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W drugiej kategorii ufortyfikowanych obicktéw
znalazly si¢ obozy, w kedrych stacjonowaly jednostki wojsk
pomocniczych. Byly one w znacznym stopniu miniaturami
wickszych obozéw legionowych, a ich powierzchnia na
omawianym odcinku limesu wahata si¢ pomiedzy 1 22,6 ha
(Ryc. 10, 16:2; Tab. 3). Catkowita powierzchnia obozu
byta w duzym stopniu uwarunkowana wielkoscig i rodza-
jem jednostki (piechota, konnica), ktéra miata w nim sta-
cjonowaé, co umozliwia mniej lub bardziej szczegélowa
identyfikacje garnizonu. W przypadku piechoty liczba zol-
nierzy zamykala si¢ w przedziale od okolo 500 do 1000.
Prawdopodobnie w zwiazku z uwarunkowaniami strategicz-
nymi, najliczniejsze byly obozy przyporzadkowane do gru-
py 2, wedlug podziatu Richardsona (2002; por. str. 38, 40),
w ktérych mogly stacjonowa¢ jednostki mieszane. Z kolei
wzdtuz limesu sasiedniej prowincji Moesia inferior najlicz-
niejsze byly obozy przyporzadkowane do grupy 1 wedlug
tego podziatu, w ktérych prawdopodobnie stacjonowaly
wylacznie jednostki piechoty. Nalezy jednak zaznaczy¢, ze
proporcje te (tj. liczebnosci obozéw dwéch grup w sasied-
nich prowincjach) moglyby wyglada¢ inaczej, gdyby znane
byly doktadne wymiary wszystkich zatozen. Obozy tego
typu wznoszono w podobnych miejscach jak obozy legio-
nowe, ale dzicki mniejszym rozmiarom mozliwe byto loko-
wanie ich réwniez w terenie mniej dostgpnym.

W skiad kolejnej kategorii umocnieri wchodzity
mate forty, ktérych garnizon, w poréwnaniu do poprzed-
nich zalozen, byl zdecydowanie mniej liczebny (Ryec. 11,
12, 15, 16:3; Tab. 4). W odréznieniu od poprzednich
dwdch grup fortyfikacji, ktdre wznoszono przede wszyst-
kim w I i na poczatku II w. n.e., a pdzniej trwaly przez
stulecia, male forty wznoszono przez caly czas funkcjono-
wania granicy. Ich powierzchnia wynosita najczesciej po-
miedzy 0,1 a 0,3 ha. W poréwnaniu do dwoéch wyzej
wspomnianych grup, male forty mogly by¢, i czesto byly,
zakladane w miejscach zdecydowanie mniej dostepnych,
o znacznie bardziej obronnym charakterze. Jednak taka
lokalizacja okazala si¢ szczegdlnie uzyteczna i zyskala na
znaczeniu dopiero w okresie pdznego cesarstwa. Zaloga
malych fortéw liczyla kilkadziesiat osob, prawdopodobnie
okolo 50 w przypadku licznych péznoantycznych malych
fortdw typu quadriburginm.

Najmniejsze umocnienia, czyli wieze wolnostojace
(Ryc. 13, 14, 15, 16:4-6), mogly by¢ wznoszone w jeszcze
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bardziej niedostepnych miejscach, aczkolwick nalezy zwré-
ci¢ uwage na fakt, ze czgsto dookota wiez wznoszono poz-
niej male forty. Funkcja wiez wolnostojacych byla przede
wszystkim obserwacyjna. Ich powierzchnia najczeéciej
wahala sie miedzy ok. 25 a ok. 400 m2, chociaz sa réwniez
przypadki wiez dodatkowo otoczonych zewngtrznym
murem, ktéry zamykal powierzchnie ok. 1500 m?2. Obsada
takich wiez wahala si¢ pomiedzy 8 (jedno contubernium)
a by¢ moze az 40 zolnierzami (pie¢ contubernia) w przy-
padku najwickszych zalozen (Tab. 5).

Kilka stanowisk nie poddaje si¢ atrybucji do wyzej
przyjetych kategorii. Sa to: przystan wzniesiona w okolicy
wczesnobizantyjskiego Viminacium w Svetinja, mury chro-
nigce przystan na stanowisku u ujécia rzeki Porecka, fort na
wyspie Sapaja (Ryc. 17) oraz umochnienia w Pesaca, gdzie
wezesniejsza, wolnostojaca wieza zostata pdzniej wiaczona
w obreb murdw zamykajacych swoisty dziedziniec gospo-
darczy.

Forma wznoszonych w czasach pryncypatu umoc-
niert duzych obozéw wojskowych wynikala z koncepcji dw-
czesnej doktryny wojskowej. Te, bronione wewnetrznymi
wiezami, duze prostokatne obozy z zaokraglonymi naroz-
nikami nie byly silnie ufortyfikowanymi twierdzami, keére
mialy odpiera¢ oblezenia, lecz garnizonami wojskowymi,
z ktérych w razie zagrozenia wyruszaly wojska majace sta-
wi¢ czoto najezdzcom. Wraz z konicem kryzysu III stulecia,
w czasach Dioklecjana i Konstantyna, gdy cesarze przepro-
wadzili reforme organizacji wojsk, zwiazana z powotaniem
wojsk limitanei i comitatenses, nastapila istotna zmiana
w architekturze obronnej. Od tego czasu wiele z umocnien
limesowych bylo wiezami wolnostojacymi a takze matymi,
ale za to silnie ufortyfikowanymi fortami. Te ostatnie byty
bronione zewngtrznymi, naroznikowymi wiezami, poczat-
kowo gtéwnie kwadratowymi, a w pézniejszym okresie
przede wszystkim okragtymi. Dzi¢ki temu zalozenia woj-
skowe na terenie limesu gérnomezyjskiego, ktdre wezesniej
byly bardziej kwaterami garnizonéw niz twierdzami, prze-
ksztalcily si¢ w poteznie umocnione warownie, o coraz sil-
niejszych — z biegiem czasu — fortyfikacjach. Ten proces
osiggnal swoj punkt kulminacyjny w VI wicku, przede
wszystkim za czaséw Justyniana, kiedy to — po kilkudzie-
siccioletniej przerwie zwigzanej z niszcezycielskim najazdem
Hunéw - zaistniala konieczno$¢ ponownego obsadzenia
wojskiem granic na Dunaju.
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State of research

