).

9 For a detailed analysis of the intensive relationship between Anatolia and Eastern Europe in the Bronze Age,
see Klochko et al. 2020, 112-125.
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Eastern Thrace, and especially the Uzunkoprii-Kesan Plain, are located at the beginning of this line.

The Uzunkoprii—Kesan Plain is part of the Trojan culture in Anatolia, which influenced the
development along the southern coastal band of Thrace in the Early Bronze Age, and the Ezero cul-
ture further inland (Ozdogan 1983, 138; 2002, 71). It would have been inconceivable for this area
of cultural transition ot to have been utilised in the trade of metal objects that gained momentum in
Eurasia during the Early Bronze Age (Greenfield 2012, 128). For this reason, the bronze axes brought
to the Edirne Museum have filled an extremely important information gap.

Was there a kurgan-type tomb or a settlement (where similar finds are frequently found) at the
place where the axes of the Edirne Museum were allegedly found? Unfortunately, we cannot be sure
due to the contradictory statements of the person who delivered the artefacts. However, there is no
doubt that these axes symbolise an important transit centre.
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Catalog

Cat. no: 1

Name: Axe

Raw material: Bronze

dimensions (cm): | L: 20.8; Blade width: 5.1; Shaft-hole/top: 3.5 x 3.5; Shaft-hole/ down: 3.2 x 3.5

Description: Rim slightly flaring at top and bottom. The ridge continues with a convex line from the rim and
forms a sharper line on the stem. The midsection forms a concave arc parallel to the ridge. The
stem hole is more irregularly cylindrical at the bottom. Abrasions on the rim due to use, air holes
on one side of the body, burnished on the other side.
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Cat. no: 2

Name: Axe

Raw material: Bronze

dimensions (cm): | L: 19.9; Blade width: 5.1; Shaft-hole/top: 3.2 x 3; Shaft-hole/down: 3.3 x 3.3

Description: Slightly flaring rim at top and bottom. The back, which continues with a convex line from the rim,

gains a slightly straight line on the stem. The midsection has a concave arc parallel to the back.
The stem opening starts rectangular at the top and continues cylindrical downwards. There are
abrasions and fractures on the rim. The body is burnished. Air holes are visible on one side of the
sleeve
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Cat. no: 3

Name: Axe

Raw material: Bronze

dimensions (cm): | L: 20.1; Blade width: 5.7; Shaft-hole/top: 3.2 x 3.2; Shaft-hole/down: 3.2 x 3.5

Description: Slightly flaring rim at top and bottom. The ridge is convex from the rim and gains a slightly upward

line at the stem. The midsection is concave. The stem opening starts in cylindrical form at the
top and ends in a circle with dimensions close to rectangular at the lower end. The rim shows
abrasions due to use. The body is burnished and there are production-related air holes at various
points.
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Cat. no: 4

Name: Axe

Raw material: Bronze

dimensions (cm): | L: 21; Blade width: 4.3; Shaft-hole/top: 3.6 x 3.4; Shaft-hole/down: 2.8 x 4.2

Description: The upper and lower ends of the rim are worn, not visible. The ridge has a sharp convex arc. At the

top of the stem the ridge continues with a flattened line. The midsection is concave. The cylindrical
shank hole has irregular dimensions at the top and bottom. The body is burnished. One side of the
sleeve shows air holes and patina wear. One side of the sleeve has an irregular relief which is a
production residue.
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Cat. No: 5

Name: Axe

Raw material: Bronze

dimensions (cm): | L: 20.5; Blade width: 5.5; Shaft-hole/top: 3.4 x 3; Shaft-hole/down: 2.9 x 3.5

Description: Rim slightly flaring at top and bottom. The ridge continues with a convex line from the rim, forming a
slight depression on the stem. The midsection is concave. The cylindrical shank hole has irregular
dimensions at the top and bottom. The rim shows abrasions due to use. There are production-
related air holes at various points on the body. There are also deep slits and abrasions on the body.
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HoBu gaHHM 3a BasikaHO-AHATONTIMNCKUTE BPBb3KN Npe3
paHHaTa 6poH30Ba enoxa: bpaasu ot my3es B OfpuvH

(Typums)

YmyT [loraH
(pe3tome)

Cpen HaxogKUTe OT paHHarta OpoH30Ba eroxa B Typcka Tpakusi He ca W3BeCTHH OPOH30BU
Opazeu. B To3u cMuch, etTe OpoH30BU Opa/iBy, JapeHu Ha Mmy3est B OpuH nipe3 2022 ., 3aIrb/iBaT
e/lHa ChbllleCTBeHa IpasHuHa. TOYHOTO UM MeCTOHaMUpaHe He e U3BeCTHO, HO IapUTessT e 3asiBul,
Ye 'l e HaMepuJI B Tiosie 671130 10 Y3yHKbOIIPHo, BusiaeT OzapuH (06p. 1).

[Tpou3BOACTBOTO Ha MeTaHW OpajiBu Bh3HWKBA B Kpast Ha IV xui. mp.Xp. U ce pa3mnpocTpa-
HsBa Obp30 B EBpasus npe3 III xun. rp.Xp. Te3u apredakTy ce UHTENpPETHPAT KaTo 3HAK Ha Mpec-
THXK Y XBBPJISIT CBET/IMHA BBPXY COLMAIHO-UKOHOMMYeCKaTa CTPYKTypa Ha o0lijecTBaTa, B KOUTO Ce
pasnpocTtpaHsiBat. EqHoCcTpaHHO 3a0cTpeHuTe OPOH30BUTE OPajiBU C BTY/KA Ca ChHIECTBEH eJIeMEeHT
OT Ta3u MeTaaypruuHa uHAycTpus. KbM Tsx ce oTHacaT 6pazBute B OpuHCKUsS My3eit (00p. 2—4).

TouHa JIATUPOBKA HAa TO3W THIT OpajIBU He e Bb3MOXKHA, Thi KaTo Te 0OMKHOBEHO Ce HaMHupaT
Cy4aiiHO WK B pe3y/TaT Ha He3aKOHHU JIeHOCTH U Ce TIPeJI0CTaBAT Ha My3eiHU KosieKuyu. Kia-
cudukanusaTa Ha A. Bynmne ot 1970 r., B KOSITO ca BK/IIOUeHU HaxoJKuTe OoT PyMbHUsS U ca B3eTu
TIPe/IBY/] HIKOJIKOTO Pa/[MOBBIVIEPOJIHY /IaTU OT KOHTEKCTH, CBhP3aHU C Opa/iBU OT pa3/InyHU Peryo-
HU, JOTIPUHACAT 3a U3SCHSIBaHE Ha TEXHUTE XPOHOJIOTMUeCKH PAMKHU.

[TpoyuBaHMATa TIOKA3BaT, e OpPOH30BUTe Opa/IBY C BTY/IKA U €[JHO OCTpPHe OBP30 Ce pa3mpoc-
TpaHsiBaT B EBpa3us oT Hauaso0To Ha paHHata OpOH30Ba eroxa KaTo pa3HOOOpa3sHeTo UM HapacTBa
TapasieJTHO C MaKpOKY/ITYpPHUTe TTPOMeHH TIpe3 Mpexoza OT paHHaTa KbM CcpefiHaTa OpOH30Ba eroxa.
Te ce cpeliar fio Kpasi Ha cpejHaTa OpPOH30Ba eroxa.

OO6orpreTo e CXBaljaHeTo, ue IMPOKOTO M3M0/3BaHe Ha OpaZiBU C eHO OCTpHe U BTY/Ka
Ch3/laBa MOL[HU COL{MA/IHU TIPOC/IOMKHY, KOMTO YCTaHOBAT MeCTHA UM peroHa/Ha B1acT B paHHaTa
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OpoH30Ba eroxa. BesmkosenHuTe rpoOHULM Ha MaliCTOPH B MeTaro00paboTBaHeTo, uecTo HaMU-
paHM B sSIMHaTa U KaTakoMOHara Ky/iTypa B V3touHa EBpora 1 ceBepHHUTe UePHOMOPCKH CTeTH, Ce
CUMTAT 3a Hali-OUeBHUHUTE WH/IMKATOPH 3a TPOMEHHU B COIMaHaTa CTpaTU(UKaLys Ha 001[eCTBOTO.
ITprema ce, ye ITbPBOHAuUa/THATa MPOAYKIMS HA 3aHasATUMKTeE, M3paboTBaly OpagBuTe TUM Beceu-
HOBO, C BpeMeTO Ce pa3BMBa U NpepacTBa B Crellaaru3ripaHo MPOU3BO/CTBO C LIIMPOKO pa3npoCTpa-
HeHue.

MeTpUyHHTE XapaKTePUCTUKH Ha TieTTe OpOH30BM OpaziBu (OTHACSILM Cce KbM TUT BecemmHo-
BO) U CbXpaHsiBaHU B OApUHCKUS My3eli, ca ciegHuTe: Ab/bkuHa Mexxay 19,9 cm u 20,1 cm; mmpo-
yrHa Mexay 4,7 u 5,7 cm. Ts10To Ha BCMUKM OpaZiBU MMa JIeKO U3ITbKHasa [ibra Ha BbpXa; /0KaTo
TIpY HSIKOM eK3eMIUIIpU ce HaOsrofaBa Jjieka BiTbOHAaTHHA MPU Mpexo/a OT TSUIOTO KbM BTYJIKara.
[onnara cTpaHa CBIIO e U3BUTA 110 Ab/DKHUHA Ha LIS/IOTO TSJIO M brOBUHATA U3BMBKA € MOHO/IUTHA.

Knacudukanusra Ha A. Bynne Ha pyMBHCKUTe MeTalHU OpaZiBy 103BOJISIBA OTHACSHETO UM
KbM THIa BecenmHoBo I. ChlijecTBYBaT pa3/iMuHU MHEHHS OTHOCHO JlaTUpOBKaTa Ha OpaziBuTe OT
TO3U TUII, HO OOILIONPUETHAT Meproy, Ha MPOM3BOJCTBO M MU3IIO/I3BaHe e BropaTa mosioBrHa Ha III
xuj1. 0p.Xp.

To3u Tun OpaZiBu e IIMPOKO pa3rnpoctpaHeH B EBpasust, ocobeHo B TopHOTpakuiickaTa HU-
3uHa, [Honen [yHaB, 3TrouHa PymbHust u CeBepo3anagHa ['spuusi. B fonb/iHeHye ce cpeLar ek-
3eMIISIpY C O/IM3Ka /10 TO3U TUM (hopMa, HaMepeHH B JIeCOCTeITHUTe PaliOHM Ha YKpaiiHa, B 3anajiHa
I'py3ust u 3anazeH KaBkas, kakto v B ApMeHus, u1 AHatonusi. OueBUIHO e, ue Te3u apTeakTH ca
Ba)KHM MH/IMKAaTOPH 32 MHTEeH3WBHUTe KOMYHUKALIMOHHY BPB3KHU B EBpa3us rpe3 OpoH30Bara eroxa
(o6p. 5).

ITprmMepH 3a 1ofoOHM M3e/THst Ca OTKPHUTH Ha /iBe MecTa B AHaronusi: B CeBepon3TouHa AHa-
Tomms (6530 Mo KaBka3kus pervioH) v B 3anaziHa AHaronus (obimyHa TuHap B obsact AduiioH).
ToBa e paiioHBT, reorpacku cBbp3Barl obsactra Ha e3epara (Lake District) B FO>kHa AHatonusi ¢
W3touna Tpakusi. B KoHTekcTa Ha bankaHo-AHaToMMACKUTE BPb3KU M KOHTApKTH Mpe3 OpoH30BaTa
eroxa, OpazsBute oT OPUHCKHMSI My3el XBBDJISAT HOBA CBET/IMHA BbPXY ChHIIYCTBYBAl[aTa KOMYHUKa-
[JMOHHA Mpe>ka. MHOro e BeposiTHO Opa/ziBara Tvr BecenmHoBo I ot 3amagHa AHaTomus 1a € UMIIOPT
OT paiioHa Ha Tpakus c Bb3MOXKHO Tpace 1o ZlofvHaTa Y3yHKborpio — Kerian B M3touna Tpakusi.
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International Conference “Researches of Ancient Thrace
between traditionality and modernity: theoretical aspects and
scientific methodology”, 11"—13" April 2024, Sofia, Bulgaria
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Kliment Ohridski“, 15 Tsar Osvoboditel Blvd, 1504 Sofia, Bulgaria; j.emilov@uni-sofia.bg

From the beginning of the 20™ c., the history and archaeology of ancient Thrace have been the
focus of scholarly attention. The International conference “Researches of Ancient Thrace between
Traditionality and Modernity: Theoretical Aspects and Scientific Methodology” took place in Sofia
University “St. Kliment Ohridski” for three days (Thursday to Saturday), from the 11" to the 13" of
April 2024 (fig.1). Dilyana Boteva and Julia Tzvetkova organized the event within the framework
of the “Measuring Ancient Thrace” project!, supported by the Bulgarian Scientific Fund? and the In-
ternational Ancient Coins Counterfeits Scientific Network. The conference was designed to promote
scholarly debates on approaches to the study of Antiquity (and Ancient Thrace in particular), bring-
ing together traditional disciplines of history, archaeology, numismatics and epigraphy with modern
archaeometric research and advances in the digital humanities.

