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BALAKLAVA (SEVASTOPOL, UKRAINE) — SEASON 2012.
SOME REMARKS ON THE CHRONOLOGY AND SPATIAL LAYOUT OF THE ROMAN FORT

In 1992 in Kadykovka, the northern quarter of
Balaklava, archaeologists from the “Khersones Tavriysky”
Museum in Sevastopol exposed a fragment of a building
which was marked with the working name of Building A.
Basing on portable finds, it was dated to the first centuries
AD. Later examinations of the nearby temple of Jupiter
Dolichenus enabled the researchers to relate both buil-
dings to the same chronological period and to associate
them with the presence of the Roman garrisons in Taurida
in the 2nd-3rd ¢, AD.

The publication of results of excavations at the
Balaklava Dolichenum included, i.a., the first hypothesis
concerning a possible location and size of the Roman fort
in Balaklava-Kadykovka. The aforementioned building
which was discovered in the early 1990s was supposed to
be located intra muros (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA 2000).

Since 2009 the joint Polish-Ukrainian archaco-
logical expedition, led by the authors of this paper, has
carried out examinations aimed at identifying the plan of
Building A and defining the extent of the fort. The exami-
nations are financed by a grant from the Polish Ministry
of Science and Higher Education (project No. NN 109
317539). Radostaw Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski from the
Institute of Archacology of the University of Warsaw is
the grant director (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA
2011; 2012).

The last season of examinations confirmed all sig-
nificant stratigraphic observations and conclusions concer-
ning a division into building phases.

The earliest trace of the human presence in the
examined area is a thin layer of burning. It can be seen
in the almost entire excavated area (KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2011: 174). This layer contains
nodules of burnt cob. Furthermore, fragments of iron
fibulae of Aucissa type (TREISTER 1994) were found in it.
These allow to date the traces of fire (conflagration?) to the
turn of the eras, the 15t c. AD being more probable. Later
foundation cuts penetrate the mentioned layer in many
places (Figs. 6:15, 7:1).

Above the layer of burning there are remains of
subsequent phases related to the presence of the Romans.
They contain not only layers, but first of all architectural
remains. Discovered remains are made from local rubble
stone, joint with raw clay, while lime mortar hardly occurs.
These remains of buildings can be divided into three

phases.
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Pantikapaion

Chersonesos

Phase 1

It was provided with a working name of the
“Trajanic” one. We have no premises to date it precisely.
The only indication is its relative chronology and the
relation to the stratigraphic position between the layer
of burning (situated under Phase 1), and the next
phase, referred to as Phase 2. Remains of layers and
architecture from Phase 1 are deposited at the greatest
depth and are preserved only fragmentarily (KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012: fig. 1). At the present stage
this renders a reconstruction of the plan and an unequivo-
cal identification of the function of the then existing featu-
re impossible. It can be, however, certainly said that this
building was situated at an angle to all later masonry walls
and rooms. It was therefore part of a completely different
architectural concept. Later on, the terrain was levelled,
thus removing higher situated remains of the building. The
entire structure was covered with a levelling layer. Perhaps
the levelling was done while preparing the ground for
constructions of Phase 2.
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Fig. 1. Balaklava-Kadykovka, Phase 2. General plan of excavations
in 1992 and 2009-2012. 1 — courtain wall with ascensus;
2 — barracks with contubernia?; 3 — remains of two turrets with
a fragment of a paved street (Drawing J. Kaniszewski).

Ryc. 1. Bataklawa-Kadykovka, faza 2. Plan wykopalisk w latach
1992, 2009-2012. 1 — mur kurtynowy i ascensus; 2 — koszary
z pomieszczeniami dla zolnierzy — contubernia? 3 — pozostalosci
brukowanej ulicy i dwéch baszt.

Puc. 1. Basaxaasa-Kaspikosxa, Pasa 2. ITaan packonok, Ha 0cHO-
BAHMHU Pe3yAbTATOB MccaeaoBanuil 1992,2009-2012 rr. 1 — crena
KYPTHHbI U 4Scensits; 2 — Ka3apMbl C IIOMEIIECHHAMU AASL COAAAT —
contubernia? 3 — OCTaTKM BBIMOCTKH yAMIIBI M ABYX OallcH.

Phase 2 (Fig. 1)

It is dated to the 2nd ¢, AD, perhaps to ca. 150-
200. This chronology is based on stratigraphic observations
and on the comparison of tegular finds with a previously
assessed assemblage of stamps on roofing tiles from the
temple of Jupiter Dolichenus, the citadel in Chersonesos
and other places of stationing of the Romans in Crimea
(SARNOWSKI 2006). In this period Building A was
constructed, which in all probability fulfilled the role of
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Fig. 2. Balaklava-Kadykovka, Phase 3. General plan of excavations
based on results of research from 1992 and 2009-2012. 1 - room
with a hypocaust cellar (thermae?); 2 — house with a peristyle
(house of the officer?); 3 — paved street with the portico on its
southern side (Drawing J. Kaniszewski).

Ryc. 2. Balaklawa-Kadykovka, faza 3. Plan wykopalisk, na pod-
stawie wynikow badar z lat 1992, 2009-2012. 1 — pomieszczenie
z piwnica hypokaustyczng (termy?); 2 — dom z perystylem (dom
oficera?); 3 — brukowana ulica z portykiem po poludniowej stronie.

Puc. 2. Barakaasa-Kaabikoska Pasza 3. [Taan packonok Ha ocHO-
BAHHMU PE3yAbTaTOB HccaeaoBanuii 1992, 2009-2012 rr. 1 — mo-
MeleHHe C OABAAOM THIIOKaycTa (TepMBbI?); 2 — AOM C Mepuc-
tHaeM (AoM oduuepa?); 3 — BbIMOLICHHASA YAMLIA C HOPTHKOM
C I0)KHOH CTOPOH.

barracks at that time. At least part of the rooms from the
discussed phase may have been contubernia. On the south
and the west streets went along the building. Along the first
street, there was a portico which was adjacent to the build-
ing. The portico in all probability rested on wooden sup-
ports. In the western street it was possible to identify re-
mains of hardening of the surface with a pavement, mainly
consisting of small pebbles. On the other side of the street,
parallel to the barracks, there were fortifications of the fort.
Their parallel course enables us to consider these remains
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Fig. 3. Balaklava-Kadykovka. Section P1/2012. Cross-section through the street near the putative western gate (view from the west).
1 - present-day landfill; 2 — level to which earlier layers were destroyed; 3 — surviving layers, with no features. Phase 12: structures earlier
than remaining identified constructions (13, 14), which were classified as belonging to subsequent Phases: 2 and 3; Phase 2: 6 — negative
impression of foundations of the turret to the right from the gate (from the surviving street); 11, 12 — fragment of the turret to the left
from the gate (from the surviving street); Phase 3: 4 — surface of the foundations; 5 — negative impression of the foundations of the tur-
ret from the previous phase, filled up during hardening of the street surface; 7 — stylobate of the portico; 8 — foundations of the southern
wall of an unidentified building; 9 — foundations of the northern wall of the house of the officer; 10 — surface in the portico; 12 — street
surface from the same period (Drawing J. Kaniszewski).