More than 120 years have already passed since sys-
tematic excavation research was undertaken at Chersonesos
Taurica." Since then, a lot of data have been gathered and
numerous finds belonging to various categories have been
discovered. We have also learnt a lot about the presence
of the Roman troops in the south-western part of the
Crimean Peninsula.

It seems that discoveries in the citadel of
Chersonesos belong to the most significant ones with re-
gard to broadening our knowledge on the Roman army in
Crimea (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2001; ANTONOVA,
ZUBAR’ 2003). Remains of buildings discovered there, which
were almost certainly built by Roman soldiers, were suc-
cessfully divided into several building phases. The presence
of soldiers and officers belonging to specific units of the
army and the fleet of Lower Moesia is also testified to by
numerous inscriptions, including a large group of Latin
tombstones erected for soldiers and civilians. In the case of
this category of finds significant problems emerge, which
render it difficult to broaden the knowledge about them
without comparative studies.

First of all, epigraphic finds related to the presence
of the Romans in Chersonesos almost never have exact dat-
ing, which makes it difficult to use them as a basis to con-
struct a chronology of presence of Roman detachments,
which came from various units stationed on the Lower
Danube. This situation changed to a considerable degree
thanks to the results of research at Balaklava (SARNOWSKI,
SAVELJA 2000). Correlation of discovered inscriptions and
stamped tegular material with the stratigraphic sequence
allowed to precise the dating of particular Roman contin-

' Undertaking of excavations by K.K. Kosctisko-ValtiZini¢ in 1888
is to be considered as the beginning of systematic archacological
research in the area of the ancient town. Numbers of graves which
are offered in the text and in the attached maps are in accordance
with the numbering given by subsequent researchers carrying out
excavations in the necropolis of Chersonesos since 1890. In 1891—
1908, a continuous numbering from No. 1 to No. 2824 was used.
It was introduced by K.K. Kosctisko-Valtzini¢. In 1890 and since
1909 a numbering starting with 1 was used for each excavation
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gents in Chersonesos and its nearest neighbourhood. A com-
parison of all types of stamps on roofing tiles from differ-
ent places of stationing of the Romans in Crimea is a basis
for a further extension and perfection of this chronology
(SARNOWSKI 2005). Thanks to this, we are now much more
certain that soldiers coming from the 5th Macedonian
Legion reached Chersonesos in the period of Trajan’s rule,
the 15¢ Italic co-created contingents sent to the Black Sea
region in the times of Antoninus Pius and Marcus Aurelius,
and sub-units of the 11th Claudian Legion dominated in
south-western Crimea in the times of the Severans. These
observations can be used while proposing a more precise
dating of tombstones of Roman soldiers, mainly known
from the municipal necropolis of Chersonesos.

This research on the chronology, however, is un-
able to dissolve other doubts. Where were Roman soldiers
serving in Chersonesos buried? Was there a custom to bury
them in a separate part of the necropolis? Were military
burials accompanied by those of Roman civilians, or were
both groups buried separately?

Tombstones are unable to provide too much infor-
mation with regard to that, as the lion’s share of them was
found in secondary usage, i.c., as building material in later
phases of the town walls.

With regard to the aforementioned difficulties,
some light on a possible burial place of Roman soldiers and
civilians in Chersonesos can be shed by a laborious analysis
of published descriptions of grave inventories and by an
attempt at mapping selected categories of finds from these
inventories on the plan of the necropolis.

It is worth mentioning that some thousands of
graves have been discovered since the beginning of research
on the necropolis of Chersonesos. It is not possible to give

season. It was therefore necessary to supplement it with an ad-
dition of the year of excavations (e.g., 1/1890 = Grave No. 1 dis-
covered in 1890). The exceptions are four tombs discovered in
1937. They have been marked in the text as sl-s4/1937. “S” is an
abbreviation of the Russian word cxzen (multiple burial tomb).
Other graves discovered in 1937, in publication have numbers
begining from the number 1. A precise list of numberings in dif-
ferent years of examinations is presented in Table 1 (pp. 83-

86).
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a precise number. Based on published data, it can be said
that at least 3500 graves have been examined. It must be re-
membered that this number concerns only separate graves
of different types — from pit graves to very diversified cham-
ber graves. A quite different matter is what percentage of
these graves contained more than one burial, and - in case
there were several burials — how many of them. Reports on
research on the necropolis, being very concise, usually do
not allow to dissolve such doubts. An additional problem
is posed by the fact that most graves had been frequently
destroyed during subsequent burial ceremonies or had been
robbed before they were discovered by archacologists.

It is also worth stressing that published reports
do not contain mentions on carrying out anthropological
analyses of remains from the necropolis. The only comments
which frequently occur in case bones were found concern
recording of non-standard phenomena, such as, e.g., the pre-
sence of intentionally deformed human crania and entire or
partial horse burials in a grave or in the cemetery dump.