The forum took place in the Conference Hall at Sofia University and was attended by 70 re-
searchers from 9 countries, who presented 38 presentations grouped into ten sessions and two work-
shops (fig. 2). There were plenary lectures at the beginning of each section. The working language
was English.

After the official opening and welcome address by the organisers, the conference proceedings
started with two sessions, focused on ancient history. Peter Delev (Sofia University) provided an ex-
tensive review of the history of ancient Thrace in the books of both ancient and modern authors. The
eminent historian outlined changes in the perspectives on the subject and examined the “construc-
tions of a glorious past”, which have frequently bordered on pseudo-science, creating modern myths
about the ancient Thracians. His “plea for a revisionist trend in Thracian studies” and a reassessment
of the traditional approach was followed by Dilyana Boteva (Sofia University), who managed to spur
a discussion on the nature of ancient sources by scrutinizing information from Thucydides. The topic
of the emergence of the “early state” and how the chiefdom concept was applied to studies on socie-
ties in Antiquity and Early Medieval times was addressed by Tsvetelin Stepanov (Sofia University).
In the concluding presentation of the initial session, Alienor Rufin Solas (Lorrain University) man-
aged to illustrate the idea that exploration of ancient Thracians provides a “field for methodological

1 Measuring Ancient Thrace Project (Ne KIT-06-H50/3, 30.11.2020).
2 Bulgarian Scientific Fund, International Scientific Forums Program (Ne KP-06-MNF/44, 19.12.2023).
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Fig. 1. Official poster of the conference
O6p. 1. [Tocmep Ha KoHpepeHyusma

experimentation and epistemological reflection”.

The second session of the panel on ancient history opened with a mind-stimulating lecture by
Athanasios Sideris (Charles University), entitled “Treasuring the Ostentatious Past. Sensationalism,
Historical Figures and Identity Claims”. A renowned expert of Classical and Hellenistic silverware,
he explored the practice of treasuring precious metal artifacts in the Greek world and the circulation
of valuables in ancient Thrace and Macedonia. Multiple examples successfully demonstrated the
conclusion that in modern times, these luxurious artifacts often become a source of national pride
and serve in the creation of entirely fictional “parallel antiquity”. It is worth noting its definition as
a “dangerous amalgamation of ignorance, sciolism, pretence, populism, sexism and nationalism”.
After the presentation on the Balkan race for shining ancient silverware in claiming identities for
various past communities, Franziska van Buren (KU Leuven) turned the attention to the depths of
Classical scholarship by discussing a narrative, attributed to Aristotle by Tertullian about a myth
which blended the Greek Kronos with the Thracian Zalmoxis. Still dealing with ancient myths, Ivo
Topalilov (Institute of Balkan Studies and Center of Thracology — BAS) examined the legendary
beginnings of the Hellenic apoikiai and their oikistes in Thrace.

The section on epigraphy and linguistics encompassed the third and fourth sessions, scheduled
on the first day of the conference. Mirena Slavova (Sofia University) analysed the corpus of non-
Greek names in the epigraphic evidence from Apollonia Pontica to “measure the otherness” in the
Milesian apoikia during the Classical period. The plenary presentation revealed various models of
integration of non-Greek individuals (by mixed marriages, influx of small artisans and wage labour-
ers), which left their mark in the available archaeological and epigraphic data from the West Pontic
city. The second plenary lecture was by Nikolay Sharankov (Sofia University) on old and new ap-
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Fig. 2. Conference participants
O6p. 2. YuacmHuyume 8 KoH@pepeHyusima

proaches to epigraphy. Sharing his experience in the digitization of the inscriptions of ancient Thrace
and discussing key issues in the large-scale use of digital technologies in epigraphy, he also turned
attention to inscriptions as material objects. In the last presentation of the session Maria Gabriella
Parissaki (National Hellenic Research Foundation) focused on some Thracian ethnonyms attested in
both literary and epigraphic sources. Examining variations in their forms showed cases of anachro-
nism, as well as the difficulties in making history from and through names.

The fourth session included three presentations on the modern application of databases in the
study of ancient names and texts. Stefano Magnani (Universita degli Studi di Udine) explained the
concept of the ongoing project with Onur Tiirkay and Ergiin Lafli (Dokuz Eyliil University of Izmir)
in the creation of a database to collect onomastics of Thracian or Thraco-Bithynian origins, docu-
mented in Greek and Latin inscriptions in the territory of ancient Bithynia. Dimitar Iliev (Sofia Uni-
versity) demonstrated the modus opperandi of the Telamon database (of Ancient Greek inscriptions
from Bulgaria) and the use of the Telamon template, methodology and tools in the forthcoming Tituli
database of Latin inscriptions. Kristiyan Simeonov (Sofia University) showed the potential of an in-
ventive information extraction algorithm to create a valuable resource for a more efficient linguistic
analysis and exploration of the knowledge concerning ancient Thrace in the works of Pliny the Elder.

The second day, and the archaeology section of the conference, opened with a plenary lec-
ture by Despina Tsiafaki (Athena Research Center) on the employment of digital tools in the study
of ancient Thrace. Using as examples the accomplishments of the AtticPot research project (about
the diffusion of Attic pottery in ancient Thrace), as well as other initiatives on myths, sites and riv-
ers in Aegean Thrace, the Greek archaeologist discussed the repositories and spatial technology for
accumulating new knowledge. In the same vein, Veronika Sossau (Universitdt Basel) reviewed the
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advantages of using open digital web-based data management systems, which help to organize and
structure data, as well as provide tools for geographical visualization, spatial and network analysis.
They also enable researchers to contribute to open and fair research by making newly acquired data
accessible to future research projects. The plenary presentation on the iconographic concepts of
sculptural works revealed extensive networks in the Archaic and Classical periods beyond specific
regions and the need to study a large amount of information. In the same session Adela Sobotkova
(Aarhus University) examined the archaeological landscapes in the Middle Tundzha River watershed
by exploring visibility, intervisibility and topographical prominence of burial mounds, followed by
Magelon Bastide (Ecole francaise d’Athénes) with a contribution on the archaeological evidence of
precolonial settlement at Thasos, probably connected to mineral exploitation.

The sixth session began with a presentation by Emil Nankov (National Archaeological In-
stitute with Museum — BAS) on a granite block with visible traces of two Greek letters, discovered
during the 2023 archaeological excavations at the site of Adzhiyska vodenitsa, commonly identified
as emporion Pistiros. The investigation of the inscribed stone provided an excellent example of how
to corroborate information acquired by traditional archaeological research with the application of
modern technologies (a photogrameteric digital model). Daniela Stoyanova (Sofia University) exam-
ined the archaeological data of the basileia in Seuthopolis and suggested a plausible reconstruction
of the monumental building, correcting mistakes in previous studies. Stefan Alexandrov (National
Archaeological Institute with Museum — BAS) shared some reflections on the functionalism in Bul-
garian archaeological school during the last 50 years. The last presentation of the sixth session by
Dimitar Bayrakov (History Museum — Velingrad) entitled “Surface survey for settlement pattern
analysis: the case study of Velingrad in the light of the data on the sanctuary of Dionysus”, was prob-
ably the most controversial communication at the conference. The report on the results of over 15
years of systematic field surveys in Chepinsko and the Northwestern Rhodopes does not raise objec-
tions. Their cult interpretation in relation to the enigmatic “great sanctuary of Dionysos in Thrace”
illustrated the mechanism of modern myth creation and fictional parallel antiquity discussed earlier
at the conference.

The seventh session certainly deserves the label a “digi-session”, as it focused on the trans-
formation of archaeological projects into “digi-projects” with all foreseen ramifications of these en-
deavours. Lyudmil Vagalinski (National Archaeological Institute with Museum — BAS) set the stage,
highlighting the aim of Deultum to become DigiDeultum by reinterpreting previous scientific knowl-
edge about the Roman colony in a digital environment. Digital Early Iron Age Thrace of Georgi
Nekhrizov (National Archaeological Institute with Museum — BAS) and his team, who investigated
Gluhite kamani rock-cut complex since 2008, intend “through digital technologies to achieve a de-
tailed overview of the Early Iron Age in Thrace”. Marina Tasaklaki (Ionian University) demonstrated
what it really means to integrate technology in archaeological research in the Molyvoti project with
the implementation of the iDig application in the field and the web-MTAP app for convenient access
to excavation findings and material publications.

The eighth session was devoted to numismatic studies. In the plenary presentation, Francois de
Callatay (Université Libre de Bruxelles) examined the potential to study Thracian numismatics in the
light of the SILVER website (about die-studies and overstrikes) and to put coin production and coin
circulation in Thrace into perspective of the broader landscape of coinages. Valentina Grigorova-
Gencheva (Fibank, VUZF) shared the Bulgarian experience in numismatic databases. Ilya Prokopov
(South-West University “Neofit Rilski”) and Julia Tzvetkova (Sofia University) discussed the im-
portance of integrating geographical localization into the GIS database in the study of coin hoards
to boost complex interdisciplinary research. Hristina Ivanova-Anaplioti (University of Zurich) tried
“to grasp the invisible” frontier dynamics between Thrace and Macedonia in the Roman Imperial
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period by means of digital numismatics in a cross-study of archaeological and coin finds in Heraclea
Sintica and Deultum. In the last presentation of the second conference day, Vladislav Zhivkov (Na-
tional Archaeological Institute with Museum — BAS) discussed the “Moesian countermarks from the
first century AD and their archaeological context”. In contrast to dating by coins, detailed analysis of
their archaeological context in Almus as well as in a native settlement near Rasovo points to the third
quarter of the 1% c. AD as plausible time for the Moesian countermarks (TI CA and AVG).

The third day of the conference included two sessions and two workshops. In the first plenary
presentation of the archaeometry section, Almoatzbellah Elshahawi (Egyptian Museum, Conserva-
tion Department) shared his results of the technical study and preservation of a group of ancient
coins from the Getty Villa Museum. Boyka Zlateva (Sofia University), Deyan Lesigyarski (National
Institute of Geophysics, Geodesy and Geography — BAS) and Julia Tzvetkova (Sofia University)
presented the results (p-XRF) analysis of 59 coins, discovered during archaeological investigations
in Ada tepe. Marina Tasaklaki (Ionian University) discussed the initial results of analysing 96 silver
coins from ancient cities of Aegean Thrace through XRF analysis. In the final presentation of the
ninth session, Svenja Simon (Saarland University) shared her observations on granulation and fili-
gree in examination of the Thracian jewellery from the craftsman perspective.

There were two presentations in the tenth session. Deyan Lesigyarski (National Institute of
Geophysics, Geodesy and Geography — BAS) and a dream team of collaborators presented a mag-
netic and spectroscopic assessment of the provenance and technology of a set of Iron Age clay tiles
from south Bulgaria. Maya Nikolova (Septemvri Archaeological Museum “Prof. Mieczystaw Do-
maradzki”) provided insights into the art and the techne in the pottery restoration.

The workshop on ancient forgeries was part of the activities of the International Ancient Coins
Counterfeits Scientific Network. Beyond any doubt, Almoatzbellah Elshahawi (Egyptian Museum,
Conservation Department) was the star on the scene, with an in-depth and amusing presentation on
his experience and the scientific methods for detecting counterfeit coinage. Emilia Koleva (RHM
— Sofia) also offered a discussion of methodological issues during the restoration process of ancient
forgeries from the Adzhiyska vodenitsa archaeological site, commonly identified as emporion Pisti-
ros.