Ryc. 3. Bataklawa-Kadykovka. Profil P1/2012. Przekréj przez ulice w poblizu domniemanej bramy zachodniej (widok od zachodu). 1 -
wspolezesne wysypisko $mieci; 2 — poziom, do ktdrego zostaly zniszczone wezedniejsze nawarstwienia; 3 — zachowane warstwy, bez obiek-
tow. Faza 12: strukeury, kedre sq starsze od pozostalych rozpoznanych konstrukeji (13, 14), zaliczonych do kolejnych faz: 2 i 3; Faza 2:
6 - negatyw po fundamencie baszty po prawo od bramy (od zachowanej ulicy); 11, 12 — fundament baszty na lewo od bramy (od
zachowanej ulicy); Faza 3: 4 — powierzchnia fundamentu; S — negatyw po fundamencie baszty z poprzedniej fazy zasypany podczas
utwardzania nawierzchni ulicy; 7 — stylobat portyku; 8 — fundament potudniowej $ciany nierozpoznanego budynku; 9 — fundament
poinocnej $ciany domu oficera; 10 — nawierzchnia w portyku; 12 — nawierzchnia ulicy z tego samego okresu.

Puc. 3. Basaxaasa-Kappikoska. ITpoduab P1/2012. Paspes uepes yAully psIAOM C IPEANIOAATACMBIMH 3aIlAAHBIMU BOpoTamu (BHA ¢ 3a-
naaa). 1 — coBpeMeHHas1 3aChlIb MycOpa; 2. — YPOBEHb, AO KOTOPOIO ObIAM YHUYTOXKEHBL 0ACE PAHHUE HACAOCHMUS; 3 — COXPaHUBILHECS
caou 6es obbexros. Pasa 1?: CTPYKTYphI cTaplile OCTamHUX ONPEACAEHHBIX KoHCTpyKuuu (13, 14), oTHOCAmUXCS K cacAyOmUM dasanm:
2 u 3; ®asa 2: 6 — Heratus oT pyHAaMeHTa GalHy Hanpaso ot bamHu (¢ samaaHoit yauusl); 11 u 12 —$ynaament 6amn caesa ot BOPOT
(c samapnoit yannpr); ®asa 3: 4 moBepxXHOCTb QpYHAAMCHTa; 5 — HEraTuB OT QyHAAMEHTa GAlHM C MPEABIAYICH (asbl, 3aChITAHHDI
BO BpeMsl YIAOTHCHHUs IIOBEPXHOCTH YAHMUBL; 7 — CTHAOGAT mopruka; 8 — (yHAAMEHT IOKHOH CTCHBI HEONPEACAEHHOTO OOBEKTa;
9 — dyHaameHT ceBepHOIt cTeHbI AOMa oduriepa; 10 — MOBEpXHOCTH B MOPTHKE; 12 — MOBEPXHOCTH YAHI[bI TOTO JKE CAMOTO BPEMEHH.

of fortifications as part of the same architectural concept as with turrets, together with a street. It was possible to verify
the building discussed above. Preserved remains are first of this hypothesis in the subsequent season. Also on this oc-
all lower parts of the masonry wall, which was constructed casion Modern Period cuts seriously limited the extent of
from large lumps of rubble stone, with no foundations Roman remains which were available for examinations. In
(Figs. 8:1, 9:1). The thickness of this wall is 130-140 cm spite of this, it was possible to record the remains of two
and with regard to its building technique it resembles turrets, between which a fragment of a paved street sur-
the solution applied at the nearby Roman fortlet on vived (Fig. 3:6,11,12). Part of the outline of the turrets
Kazatskaya Hill (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA, KARASIEWICZ- could be identified only as a negative impression of the
SzczyPIORSKI 2003; 2009: 60-61). Also in that case it was foundations (Fig. 3:5). The breadth of the surviving parts
constructed with no foundations, and on the internal side of the masonry wall and the negative impression of the
of the fortifications traces of thickening survived. Based on foundations is ca. 100 cm in all spots which were measured.
analogies it is possible to identify this construction as re- The total breadth of the turrets is 320 cm. These were
mains of a stair giving access to the walls (ascensus) (Figs. situated at least partially on the internal side of the fortifi-
8:2,9:2). On the external side of these fortifications it was cations, thus making the perimeter street narrower. At the
possible to find remains of a ditch: a berm, a scarp - slope present stage of research we are unable to precisely say
on the side of the fortifications, as well as a multi-layer how deeply the turrets came into the interior of the fort.
deposit of silt (Fig. 6:12,13). Numerous Modern Period However, measuring from the line of the circumferential
cuts rendered the identification of the original breadth of masonry wall, it was at least 450-480 cm. We do not know,
the moat impossible. Remains of the stair leading to the cither, whether the turrets protruded beyond the line of the
walls were one of the premises, based on which already fortifications. On the other hand, it can be said that the
during the examinations in 2011 it was possible to assume breadth of the street which entered the gate (within the
that in the vicinity there had been a turret or a gate flanked section between the turrets) was 260 cm.
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Fig. 4. Balaklava-Kadykovka. Section P2,3/2012. Cross-section through the yard of the house of the officer (view from the south). 9, 10,
14-16 - layers preceding the construction of rooms from Phase 2. Phase 2: 2 and 4 — masonry walls of Room; 7 and 8 — floor levels;
6 and 13 - levels of destruction of masonry walls from Phase 2; Phase 3: 1 — masonry wall of a room from Phase 3; 2 — remains of a mason-
ry wall from Phase 2 as the stylobate; 3 — unidentified masonry wall in the yard, probably built after the pavement had been laid; 5 - cut
for construction of a masonry wall of Phase 3; 11 — pavement in the yard; 12 — levelling layer preceding construction in Phase 3 (Drawing

J. Kaniszewski).

Ryc. 4. Balaktawa-Kadykovka. Profil P2,3/2012. Przekrdj przez dziedziniec domu oficera (widok od potudnia). 9, 10, 14-16 — warstwy
sprzed budowy pomieszczen fazy 2. Faza 2: 2 i 4 — mury pomieszczenia; 7 i 8 — poziomy podlogi; 6 i 13 — poziomy zniszczenia muréw
z fazy 2; Faza 3: 1 — mur pomieszczenia fazy 3; 2 — pozostalosci muru z fazy 2 jako stylobat; 3 — nierozpoznany mur na dziedzincu, praw-
dopodobnie wzniesiony po ulozeniu bruku; 5 — wkop pod budowe muru fazy 3; 11 - bruk na dziedzicu; 12 — warstwa niwelacyjna
poprzedzajaca budowe fazy 3.

Puc. 4. BanakaaBa-Kaasixoska. I[Tpoduas P2,3/2012. Paspes uepes ABop AoMa opuriepa (Bua c 1ora). 9, 10, 14-16 — caou a0 CTPOUTEAD-
crBa nmomemenuil gaser 2. Pasza 2: 2 u 4 — cTeHa moMemeHus; 7 u 8 YPOBHHU I10AQ; 6ul3 ypoBHU paspymenus creH dassr 2; Pasza 3:
1 — crena momemenus (Gaspl 3; 2 — OCTaTKM CTeHBI ¢ (asbl 2 Kak cTHAODaT; 3 — HEONPEACACHHAS CTEHA BO ABOpE, CKOpee BCETO,
BO3BEAEHHAS [TOCAE YAOXKECHHS BRIMOCTKY; 5 — TpaHIes moa GyHAaMmeHT cTeHs! ¢passl 3; 11 — BriMocTKa BO ABOpE; 12 — cAOi HUBEASLIUH
IIPEALICCTBYIONINI CTPOEHHIO $asbl 3.