Concerning the research from the 19th and the
20th c., there are no sex assessments or precise age estima-
tions of interred persons. Sometimes it is stated that a given
grave belonged to a woman or a child. In such cases, how-
ever, it is not said that such an assessment was made based
on anthropological analysis. By means of checking data on
elements of grave furnishings that were found, one can
assume that previous researchers made their assumptions
based on found artefacts, especially jewellery, balsamaria
and other finds, which in the researchers’ opinion could be
related to a specific sex.

It can be therefore clearly seen that the majority of
graves cannot give us answers to many questions which are
obvious for the present-day researcher. Dating is a separate
issue. How many graves (and on what grounds) may be
dated into the Roman Period, which is significant for the
undertaken analysis? Many artefacts which are found were
not prone to sufficiently quick changes of their forms and
ornaments, while others can stay in circulation for long
(this particularly concerns coins). The dating proposed by
discoverers and authors of excavation reports was accepted,
as there was no way to verify it. After the analysis of some
thousands of grave descriptions, it can be said that the gen-
cral dating based on grave inventories (e.g., to the Roman
Period), usually does not raise doubts.

The municipal necropolis -
location and extent

From the beginning of the existence of Chersonesos,
its necropolis neighboured compact municipal buildings.
Fortifications were the borderline between the world of the
living and the dead.

In the course of time, the necropolis from the Roman
Period occupied a more and more extensive area outside
the city walls, which were delineated yet in the Hellenistic
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Period. The situation was not changed by the fact that an-
other external defensive wall was erected at the turn of the
new era. A considerable part of the outer ward was adapted
for funeral needs. According to Zubar), the domination of
graves from the 1st-2nd ¢ AD near the fortifications and
the prevalence of later and later graves farther off the town
walls testifies to the gradual spatial development of the
necropolis (ZUBAR 1982: 10). A similar phenomenon
was observed by Vejmarn in the case of graves situated on
the slopes of a neighbouring prominence, called “Virgin
Mountain.” At the foot of the mountain there were graves
dated to the 15t c. AD, and the higher toward the moun-
tain’s top, later graves were more and more numerous
(VEJMARN 1977: 8).

Zubar’ considered burials on the eastern coast of
the Karantinnai Buhta (Quarantine Bay) and on the so-
called Rudolf Mountain (situated to the south of the town)
to be concentrations of Roman Period burials which were
situated furthest from the town walls. Based on available
literature, two essential pieces of information concerning
the necropolis of Chersonesos can be found: the fragmen-
ted nature of the recognised area of the necropolis and the
uncertainty with regard to its actual extent.

Burials are not distributed evenly in the area of
the necropolis. The largest concentrations of the Roman
Period graves which were recognised by excavations are sit-
uated in: the outer ward, between Curtains S, 6, 14 and 15
and in front of Turret V; in the foreground of Turret VIII
and Curtains 10-13; in the foreground of Curtain 20 and
farther off along the western coast of the Karantinnai Buhta
(Quarantine Bay); on the northern and eastern slopes of
“Virgin Mountain”; in the vicinity of the cross-shaped
suburban church; on the slopes of Peso¢nai Balka (Sandy
Ravine), in the foreground of the western section of the
city walls (Fig. 1).

Grave inventories

A considerable part of grave inventories accompa-
nying burials of the Roman Period was discussed in the
monograph by Zubar’ (1982). This researcher pays consid-
erable attention to glass and clay vessels, lamps, as well as
beads and bracelets. He also identifies cult (tubular amu-
lets, astragals, small bells) and ritual items (golden overlays
on the mouth and eyes of the dead). The existence of other
categories of furnishings (fibulae, buckles and coins) is
merely mentioned. A later publication by the same author
is mainly devoted to finds of intentionally deformed crania,
horse burials, as well as necklaces and bracelets (ZUBAR’
1987).

In recent years there appeared publications focus-
ing on a group of small finds from graves and the cemetery
dump (KOSTROMICEV 2005; 2011). The mentioned works
analyse elements of Roman military gear (i.a. buckles and
belt fittings). This category of grave goods was examined
based on preserved finds. The problem is, however, that
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Fig. 1. Chersonesos Taurica. General plan (this and all following figures — elaborated by R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski, drawing P. Zakrzewski).
Curtains of town wall are marked with Arabic numerals and turrets are marked with Roman numerals. 1 — Peso¢nai Buhta (Sandy Bay);
2 — Peso¢nai Balka (Sandy Ravine); 3 — Karantinnai Balka (Quarantine Ravine); 4 — Citadel; 5 — Karantinnai Buhta (Quarantine Bay);
6 — Cross-shaped church outside the city walls. Shaded areas (south and east from the town) - investigated part of the cemetery.

Ryc. 1. Chersonez Taurydzki. Plan ogélny. Cyframi arabskimi oznaczono kurtyny muréw miejskich, cyframi rzymskimi — baszty.
1 - Peso¢nad Buhta (Zatoka Piaskowa); 2 — Peso¢naa Balka (Jar Piaskowy); 3 — Karantinnaa Balka (Jar Kwarantann); 4. Cytadela miej-
ska; 5. Karantinnai Buhta (Zatoka Kwarantann); 6 — Kosciél podmiejski na planie krzyza greckiego. Obszar zacieniowany (na potudnie
i wschdd od miasta) — przebadana cze$¢ cmentarzyska.