The second workshop was devoted to the results of “Measuring Ancient Thrace” project and
the future development of Thracian studies in a digital environment, bridging the gap between tradi-
tion and modernity.

Some, like the present reviewer, will remain hesitant to jump ahead into the depths of the new
“digi-world”, but it seems that is also part of the beauty of Thracian studies — “a field for methodo-
logical experimentation and epistemological reflection”.
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MexayHapogHa KoHdbepeHuus , Tpute CTpaHu Ha egHa
nctopua: basnkaHute, ctenuTe N nycrtara, Win TpubIibHaTa
MaTpuua Ha Kpas Ha Heo/IMTHUTE KynTypu* 26—29 dpeBpyapu
2024, bykypell, PyMmbHUA
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International conference “Three sides of every story: the Balkans, the
Steppe and the Puszta, the triangular matrix of the Neolithic collapse”
26"—29™" February 2024, Bucharest, Romania

Kamen Boyadzhiev @

a Exhibitions department, National Archaeological Institute with Museum, Bulgarian Academy of Sciences,
2 Saborna Str., 1000 Sofia, Bulgaria; kamenyb@abv.bg

Ot 26 no 29 ¢espyapu 2024 r. B bykypel, PymbHuS, ce CbCTOSI MeX/yHapo/Ha HayuHa KOH(pepeH-
LU Ha TeMa ,,IpyuTe CTpaHU Ha elHa UCTOpUs: bankaHuTe, cTenuTe W TMycTaTa, WM TPUbI'bIHATa
MaTpuIia Ha Kpasi Ha HeoysuTHUTe KynTypu“. Ts Oe opraHu3upaHa oT YHuBepcHTeTa B Bykypery,
pagckust my3eit Ha Bykypei v YauBepcuteta ELTE E6tvos Lorand B Byzaneiia, Yarapus. Joma-
KWH Ha CbOUTHETO Oe YHUBEpCUTETHT B ByKyperil.

KondepeHnuusita ce mpoBezie B xuOpueH GopmaT — MPUCHCTBEHO U OHJIAHH. YuacTHe B3exa
Haz 40 yyeHU OT OCeM JAbp)KaBU — PymbHuUs, YHrapus, briarapus, Copous, Monzosa, ®paHiiys,
Benvkobputanus u 'epmanus (06p. 1-2). Te mpezacrasuxa 20 fok/aja, pa3esieHy B eT TeMaTHUHN
cecun. [Tpe3eHTaruuTe Osixa CHITBTCTBAHK U OT MIOCTEPHA CECHSI.

Berenurennust nokiag 6e nsHeceH ot Karanux Jlazap u Envuko Magmpkapu. Te ripefcraBuxa
OCHOBHUS (OKYC Ha KOH(epeHLMsATa — TIPOC/e[siBaHe Ha MpOLleCUTe, JOBeIU /10 Kpasi (WU TpaH-
chopMalusTa) Ha BrieyaT/siBalljUTe MPaucTOpPUUYeCKH Ky/ATypH, pa3Buiu ce B FOrousrouna EBpomna
nipe3 V xui. nip.Xp. (orpejesisiHy B HIKOW ChbBPeMEHHH [bpKaBU KaTo KbCHOHEOUTHH, a B JAPYTU
KaTo XaJKOJUTHU). AKLIEHT B TSAXHaTa Mpe3eHTal[usi, KaKTO U B roJisiMa uacT OT [10C/e[BainTe JoK/Ia-
1, Osixa CbBpeMeHHUTe M3C/Ie/[BaHUsI Ha KIMMaTHYHU TIPOMEHU B TO3W MTEePUO/, M TIXHOTO OTpaske-
HUe BbpXY MPanuCTOpuUecKuTe obIrecTsa.

[TppBara cecus oT koH(MepeHIHsTa Oe TTOCBeTeHa KOHKPETHO Ha Te0-KJIMMaTHYHUTe TIPOMEHH.
Hoknanbt Ha EAMKO Ma/pkapy 1 KOJIEKTUB CHHTe3Mpa 10 U3KJIIOUUTETHO J00bD U 1MoJie3eH HauuH
MHGpOPMAIUSTA OT Pa3/MUHYU aHaIW3W, Pa3/IMUHU HAayuyHU 00/aCTH W pa3iyH{ OUOTOIH, BKITHOU-
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09 € g O6p. 1. [Tocmep Ha KoHpepeHyusima
Fig. 1. The poster of the conference

Bt Genmnin (@

if

Ball[M [JaHHU 3a [POMEHU B CPeJHOTOJMIIHUTE TemreparypH, B JSITHOTO M 3UMHO KOJIMYECTBO Ha
Basle)kKUTe, B PaCTUTEe/IHATA TIOKPUBKA. ABTOPUTE OuepTaxa KakTo HSIKOW Pa3MUHABaHUs U MPoOieMu
B pe3yJITaTuTe, Taka 1 OCHOBHUTE TEeH/|eHL[MY I10 OTHOLLIEeHHe Ha KJIMMaTUYHUTEe [IPOMEHU U XPOHO-
Joruyeckute UM pamku. JoknaasT Ha Andpen Becripemeany—CTpo U KoIeKTHB Oe KOHIIeHTpUPaH
BBbPXy MUKPOPETHOHa, o0xBariail qomHara Ha p. Keamaryit B FOrousrouna PymbHus. B3 ocHoBa
Ha HaripaBeHHTe TaseoreorpadCKy U3c/ie/IBaHUs aBTOPUTe TIpe/jiaraT XUIoTe3a 3a Mpe/IounTaHruTe
OT HEOJIUTHOTO HacesieHHs1 XabuTaru.

Bropara cecwust 6e hokycrpaHa BbpXy OTPaKeHHETO Ha MPUPOAHUTE (aKTOPH U TIPOMEHH BbP-
Xy HEeOJIMTHATa/Xa/JKOJIUTHATa NMKOHOMHKA U yIa/ibKa Ha MPanCTOpUYecKUTe O0ITlecTBa B PervoHa.
[Tpe3enTanusTa Ha AHa I'apcusi-Backec 1 KojieKTUB Oe MOCBeTeHa Ha pe3y/ITaTUTe OT MPOyYBaHe Ha
JlMeTaTa Ha IpaucTopruueCcKnuTe 0OMTaTe/TU Ha JIHEITHa PyMbHUS OT Me3o/1uTa o OpoH30BaTa ernoxa,
6a3upaHo Ha cTabwiHu u3oTonu. CleBalUsT A0KIa ], Ha [lusiHa XaHTaHy U KOJIEKTHB, MPeCTaBH
MHOTOCTpPaHHO M3Cjle/iBaHe BbPXy IPOMEHUTE B pacTUTe/IHaTa MOKPUBKa B 0JIMHATa Ha p. Moctu-
ma (FO>kHa PymBbHUS), BK/TFOUBAILO aHA/TM3H Ha T0JIeH, MaKpO-00TaHWMYHU OCTaHKU U ceJUMeHTH. To
JIEMOHCTpHpa WHTepeCH! (UIyKTyal[iy B U3I10/I3BaHETO Ha 3eMsiTa Mpe3 pa3/IMuHUTe TIPaucTopUyec-
KU [1epruo/iv, BePOSITHO CBbP3aHU C IIPOMEHU B OCHOBHUTE [IOMUHBLIM Ha HaceseHueTo. C Temara Ha
Ta3M cecusi Osixa CBbP3aHU U TPeJCTaBeHUTe TIOCTEPH.

Tperara cecust Oe TOCBeTeHa Ha JAHHUTE OT apXe0300JI0TMYHMTE M3C/IeBaHUsI U LIeHHaTa WH-
(hopmarusi, KOSITO Te MPeJoCTaBsIT KaKTO 3a Pa3BUTHE HAa CKOTOBB/JCTBOTO Y JIOBA, Taka U 3a MOOHII-
HOCT Ha nonyaauuuTe. [Joknagure Ha Banentun Pagy u Agpuan Banaiecky 6sixa KOHLeHTPUPaH!
BBPXY (hayHHUCTUUHUTE U3CaeaBaHus Ha 00ekTH oT VI-IV xum. np.Xp. B fiBa pa3uuHu MUKpOpe-
ruoHa — JloOpy»kza u gosuHara Ha p. Moctuia. Te witocTpypaxa KakTo HIKOW XPOHOJ/IOTHUYECKH
TeH/IeHLIMY, TaKa ¥ PerMOHaTHA pa3nnuusi, U JOPYU 0COOEHOCTH, XapaKTepPHU 3a KOHKPETHH 00eKTH
(Harp. ro-3HauMTeIHA PO Ha JioBa). [Ipe3eHTarysTa Ha AJleKCaHbD YUIKUHCHH U KOJIEKTUB 000-
raTy KapTWHaTa, KaTo BKJIFOUW aHAM3U Ha CTaOM/THYA U30TOIHU OT )KUBOTMHCKW OCTAHKHU OT Ky/Typa
UepHaBozia. CpaBHeHHeTO Ha pe3y/TaTvTe C TaKuBa OT Ipexoxjaliara Kyarypa, ['ymennuia, crio-
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O6p. 2. YuacmHuyume 8 KoHgepeHyusima
Fig. 2. The participants in the conference

peJ aBTopuyTe IIpejioaraT IPOMeHU B CKOTOBbJHUTE MPAKTHUKU.

YerBbpraTa cecusi Oe Hal-HacuTeHa W 00OXBaHAa pa3NWYHU aclleKTH OT TpaHCpOpMaruuTe U
yTraJbKa Ha HeOJIUTHHTE/XaIKONIUTHATE OOIIHOCTH B Pa3IyieXKAaHus pernoH, oT Cupous 10 YKpaii-
Ha. Konerute ot Cep6us ([IparaHna @UIUIOBUY M KOJIEKTHB) TIPE/ICTaBHXa KOMILJIEKCEH aHa/In3 Ha
MPOMEeHHUTe, MOoC/aeABaId Kpasi Ha KyaTypa BunHua B LleHTpannute bankaHu u xapakrepusupaiiu
CTOITAHCTBOTO, CEJIMLHUS MOZe/] U MaTepuasjHara KyJaTypa B Kpas Ha V W HauanoTo Ha IV xui.
rp.Xp. [Joknagure Ha Bnagumup CnasueB 1 Ha Kamen u fIBop bosipkreBn pasmiefiaxa cuTyaLusTa
B JHeIIHUTEe OBJITapCcKu 3eMH, (OKYyCHPalK{ Ce ChOTBETHO BbPXY HAB/M3aHETO M Pa3BUTHETO Ha
KynTypa XamaH/pkusi B JIoOpy»k/Jja U BbpXy Pa3/IUUHUTE aCMeKTH U Bh3MOXKHU O0SICHEHUS 3a Kpast
Ha XaJIKOJIMTHUTE KYATYPH B palioHa U TIOC/Ie/[BasioTo My obe3mrozsiBade nipe3 IV xut. rip.Xp. Kon-
ctantuH IIpeoTeaca npescTaBu 0600ITIaBall Mperyies; Ha pa3BUTHETO Ha KyaTypa KykyTeHu U 3a0e-
JIe)KUTe/THaTa yCTOWYMBOCT Ha HEMHWTE HOCUTENH C Or/ie[, KAaKTO Ha JAMCKYTHPaHUTe KIUMaTUYHU
TPOMEHM, TakKa ¥ Ha KOHTaKTUTe C HOCUTe/IuTe Ha KynTypa YepHasoga. [locnensannre fBa foKaza,
Ha [enuc Toran v Ha [Ixon Yanmad u bucepka ["atizjapcka, ce poKycrpaxa BbPXY HSIKOH ChIl[eCTBe-
HU aCIeKTH OT pa3BUTHETO Ha CPOJHAaTa Ky/Typa Tpurosve — B TbpBUs CTydaii Oe mocTaBeH akL|eHT
BbPXy TpaHc(hopMarusaTa Ha morpebasHUTe MPAKTUKM B Pe3y/TaT OT TOsiBaTa M HAB/IM3aHETO Ha
HaJrpoOHUTE MOTW/IM, @ BbB BTOPHSI — BbPXY POJIsATa Ha OrPaK/AILUTe Ce/UIla POBOBe (WU JIHII-
caTa Ha TakMBa) KaTo OCHOBHM €JIeMeHTH OT IpyroBaTa UIeHTUUHOCT. B rocieHara rnpe3eHTanys
ot Ta3u cecusi YKan-ITon [JeMyn npeyioxku TbCTHP U 100pe mogHeceH 0630p BbPXY pa3BUTHETO Ha
W3CJIe/[BAHUSTA U XUTIOTe3UTe, 0OSICHSIBALLIA Kpasi Ha XaIKOMTHUTe KynTypH B FOrousrouna EBporia
Y HaBJ/IM3aHeTO Ha ,,MHJ0-eBPOIeiiCKUTe rjieMeHa”.