P4/2012

Fig. 5. Balaklava-Kadykovka. Section P4/2012. Cross-section through the circumferential street within surviving remains of fortifications
of the fort — view from the east. 5 — phase preceding the construction of fortifications; Phase 2: 3 — remains of the stair giving access to
the walls (ascensus) — built on from the side of the street; 4 — internal face of the curtain masonry wall — projected on the section from the
background; Phase 3: 1 — masonry wall of the room with the hypocaust cellar — the corner room of putative therms; 2 — remains of the
layer which originated when the masonry wall from the previous phase was pulled down (Drawing J. Kaniszewski).

Ryc. 5. Balaktawa-Kadykovka. Profil P4/2012. Przekrdj przez ulice okrezna na odcinku zachowanych pozostalosci umocnien fortu —
widok od wschodu. 5 - warstwa sprzed budowy umocnien; Faza 2: 3 — pozostaloéci wejécia na mur (ascensus) — dobudowanego od strony
ulicy; 4 — wewnetrzne lico muru kurtynowego — przeniesione na profil z drugiego planu; Faza 3: 1 — mur pomieszczenia z piwnica
hypokaustyczng — naroznego pomieszczenia domniemanych term; 2 — pozostatosci warstwy powstalej w zwiazku z rozbiérka muru
z poprzedniej fazy.

Puc. 5. baraxaasa-Kaarsikosxka. ITpoduap P4/2012. Paspes uepes OKPYXHYIO YAHILY HA yIaCTKE COXPAHUBIIMXCS OCTATKOB YKPEIIACHHI
¢opra — BHA C BOCTOKA. 5 — CAOH IIepeA CTPOMTCABCTBOM YKperaeHuit; Pasa 2: 3 — OCTATKM ACCTHHUILIBI Ha CTeHy (ascensis) — IPHCTPO-
CHHOM €O CTOPOHBI YAHLBI; 4 — BHYTPCHHEE AHLIO CTCHBI KYPTHUHbI — IepeHecéHHOe Ha IPOoPUAD ¢ Apyroro naana; ®asa 3: 1 — crena
MOMCLICHUS C OABAAOM THIIOKAyCTa — YTAOBOIO IIOMEICHHS IIPEAIOAATAEMBIX TEPM; 2 — OCTATKH CAOs, OOpPa3oBaBLICrOCS B CBSI3H
¢ pasbopOM CTCHBI C IIPEABIAYIIEET $pasbl.
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Fig. 6. Balaklava-Kadykovka. Section P1/2011. Cross-section through the terrain in front of the masonry wall of the fort, towards the bed
of the rivulet of Kady-su (to the west). View from the north. “Pre-Roman” phase: 15 — layer of burning, which is a proper trace of use in
the “Pre-Roman” period; 16 — undefined layer preceding the construction of the fort; Phase 2: 14 — levelling layer preceding the con-
struction of fortifications of the fort; 11 — building layer related to the construction of fortifications; 13 — surface which was profiled in
relation to the construction of the moat; 12 — fill of the moat; Phase 3: 8 - building and usage layer related to the new phase; 9 — level-
ling layer; 1 - levelled excavation heap (2010-2011); 2 - fill of a present-day cut; 3 — fill layers which originated after the destruction of
a Modern Period masonry wall; 4 — border masonry wall of a Modern Period estate; 5 — layer related to the construction of the masonry
wall and the use of the estate; 6 — later fill layer; 10 — trace of the surface (slope) from the period when the masonry wall existed (Drawing
J. Kaniszewski).

Ryc. 6. Bataklawa-Kadykovka. Profil P1/2011. Przekrdj przez teren przed murem fortu w strone koryta rzeczki Kady-su (na zachéd).
Widok od pélnocy. Faza ,,przedrzymska”: 15 — warstwa spalenizny stanowiaca wlasciwy slad uzytkowania w okresie ,,przedrzymskim”;
16 — nieokreslona warstwa sprzed budowy fortu; Faza 2: 14 — warstwa niwelacyjna poprzedzajaca budowe umocnieni fortu; 11 — wars-
twa budowlana zwigzana z wznoszeniem umocnien, 13 — powierzchnia wyprofilowana w zwiazku z budowa fosy; 12 — wypelnisko fosy;
Faza 3: 8 — warstwa budowlana i uzytkowa zwigzana z nows faza; 9 — warstwa niwelacyjna; 1 — zniwelowana halda wykopaliskowa
(2010-2011); 2 — wypelnisko wspélezesnego wkopu; 3 — warstwy zasypiskowe powstale po zniszczeniu nowozytnego muru; 4 — mur
graniczny nowozytnej posesji; 5 — warstwa zwigzana z budowa muru i uzytkowaniem posesji; 6 — pézniejsza warstwa zasypiskowa; 10 —
$lad powierzchni (stoku) z okresu istnienia muru.

Puc. 6. Baaaxaasa-Kappikoska. [Tpoduab P1/2011. Paspes yuacTka nepe cTeHoit popTa B cropoHy pycaa peuku Kaau-cy (na sanas). Bua
¢ ceBepa. «AopuMcKasi» dasa: 15 — cAOIl rOpeHNS, IPEACTABASIOIIMIA COOOH ACHCTBUTEABHBIH CACA XKU3HEACATEABHOCTH B < AOPHM-
CKMI>» IIEPHOA; 16 - HEONPEACAEHHBIIH CAOM AO CTpOUTEABCTBA PpopTa; Paza 2: 14 — caoit HUBeAsIIUY, MPEAIIECTBYIOMIUI CTPOUTEABCTBY
ykpenaenuit ¢popra; 11 — cA0if CTPOUTEABCTBA, CBA3AHHBII C BO3BEACHUEM YKPEMACHHH; 13 — MOBEPXHOCTH, BHIPOBHEHHAS B CBA3U CO
CTPOUTEABCTBOM PBa; 12 — 3anoaHeHue pBa; ®a3za 3: 8 — caoit CTPOUTEABCTBA U )KUBHEAECATEABHOCTH, CBA3aHHBIH C HOBOH (1>a301"4; 9 — caon
HUBEAALMM; 1 — CHMBEAMPOBAHHBINH OTBAA pacxona(ZOlO—ZOl l); 2 — 3aIIOAHEHHE COBPEMCHHOM SIMBI; 3 — CAOM 3aCBIIH, 06p330-
BaBIIKECS TOCAC PA3PYIICHHS COBPEMEHHOM CTCHBI; 4 — MOrPaHHYHAs CTCHA COBPEMECHHOTO AOMOBAAACHMST; S —CAOI, CBA3AHHBIH CO CTPO-
UTEABCTBOM CTEHbI M JKUBHEACATEABHOCTBIO AOMOBAAACHHS; 6 — MOBAHMI cA0i 3achiu; 10 — caea moBepxHOCTH (OTKOCA) CO BpeMEHH
CYILIECTBOBAHHS CTEHBIL.

Concerning the aforementioned turrets, their pre- Citadel of Chersonesos. At Curtain 21 (which is dated to
served relics differ from the remains of the circumferential the end of the 3t ¢.), a new Turret XLI was constructed
masonry wall of the fort (Fig. 10:1). As opposed to the (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2002: 68). In the case of
latter, the turrets were provided with foundations, which Balaklava a precise examination of relations between the re-
were ca. 40 cm deep in the deepest place. They were also mains of the turrets and the circumferential masonry wall
constructed from more carefully worked lumps of stone, may be difficult. At the present stage of research, it is im-
and in the bond one can see traces of lime mortar. Such possible to unequivocally say how much remained from the
mortar is missing in the remains of the defensive masonry further course of the fortifications. This area still awaits
wall, which were discovered nearby. The curtain masonry exploration, but there is strong evidence that it was de-
wall and the walls of the turrets also significantly differ stroyed in the course of building activity in the 19th and the
with regard to their thickness. Numerous differences may first half of the 20th c. Further excavations will perhaps dis-
imply that the turrets (analogously to the ascemsus) were solve these doubts.
built on to the already existing masonry wall slightly later.