Puc. 1. Xepconec Taspudeckuit. O6muit maan. Apabckumu nupamu 0603HAUCHB! KyPTHHBI FTOPOACKHX CTCH, @ PUMCKUMU LupamMu —
Gamnn. 1 — ITecounas Gyxra; 2 — [Tecounas 6aska; 3 — Kapantunnas 6asxa; 4 — [opoackas nuraseas; 5 — Kapanrunnas 6yxra; 6 — 3aropoa-
HBII KPeCTOBOKYIOAbHBII xpam; Ha 1or 1 BOCTOK OT ropoaa 3aTeHeHa HCCACAOBaHHAsL 9aCTh HEKPOIIOASL.

for the vast majority of discussed finds (mainly from the re- finds being definitely atypical in local funeral inventories,
search of K.K. Kosctisko-Valtizini¢) there are no data on which may hypothetically be related to burials of Roman
their find places. The present paper is to a great degree bas- soldiers or armed barbarians in the Roman service. Find
ed on published grave descriptions by that researcher. The spots of such atypical artefacts were plotted on the plan of
advantage of these descriptions are attached plans, which the necropolis (Fig. 1). By means of this, one attempts at
indicate a precise find place of each discovery. identifying whether such finds make up any concentrations

In these circumstances the present analysis is first or are distributed in a more or less even manner. In each
of all to discuss more closely and broadly these issues which category it was stated whether a given find came from
were dealt with in a marginal manner in hitherto publica- a single grave or a grave with multiple burials (it is some-
tions. It is meant to supplement them. Therefore, only times indirect information — an assumption that a chamber
afew categories of finds were selected. These are finds which grave contained more than one burial), or was not related
rarely occur in Roman Period graves and thus have usually to a given grave (ic., it came from the earthwork of the
been treated marginally in hitherto analyses. This concerns necropolis).
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The analysis includes the following groups of finds:
Tombstones with Latin inscriptions;
Tombstones with Greek inscriptions;
Sarcophagi and sarcophagus-like ossuaries;
Roman coins, including issues of provincial towns and coins
of Bosporan kings;
Weaponry and military equipment;
Intentionally deformed crania;
Horse burials and separate finds of elements of horse-
-harness;

Tombstones

So far, we do not have a separate monographic
study on Roman Period tombstones from Chersonesos. In
publications of results of field investigations this category
of finds has rarely received more attention. It is only in ex-
ceptional cases that a description is accompanied with an
illustration (KOSCUSKO-VALUZINIC 1894: 103, fig. 60;
1902: 104, fig. 52; 1905: 92, fig. 44; 1906: 93, ﬁg. 42;
1907: 116, fig. 16; REPNIKOV 1927: 164, fig. 21, 186, figs.
5-57; ZUBAR, SEVCENKO, LIPAVSKIJ 1990: fig. 12:1). In the
monograph of the necropolis the issue of tombstones was
omitted (ZUBAR' 1982). However, a considerable part of
them was published in corpora of inscriptions; this, for ob-
vious reasons, concerns tombstones with inscriptions only,
and quite often sole inscriptions were published (IOSPE I
SOLOMONIK 1964; 1973; 1983a). The most complete catalo-
gue of tombstones was published in a monograph concern-
ing the sculpture from Chersonesos (IvaNova 1976). This
work obviously puts most stress on the sculptural decora-
tion of finds, among which tombstones and sarcophagi are
merely two out of several categories.

Tombstones with Latin inscriptions

(Fig. 2)

Finds of tombstones with Latin inscriptions occur
in two distant concentrations usually in secondary usage.
The smaller group is distributed just beyond the south-
-western defences of the town. The larger concentration en-
compasses the area on the south-eastern side of Chersonesos.
Finds of this group come not only from outside the fortifi-
cations, but also from the area of the citadel, the so-called
“harbour quarter” and from the outer ward in front of
Curtains 16-19. Apart from that, individual finds were dis-
covered in the vicinity of the cross-shaped suburban church
and between this building and the KarantinnaiA Buhta
(Quarantine Bay).

The concentration close to the citadel should per-
haps be augmented with part of unidentified fragments of
Latin inscriptions, which due to their find places may con-
stitute remains of other tombstones with Latin inscriptions.

The finds from the territory of the necropolis, i.c.,
from the foreground of Turret VIII, Curtains 10-12, as
well as Turret XVII and Curtain 20 (Fig. 1), scem to be
closest to the place where they were originally erected.
Tombstones from the area of the citadel, the “harbour
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quarter” and the nearby part of the outer ward were pos-
sibly also erected in this part of the cemetery. This is even
more probable, as there are no Roman Period burials in the
foreground of Curtains 16-19. On the other hand, only
two graves (1013 and 1014) were found in the outer wards,
near the gate in Curtain 16. The location of most mention-
ed finds near the line of the fortifications may testify to the
fact that they were previously used for repairs of the walls.
This assumption is confirmed by a discovery of a tombstone
of freedmen in the wall of Curtain 20 (IOSPE I? 562). One
should assume that fragments of inscriptions which were
discovered near Curtains 25-26 were deposited there for
similar reasons. A considerable part of Latin tombstones
comes from the graves of soldiers. Within both mentioned
concentrations of finds of Latin inscriptions, the spatial
range of such tombstones is smaller than the range of oc-
currence of other tombstones and fragments with uniden-
tified inscriptions. To the south of the town, the tombstones
of soldiers are grouped in the foreground of Turret VIII and
Curtains 10-11 (Fig. 1), while in the south-ecastern part of
the town they are distributed in the foreground of Curtain
20 and in the area of the citadel and the outer ward.

The distribution of finds of the tombstones of
Roman soldiers in the territory of the necropolis does not
display any regularities with regard to the pertinence of
the interred to different military units. In both mentioned
concentrations of finds there are tombstones of legionaries,
as well as soldiers of auxiliary units and seamen of the fleet.
As arule, they are accompanied by tombstones of civilians,
including members of families and servants.