[MTocnenHara, rneta cecusi 6e TOCBeTeHa Ha TIPOMEHUTE B COLIMATHUTE W KYJITYPHU MOZETU U
B MaTepuasiHaTa KynaTypa B Kpas Ha V-IV xun. np.Xp. T o0euHA MbCTpa MajUuTpa OT pa3/IMuHU
acIleKTH Ha Te3W IPOMEHU U pa3/IMuHM PervoHM, BK/IIOYBAILlA KAKTO KOHKPETHU HaXOZKH, Taka U
00o01aBaly U3caeaBaHus. B mbpBUs moknan AnekcaHzapa AH/epC HalpaBU MHOTO MHTepeceH U
nofipobeH 0630p Ha TpaHChOpMaLIMUTE Ha MPexo/ia OT KbCeH HeOJTUT KbM PaHeH XaJIKOJIUT B JHEITHA
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YHrapus u Bb3MO)KHUTe 00sICHEHHS 3a TsX, 0OBbP3BaliKM I'M M C TeMaTa 3a KJIMMaTHUHKUTe TTPOMEHH.
TpesenTaruure Ha Jlopanc Manonakakuc, ITets Teopruepa u Mopgan Munes, Mlosan Mutposuu
u CeneHa Bure3oBuy 6sixa (hoKycHpaHU BBPXY CIieliu(UUHA YepTU Ha MaTepuasHaTa Kynatypa. J1.
MaHosakak1c pasryiefia mofpoOHO TeXHOJIOTHATA, PAa3BUTHETO U Pa3lpOCTpPaHeHWeTo Ha eMOieMa-
TAYHUTE 3a V XWl. p.Xp. Ha bajikaHuTe KpeMbUHH ,,CyIlep-TUIaCTUHU" U TAXHOTO 3HaueHue 3a XaJl-
Ko/mTHUTe obijectsa. I1. Teopruepa u M. MuseB npe/icTaByxa H3K/IIOUMTETHO MHTepeCHa Haxo/Ka
Ha Me/iHa kama oT Kosapesa moruna. 1. Murposuu 1 C. Bute3oBuu pasiie/iaxa rpo6iema c rpome-
HUTe B lyXoBHara cepa B Kyntypa Bybanu xym Ia, oTpa3eHu B TIOUTH ITBJIHOTO M3ue3BaHe U CXeMa-
TH3alMsATa Ha aHTpOIOMOp(HaTa I71acTUKa c/ief, Kpast Ha Kynrypa Bunua. ITocnegnusr foknag, Ha
I'enagu CbpOy, Oe mocBeTeH Ha 3a//b/UKUTE/IHUS e/1IeMeHT OT Xa/IKOJIMTHUTE KyJATypU — KepamyKara.
Toli pezicTaBy MHTepeCcHU HaO/IIOZieHNsI BbPXY TpaHC(opMarysaTa Ha KepaMUYHUTe KOMIIEKCH BbB
¢unana Ha KynTypa Tpunonue, B cenuiiara TN Xopoauia—loparHerr.

ArpakTiBHa j06aBKa KbM HayuHOTO jp0 Ha KOH(epeHIUsATa Osxa AUCKYCUHTe OTHOCHO Ha-
B/IM3aHETO Ha U3KYCTBEHUsI UHTeJIeKT B HayuHaTa cpepa U Bb3MO)KHOCTUTE 38 HETOBOTO M3I10/13BaHe.

KondepeniysTa rnpoTeue B U3K/IIOUUTEHO KOjlernaaHa atMocdepa, C M0A30TBOPHU JAUCKY-
CHY KaKTO B TIPe/IBU/IEHNUTE UHTEPBaIN MeX/y JOK/IaiuTe, Taka ¥ B HehopMasHa 00CTaHOBKA CrIef]
cecuute. [lok/afuTe ¥ JUCKyCUNATe JeMOHCTpUpaxa IoJ3ata v Hy>KJarta OT CbBpeMeHeH UHTepUC-
LUIUTMHAPEH TO/IX0/, ¥ ChbYeTaBaHETO Ha PerMOHaHY U3C/Ie/JBAHUS C Ha/[perMoHaIHU Habmoe st
Y CMHTe3H, CIIoCoOCTBaIIM 3a T0-aZieKBaTHOTO pa3bupaHe Ha MporiecuTe, JOBeJIH [0 Kpasi Ha XaJKo-
jmTHUTe Kyntypu B FOroustouna Esporna.
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CbBpeMeHHOTO TeXHUUECKO Pa3BUTHE U TIPUIOKEHHNETO Ha Pa3/IMYHU JUTUTATHU TEXHOJIOTUH B 00-
JlacTTa Ha XyMaHWTapUCTHKaTa MPOMEHAT TPalHO M CBLIHOCTHO TapaZyrmMara Ha WCTOpUuecKaTa
HayKa, BK/IFOUATE/THO [IPUHLUIIUTE U TI0AX04UTe HAa UCTOPUYeCKUTe usciieABaHus. Hama cbMHeHue,
ye Te IIpe/j0CTaBsAT Bb3MOXKHOCT Jla Ce pa3lliyMpu MeTOZ0/I0rMsATa Ha JUCLIMIIIMHATA U ChLjeBpeMeH-
HO Ch37aBaT yCJIOBUS 3a TeHeprpaHe Ha HOBU — 0OEKTHBHU M HAay4HO IPOC/IeJIMU — apPTYMEHTH B
TIOZIKperia WM He Ha ChLI|eCTBYBAILM XUITOTe3U B 00/1acTTa Ha aHTMYHATa UCTOPUS], BK/IFOUMTE/THO Ha
ucropusita Ha JlpesHa Tpakusi.

XapakTepuCTUKUTe Ha HyMU3MaTUUHWUTE MaTepuaau I'M [PaBU U3K/IFOUUTETHO MOAXOAALU
3a KOMIIOTBPHO 0a3upaHu u3cieqBaHus. MHGOPMalMOHHOTO /PO, OMMCBAILO OT/AeJTHUTe HYMHU3-
MaTHYHU 00EKTH, TOJ/Ie)KM KAaKTO Ha KOJIMYeCTBEeHW, TaKa M Ha KaueCTBeHW W WHTeprpeTaTUBHU
aHanusyd. MoHeTHUTe, MOHETHUTE CBKDOBUIA MU MOHETHUTE KOMIUIEKCH Ca OCHOBHATa W KJIH0UOBa
n3BopoBa 6a3a MpM K3c/ie/iBaHETO HAa UCTOPUUECKOTO (TTOJIMTHUYECKO, MKOHOMHUECKO, COLMaIHO U
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KY/ITYDPHO) pa3BUTHe Ha ChOTBETHOTO 0011jecTBO. [0 OTHOIIEHNEe HAa aHTUYHATa UCTOPHS Ha ObJrap-
CKWTe 3¢MM HyMU3MaTHUUHHUTE [JaHHU Tpe/CTaB/IsBaT HeCpaBHUMa 10 YMC/IEHOCT KaTeropus U3BOPH,
KaKTO Ce BIK/Aa U OT 00eMHHUTe HYMHU3MAaTHUYHU KOJIEKI[U B TOJISIMA YacT OT PerrOHaHUTe My3€eu
B bbarapus. B cbiioTo Bpeme, BeIIpeKH AbJrata u3ciefoBaTe/icka TpaJuLis, CePUO3HHTE UH/UBU-
JlyalHY TIOCTVKeHHs Ha OT/le/Hu 6barapcku Hymusmaty (H. Mymvos, T. Tepacumos, 1. FOpykosa,
W. Tpoxkonos, [. JparaHos, [. AnagpxoBa, K. IMMATPOB U Zp.), KaKTO U MOsiBaTa B HOBO Bpeme —
6naromapenue Ha Vs ITpokoroB — Ha KirouoBara ropeauiia Coin Collections and Coin Hoards from
Bulgaria (CCCHBulg), BbBexallia rojsiMo KOJTMUeCTBO MaTepyaav B HayuHa yrotpeba, ObJrap-
CKaTa HyMU3MaTHKa KbM MOMEHTAa M3MUTBA CU/THA HeOOXOAUMOCT OT MO/|epHU3aIUsl, aKTHBHU3HPaHe
Y JOMTb/THUTE/THA TIOATOTOBKA Ha MJIa[ii M3C/ie/ioBaTel, KOMTO [ja OTTOBOPAT Ha MeKyHapOJHUTe
Hay4YHO-U3CJIefloBaTe/ICKH KpUTepruy U ctaHAapT. CrielliHaTa HY»K/la OT MeXXyHapoJHa BUAUMOCT
Ha ObJTapckaTa HyMH3MaTHYHa OOITHOCT U Ch3/laBaHETO HOBU eKCIIePTH BbB BCMUKHW 00/aCTH Ha
HyMH3MaTHYHaTa HayKa e (hpanupaiio o4eBUHa. B T031 CMUCH (U OT IVie[Ha TOUKA Ha Objirapcka-
Ta HyMH3MaTHKa) € MHOTO TeYajiHa KOHCTAaTal[usTa, ue B MajabHu Me>XXIyHAapOJHU TIPOEKTH KaTo
Roman Provincial Coinage (RPC) u Coin Hoards of the Roman Empire (CHRE), npezicTaBsiHeTO Ha
MaTepuauTe OT Bbirapus He e TIOBEPEHO Ha MPeJiCTaBUTE/N Ha Ob/rapckata HyMU3MaThKa; ObiI-
rapCKUTe HayYHU WHCTUTYIIUM, KaKTO U CTIEL[UaIMCTH, KOUTO Zia 00paboTBaT ChOTBETHUTE MaTepH-
a1, 0Ce3aeMo JIUTICBAT B Te3W aBTOPUTETHH HauMHaHUsA. B ChILIOTO BpeMe e Hajuile U He TI0-MaJiko
TBKHUAT (DaKT, ye OTKPUTOTO mipesin roBeue oT 100 rogrH1 OTPOMHO PUMCKO MOHETHO CHKPOBHII[E
ot c. Peka /leBHs (cera KBapTas Ha rpaz [leBHs) BCe olrie He e TyO/IMKYBaHO, a U HsIMA U3I7Ie/id CKOPO
Jla ce oOHapo/IBa, 3aIl0TO U KbM MOMEHTA HUKOMW He e TIpe/INpUe/T KOHKPETHH CTBHITKU B Ta3HW HACOKa.
SIcHOTO Ch3HAHME 3a Ta3W He3aBH/[HA CUTYAI[Hs, B KOSATO Ce Hamupalle Objrapckata HyMH3-
MaTMyHa Hayka B HayasnioTo Ha X XI B., MoTuBUpa ekur oT cemunuienduu (M. TIpokonos, . boTesa,
FO. LlBeTkoBa, B. I'puropoBa-I'eHueBa, JI. I'po3gaHoBa) fia ce onuTa /ja MPOMEHU JWHAMUKATa B TOBA
W3C/Ie/i0BaTesICKo rnosie B bbarapua u Jja 3amovHe LjeleHacoyeHa JeMHOCT MO Npeofo/IiBaHeTO Ha
HeroBara cTarHauius. HauepranusT B camMust Kpail Ha 2019 . rziaH 3a eliCTBUe BK/IIOYBAILle OpraHu-
3MpaHeTo Ha MepUoJuueH MeXXIyHapoJeH HyMu3MaThueH (GOpyM U yupe/siBaHeTO Ha eleKTPOHHO
HYMHU3MaTHYHO CITMCaHKe C IIMPOKO Pa3NpOCTpaHeHWe B MeKyHapOJHUTe HYMHU3MaTUUHU Cpely,
Ch3/laBaHeTO Ha aKaJleMUYHH yCJIOBUA 3a KauyeCTBeHa MOAroTOBKa Ha M/la/id eKCIepTH 110 HyMHU3Ma-
THKa, KaKTO U TIOACUTYPSIBAaHETO Ha MO/IEPHO TeXHUYeCKO 000py/JBaHe 3a Hy)KAWTe Ha HyMU3MaTHy-
HUTe 13CJieiBaHus, (GPMHaHCUPaHeTo 3a KoeTo TpsibBaiiie /ja Ob/je OCUTypeHOo Ha MPOeKTHa OCHOBA.
3ariouHasiaTa B HauanoTo Ha MapT 2020 r. kpr3a BbB Bpb3Ka ¢ KoBua-19 He ycns fa npeuynu
PeLIMMOCTTa 3a U3ITBJIHEHUeTO Ha TIoCcTaBeHHTe 3a7aun. CamMo Mecel] 1 TI0JIOBUHA MO0-KbCHO, Oy1aro-
ZIapeHue Ha (hriHaHCOBaTa rnofAkperna Ha mpoekT BGO5M20P001-1.001-0001 ,,M3rpaxkziaHe 1 pa3Bu-
THe Ha LIeHTbp 3a BLPXOBU MOCTKeHUs ,,Hacnenctso BI' ¢ ppkoBoguTen npod. auHd ViBan Unues,
3aroyHa peajiM3upaHeTo Ha ITbPBUS B bbarapus crepa M3upaH JOKTOPAHTCKH ,Hymu3smarnuen
cemuHap®“ (o morosop Ne 70-85-24 ot 27.02.2020 r.), KoliTO Aa MOBUIIIK NpodecroHaTHaTa KBa-
nudUKals Ha MIaZiuTe yaeHH, paboTelu B cdepara Ha HyMH3MaTHKaTa. 3a 1jesita 6e oChilecTBeH
KOHTAKT C BOJIEIIM eKCIIepTH B 00/1acTTa Ha aHTUUHOTO MOHEeTOCeUYeHe KaKTO OT CTPAaHaTa, Taka v OT
4yy>KOMHA, KOWTO /Ia TIOATOTBAT Y MPEACTaBAT B JIEKLIMOHEH (popMaT 0CHOBOTIOJIATAIIO0 W Ha/ITPak/a-
1110 HYMHU3MaTUUHO 3HaHue. Bresnure B cuia KoBuz orpaHiueHust B HallMOHA/IeH U MeXXAyHapo/ieH
TJIaH HaJIOXKKMXa TpaHcGopMHUPaHeTo Ha ceMHUHapa B yeOMHAp, KOETO /[0Be/ie 710 pasivpsiBaHe Ha
Me>KIyHapoJHOTO yuactue. B nmeprozia Maii—tonu 2020 . 651xa 0CbIIeCTBeHH ILEeCT CrielidaTu3upaHu
HYMU3MAaTHUYHU JIEKIUU: ,,[TbPBY MPOSIBM HA pa3MsiHa, TIapU U ThPTOBCKU CTAHZAPTU B OBJITapCKUTE
3emu“ (g-p Banentuna I'puropoBa-I'enueBa v npod. guH Wis Ipokonos); ,,Why coin iconography
is special: general comments with applied cases to Thracian coinages® (Prof. Frangois de Callatay);
»The Ptolemaic Coinage of Egypt“ (Dr. Thomas Faucher); ,Searching for Stability: Coins as
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O6p. 1. Jlozo Ha npoekm ,,/IpesHa Tpakus 8 yucppu: npeoyeHka Ha AHMuuHocmma 8 oueumaaHama enoxa“,
0o2080p Ne KI1-06-H50/3 om 30.11. 2020 na PHHU-MOH (asmop JI. I'po30aHoga)
Fig. 1. Logo of the project ,,Measuring Ancient Thrace: Re-evaluating Antiquity in Digital Age“, contract
No. KII-06-H50/3 dated 30.11. 2020 of BNSF — Ministry of Education and Science (author L. Grozdanova)