In spite of this, all the discussed elements of the fortifica- .
tions were considered as belonging to the same phase. Phase 3 (Flg' 2)

A trace of similar building on of a turret to an ex- It is dated to the first half of the 37 c. AD. The end

isting defensive masonry wall near a gate is notable at the of its functioning — the decline of the Severan dynasty —
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is pointed out by a hoard of coins, concealed in one of
walls of Building A (FILIPPENKO, ALEKSEENKO 2000).
Stratigraphic observations within different sections of ex-
aminations in subsequent seasons point out that there is
a complete rebuilding in this phase. Changes concern not
only the barracks building, but also the neighbouring
streets and fortifications which are situated farther off to
the west. The barracks building is extended with the entire
row of rooms at the expense of part of the western (circum-
ferential) street (Figs. 11:3, 12:2). This is testified to, i.a.,
by the fact that the foundations of added rooms butt the
remaining relics. Furthermore, the aforementioned foun-
dations of the new part were situated above the layer of
pavement from the street of Phase 2 or they cut through it.
More changes can be seen inside the building. Some parti-

tion walls were pulled down and at least in one case a larger

room came into existence due to this (KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2011: 174). Moreover, the yard in-
side the house was extended in Phase 3 at the expense of
part of neighbouring rooms (Figs. 4:2, 12:1, 13:1). At the
same time the defensive masonry wall from the previous
phase was pulled down. Another building comes into ex-
istence on the other side of the narrowed western street, on
the remains of the fortifications. So far it has been possible
to reveal only one corner room of this building (Figs. 5:1,
8:3, 9:3). One of the walls was constructed in such a way
that an apse originated on its internal side. Under this room
a hypocaust cellar was situated. The cellar was connected
with another room, situated farther off to the west. Finds
from the fill of the hypocaust include i.a. a fragment of a
not otherwise specified stone sculpture (Fig. 14:1) and
a fragment of a Greek inscription, incised in secondarily

Fig. 7. Southern corner of the yard (peristyle). View from the north. 1 — “Pre-Roman” phase. Layer of burning and a negative impression
of a pit; 2 — Phase 2. Foundations and lower parts of the masonry wall of a room (possibly the stylobate of the portico in Phase 3);
3 - Phase 3. Masonry wall enclosing the yard (Photo R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski).

Ryc. 7. Poludniowy naroznik dziedzirica (perystylu). Widok od péinocy. 1 - faza ,przedrzymska”. Warstwa spalenizny i negatyw jamy;
2 - faza 2. Fundament i dolne partie muru jednego z pomieszczen (w fazie 3 prawdopodobnie stylobat portyku); 3 — faza 3. Mur zamyka-

jacy dziedziniec.

Puc. 7. YOsxublit yroa aBopa (nepucruas). Bua c cesepa. 1 — dpasa «aopumckas». Caoit ropeHust u Heratus sambl; 2 — dpasa 2. Pynsament
H HIDKHSIS acTb CTCHBL OAHOTO U3 noMetieHuil (B dpase 3, noxoxe, cruaobar nopruka); 3— gasa 3. CreHa, 3aMblKaiomas ABOp.
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Fig. 8. 1 — Phase 2. Remains of the defensive masonry wall; 2 — Phase 2. Remains of the stair giving access to the walls (ascensus); 3 — Phase
3. Corner room with the hypocaust cellar. Part of the building of putative therms; 4 — Phase 3. External masonry wall of the putative house
of the officer (Photo R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski).

Ryc. 8. 1 — faza 2. Pozostaloéci muru obronnego; 2 — faza 2. Pozostalosci wejécia na mury (ascensus); 3 — faza 3. Narozne pomieszczenie
z piwnicg hypokaustyczng. Czgs¢ budynku domniemanych term; 4 — faza 3. Mur zewnetrzny domniemanego domu oficera.

Puc. 8.1 - ¢asa 2. Ocrarkn o6op0HnTCAbH01“4 crensl; 2 — $asa 2. OcTaTky ACCTHHIIBI HA CTEHY (ascensus); 3 - ¢asa 3. Yraosoe momerenne
C IOABAAOM THIIOKaycTa. JacTb CTpoeHUs IpeaoaraeMbix TepM; 4 — pasa 3. Buewsis creHa npeanoaaraemoro coma odurepa.

burnt raw clay. This inscription was the first discovery of
this kind at the site. With regard to its construction, the ex-
cavated cellar is unique within the site. Its supports were
made from bricks which were practically not used in other
buildings of Roman Balaklava (Fig. 8). All bricks which
were possible to record had dimensions of 23%23x8 cm.
Walls were made from local stone and were protected against
fire and high temperature with clay cob, which underwent
secondary firing. Remains of the floor of the room survived
in situ on the supports. The floor was made from irregular
stone plates, which were tightened from above with clay.
In the discussed phase the rebuilding also included
the place where a gate flanked with turrets was previously
located. Also this section of the fortifications was pulled
down, but part of the foundations was kept, using their
surface to complete the surface of the street in Phase 3 (Fig.
10:1). The new street which went from the interior of the
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fort towards the hitherto gate was broadened, occupying
the area of previously existing turrets. This broadening of
the traffic route took place mainly to the north, counting
from its hitherto axis. In this phase the breadth of the
paved street was 720 cm, while the depth of the portico on
its southern side (running along the barracks building,
which was a putative house of the centurion in Phase 3)
was 130 cm (Figs. 2:3, 3:7,9,10). On the opposite side,
there are no identifiable traces of the portico within the ex-
amined section; on the other hand, there survived a section
of foundations of a house which was situated farther off to
the north (Figs. 2:3, 3:8). The surface of the street was
partially made from a layer of small pebbles, joint with lime
mortar (Figs. 3:4, 10:3). Similar hardening was applied in
the same phase in the portico to the south of the barracks
building (Fig. 2). The aforementioned portico was provid-
ed with stone foundations (stylobate) at that time.
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Fig. 9. 1 — Phase 2. Remains of the defensive masonry wall; 2 — Phase 2. Remains of the star giving access to the walls (ascensus).
3 - Phase 3. Corner room with the hypocaust cellar. Part of the building of putative thermae (Photo R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski).

Ryc. 9. 1 - faza 2. Pozostaloéci muru obronnego; 2 — faza 2. Pozostalodci wejécia na mury (ascensus); 3 - faza 3. Narozine po-
mieszczenie z piwnica hypokaustyczng. Cze¢é¢ budynku domniemanych term.

Puc. 9. 1 — dasa 2. Ocrarku 060poHHTEABHOIT cTeHBI; 2 — pasa 2. OcTaTKn AeCTHULIBI Ha cTeHbl (ascensus); 3 — gasa 3. Yraosoe
[O-MEILCHUE C IIOABAAOM THITOKAyCTa. JacTh CTPOCHMUS IIPEATIOAATAEMBIX TEPM.