Among finds which reach far beyond the discussed
range, one is to mention two military tombstones — one of
them was discovered near the “Uvarovskad” Basilica and
the other was found in the cross-shaped suburban church.
Both found their way to these locations in all probability
during the construction or repair of the churches, i.e., in the
Middle Ages. Two other finds of Latin tombstones, known
from the areas of the necropolis which are at a considerable
distance from the citadel, do not belong to the group of
military tombstones.

To sum up all these data, one is to propose that
almost all tombstones with Latin inscriptions, including
military ones, were probably erected in two sectors of the
municipal necropolis, namely in the foreground of Turret
VIII and Curtains 10-11 and Curtain 20 (Fig. 1).

Tombstones with Greek inscriptions

(Fig. 3)

Analogously to tombstones with Latin inscriptions,
also in this group the finds discovered in a context suggest-
ing their secondary use are dominant. Their majority was
discovered in the direct vicinity of the fortifications of the
citadel or in the structure of the defensive wall (IOSPE I%;
516a, 530, 532; SOLOMONIK 1978: no. 8). Tombstones with
Greek inscriptions can also be frequently found in the ter-
ritory of the town.
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Fig. 2. Chersonesos Taurica. Municipal cemeteries. Distribution of finds of Latin

funeral inscriptions (® certain location; O approximate location).

Ryc. 2. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Rozmieszczenie znalezisk
tacinskich inskrypcji nagrobnych (@ lokalizacja pewna; O lokalizacja przyblizona).

Puc. 2. Xepconec Taspuueckuii. [opoackoit Hekporoas. PasmereHne HaxoAOK Haa-
rpo6uil ¢ AQTMHCKMMH HAaAIHCAMH (® TOuHas AOKaamsauus; O npubAHBUTEAbHAST

AOKAAU3AIIUA).

Inscriptions published in:

SOLOMONIK = SOLOMONIK 1964 (nos. 1-108); 1973 (nos. 109-198)

1. SOLOMONIK 24; 2. IOSPE I* 548 = SOLOMONIK 14; 3. IOSPE I* 547 =
SOLOMONIK 20; 4. IOSPE I* 556 = SOLOMONIK 34; 5. IOSPE I* 558 = SOLOMONIK
44; 6. IOSPE I* 554; 7. IOSPE I* 560 = SoLOMONIK 17; 8. IOSPE I* 559 =
SOLOMONIK 17; 9. IOSPE I 566 = SOLOMONIK 42; 10. IOSPE I* 661 = SOLOMONIK
43; 11. IOSPE I* 571 = SOLOMONIK 36; 12. IOSPE I” 568 = SOLOMONIK 38;

13. IOSPE I* 569 = SOLOMONIK 27; 14. IOSPE I* 556 = SOLOMONIK 34; 15. SOLOMONIK 28; 16. IOSPE I* 563 = SOLOMONIK 45; 17.
IOSPE I? 564 = SOLOMONIK 22; 18. IOSPE I* 557 = SOLOMONIK 41; 19. IOSPE I* 630 = SOLOMONIK 53b; 20. SOLOMONIK 63 =
SOLOMONIK 1983: no. 30; 21. SOLOMONIK 53a; 22. SOLOMONIK 26; 23. ZUBAR, ANTONOVA 1996; 24. SOLOMONIK 40; 25. IOSPE I* 565
= SOLOMONIK 25; 26. SOLOMONIK 18; 27 IOSPE I* 561 = SOLOMONIK 46; 28. IOSPE I” 562 = SOLOMONIK 13; 29. IOSPE I” 548 =
SOLOMONIK 14; 30. TUROVSKIJ, FILIPPENKO 1996; 31. IOSPE I? 553 = SOLOMONIK 33; 32. IOSPE I? 552 = SOLOMONIK 32; 33. IOSPE
I* 572 = SOLOMONIK 12; 34. IOSPE I” 508 = SOLOMONIK 23; 35. IOSPE I* 555 = SOLOMONIK 19; 36. IOSPE I” 731 = SOLOMONIK 53c;
37.10SPE I* 750 = SOLOMONIK 47; 38. IOSPE I* 550 = SOLOMONIK 29; 39. IOSPE I* 567 = SOLOMONIK 15.

Among these found in the necropolis, there are
two concentrations, as in the previous group: near the
Karantinnai Buhta (Quarantine Bay) close to the citadel and
in the foreground of the south-western part of the fortifica-
tions. The ranges of these concentrations, however, slightly
differ from analogous concentrations of Latin inscribed
tombstones. Near the Karantinnai Buhta (Quarantine Bay)
the latter seem to be grouped much closer to the walls of
the citadel. Farther off towards the cross-shaped suburban
church, they demonstrate a more or less even dispersion. In
the foreground of the south-western section of the fortifi-
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cations, the range of tombstones with Greek inscriptions
seems to be shifted towards Turret XII and the neigh-
bouring gate in Curtain 14. In contrast to that, the range of
tombstones with Latin inscriptions extends farther off to-
wards Turret VIIL

The presence of tombstones with Greek inscrip-
tions to the west of the town as well, on the slopes of
Peso¢nad Balka (Sandy Ravine), strengthens the impression
that in the scale of the entire necropolis these tombstones
are distributed in a more even way than tombstones with
Latin inscriptions.
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Fig. 3. Chersonesos Taurica. Municipal cemeteries. Distribution
of finds of Greek funeral inscriptions (® certain location; O ap-
proximate location).

Ryc. 3. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Rozmiesz-
czenie znalezisk greckich inskrypcji nagrobnych (e lokalizacja
pewna; O lokalizacja przyblizona).