Communication Media in Thrace and Moesia Inferior in the Third Century AD“ (Dr Ulrike Peter);
H»Panmmdukaty Ha aHTUYHU MOHeTU OT Bbarapus® (nmpod. aun Y. Ipokomnos u A-p B. I'puroposa-
TeHueBa); ,,Danteletai — Melsas — Bizye® (Yannis Stoyas). JlekiuuTe 0sixa 3amucaH, 3a fja Obar
[IOCTBITHH 1 B ObJiell[e TIPU TIO/ITOTOBKATa Ha CIel[Ha/IuCTH HyMU3MarH. B cecunte, 0CBeH aKTUBHOTO
yuacTHe Ha U3CJiefloBaTe/TuTe U MIaZiuTe YueHH OT eKuTIa, Ce BK/IFOUMXa CTYeHTH, KaKTO U TOCTH OT
IIeCT CTpaHu, cpeiHo ¢ Haf 40 yyacTHUKA B cecuuTe. B TO3M CMUCH/ HayuyHUST (DOPYM He IPOCTO
JIOTIpUHECe 3a 33/1b100YaBaHeTo Ha CrelU(UUHUTe YMEeHHs Ha MJIaIUTe U3C/Ie/[0BaTed B eKHIIa, HO
TpeIu3BUKa MeXXAyHapo/ieH HayueH /IUajor, KaKTO U WHTepeC KbM HyMU3MaTHKaTa Cpe[| MaJu KO-
JIery B HaYa/THUTe eTany Ha oOyueHre. @UHATHOTO CHOMTHE OT TO3M TPOEKT Oellie Criel{iaM3upaHa
nekiust Ha ripod. Vs TTpokonos u poi]. BanentuHa I'puroposa-I'enuera, rpoeesiena B PUM—Kroc-
TeHZWI, U3LS/I0 HacOueHa KbM YUeHHUIH, Kb/eTO MaaJuTe ObJel U3CIeioBaTe/y ce 3armo3Haxa ¢
W3CJ1e/[0BaTe/ICKM HyMU3MaTHUHH TIPAaKTUKK KaTo U3pab0TBaHeTO Ha TMIICOBHU OTIIEYATbI[H.

B puute 10-12 HoemBpu 2020 I. OTHOBO B OH/IalH (pOpMaT ce ChCTOSI ITBPBO M37IaHUE Ha
Bbirapckure HyMHU3MaTHYHHU YeTeHHs C To73araBue ,,VIcTopusi ¥ 001eCcTBO B MepCrneKTHBa-
Ta Ha HyMH3MaTHKaTa“!, opranusupaHo ot Mcropuuecku dakynreT Ha CoUACKK yHUBEPCUTET
,CB. KnmumenT OXpyckn“ B MapTHbOPCTBO ¢ HalMoHa/nHMsl apXeoaoruueckd UHCTUTYT C My3eil
kbM BAH, Pernonasnen ncropuuecku myseii Codus u IIspea naBectuionHa 6anka A/l (https:/
www.uni-sofia.bg/index.php/bul/layout/set/print/content/view/full/297605). TIporpamara Ha ¢opy-
Ma BK/touBallle 40 1oKaza, MpecTaBeHu OT YYaCTHHULM OT Haf, leceT CTPaHHU, BKIFOUUTETHO U3BBH
npefenute Ha EBporia, KakTo ¥ KpbIvia Maca ,,[Ipo6siemu U repcrekKTrBY Ha Objrapckata HymMu3-
MaTtuka“ (https://www.bg-numismatic-readings.com/bg/apxus/programbulgnrl-bg/). Kondepenium-
sTa TpeJu3BUKa CHJIeH MeXXAyHapo/eH UHTepecC KaTo Ha/lBUIlIaBaHeTO Ha KaraluTeTa Ha OHJaitH
rnardopmara, npe/iBU/ieHa 3a )KUBUTe TUCKYCUOHHU CeCHH, HaJIo)KW OTBapsiHeTO Ha BTOPU KaHas Ha
W3TbYBaHe HAa CHOUTHETO?.

[TapasenHO € TIOATOTOBKAaTa U OpraHu3aiusaTa Ha [TbpBrTe OBITapCKU HYMU3MaTUUHU YeTe-
HUSl, eKUITHT yUacTBa B Cb3/laBaHETO HA MPOEKT ,,JipeBHa Tpakus B uudpu: npeoreHKa Ha AH-
THYHOCTTA B IMTUTA/IHATA ernoxa* (c ppkoBoAuTen aoLl. A-p FOmus LBeTKoBa 1 € yuacTHeTo Ha ue-
THUpUMa eKCTIepTH OT Uy>kKOuHa) 1o nporpamara Ha ®HU 3a dyHzaMeHTaTH! HayuHU W3C/Ie/[BaHMUS,
KoiTo Oe oz06peH 3a ¢uHaHcupane (gorosop Ne KII-06-H50/3 ot 30.11. 2020 — https:/digithrace.
uni-sofia.bg/bg/) (06p. 1). AkTrBHaTa paboTa rpy HeroBaTa peanv3arysi B paMKuTe Ha paboTeH ma-

1 MexzayHapoaHa KoHGepeHIUs1, (PUHaHCHpPaHa 110 IPOeKT Ha YHUBePCUTeTCKUs (hOH[, HayuHU u3ciefBaHus Ne
80-10-59/13.04.2020 r. c ppkoBOAUTeE 1. ac. A-p Hukona [dronrepos (U®D Ha CY).

2 Tloapo6Ha undopmarys 3a To3u Gopym BXK. B Dyulgerov et al. 2020.
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O6p. 2. ObyueHue 3a paboma csc cneyuanusupaHama uHcmanayus quickPX, 3akynexa no npoexkm ,, /IpesHa
Tpakus e yugppu“ — KI1-06-H50/3 om 30.11. 2020 na ®HU-MOH (2022) (cHumka /I. Bomega)
Fig. 2. Training with the QuickPX system, purchased within the project “Measuring Ancient Thrace” — KII-
06-H50/3 dated 30.11. 2020 of BNSF-Ministry of Education and Science (2022) (photo D. Boteva)

KeT 5 ,,Hymu3smarvka®“ mosBosu 3akylyBaHeTO Ha CIleljiajau3vpaHa MHCTajaalusl — MakeT XapZyep
u codryep quickPX compact, U3no/s3BaH MHTEH3UBHO 3a 3aCHEMaHe Ha MpPOy4YBaHUTe MOHETH He
CaMo OT YJeHOBeTe Ha MPOEKTHUSI eKUIl, HO MPeJOCTaBsiH ChLL0 Ha KONern-HyMU3MaTu B HSIKOJIKO
OT OB/ITapCKUTE My3eH 3a JUrHTanM3upaHe Ha MOHETHUTe UM (OH/I0Be’, cief| TPOBeieHo 00yueHue
B HAVIM mnipe3 2022 (06p. 2). [leiiHoCTHTe TI0 TIPOEKTa B HETOBaTa HyMU3MaTHUHA YaCT BBPBSAT T10
HSIKOJIKO JTMHUH. CpeJi IeKLMUTe B paMKUTe Ha paboTeH makeT 1 ¥ MpOBeX/laHVsI MOHATHEH CeMU-
Hap, /iBe ce OTKPOsIBaT C HyMHW3MaTHYHaTa C HACOUeHOCT: ,,ABTeHTU(HKALMSI HA aHTUYHU MOHETH:
npo6sieMy Ha TEPMHUHOJIOTHSTA TIPY onrcanueto uM“ (rpod. aux W Ipokoros) u ,,Knacuuecku
Y aATepHaTHBHU METO/M 3a aHa/lW3 M BU3yasiHO Ipe/CTaBsiHe B HyMHM3MaTuKara“ (4-p XpHUCTHHA
ViBaHoBa-AHanmmoty). IIpoektsT ,,/JlpeBHa Tpakus B uudpu e cbe crieripaneH GoKyC BbPXy Me-
TOAO/IOTMYeCcKHs Aedat; 3aToBa Ha 3 Mait 2022 r. 6e opraHM3upaH CeMUHAp 3a METOJOJIOTHsTa
Ha HyMHM3MaTHKaTa C TpumMa nipyu3Haty ekcrieptu (https:/digithrace.uni-sofia.bg/bg/methodological-
seminar-2/): akaz. npod. ®pancoa a0 Kanaraii (“Quantification of ancient coin issues: how to
Proceed and for which historical benefits”), mou. nun Baagumup Cronba (“Coin forgeries”) u a-p
Ynpuke ITetep (“Coin images — Iconographic thesaurus — Semantic web™).