Fig. 10. View into the interior of the fort from the west, from the side of the putative gate. 1 — Phase 2. Remains of the founda-
tions of the turret which flanked the gate from the north; 2 — Phase 2. Negative impression of the foundations of the turret which
flanked the putative gate from the south. Later fill of small pebbles with lime mortar can be seen (Phase 3); 3 — Phase 3. Surface
of the street, hardened with small pebbles (Photo R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski).

Ryc. 10. Widok do wnetrza fortu od zachodu, od strony domniemanej bramy. 1 — faza 2. Pozostalo$ci fundamentu baszty flanku-
jacej brame od péinocy; 2 — faza 2. Negatyw po fundamencie baszty flankujacej domniemang brame od potudnia. Widoczne
pézniejsze wypelnisko z drobnego kamienia z zaprawa wapienna (faza 3); 3 - faza 3. Powierzchnia ulicy utwardzona drobnym
kamieniem.

Puc. 10. Bua BHYTpb $opTa C 3a11aAa, CO CTOPOHBI IIPEATIOAaraeMbIx BopoT. 1 — ¢asa 2. Ocrarku $pyHAaMeHTa GalIHH, pacmo-
AOXKCHHOI ¢ ceBepa OT BopoT; 2 — dasa 2. Herarus or $pyHaameHTa GaliHy, PacIIOAOKEHHOI! € 10Ta OT IIPEAIOAATACMBIX BOPOT.
BuaAHO nosaHeiillee 3alOAHCHHE U3 MEAKOTO KaMHsI u3BecTKOBbIM pactBopoM (Pasa 3); 3 — ¢asa 3. [ToBepxHOCTb yAHLIBI
YHOAOTHEHHOM MEAKMMH KAMHSMU.
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Fig. 11. Ruins of the barracks (Phase 2) transformed into the house of the officer (Phase 3). General view from the north. On the left there
are remains of the yard, paved with fine rubble stone. A canal draining water can be seen (Phase 3). 1 — section of the masonry wall in the
yard (not examined completely); 2 — sections of the masonry wall which existed in Phase 2, and then mostly surviving only under the usage
surface of Phase 3; 3 - sections of the masonry wall which were built on (still in use) in Phase 3 or constructed only in this phase (Photo
R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski).

Ryc. 11. Ruiny koszar (faza 2) przeksztalconych w dom oficera (faza 3). Widok ogélny od pétnocy. Po lewej pozostatosci dziedzinica
brukowanego drobno lamanym kamieniem, widoczny kanal odprowadzajacy wodg (faza 3). 1 — odcinek muru na dziedzificu (nie prze-
badany do konica); 2 — odcinki muru funkcjonujace w fazie 2, pdzniej w wickszosci zachowane tylko pod powierzchnia uzytkows fazy 3;
3 - odcinki muru nadbudowane (nadal uzytkowane) w fazie 3 lub wzniesione dopiero w tej fazie.

Puc. 11. Pyunsr xasapm (cl)asa 2), HEPEACAAHHBIX B AOM Oduiiepa ((l)aaa 3). O6muit Bup ¢ ceBepa. C ACBOI CTOPOHBI OCTATKH ABOPA,
BBIMOLICHHOTO MEAKHM AOMaHBIM KaMHeM. BuaeH kanaa, orBoastmuit Boay (¢pasa 3). 1 — wacth creHbI (IOAHOCTBIO HE HCCACAOBAHHOI );
2 — y4acTKH CTeHbl, pyHKIMOHHPYyIoLHUE B pase 2, MO3AHEE B OCHOBHOM COXPAHMBIIHECS TOABKO ITOA IIOBEPXHOCThIO XKUBHEACATEABHOCTH
B epuop $asel 3; 3 — HAACTPOCHHBIE YIaCTKH CTEHBI (HPOAOA}KaIOT UCTIOAB30BATHCA) B ¢ase 3 uau Bo3BeaEHHbIE B 3TOH dase.

It is worth remarking that in spite of the funda- 13:1,4). Additional space was gained at the expense of part
mental rebuilding of the examined part of the fort in the of the perimeter street which adjoined from the west. It can
early 31 c., the streets from Phase 2 were kept. This points be supposed that in this way a house of the centurion or
out that the general plan from the previous phase was another high-rank officer came into existence.
maintained, although the perimeter street was narrowed The changes concerned not only the surviving bar-
and one of the main streets (which went to the gate in racks building. The entire fort was extended to the west
Phase 2) was considerably broadened. (towards a nearby stream). In the area which was gained in

result of pulling down of fortifications from Phase 2 (Figs.
5:3,4, 8:1,2, 9:1,2) a new building with a hypocaust cel-

Summary lar was constructed (Figs. 5:1, 8:3, 9:3). These were in all
The surviving remains allow for a supposition that probability zhermae; this hypothesis, however, should be
Phase 3 was not a simple continuation of Phase 2. Part of verified in the course of further research. It is worth stres-
the barracks, which probably included consubernia, was sing that a similar scheme of proceeding of Roman sol-
adapted for a house with a small peristyle (Figs. 4:11, 7:2, diers in Crimea can be seen at the citadel of Chersonesos.
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Fig. 12. Putative house of the officer. View from the east, from the peristyle. 1 — Phase 2. Section of the masonry wall of a room, possibly
the stylobate of the portico in Phase 3; 2 — Phase 3. Masonry wall with an entrance to a room; 3 — Phase 3. Masonry wall enclosing the
yard from the south (Photo R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski).

Ryc. 12. Domniemany dom oficera. Widok od wschodu, z perystylu. 1 — faza 2. Odcinek muru jednego z pomieszczeri, w fazie 3 praw-
dopodobnie stylobat portyku; 2 — faza 3. Mur z wejsciem do jednego z pomieszczent; 3 — faza 3. Mur zamykajacy dziedziniec od

poludnia.

Puc. 12. I1peamoaaraemerii ooM opuriepa. Bua ¢ Bocroka, us nepucrtuas. 1 — pasa 2. Y4acTox cTeHbI OAHOTO U3 IIOMEI[CHHI, 3aMEHEHHBI
Ha cTuAobar nopruxa B ¢pase 3; 2 — dpasa 3. Crena ¢ BXOAOM B 0AHO U3 nomeuieHui; 3 — ¢pasa 3. CreHa, 3aMbIKaroIasi ABOP C ora.

Hellenistic Period fortifications did not leave enough room
for garrison buildings. The Romans pulled down the wall
on the side of the Karantinnaya Bay and it was in this lo-
cation that they constructed new thermae (KARASIEWICZ-
SZCZYPIORSKI 2002; ANTONOVA, ZUBAR’ 2003: 54).

The results of examinations in Balaklava demon-
strate that the Antonine Period fort was rebuilt at the
time of installation of a new garrison during the rule of
Septimius Severus. The enlargement of the fort may sug-
gest that a larger contingent was deployed in it at the turn
of the 27d and the 3t c. This observation seems to find
a confirmation in the construction of a new (external) line
of fortifications in the fort in Cape Ay-Todor and in the
fact that the surface of the local thermae was doubled
(BLAVATSKIJ 1951; NOVICENKOV, NOVICENKOVA 2002). It
can be also assumed that it was then that the aforemen-
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tioned thermae at the citadel of Chersonesos were not only
rebuilt but also perhaps enlarged.

All these premises allow for a supposition that
Roman garrisons in Taurida were considerably strengthned
during the rule of Septimius Severus.

Translated by Grzegorz Zabiriski

Dr Radostaw Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski
Institute of Archacology

University of Warsaw
radoslaw.szczypiorski@gmail.com

Oleg A. Savela
National Preserve of Tauric Chersonesos
Sevastopol



BALAKLAVA (SEVASTOPOL, UKRAINE) — SEASON 2012. SOME REMARKS ON THE CHRONOLOGY AND SPATIAL LAYOUT...