Puc. 3. Xepconec Taspuueckuit. [opopckoit Hexponoas. Pasme-
LIeHUE HAXOAOK HAATPOGHIL ¢ TPedecKnMHU HaATHCAMH (@ TOYHas
Aokaauzanus; O npuOAUSUTEAbHAS AOKAAUBALI).

Inscriptions published in:
SOLOMONIK = SOLOMONIK 1964 (nos. 1-108); 1973 (nos. 109—

198)
1. SOLOMONIK 58; 2. SOLOMONIK 186; 3. IOSPE I* 459;
56° 4. TOSPE I? 501; 5. IOSPE I? 537; 6. IOSPE I* 456; 7. IOSPE I?

471; 8. IOSPE I* 478; 9. IOSPE IV 110; 10. IOSPE I* 513;
11. IOSPE I* 103; 12. IOSPE I* 465; 13. IOSPE I* 528;
57 14. IOSPE I* 485; 15. SOLOMONIK 45; 16. VINOGRADOV 1996:
no. 8; 17. IOSPE I* 503; 18. IOSPE I* 479; 19. IOSPE I* 717;
0 20. IOSPE I* 538; 21. IOSPE I* 533; 22. IOSPE I* 472;

& 23. IOSPE I* 491; 24. SOLOMONIK 184; 25. KADEEV 1985;

- 60 26. SOLOMONIK 1983b: no. 14; 27. SOLOMONIK 53; 28. SOLO-
MONIK 57; 29. SOLOMONIK 1983b: no. 12; 30. SOLOMONIK 52;

@ 31. IOSPE IV 114; 32. IOSPE I* 464; 33. IOSPE I* 535; 34.

IOSPE I* 458; 35. IOSPE I* 460; 36. SOLOMONIK 1983a: no. 11;
37. IOSPE I? 516b; 38. SOLOMONIK 1978: no. 7; 39. IOSPE I*

500; 40. IOSPE I* 532; 41. IOSPE I* 518; 42. SOLOMONIK 1978:
no. 8; 43. IOSPE I” 530; 44. IOSPE I* 543; 45. IOSPE I” 516a; 46. IOSPE I* 529; 47. IOSPE IV 102; 48. IOSPE I* 462; 49. IOSPE I*
490; 50. IOSPE I” 534; S1. IOSPE I* 545; 52. IOSPE I* 544; 53. IOSPE I? 461; 54. IOSPE I” 515; 55. IOSPE I* 542; 56. SOLOMONIK
183; 57. SOLOMONIK 56; 58. SOLOMONIK 46; 59. IOSPE I* 539; 60. IOSPE I* 536.
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Fig. 4. Chersonesos Taurica. Municipal cemeteries. Location of finds of sarcophagi
(a certain; A approximate) and ossuaries (® certain; O approximate). Grave 20 - os-
suarium; Grave 321 - sarcophagi; Grave 326 — sarcophagus; Grave 435 — sarcophagus;
Grave 1456 — sarcophagi; Grave 1649 — ossuarium; Grave 2079 — sarcophagus; Grave

2399 — ossuarium; Grave 2660 — sarcophagus.

Ryc. 4. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Lokalizacja znalezisk
sarkofagéw (A pewna; A przyblizona) oraz ossuariéw (® pewna; O przyblizona).

Puc. 4. Xepconec Taspuueckuil. [OpoAcKo#l HeKpomoAb. AOKaAU3aLHsl HAXOAOK
capkodaros (A TO4Has AOKaAMsaLus; A NPUOAUBUTEABHAS AOKAAM3ALHSA) U OCCya-

pues (® TouHas AoxaAmzarus; O HPI/I6AI/I3HTCAI>H3H AOKAAU3AIIUA).

Sarcophagi and ossuaries (Fig. 4)

Finds of sarcophagi have been mentioned since the
systematic examinations of Chersonesos began. These finds
could exclusively fulfil the function of a coffin and could be
located in a closed grave chamber, as in the case of a stone
sarcophagus from Grave 1013. Some of them, however, com-
bined the functions of a coffin, a tomb and a tombstone
and as such were erected on the surface of the ground in the
territory of the necropolis. Other finds of sarcophagi from
the territory of the necropolis perhaps belong to the latter
category. Two of them (referred to as Graves 321 and 435
in research reports) were found in the direct vicinity of the
southern part of defensive walls. In the same part of the
necropolis one more sarcophagus was discovered (Grave
326). Concerning the remaining two sarcophagi (Graves
1456 and 2079), one was situated near the cross-shaped
suburban church and was secondarily used for burial needs
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in the Middle Ages, while the other was discovered in the
foreground of Curtain 20 (Fig. 1).

In the case of the sarcophagus — Grave 1456 there
is no data on the original burial and the location in the
Roman Period. No traces of a body and furnishings were
found in the sarcophagus — Grave 453, cither. It was the
only one with a preserved plate. In the remaining sarcoph-
agi burials and accompanying items were found. In the
sarcophagus — Grave 326 remains of a child, terracotta fig-
urines and gold applications were discovered, while in the
sarcophagus — Grave 2079 two persons were buried. Items
which were discovered with them included i.a. two metal
spangles with impressions of Roman coins and a silver ring
with a gem. Although no remains of a burial were found in
the sarcophagus — Grave 321, grave furnishings were dis-
covered, i.c., a clay lamp, a glass flask and a bronze buckle.

With regard to the five sarcophagi which were
discussed above and were found in the territory of the
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necropolis, we have no detailed data concerning the mate-
rial they were made of. These sarcophagi are referred to as
made of stone, which rather implies limestone than marble.
Excavation reports contain no mentions on the ornamenta-
tion of their surface.