B HavanHMs etamn Ha paboTara 1o MpoeKTa eKUITbT Ce KOHIIEHTPHPA M BbPXY TMOATOTOBKaTa
Ha TIpeJi/Io’KeHHe 3a U3rpakJaHe Ha MeXJyHapojHa HyMHU3MaTH4yHa Mpexka, KOsITO Jla IoAroMara
JleliHoCTUTe 110 MpeJoTBpaTsBaHe Ha pasnpoCcTpaHeHHeTo Ha (a/llyvBU aHTUYHH MOHeTH. O60CHO-
BaHOTO TIpeJyIoKeHHe ce oKas3a ybeanTenHO U Oellle OT/IMYEHO OT repMaHcKara GhoHAaLus ,, Amnek-
caHAbp ¢oH XyMO0aT* C TPUroAUIIHO (prHAHCHpPaHe, TI03BOIW/IO Ch3faBaHeTo Ha Ancient Coins
Counterfeits Scientific Network (BGR 1074508 HFST) c npod. [unsHa BoreBa-BosiHoBa KaTo
PBKOBOZUTEN Ha MpoekTa. HaBpeMeHHaTa rosiea Ha Ta3u MexayHapogHa Mpexxa (ACCSN — https:/

3 [lonHacrosiem c MHCTanaLusaTa ca u3BbplieHy noseve ot 50 000 3acHemaHus1.
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O6p. 3. IIpog. U. TIpokonog psKkoodu npakmuueckume deliHocmu no udeHmuguyupaxe Ha MOHemHuU
¢panuupukamu na ACCSN cemuHap 8 Apxeonozuueckama 6asa 8 c. Manko I'paduwye, obw. JTrobumey (2022)
(cHumka B. Epemues — Youo)

Fig. 3. Prof. I. Prokopov supervises the identification of counterfeits of ancient coins during the ACCSN
workshop at the Archaeological base in Malko Gradishte village, Lyubimets Municipality (2022)
(photo V. Eremiev — Chocho)

accs-network.com/) ¥ Beue W3rpaJileHUsT HEMH aBTOPUTET Ce /J0Ka3BaT OT ObP30TO M pa3pacTBaHe.
Ta3u Mpeska ctapTupa mpe3 JsSToTo Ha 2021 T. Kato ObArapcka MHUIMATHBA ChC CHJTHATA TIOIKpera
Ha 0Oa3upanus B BeprmmuH—bBpanjeHOyprckara akajieMust Ha Haykute mpoekt “Corpus nummorum”
(https://www.corpus-nummorum.eu/). B HauanoTto mpexara Bk/touBaite 20 eKCriepTy OT YeTHUPH eB-
poreiicKu IbpyKaBH, a KbM IposieTTa Ha 2024 1. Beue HabposiBa 38 n3ciefoBaTe/I HyMU3MaTH, KOJTeK-
LMOHEPH U MpeCTaBUTe/IN Ha ayKLIMOHHU KBLIH OT 13 Z/bpyKaBU Ha UeTUPU KOHTHHeHTa. OTunTalKu
KaTo efjHa OT CBOMTe MbPBOCTENEHHM 3aZlauM TIOATOTBSIHETO Ha CIeJUaJTuCTH, KOUTO UMaT Karaly-
TeTa W 3HaHUSTA Jia pPa3ro3HaBaT ChbBpeMeHHHU (pamuuduKaTi Ha aHTUYHU MOHETH, B paMKHUTe Ha
mpeskata ACCS 6e opranu3upad Mex/yHapoieH CEeMHHaPp 10 eKCrepUMeHTa/IHa HyMH3MaTHKa
»Expertise in the Identification of Forgery Techniques“ (29.04 — 1.05.2022, Apxeonoruuecka
6a3a B c. Masnko I'paguiiie, obiiuHa JTrobumerr). B qHuTe Ha ceMuHapa, 1Mojj HayYHOTO PHKOBOJCTBO
Y eKcriepTu3ara Ha npo¢. auH Ws TIpokoros (00p. 3), y4aCTHULIMTE yCIisixa Zia IpoydYaT U TeCTBAT
Pa3/IMUHU MPAKTHKK 33 UeHTUHULMPaHe Ha TeXHUKH 3a (anuuduiypade. MexyHapOJHUST eKUTl
y4JacTBa B UHTEH3WMBHU JUCKYCHU U NTPOBe/ie MpaKTUUeCKHU eKCcriepuMeHTH, cpef kouto XRF ananmusu
BbPXY TeCTOBM Marepuasu. 3aefiHo ¢ koslerute oT ACCSN, Ha ceMHHapa NpUCchCTBaxa CrieLraaucTi
OT pa3/MUHU MHCTUTYLUW B Bbarapus v uyxOMHa, Ch3/jaBalikKi Bb3MOXXHOCT He caMo 3a 00MeH Ha
OTIUT, HO U 3a pPa3LIUpsiBaHe Ha MpeskaTa (00p. 4). KiouoB acrekT Ha chOuTHeTO beliie Bh3MO)KHOCT-
Ta M/IaZiuTe yueH! U CTyAEHTH Jla IpUo0UsAT HOBU yMeHus B obsiacTTa Ha Hymu3Marukara (https:/

accs-network.com/2022/06/02/first-international-experimental-numismatics-workshop-expertise-
in-the-identification-of-forgery-techniques/). Ha 18 maii 2023 1. B KoHdepenTtHara 3aa Ha CY ,,CB.
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O6p. 4. Yacm om yuacmuuyume 8 ACCSN cemuHap 8 Apxeonozuueckama 6asa 8 c. Masko I'paduwye,
obwuHa Jliobumey (2022) (cHumka B. Epemues — ouo)
Fig. 4. Some of the participants in the ACCSN workshop at the Archaeological base in Malko Gradishte
village, Lyubimets Municipality (2022) (photo V. Eremiev — Chocho)

Kmument Oxpugcku” ACCSN opraHu3upa ceMyuHap ,,Pammudukary Ha aHTHUHA MOHETH — Tie-
pHoaH, eKcriepTu3a, npuMepu”. Tpumara siektopu — nipod. baproin ABuaHoBull, rpod. AusnsiHa
boteBa u Cranumup MeTo/i1ieB Ipe/icTaBrXa pa3BUTHETO Ha KOHLIeMLMsATa 3a danirdruKaTiTe mpe3s
BeKOBeTe, TeXHUKHTE 3a pa3rio3HaBaHe Ha (pasllIMBU MOHETH U KOHKPETHM Ka3yCH, MTOPOJUIN OXKHU-
BeHa /IUCKYCHs, B KOSITO Ce BK/IFOUMXa He CaMO CITel[MaJiuCTH HymMu3MarH, Ho U ctyzaeHTu (https:/
accs-network.com/2023/07/18/seminar-ancient-coins-forgeries-periods-expertise-examples/).
CeMUHApBHT MPOBOKUPA CUJIEH UHTEPEC CPeJI CTYJIeHTUTe U Oellle MacoBO moceTeH. BakHo chouTHe
B pamkuTe Ha ACCSN Gerrie u cpemjata B BepimH-BpaHaeH0Oyprckara akajeMusi Ha HayKUTe
(1.12.2023), opraHu3upaHa C akTUBHOTO ChJeHCTBUe Ha A-p Yipuke IleTep u rocBeTeHa Ha Mpo-
GremuTe, CBBP3aHU C TIPEBEHIMSATA Ha Pa3MpPOCTPaHeHWe Ha MOHETHU (amuuduKaTy, a ChIo Ha
MepCreKTUBUTE 3a TI0-HaTaThITHATA JeHHOCT Ha U3rpaZieHata Beue Mpesa (00p. 5).

I[ToBuiIeHaTa MeXX/[yHapo/iHa BUAMMOCT Ha ObIrapcKuTe MOCTHKeHHUs B 00/1acTTa Ha HyMU3-
MaTHKaTa MoTHBHpaxa pemieHreto Victopuueckusit daxyntet Ha CY ,,CB. Kimuvent Oxpuzacku® na
KaHJU/IaTCTBA 3a KOJIeKTHBeH wieH B MexxjyHapoaeH HymusmaruueH cbBeT (INC). [Tomazenara
nipe3 2021 r. kavauaarypa Gere ofo0peHa ¥ KbM MOMEHTA TOBA € eJUHCTBEHUST Tpe/iCTaBUTeN Ha
Bbarapusi B To3u Hail-aBTOpUTeTeH yTpaBUTeeH OpraH Ha CBeToBHaTa Hymusmaruka (https://inc-
cin.org/home/what-we-do/members_inc/). KonraktHoTo nuije Ha Victopryeckust dakynret B Mex-
JlyHapOJHUS HyMU3MaTHuUeH ChBeT e IJ1. ac. A-p Jlunu ['po3naHoBa.

UnenctBoto Ha U®-CY B MexxayHapoaHUs HyMU3MaTUUeH ChBET MO3BOJIU peai3upaHeTo
Ha MaiabHo Obrapcko yuactue B XVI MeXayHapoieH KOHIpec 10 HyMU3MaTHKa, ChCTOSUT Ce
nipe3 centemBpu 2022 1. BbB BapmaBa (https://inc2022.pl/scientific-programme/), BK/IHOUHATETHO
ChC CeKLMS 3a TPaKUKMCKOTO MOHeTOCeueHe M C KpbIvia Maca 3a (anmmdukarute. C ¢pruHaHCOBaTa
TOJIKpera Ha mpoekT ,,JIpeeHa Tpakus B Ludpu“ U — cborBeTHO — HA ACCSN, B paboraTa Ha KOH-
rpeca ce BK/rounxa ocem Obirapcku Hymusmaru (Wns TTpokonos, [IunsiHa boteea, FOnmus LiBeTKo-
Ba, BanentuHa ['puropoBa-I'eHueBa, Jlunu I'po3ganoBa, Hukonati umutpoB, HuHa XazpkueBa OT
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o (?:servatmnf- ©n Forgarjes
pper AIJPy and Silver Gojns
of the Kings of Thrace

O6p. 5. IIpog. 5. Xypmysuaduc Ha ACCSN cpewja 8 bepaun-BpaHdeHbypeckama akademusi Ha HayKume
(2023) (cHumka J1. T'po30aHosa)

Fig. 5. Prof. J. Hourmouziadis during the ACCSN workshop at the Berlin-Brandenburg Academy of Sciences

and Humanities (2023) (photo L. Grozdanova)

PUM-bnaroesrpas u Mapuna [oitunHoBa ot PUM—Codusi). Brarapcki y4acTHUIM B KOHTIpeca
0s1xa cpirjo Mapuana MunkoBa (PIM—Crapa 3aropa) u Bepoun Bupbanos (PVIM—Pyce).

[MTocTwkeHUsATa Ha eKuIa NpyY MpU/laraHeTo Ha JUTKMTa/HUTe TeXHOJIOTMU B M3C/le/iBaHUSTA
B 00/1aCTTa HAa MCTOPUYECKOTO TMO3HaHMe (BKJI. HyMH3MaTHKara) Osixa OCHOBaHMeE 3a BKJ/IFOUBAHETO
rpe3 2022 r. Ha HeroBU Mpe/CTaBUTeNM B HayyHaTa rpyna 3.1.16 ,,/lururanHa XymMaHUTapHUCTHKa.
WKT npunoykeHust 3a UCTOPHS U e3UK” KbM TipoekTa Ha CoduiicKusi yHUBepCUTeT ,,Mapkep 3a UHO-
BaLK U TexHojorudyeH TpaHcdep (SUMMIT - https:/summit.uni-sofia.bg/).