Fig. 13. Putative house of the officer. View on the yard from the north. 1 — Phase 2. Part of the masonry wall of a room, possibly the
stylobate of the portico in Phase 3; 2 — Phase 3. Masonry wall with an entrance to a room; 3 — Phase 3. Masonry wall enclosing the yard
from the south; 4 — Phase 3. Canal draining water from the yard (Photo R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski).

Ryc. 13. Domniemany dom oficera. Widok na dziedziniec od péinocy. 1 - faza 2. Odcinek muru jednego z pomieszczent, w fazie 3 praw-
dopodobnie stylobat portyku; 2 — faza 3. Mur z wejsciem do jednego z pomieszczen; 3 — faza 3. Mur zamykajacy dziedziniec od potudnia;
4 — faza 3. Kanat odprowadzajacy wode z dziedzinica.

Puc. 13. Ilpeanosaraemsiit Aoom opuuepa. Bua Ha ABop ¢ ceBepa. 1 — $pasa 2. YYacTOK cTEHBI OAHOTO M3 IIOMELICHHI, 3AMEHEHHbBIH Ha
cruaobar mopruka B ¢pase 3; 2 — dpasa 3. CreHa ¢ BXOAOM B OAHO M3 noMeeHnil; 3 — ¢pasa 3. CreHa, saMbIKaoLas ABOp C ora; 4 — pasa
3. Kanaa, oTBOASIIHIT BOAY CO ABOpA.
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Fig. 14. Fill of the room with the hypocaust cellar in the course of exploration. View from the west. 1 — fragment of an unidentified

sculpture made of limestone (Photo R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski).
Ryc. 14. Zasypisko pomieszczenia z piwnica hypokaustyczna podczas eksploracji. Widok od zachodu. 1 - fragment niezidentyfikowanej
rzezby wykonanej z wapienia.

Puc. 14 3aC]>IHb MOMCIICHHUSL C IIOABAAOM I'MIIOKAyCTa BO BpCMﬂ HCCACAOBAHMA. BI/IA C 3amaaa. 1- q)PaI‘MCHT HCOHPCACAéHHOﬂ CKYABII-
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BAEAKAEAWA (SEWASTOPOL, UKRAINA) — SEZON 2012.

KILKA UWAG NA TEMAT CHRONOLOGII I PLANU FORTU RZYMSKIEGO

Badania wspdlnej ekspedycji Instytutu Archeo-
logii Uniwersytetu Warszawskiego oraz Muzeum ,,Cherso-
nez Taurydzki” w Sewastopolu s3 prowadzone w centrum
Bataklawy od 2009 roku. Dzigki nim, a szczeg6lnie wyni-
kom wykopalisk sezonu 2012, udalo si¢ wydzieli¢ cztery
fazy chronologiczne oraz odtworzy¢ plan fragmentu fortu
rzymskiego w dwdch ostatnich fazach jego uzytkowania
(Rye. 1,2).

Faza ,przedrzymska”. Jej $lad stanowi zalegajaca
najglebiej kilkucentymetrowa warstwa spalenizny z frag-
mentami wtdrnie przepalonej gliny (Ryc. 7:1). Nieliczne
zabytki ruchome, w tym fragmenty zelaznych fibul typu
Aucissa (TREISTER 1994), pozwalaja datowaé pozostalosci
na przelom er (ze wskazaniem na I w. n.e.).

Faza 1. Mozna do niej zaliczy¢ tylko kilka odizolo-
wanych od siebie fragmentéw réznych budowli (KARASIE-
WICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012: ryc. 1). Zostaly one
wykonane z famanego kamienia faczonego zaprawa z gliny.
Cecha charakterystyczna jest zastosowanie takze zaprawy
wapiennej — stanowi ona warstwe uszczelniajaca w dwoch
réznych konstrukcjach uznanych za kanaly oraz we wne-
trzu zbiornika o nieznanym przeznaczeniu. Budowle tej
fazy byly najprawdopodobniej wznoszone na warstwie
niwelacyjnej wyréwnujacej teren. Ich pozostaloéci zostaly
rozebrane i teren wyréwnany takze przed budowy struktur
kolejnej fazy. Odkryte dotychczas $lady nie pozwalaja na
rekonstrukcje planu ani przeznaczenia budowli.

Opisane relikty sa datowane tylko dzicki sekwencji
stratygraficznej oraz przez analogie do innych miejsc sta-
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cjonowania wojsk rzymskich na Krymie. Na tej podstawie
Faza 1 umownie zostata okre$lona jako ,trajaniska’.

Faza 2 (Ryc. 1). W wyniku wykopalisk odstonieto
znaczng cz¢$¢ fundamentdw i nizej polozonych partii par-
teru budynku wykonanego z tamanego kamienia taczonego
surowa glina (Rye. 1:2). Udalo sie ustali¢, ze dach byl po-
kryty dachéwka. Od poludnia, zachodu i pétnocy do bu-
dynku przylegaly ulice. Wzdluz potudniowej $ciany praw-
dopodobnie biegt portyk wsparty na drewnianych stupach.
Male pomieszczenia i sposdb ich rozplanowania moga
wskazywa¢, ze budynek petnit w omawianej fazie funkcje
koszar. Dalej na zachdd, po przeciwnej stronie ulicy, udato
sie odstoni¢ pozostatosci muru obronnego (Ryc. 1:1, 8:1,
9:1). Po jego wewnetrznej stronie widoczne byly ¢lady do-
budowy, prawdopodobnie schodéw lub pochylni (ascensus).
Po zewngtrznej stronie udalo si¢ zarejestrowad $lad fosy
(Ryc. 6:12). Na pdtnoc od budynku relikty fundamentéw
i negatywy po fundamentach (na przedtuzeniu opisanych
umocniei) ukfadaly si¢ w pozostatosci dwéch baszt. Baszey
byty czworokatne i wybudowane po wewnetrznej stronie
muru obronnego (Ryc. 1:3, 3:6,11,12). Czgsciowo prze-
gradzaly ulice okrezna biegnaca pomigdzy domniemanymi
koszarami a murem obronnym. Kluczowe dla przyszlej re-
konstrukeji planu fortu wydaje si¢ ustalenie, Ze mur koszar
jest réwnolegly do zachowanych pozostalosci umocnien.
Na tej podstawie mozna przypuszczaé, ze mamy tu do czy-
nienia z pierwszym regularnym (prostokatnym?) fortem
zbudowanym przez Rzymian na pétnocnych wybrzezach
Morza Czarnego.
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Omawiana faza moze by¢ datowana na okres rza-
déw Antoninusa Piusa. Podstawy do takiego datowania do-
starcza m.in. analiza materiatu tegularnego w oparciu o opra-
cowane materialy z innych stanowisk (SARNOWSKI 2006).