Concise descriptions leave some doubt whether
these finds were correctly identified as sarcophagi-graves.
In case they were unornamented limestone chests, they did
not need to be originally exhibited on the surface of the
necropolis.

In relevant literature there are no mentions of other
cases of discoveries of sarcophagi which were preserved
completely. There is, however, a series of marble fragments
with sculptural ornamentation. The nature of this ornamen-
tation makes it possible that these fragments come from
sarcophagi. Concerning these finds, it can be assumed with
a greater degree of probability that we have to do with frag-
ments of sarcophagi which were intended as free-standing
ones and were a kind of tombs.

Regrettably, it is not possible to give a precise num-
ber of such objects in the necropolis of Chersonesos in the
Roman Period or much less their distribution. So far, only
one fragment of a relief-ornamented lateral wall of a sar-
cophagus has been found in the area of the necropolis
(IVANOVA 1976: cat. no. 468). It was situated in the lining
of Grave 2660, which was discovered in 1908 in the fore-
ground of Curtain 20 (REPNIKOV 1927: 164, fig. 21). The
remaining larger fragments of plates with preserved sculp-
tural ornamentation were discovered outside the necropo-
lis. They were situated in a church exposed by G.D. Belov,
which is known as the “1935 Basilica.” Having been
turned with their reliefs down, they fulfilled the role of
paving tiles in the main nave of the temple (BELOV 1938:
38-72).

It is worth underlining that in the catalogue of
ancient sculpture of Chersonesos, apart from 85 marble
fragments considered as coming from sarcophagi, there is
a numerous group of small pieces, which may also come
from sculptured sarcophagi chests.

In the necropolis of Chersonesos, cremated human
remains were put into the graves in urns. The urns were most
often pottery vessels, either made especially for this purpose
or used in daily life — the latter were first of all pitchers. Of
exceptional character are urns made of lead, as well as os-
suaries of limestone (Grave 23) and of marble (Graves 1649
and 2399). The reports inform us about one more ossuary
discovered within the borders of the necropolis, but outside
recorded graves. Ossuaries in graves were found in the muni-

> As it was first of all Roman coins that were analysed, we applied
a chronological division based on the rule of subsequent Imperial
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cipal cemetery within the borders of the same concentra-
tions as it is the case with the aforementioned sarcophagi.

Graves with finds of identified
coins (Figs. 5-11)

According to the ancient custom of placing coins in
the mouths of the deceased, coins from Chersonesos graves
with inhumation burials were most often found (45 rec-
orded cases) near the heads (cf. ZUBAR' 1982: 106-108).

From among the large collection of numismatic
finds from the territory of the necropolis, the major part
cannot be included into the present analysis. The reason for
it is the fact that there is no way to identify them basing on
published descriptions only. Terms used by authors of the
reports hardly make it possible to precisely and credibly
identify these finds. Sometimes we only learn in what town
a given coin was minted; in other cases, we are informed
that it is a Roman coin, but without a way to indentify the
ruler who is depicted on it, or even from what century it
comes. A considerable group of mainly Chersonesos coins
from the Roman Period was described with the use of
plates published in the catalogue by P.O. Buratkov (1884)
only. A correct identification of individual entries in this
catalogue with types identified by V.A. Anohin in his
monograph of Chersonesos mintage is highly problematic
(ANOHIN 1977). For this reason almost all coins belonging
to this group were considered as having no precise identifi-
cation. Coins with an identified person of the issuer or with
aknown date of issue (exact to a decade) were considered as
relatively safely identified. This group first of all included
coins of Roman and Byzantine emperors and Bosporan rul-
ers, as well as individual specimens of issues of Chersonesos.
According to the principles which were adapted for the
needs of the present analysis, this limited assemblage was
divided into finds from graves with single burials, with
multiple burials and non-grave finds (stray finds). In the
first case, it was only the latest coins that were taken into
consideration, as it was assumed that other coins do not
provide dating for burials and most probably for graves
themselves, either. In the other case, all finds were included,
as it was assumed that as an assemblage they provided us
with some idea about the chronological framework within
which a given tomb was used. Furthermore, in individual
cases they can possibly suggest a date for a given burial. The
third group is considered only as auxiliary one when deal-
ing with the two previous ones.

Within a division into chronological periods, the dis-
tribution of graves with numismatic finds is the following:*

dynasties whose representatives were the issuers of the majority of
discussed coins.
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Fig. 5. Chersonesos Taurica. Municipal cemeteries. Finds of Roman coins from the
Julio-Claudian and the Flavian Periods (@ in single burials; A in multiple burials;
v in the cemetery dump). Grave 121 — Vespasian; Grave 250 — Chersonesos; Grave
258 — Chersonesos; Grave 599 — Chersonesos; Grave 748 — Kotys I; Grave 785 —
Kotys I; Grave 1013 — Titus; Grave 1470 — Chersonesos; Grave 2139 — Chersonesos;
Grave 2143 — Vespasian; Grave 20/1914 — Chersonesos; Grave 12/1937 — Titus;
Grave 14/1937 — Chersonesos; Grave 2/1975 — Chersonesos; Grave 4/1975 —
Chersonesos; In the cemetery dump: A — Kotys I; B — Claudius/Agrippina;
C — Nero; D — Vespasian; E — Titus.

Ryc. 5. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Znaleziska monet rzymskich
z okresu julijsko-klaudyjskiego i flawijskiego (® w grobach jednopochéwkowych;
A w grobach wiclopochéwkowych; v w nasypie cmentarzyska).