[TonokeHWTe 3HAUMTEHW YCWIHS OT CTpaHa Ha NMpPOEKTHUs eKkun ,/lpeBHa Tpakus B 1U-
(dpu: mpeorjeHKa Ha AHTHYHOCTTAa B AuruTanHara ernoxa“ (PHU-MOH, moroeop KII-06-H50/3
ot 30.11.2020) magoxa MONOXKUTENEH U BUAWM pe3y/Tar Ollle B MbpBaTa rofuHa CJief, HeroBOTO
craptupane. I[Ipe3 cenremBpu 2021 r. u3gUrHarata OT eKWIla KaHJWZarypa 3a JOMaKHHCTBO Ha
Jecerara ceBMecTHa cpemja Ha EBponelickara mpexxa 3a MmoHeTHH Haxoaku (ECFN — https://
fundmuenzen.org/) u nmpoekra Nomisma (http:/nomisma.org/) 6e egMHOAYLIHO MOAKpereHa OT
JIBeTe BOJELM CBETOBHW MHCTUTYLMM. Taka cTaHa siCHO, ue GylarojjapeHye Ha eKuria Ha ,,JIpeBHa
Tpakus B tudpu” cien @pankdypr (2012), Kapayurym (2013), Bazen (2014), Huitbopoy (2015),
Kan/Hopmangus (2016), Konenxaren (2017), Banencus (2018), Mecuna (2019) u Bumunauuym
(2021), Codus ce mipeBbpHa B JleceTaTa JIoOKallisl Ha TO3M Hall-aBTOPUTeTEH MeXKAyHapojeH (hopyMm
3a JUruTajHa HyMU3MaTHKa, a B niepuoja cernreMBpu 2021 — oktoMBpu 2024 tipod. auH duisHa
boreBa e usieH Ha YnpaBurenHust kKomuTeT Ha EBpornelickara Mpexka 3a MOHeTHU Haxogku (https:/
fundmuenzen.org/home/). HamusT ekun B3e pellieHre /ia U3M0JI3Ba C/Iydvasi 3a MOMy/sipu3rpaHe Ha
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O6p. 6. Yacm om yuacmHuyume 8 ,,/lecemama coemecmua cpewja Ha ECFN u Nomisma.org & Bmopu
Bwnz2apcku HymusmamuyHu yemeHus 3ae0Ho “ nped yeHmpanHus 6xo0 Ha Pekmopama Ha Coculickus
yHueepcumem (2023) (cHumka H. Jumumpos)

Fig. 6. Some of the participants of thel0th Joint Meeting of ECFN and Nomisma.org & 2nd Bulgarian
Numismatic Readings together in front of the Rectorate of Sofia University (2023) (photo N. Dimitrov)

TMIOCTIKeHUsTa Ha ObrapckuTe U3c/ef0BaTe/v KaTo eJHOBPeMeHHO C Ta3u Cpellja ce OpraHu3upar u
Bropure 6b/rapckui HyMU3MaTHUHU ueTeHus. Taka, B gaute 19-23 tonu 2023 1. CodulickusT yHU-
BepCUTeT upe3 HeroBus Vctopuuecku dakynrer Oellle JOMakyiH Ha Hali-MaljabHUS HyMU3MaTH4yeH
dhopym, rpoBexaaH Hskora B brarapus — ,,[lecerara ceBMecTHa cpemia Ha ECFN u Nomisma.org
& Bropu 0barapcku nymusmaruuau uerenusa SAETHO (https://www.bg-numismatic-readings.
com/about-2/). KoHdepeHrusTa ce npeBbpHa B eJHO OT L|eHTPa/JHUTe CHOUTHS B CBETOBHATa Hy-
MH3MaTHKa Ipe3 roguHaTa, KOeTo MpefoCcTaBu HayyHa muiaTdopma Io BBIIPOCUTE Ha JUTKTa/HaTa
Y TpaJUIMOHHATa HymMHu3MaTHKa (00p. 6). B Hest ce BK/IIOUMXa C Mpe3eHTal[uy U roctepy Haz 120
YYaCTHULIY, TIpefcTaBdiy 39 UHCTUTYLUU OT 22 abpxkasu B Espora, Asua u CeBepHa AMepuKa.
BbIIpeky e OCHOBHATA yacT OT Jeserature Oe mocpemHara B Codwusi, Ha TO/IIM MeXIyHapozeH
VHTepecC ce pajBallie ¥ Bb3MOKHOCTTa 3a PerMCTpUPaHe Ha OHJIalH YYaCTHULM U CyLIaTesH.

Hayunusat ¢opym 3aBbpiuu c niocemieHre Ha Xepakries Cuntuka (https: rchaeologia-
bulgarica.com/category/xepaknes-CHHTHKA/), Kb/IeTO YIaCTHULIMTe B KOH(DepeHLsiTa OsiXa mocper-

HaTH OT HaIlIUTe MapTHbOPH OT €KMIIa, TPOyYBall] YHUKa/THUS 3a Bbjrapusi apxeonoruueckust 00eKT,
u ot Mctopuuecku my3eii — [Tetpuu (https://petrichhistorymuseum.bg/). Brieuatsisiaiijo 3a kojerure
OT KoH(epeHLMsTa Oellie CBIIO MOCEIeHUeTO B APYT Hall MapTHHOP B TOBAa HaUMHaHWe, PerrnoHari-
HUs1 ucTopuuecku my3seii — biaroesrpaz (https://museumbld.com/), KbeTO BUAsSIXa €KCIIOHUPAHU
JIBeTe MOHeTHH ChKpoBuiiia ot ¢. CkpebatHo. ChOuTHETO Gellie prHAHCHPAHO B TTAPTHHOPCTBO MEXK-
ny Uctopuuecku dakynteT Ha CY ,,C. Knument Oxpugcku, HAUM-BAH, PUM—Codus, [IspBa
MHBeCTUIMOHHA OaHka A/Jl, KakTo U ¢ duHaHCOBara ToAkperna Ha nporpamata SUMMIT (https:/
summit.uni-sofia.bg/) kem CY ,,Ce. KimiumenT Oxpucku“. BsB (PMHAHCOBOTO 00e3reuaBaHe yuacT-
Baxa U CJIe[JHUTe MPOeKTH: ,,JlpeBHa Tpakus B 1iudpu” (KI1-06-H50/3 ot 30.11.2020, kbm ®HU),
»2MeXayHapoAHa HyMU3MaTUuHa KoHdepeHIus ,,/leceta chBMecTHa cpeiijla ECFN u Nomisma.org
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O6p. 7. Hymuzmamuunomo npunodiceHue CN Editor, adanmupaHo u 3a enuepagcku u38opu 8 pamkume Ha
DiGiThrace (epaguxa JI. I po3daHosa)
Fig. 7. The numismatic tool CN Editor, adapted within DiGiThrace, and serving also for epigraphic sources
(graphic L. Grozdanova)

& Bropu Obsrapcku Hymusmatuunu yetenns 3AEJTHO (Ne 80-10-37 / 20.04.2023 ®HU Ha CY
C pbKOBoAMTEN T/I. ac. A-p Jlumu ['po3maHoBa), ,,Ancient Coins Counterfeits Scientific Network*
(BGR 1074508 HFST) xbM donparus Alexander von Humboldt. CrbutHeTo ce npeBbpHa U B TIO-
BoJ MeHHO B Codust [ia ce TIPOBe/e MbpBaTa pad0THA Ccpelja Ha HOBOU30paHus Mpe3 CeNTeMBPU
2022 r. BbB BapmaBa Komuter Ha Me)xayHapojHusA HyMU3MaTH4YeH CbBeT — BUCOKO NPU3HaHNe
3a yCUIUsITa Ha eKWIia HY Jja moctaBu benrapus u CoduiicKusi yHUBEDCUTET Ha KapTaTa Ha CBeTOB-
HaTa HyMHU3MaTHKa.

[ToguepTaHUAT CTPEMeXX 3a rapaHTHUpaHe Ha yCTOMUMBOCT Ha pa3/IMYHUTE NTPOEKTHU MHULIN-
aTWBU HAaJOXKU Ch37laBaHETO Ha HOB TMPOEKT, KOWTO Jia MPOAB/DKUA U [lopa3Bue MOCTUTHAaTUTe Beye
ycriexu. Ta3u ambuusi Gelile 3am0)keHa B HOBHSI TIPOEKT ,,HaarpakgaHe Ha MCTOpHYeCKHUsI Ha-
patuB: ot Jeynrym kbpM DigiDeultum®, knacupan 3a ¢punancrupane ot PHN-MOH (ripoexT KII-
06-H80/7 ot 8.12.2023 1. ¢ ppKOBOAMTE TIPOd. A-p JIrommus Baramuuacku ot HAUM-BAH), B koliTo
Ba)XHO MSICTO OTHOBO € OTJe/leHO Ha HyMU3MaTUUHUTE U3C/Ie[BaHUsl U JUTUTaIHATa HyMU3MaTHKa®.
YcToiiuMBOCTTa Ha eMHOCTUTE JIMUM U OT UHULMUPaHUTe Beue Mpe/iBapUTeTHU Pa3roBOPU 10 Op-
raHu3rpaHeTo Ha TpeTute ObJITapCKU HYMM3MaTHUHKM Y€TEHHs], KOUTO TPsIOBa /la ce ChCTOST Tpe3
2026 r. Pa3BuBaHUTEe B paMKUTe Ha OMMCAHUTe TIPOeKTU AuruTasHu pecypcud DiGiThrace — ekcrie-
pUMeHTasieH M3C/ie/loBaTe/ICKi HHCTPYMEHT, KOMOMHMpaAIL] B eMHHA TuiaTdopma pas3/iMyHyA TUTIOBe
n3Bopu® (06p. 7) — u cnenmdbuuHnTe QYHKIIMOHATHOCTH, CBbP3aHU C JUTUTATHOTO MyO/IMKyBaHe Ha
JAaHHU 3a HYMHU3MAaTHUHU (QanmrduKaTH, KaKTo U 'bpBaTa MoApoOHa WHCTPYKIIUS Ha ObArapcku
€3WK 3a CTaH/IapTU3UPaHO OIMMCAHKEe Ha MOHETHH TeuaTy U TUIOBe, ChoOpa3eHu C M3UCKBAHUSITA Ha
TPaJULIMOHHATA U JUTUTA/THaTa HYMU3MAaTHKa, pa3paboTeHu U fobaBeHH B TapTHbOPCKATa MiaTgop-
Ma COrpus-nummorume.eu, ca ¥3HauaaHO UMITJIeMeHTHPaHHU B TIPOeKTHaTa U3c/iefloBaTesicka ieMHOCT
Ha HOBOTO HaUMHaHUe.

OrpoMHU ycususi eKUIbT Ha ,,JIpeBHa Tpakus B Lydpu“ BI0KY U B TIOATOTOBKAaTa Ha Mjan
CTelUaIMCTA B 00/1aCTTa HA HyMU3MaTHKaTa, MHALUMPANKK TTbpBOTO u3fanue Ha Codwuiicka Hy-
Mu3MaTnyHa mKosia (Sofia Numismatic School — https://digithrace.uni-sofia.bg/sofia-numismatic-
school/). Ts ce mpoBeze 12—16 centemBpu 2023 T., KaTo JOMAaKWH M OPraHU3aToOp Ha CHOUTHETO

4 YcroiiuMBOCTTa Ha MHUL[MATUBUTE B paMKUTe Ha TpoekTa ,,JIpeBHa Tpakus B judpu‘ ce rapaHTvpa u ot ,,/3-
C/le[joBaTe/ICKH MpOeKT [IyXuTe KaMbHU: MHTepAMCLMIIIMHAPHU NMPOyYBaHWsl Ha paHHaTa jKejsi3Ha erioxa B Tpakusi“,
®HU Ne KI1-06-H80/6 ot 7.12.2023 r. ¢ prkoBoguren jou. A-p I. Hexpuzos (HAVIM-BAH), B KOWTO aKL|eHTHT € BbpXY
JIUTMTasHaTa apXeoJIorysi U apXeoI0ruuecKuTe HayKu.