Faza 3 (Ryc. 2). Jest to najpdzniejsza faza, kedra
mozna taczyé z obecnoscia rzymskiego garnizonu. Budynek
domniemanych koszar zostal przebudowany (Ryc. 4:1).
Poziom uzytkowy omawianej fazy znajduje si¢ $rednio
00,5 m wyzej od poprzedniej. Takze w tym przypadku do
budowy uzyto famanego kamienia faczonego glina, a dach
pokryto dachéwka. Sciany i czgé¢ podlég pokryto warstwa
bialej zaprawy wapiennej. Wprowadzono szereg zmian
wskazujacych na inne przeznaczenie budynku. Zostal on
m.in. poszerzony na zachdd kosztem czesci ulicy okreznej
(Ryc. 11:3, 12:2). W tej fazie, w centralnej czesci powstat
brukowany dziedziniec z podcieniem (portykiem) — od stro-
ny zachodniej (Ryc. 4:2, 12:1, 13:1). Na obecnym ctapie
badan nie jest jasne, czy mniejsze podwérze istniato juz
w fazie poprzedniej. Réwniez wzdluz sgsiednich ulic (pét-
nocnej i potudniowej) w ostatniej fazie pojawily si¢ porty-
ki wsparte na stylobatach (Ryc. 2:3, 3:7,10). Mozna przy-
puszczaé, ze w wyniku przebudowy powstal dom perysty-

lowy, przeznaczony dla jednego z oficeréw.

W tym samym czasie po przeciwnej stronie zwe-
zonej ulicy okreznej rozebrano mur obronny, a na jego po-
zostalo$ciach wzniesiono kolejny budynek (Ryec. 2:1, 5:1).
Dotychczas odkopano tu tylko jedno pomieszezenie z piw-
nicg hypokaustyczna (Ryc. 8:3, 9:3). Wyniki dotychczaso-
wych prac pozwalaja przypuszczaé, ze mamy do czynienia
z naroznym pomieszczeniem term. Teza ta wymaga oczy-
wiscie weryfikacji w toku dalszych badan. Nie ulega nato-
miast watpliwosci, ze w omawianej fazie fort rozbudowano
(powickszono) na zachéd, zachowujac jego regularny plan
(relikty domu oficera i domniemanych term pozostaly
wobec siebie réwnolegle). Warto zwrécié uwage, ze polozo-
na dalej na pétnoc ulica zostata wyraznie poszerzona (Rye.
2:3). Zaj¢la ona miejsce po basztach nalezacych do muru
obronnego z poprzedniej fazy.

Faza 3 jest datowana na okres Sewerdw, a jej kres
wyznacza panowanie ostatnich przedstawicieli tej dynastii.
Taka chronologic wskazuje skarb monet odkryty w latach
90. XX w. w odkopanej wéwczas czesci budynku okreslo-
nego obecnie jako koszary przebudowane na dom oficera
(FILIPPENKO, ALEKSEENKO 2000).

PAAOCAAB KAPACEBUY-IIIBITTEPCKM, OAET SI. CABEAS

BAAAKAABA (CEBACTOITIOAb, YKPAHHA) — CE30H 2012.
HECKOABKO 3AMEYAHUM K BOIIPOCY XPOHOAOTUHU U ITAAHA PUMCKOTO ®OPTA

Haqm-la;[ ¢ 2009 roaa B CeBacromnoae, B LiCHTpE
bBarakaaBbI ITPOBOASITCS COBMECTHBIE HCCACAOBAHHS IKC-
nepunuu Mucruryra Apxeosornn Bapmasckoro YHusep-
curera u HannonaasHoro sanoBeannka «Xepconec Tas-
pudeckuii». baarosaps stum paboram, a ocobeHHO pe-
3yAbTaTaM packornok cesoHa 2012 roaa, yAaAOCh BHIACAUTD
4eThIpe XPOHOAOrMYecKHe (asbl CyIECTBOBAHUS YACTH
pHuMcKOro Gpopra, a TaioKe BBISICHHTD €O IAAH B ABYX IIO-
caeanux ¢asax (Puc. 1, 2).

«ITpeapumckas» asza. IlpeacraBacHa saneraio-
UM HIDKE BCEX CAOEM FOPEHHSI, MOIITHOCTBIO B HECKOABKO
CAaHTUMETPOB C $PAarMEHTAMH BTOPHYHO OOOXOKEHHOM
raunst (Puc. 7:1). HemHorouncaenHsie apxeosornyeckue
HAXOAKH, B TOM YHCAE QParMEHTBI XKEAC3HbIX GpuOyA THIIA
Aucissa (TREISTER 1994) NO3BOASIIOT AATHPOBATh BbI-
SIBACHHBIE OCTATKH pybexom ap (c ykasanuem Ha I B. H.2.).

daza 1. K Hell MOXKHO NPUYHCAUTD TOABKO He-
CKOABKO M30AHPOBAHHBIX APYT OT APyra ¢parMeHTOB pas-
HBIX CTPOCHHUH, KOTOpPbIC ObIAM IIOCTPOCHBI U3 AOMAHOIO
KaMHsI, B KQYECTBE COCAHHSIONIETO PACTBOPA CAYXKUAA TAH-
Ha (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012, puc. 1).
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XapakTepHOI 4epTOH ABAAETCA TAaKOKE HCIIOAb30BAHHE
H3BECTKOBOTO PACTBOPA, KOTOPHIA NMPHMEHSIACT AAS TEp-
METHU3ALMU B ABYX Pa3HBIX KOHCTPYKIHAX, IOXOXKHX Ha
KaHAABI, 2 TAIOKE BHYTPH pe3epByapa HEH3BECTHOTO Ha3Ha-
geHus. Bormeonucannas $pasa, ckopee BCero, MOKOUTCA Ha
CAOE HUBEASILIMY, KOTOPBIH BbIpaBHHUBAET Teppuropuio. EE
ocratku 6bIAM pasoOpaHBbL, a TEPPUTOPUS TAKKE BHIPOBHE-
Ha [IEPeA CTPOUTEABCTBOM B CACAYIOLIMI nepuop. OTKpsI-
ThIE B HACTOSILEE BPEMS CACABI HE IO3BOASIIOT PEKOHCTPY-
HpPOBaTh HU ITAAHA, HU HA3HAYEHHUS COOPYKEHHH.

OmnucaHHbIE OCTATKH AAQTHPYIOTCS TOABKO 0Aaro-
Aaps CTPAaTUTPadpHIECKOH MOCAEAOBATEABHOCTH, 4 TakKe
IPOBEACHHBIM aHAAOTHAM C APYTHMU MECTAMH PacIOAO-
keHust puMckux Borick B Kpeimy. Ha atom ocHoBanuun
Pa3za 1 ycAOBHO Ha3BaHA «TPasTHCKOM».

®aza 2 (Puc. 1). B pesyabTate packonok BblsBAe-
Ha 3HAYMTEABHAS 9aCTh pYHAAMEHTOB H HIDKHUX Y4aCTKOB
CTEH CTPOCHMs, BO3BEAEHHOIO U3 AOMAHHOTO KaMHs, KO-
TOPBIH COCANHEH chIpoii ranHoit (Prc. 1:2). YcranosacHo,
4TO KpbIla Ob1aa moxpaita yepenuueit. C rora, 3amapa u ce-
BEpa K CTPOCHHUIO IMIPUACTAAH YAHLIBL. BAOAD I0)KHOM CTEHBI
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HPOXOAHA TTOPTHK, KPBIIIA KOTOPOTO HOAIHPAAACh ACpe-
BAHHBIMU cToAGaMu. Heboabmme moMemenus u crmoco6
HX PACIIOAOXKEHHS MOTIYT YKa3bIBaTh, YTO B BBIIICYIOMS-
HyTOH (a3e CTPOCHHE BBIITOAHSAO GYHKIIMH KasapM. Aaace
Ha 3aI1aA, Ha IIPOTUBOMOAOXKHOIN CTOPOHE YAMIIBI YAAAOCH
BBISIBUTb OCTaTKU 060p0HI/ITCAbH0ﬁ CTEHBI (Pnc. 1:1, 8:1,
9:1). C ¢é BHYTpeHHEH CTOPOHBI OBIAN BUAHBI CACABI TIPH-
CTPOMKH, CKOPEE BCETO, ACCTHHIIBI MAM HAKAOHHOTO CITyCKa
(ascensus). C BHEIHEH CTOPOHBI YAAAOCH BBISIBUTb CACABI
pBa (Puc. 6:12). Ha ceep ot cTpoenus ¢pparmeHTs! $pyH-
AAMEHTOB M HETaTHUBbl OT YHAAMEHTOB CTeH (Ha IPOAOA-
JKCHUHU ONTMCAHHBIX YKPEIIACHHH ) YKAAABIBAIOTCS B OCTATKH
AByX baueH. Bauinu GbIAM 4eTBIPEXYTOABHBIC U IOCTPOCHBI
c BHyTpeHHeil cTOponbl ofoponurtespHoil crens (Puc.
1:3, 3:6,1 1,12). YacruyHo HEPErOPAKUBAAU OKPYXKHYIO
yauLy, OEryylo MeXAy [PEANOAAracMbIMU KasapMaMu
1 06OpOHHUTEABHON CTeHOI. B0o3MOXHO, KAIOUEBBIM dak-
TOM AAs OyAylLIeHl pEKOHCTPYKLIUH T1AaHA $OPTa SBASETCS
OINPEACACHHE, YTO CTEHA Ka3apM SBASICTCS MAPAACABHOM
COXPaHHUBIIMMCS OCTaTKaM ykpenaeHuil. Ha atom ocho-
BaHHH MOXHO KOHCTATHPOBATD, YTO HMEEM AEAO C IIEPBHIM
peryaspHbIM (TIPSIMOYTOABHBIM?) $OPTOM, MOCTPOCHHBIM
PUMASIHAMHU Ha ceBepHOM Hobepexxse IEépHOro Mopsi.

Onucannas ¢asa, ckopee BCETO, AATHPYETCS Iie-
puopom mpasaeHus AntonuHa ITus. OcHoBaHmeM AAs
TAKOH AAQTHPOBKH CAYXHT, MEXAY MPOYHUMH, aHAAH3
KACHMEHHOTO YEPEIMYHOTO MATePHaAd, KOTOPHIH CPaBHH-
AU ¢ 00pabOTaHHBIMU MAaTEePHAAAMU APYIUX [AMATHHKOB
(SARNOWSKI 2006).

®aza 3 (Puc. 2). 10 camast nosaHss $pasa, KOTO-
PYIO MOXHO CBSI3BIBATh C IPUCYTCTBUEM PUMCKOTO IapHH-
30HA. 3AQHHE IPEAIIOAATAEMBIX Ka3apM OBIAO IIEPECTPOCHO
(Puc. 4:1). AHeBHast NOBEPXHOCTb AAHHOH (asbl Haxo-
Aurcst B cpeaeM Ha 0,5 M Bbime npeasiaymeit. Tawoke u B
AQHHOM CAYYae AAsL CTPOUTEABCTBA OBIA UCIIOAB30OBAH AO-
MaHHBIM KaMEHb, COEAMHEHHBIN I'AMHOM, A KPBIIIA IIOKPHI-
Ta yepenuueil. CTEHBI M YacTh IIOAOB ITOKPHITBL CAOEM Oe-
AOTO U3BECTKOBOTO pacTBopa. OcymecTBAEH psia H3MeHe-
HHH, YKa3bIBAIOLIUX HA APYTO€ IPEAHA3HAYCHUE CTPOCHMSI.
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ITomumo mpodero, OHO GBIAO PACIIMPEHO Ha 3aI1aA 3a CYET
9aCTH OKPYXKAIOIEH YAHIIBI (Puc. 11:3, 12:2). B aroit
¢ase B LICHTPAABHOM YaCTU MOSBASCTCS BBIMOILCHHBIH
3aTEHEHHBIM ABOP (c HOpTI/IKOM), C 3alapHOH CTOPOHBI
(Puc. 4:2, 12:1, 13:1). Ha HacTosAmEeM aTame HCCAEAOBa-
HMI HE SICHO CYILIECCTBOBAAO AU ITOABOPHE MEHBIIHMX pas-
MEpOB yKe B IpeabIAyiiei ¢ase. Tawke BAOAb cOCeAHHX
yau1 (ceBepHOIT 1 105KHOM) B HOCACAHEH $ase MOABASIOTCS
MIOPTHUKH, OMUPAIOIIHECS HA CTHUAODATHI (Pnc. 2:3, 3:7,10).
MOXHO HPEAITOAOXKHTD, YTO B PE3YABTATE HEPECTPOIKH
BO3BABHTHYT AOM C IICPECTHAEM, IPEAHA3HAYCHHBIH AAS
OAHOTO U3 OHIIEPOB.

B 10 € camoe BpeMsi Ha POTHBOIOAOXKHOM CTO-
POHE CY>XCHHOH OKPY>KHOI yAHLbI Oblaa pasobpana 06o-
POHMTEABHAS CTEHA, 4 Ha €€ OCTATKAX ITOCTPOCHO CACAYIO-
Ijee CTPOEHHUE (Puc. 2:1, 5:1). Ao HacTosmiero BpeMeHHU
BBISIBACHO TOABKO OAHO TOMelleHH e ¢ runokaycrom (Puc.
8:3, 9:3). HabaroacHus, OCyIIeCTBAEHHBIE BO BPEMS HC-
CACAOBAHHUSI, TIO3BOASIIOT MTPEATIOAOKHTb, YTO HMEEM ACAO
C YrAOBBIM IOMEIEHHEM TepM. besycaoBHO, aToT Tesuc
TpebyeT NPOBEPKU B XOAC AaAbHeHumumx pabor. B ro ke
BpeMs1 HET COMHEHH, YTO B ONHMChIBacMOlt (pase ¢popt Obia
YBEAUYEH Ha 3alaj COXPaHss PEryAspHbI AaH (OcTaTKu
AoMa oduIlEpa M NPEATOAATAEMBIX TEPM PACIOAATAIOTCS
TaKoKe MapasAeAbHO APYT Apyry). CTouT 06paTHTs BHUMA-
HHE, Y9TO PACIIOAOKCHHASI AAACE HA CEBEp yAHLA Oblaa
BhIpasuTeabHo pactmpena (Puc. 2:3). Ona sansaa mecto,
rAe HAXOAMAHUCDH OAlIHM, HPHHAAACKAIHE OOOPOHHUTECAB-
HOII CTEHE MTPEALICCTBYIOICH Pasbl.

®aza 3 parupyercs nepuosoM npasacHusi Cese-
POB, a €€ KOHEI] COBITAAAET C IPABACHUEM ITOCACAHHX IIPEA-
CTaBUTEACH 9TOH AMHACTHH. TaKyio AATHPOBKY AAET KaaA
MOHeT, oTKpbIThIH B 90-x rosax XX Beka B BBIABACHHOM
TOTAQ YaCTH CTPOCHUSI, KOTOPOE B HACTOsILee BpeMsi ObIAO
ornpeacACHO Kak KasapMBl, [IEPECTPOCHHBIE B AOM OpHIIEPa
(FILIPPENKO, ALEKSEENKO 2000).

Iepesod Awdmura A. Kosarescxas