5 3a 0ocHOBa Ha TeXHOJIOTMYHHSI POAYKT Ge u3bpaH codTyepsT C 0TBOpeH Koz Ha Corpus nummorum. Ha To3u
eTar HyMU3MaTHUYHUAT MOJe/ Ha JJaHHH Oellle afjanTypaH, 3a [ BK/IIOUBA eHOBPEMEHHO HYMHU3MAaTHUYHU U elUrpadCKu
apTetakTu.
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O6p. 8. Momenmu om Odetinocmma Ha Sofia Numismatic School (2023) (konadic FO. L[eemkoea)
Fig. 8. Some moments of the activities during the Sofia Numismatic School (2023) (collage J. Tzvetkova)

Genre Vcropuuecku dakynret Ha CY ,,CB. Knmument Oxpuzcku“. Crep 3a1b/100ueH0 06CHKIaHe
ce B3e pemienrie CoduiickaTa HyMU3MaTHUHA ITKOJIa /Ia e OCBeTeHa Ha TpobyieMHuTe Ha aHTUYHOTO
MoHeToceueHe B Tpakusi 1 UepHOMOPCKHSI PeTUOH, C AOITBJIHUTE/IeH SICeH aKI|eHT BbPXY AUTUTal-
HaTa HyMHU3MaTHKa ¥ CbBpeMeHHUTe ¢amimpuKaTi Ha aHTUYHU MOHeTU. B mbpBOTO M3maHue Ha
IIKOJIaTa JIeKIUUTe 0s1Xa BOJIEHU OT JIEBET MeXX/IyHapO/[HO TIPU3HATH yueHu oT besrvs, Briarapus u
T'epmanus, a 16-te myagu uscnegoBarenu 6sixa ot boarapus, ['epist u Pymbaust (06p. 8). C Tas3u
vnuimariea Codus ce HapeZy CpeJi CBeTOBHHUTE 1IeHTPOBe Ha HYMU3MaTHYHU MIPOyYBaHus KaTto Bu-
eHa, Pum 1 ATvHa, Kb/IeTO TaK/Ba YUU/IUIIA Ca OT/JaBHA MHCTUTYIMOHaM3upanu. Sofia Numismatic
School cb3aane 6e3lleHHa BB3MOKHOCT /la Ce YCTAHOBST W Pa3BUST YCTOWUMBH BPB3KU MEXK/y CBe-
TOBHO MPU3HATH €KCTIePTH U MJIaZIuTe U3C/ie/joBaTe/d B KOHTEKCTa Ha 00II0eBPOTeiCKUTe MPOLieCH
Ha KOHCOMWJALMS Y ChTPYJHUUYECTBO. Peamm3aimsra Ha ¢opyma Oe mogkperieHa oT npoekT BG-
05M20P001-1.001-0001 ,,M3rpakgaHe 1 pa3BuTHe Ha LleHTHDP 3a BbPXOBU NMOCTMXKeHus ,,Hacen-
ctBO BI'“, B mapTHBOPCTBO CbC CiegHuTe rpoekTu: ,,SUMMIT* no gorosop BG-RRP-2.004-0008;
»ApeBHa Tpakus B mudpu“ Ne KI1-06-H50/3 ot 30.11.2020 (PHMN-MOH); BGR1024508 HFST
»Ancient Coins Counterfeits Scientific Network®, KakTo ¥ CbC Ch/IEICTBHETO U TOCTONPUEMCTBOTO
Ha Apxeonoruuecku my3eit ,,ITpod. Meurncnas Jomapagcku“ — rp. CenTeMBpH U ApXeo/IorHueCcKu
My3eii — rp. Xucapsi. Ha BCUUKHM TSIX OpraHM3aTopyTe M3Ka3BaT MCKpeHa MpU3HaTesHOCT. BTopoTo
W3/laHre Ha HYMU3MaTUYHOTO YUWJIMIIe Ce OYakBa rpe3 centeMBpu 2025 1.

Topunara 2023 Gerite Oesisi3aHa v OT OILe eJUH 3HAUMM yCIIeX Ha eKuIla Ha ,,/JIpeBHa Tpakus B
uudpu“: mybnvkyBaHu 0Osixa MbPBUTE /[Be KHIKKW Ha €IeKTPOHHOTO M3/aHue ,,bbarapcko cnuca-
HHe 3a HymMu3Maruka® / “Bulgarian Numismatic Journal” (BulgNJ, ISSN 2815-4827 — https:/
bulgnj.com/index.php/e-journal/issue/archive), c raBeH pepakrop ot A-p FOnust LiBeTkoBa 1 3aMm.-
I7IaBeH peflakTop 1. ac. A-p Jlumu ['po3nanoBa. CriMcaHUeTo e AUTMTaHO, pelieH3MPaHo, CbC CBO-
00/IeH IOCTHIT U € TTHPBOTO TI0 POjia CH He caMo B Bbjirapust, HO U B 1ienvst perdoH. To uma 3a 1ien

6  V3ka3Bame MCKpeHa OiarogapHocT Ha pod. Mupa MapkoBa, ekaH Ha ®-CY, 3a BcecTpaHHaTa MojKperna
Ha BCUUKM HauMHaHMS, HACOYEH! KbM Pa3BUTHE U MEXX/YHapOJHa BUAUMOCT Ha Ob/rapckara HyMHU3MarHKa.
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Jla pa3BMBa U MOMY/spHU3Mpa HYMU3MaTHYHNUTe U3C/Ie[BaHUS 3a 3eMUTe Ha bankaHCKMs MOyoCTpoB
u FOronsrouna EBpona BbB BpemMeTo 0T AHTMUHOCTTa U CpeJHOBEKOBHETO 10 ChbBPEMEHHaTa erno-
xa. TeMaTUYHO CIHMCAHWETO e OPMeHTHPAHO KbM LISZIOTO MHOrOOOpa3ue Ha HyMHU3MaTHUHaTa Tpo-
GremaTrika: MOHETOCeYeHe, MOHETHO o0OpallieHHe, UKOHOMUKA, ThProBusi, (PMHAHCH, TPaJULIMOHHH
¥ HOBU MEeTO/I0JIOTMM B HyMU3MaTUUHWTE U3C/Ie[BaHUs, apXeOMeTPUYHM NTPOyYBaHHsI Ha MOHETH,
JWTUTajHa HyMU3MaTHKa, Ora3BaHe Ha KyATypPHO-UCTOPMUECKOTO Hacae[CTBO, HOBU MOHETHHU Ha-
XOKU, MOHeTHU (anumdukaty 1 Ap. CriMcaHUeTo Tpej0CTaBst CBOOOIHO AOCTBITHA OHJIAMH TIIaT-
(opMa B CbOTBETCTBHE C BUCOKUTE CTaH/JapTH 3a KaueCTBEHU HayuHW M3C/IeBaHMS U MMyOnIMKauu.
B MoMeHTa ce 1oAroTBs M3/ilaBaHeTO Ha KHWDKKH 3 1 4 Ha CITUCAHKETO, KOUTO Iije ObAaT myOnMKyBaH!
npe3 2024 1.

Ycunusita Ha eKHIia 1o Mo/iepHU3upaHe Ha MeTOI0/IorMYecKara 0a3a Ha M3C/ieJBaHUSITa BbPXY
[peBHa Tpakus rpogb/kaBat u npe3 2024 1., Korato ce npoBeZie MexxayHapoaHa KoHGepeHIusa
»YI3c/1enBaHunATa Ha J/IpeBHa Tpakus MeXAy TPaJMIMOHHOCT U MO/IePHOCT: TeOpeTUYHH aciie-
KTHU ¥ HayuHa MeTofosiorua“ (11-13 arnpu, Cocduticku yHuBepcuTeT). To3u ropesieH aBTOPUTeTeH
HayueH (OopyM BKJTFOUBAIIle HSKOJIKO CeKIUH, CPeJl TSIX ChOTBETHO 3a HyMU3MaTHKa, apxeoMeTpus (C
[IOKJIa[iv 3a pe3y/TaTuTe OT MeTasiorpa)CKy aHa/lM3yd Ha MOHETH), KaKTO U YbPKIIIOI 32 MOHETHHTE
dammmprkat’. duHancKupaHeTo e oT npoekT KIT-06-MH®/44 ot 19.12.2023 va PHU-MOH (c
pbkoBoguten npod. auH [. boreBa-bosiHoBa), npoekT ,,/JIpeBHa Tpakus B uudpu“ u ACCSN.

TpuroAvIiHaTa UHTEH3WBHA IEHHOCT M0 peasiM3upaHe Ha MPOEKTHUTE 1jeyid Oellle ChITbT-
CTBaHa OT MPAa3HUYHU CHLOWUTHS, CBbP3aHU C O/1aroZlapHOCTTA Ha ObrapckaTta UCTOPHUECKa, apXxe-
O/IoTMYeCcKa U HyMH3MaTW4YHa OOIHOCT KbM BHCOKOYBa)KAaBAHW UY>XKE€CTPAHHU KOJIETH 3@ TEXHUS
peasieH U Oe3ljeHeH MPUHOC 3a Pa3BUTHETO Ha ObJrapckaTa HyMmu3maruka. I1o npejoxkenve Ha Mc-
Topuuecku ¢akynret Ha Coduiickus yausepcuret ,,CB. Kimument Oxpugcku® Ha 29 anpun 2022 .
npodecop ®PpaHcoa 0 Kasaraii Geliie yj0CTOEH € MOUETHOTO 3BAHKE ,,JOKTOP XOHOPUC Kay3a“ Ha
Hail-ctapoTo Buclie yuwnuile B bvarapus (https: ni-sofi index.php/novini/novini_i

iti rof_fran kalataj n hetn zvani ktor_honoris_kauza_n
sofijskiva_universitet). BucokoTo oTinune Ha Ge/IrTMiACKUsT HyMU3MaT U UCTOPUK Ha U3KYCTBOTO € 3a
BIleYaT/isABalliaTa My HayyHa MPOAYKLMS U OFPOMHHS TIPYHOC 3a pPa3BUTHETO Ha HayKaTa, BK/IHOUU-
TeJTHO upe3 BbBe)KJaHeTO Ha HOBU MeTO/Y B u3cenBanusTa. Ha 3 maii 2022 1., 110 BpeMe Ha ceMu-
Hapa ,,MeTozonoruuecku febar: MeTofo0/10THsl Ha HyMU3MaTHKara“, aupektopbT Ha HAUM-BAH
zotl. a-p Xpucto [ToroB BpbuM Ha J-p Ynpuke [leTep yaocToBepeHue 3a HEMHOTO Y/JOCTOSIBAHE ChC
3BaHueTO ,[loueTeH uneH Ha HauioHanHusi ApXeosnoruueckd MHCTUTYT € My3eii Tipu bbirapckara
Akajemus Ha HayKWTe, 3apajii HeliHUTe M3KJIIOUMTEeHA MPUHOCH 3a HyMU3MaTHUUHWTe K3C/ie/|Ba-
Hust Bepxy JlpeBHa Tpakus (https://digithrace.uni-sofia.bg/bg/2022/05/17/ceMyuHap-MeTO10/10T S
Ha-HYMHU3MaTuKa/). PellieHHeTo 3a ToBa Mpu3HaHue e B3eTo oT O01joTo chbpanue Ha HAUM-BAH
ole B Kpast Ha 2019 r., HO orpaHuyeHusITa 1o BpeMe Ha KoBu/| raHjemMusiTa OT/I0)KHMXa BpbUBaHETO
Ha JJOKYMeHTa.

Beue e oueBu/iHO, ye Bbarapus pyTekaBa CepHO3eH HayueH MOTeHIWaa B 0b1acTra Ha Ju-
ruTajaHaTta HymusMaruka. OT IbpBOCTeIeHHA BaKHOCT Cera e Jla Ce 3arasy TeMITbT Ha pa3BUTHE Ha
OBbJITapCKUTE W3CIIe/IBAaHUS B TOBA HAyUHO HarlpaB/ieHue, 3a /ja Ce 3aTBbP/AT U CTaHaT SICHO Pa3rio3-
HaBaeMH 3a UyyK/leCTPaHHHUTE BOJIEIIU U3C/Ie/loBaTe/u U MpoekTr. CaMo ToraBa I1ie MOXKeM /ia ObZieM
Y ThPCEHUW PABHOTIPABHU TTAPTHLOPH B MalljabHUTe TIPOEKTH Ha CBETOBHATA HYMU3MaTHKa.

7 Tlo-moapo6Ho 3a Ta3u KoHpepeHLUs BX. ybnukapsTa Ha FOmmii EmMumioB B HacTosius 6poit Ha Be-JA.
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LinTupaHa nutepatypa

Dyulgerov, N., Grozdanova, L., Tzvetkova, J. 2020. Parva mezhdunarodna konferentsia “Balgarski
numizmatichni chetenis”, 10-12 noemvri 2020, Sofia, Bulgaria. Bulgarian e-Journal of

Archaeology (Be-JA) 10.2, 2020, 257-263; https://be-ja.org/index.php/journal/article/view/be-
ja-10-2-2020-257-263
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