Puc. 5. Xepconec Taspuueckuii. [opoackoit nekponoas. Haxopxu pumckux moner
H0AMAHCKO-KAABAMIICKOTO 1 $AABUICKOTO MEPHOAOB (@ B OAMHOYHBIX 3aXOPOHEHHSX;

A B KOAACKTHBHBIX 3aXOPOHCHUSX; V B MOTHABHOM HaCbIHI/I).

The Julio-Claudian and the Flavian
Period (Fig. 5)

From this period there are few graves with finds of
identified coins. Chersonesos coins from graves with single
and multiple burials are grouped to the west of the town on
the slopes of Peso¢nad Balka (Sandy Ravine). On the other
hand, Bosporan coins occur only to the east and the south of
the town, including the foreground of Curtain 20 (Fig. 1).
In the case of Imperial issues, we have to do with their dis-
persion in different parts of the necropolis. Only if one
takes stray finds into consideration, one can speak of one
concentration (perhaps a significant one), namely in the
foreground of Turret XVII and Curtain 20. Only one coin
comes from the Julio-Claudian Period, i.e., a contextless
coin of Nero. In the cemetery dump, near Curtain 20, one
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of coins of Vespasian was found. Concerning the next two
coins of this ruler, one comes from a multiple burial grave
(2143), while the other (very worn out) from a single burial
grave. Among three coins of Titus, only one (from the sin-
gle burial Grave 12/1937) can be taken into consideration
as a time-marker. The next one was found in the multiple
burial Tomb 1013 in the outer ward in front of Curtain 16.
The grave is dated to the 15t=3td ¢, AD. The last coin of
Titus comes from the cemetery dump near the Karantinna4
Buhta (Quarantine Bay). All three coins of Titus were found
within ca. 100 m from the citadel. The distribution of coins
of Vespasian is completely different. In their case one can
rather speak of an even distribution in different parts of the
necropolis. The area to the west of the town is exceptional,
as there are no finds of Roman coins from the period in
question there.
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Fig. 6. Chersonesos Taurica. Municipal cemeteries. Finds of Roman coins from the
Antonine Period (@ in single burials of women or children; O in single burials of men
and in graves with no furnishings; 4 in multiple burial graves; v in the cemetery
dump). Grave 4/1890 — Bosphorus; Grave 24 — Marcus Aurelius; Grave 27 — Marcus
Aurelius; Grave 69 — Marcus Aurelius; Grave 190 — Bosphorus; Grave 201 —
Hadrian; Grave 268 — Bosphorus; Grave 451 — Hadrian; Grave 610 — Antoninus
Pius; Grave 1204 — Hadrian; Grave 2055 — Trajan; Grave 2086 - Hadrian; Grave
2402 — Hadrian; Grave 2573 — Faustina I/1I; Grave 2684 — Antoninus Pius; Grave
19/1909 — Hadrian; Grave 22/1909 — Antoninus Pius; Grave 26/1909 — Antoninus
Pius; Grave 37/1909 — Antoninus Pius; Grave 40/1909 — Marcus Aurelius; Grave
86/1910 — Antoninus Pius; Grave 106/1910 — Commodus; Grave 217/1910 —
Trajan/Hadrian; Grave 2/1975 — Trajan; In the cemetery dump: F — Antoninus Pius;
G - Trajan; H - Faustina I/I1.

Ryc. 6. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Znaleziska monet rzymskich z okresu Antoninéw (@ w grobach jednopo-
chéwkowych kobiet lub dzieci; O w grobach jednopochéwkowych mezezyzn oraz w grobach bez wyposazenia; A w grobach wielo-
pochowkowych; v w nasypie cmentarzyska).

Puc. 6 XCPCOHCC TaBPM‘{CCKI/Iﬁ. rOpOACKOﬁ HCKPOI‘IOAI:. HQ_XOAKI/I pI/IMCKI/IX MOHCT BPCMCHI/I AHTOHUHOB (‘ B OAMHOYHBIX 32.XOPOHC-
HHUAX )KCHIIWH UAU ACTCﬂ; OB OAWHOYHBIX BQ_XOPOHI/ISIX MY>KYHH, a TaKXKC HOI‘PC6CHI/I${X 663 COHPOBOAI/ITCABHOI‘O I/IHBCHTB.PSI; A B KOAACK-
THBHBIX 3aXOPOHCHH5{X; ¥V B MOTMABHOU HaCbIHI/I).

The Antonine Period (Fig. 6)

Marcus Aurelius definitely dominate. It seems of interest
that graves with finds of coins of Antoninus Pius make up

Finds of issues of Traian and Hadrian are distribut- a close group in the direct vicinity of the citadel, i.c., in the

ed relatively evenly within the entire necropolis. However,
there are no coins of Traian among issues which provide dates
for single burial graves. On the other hand, they are found
in multiple burial graves, including Grave 217/1910, where
a coin of Hadrian was also found. Later issues are in general
terms exclusively coins of Antoninus Pius, Marcus Aurelius,
Faustina the Elder and Faustina the Younger. The only ex-
ception is a coin of Commodus in the multiple burial Grave
106/1910 near the citadel. Coins of Antoninus Pius and
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foreground of Turret XVII and Curtain 20. We find them as
time-markers both in single burial graves, in multiple burial
graves and outside graves. The only exception is a coin in
the multiple burial Grave 610 in the outer ward in front of
Turret V. Coins of Marcus Aurelius are distributed in a dif-
ferent way. We find them solely in single burial graves and
almost exclusively in the foreground of the walls in the sec-
tion between Curtain 10 and Curtain 23. Grave 40/1909
in the foreground of Turret XVII is an exception. Bosporan
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Fig. 7. Chersonesos Taurica. Municipal cemeteries. Finds of Roman coins from the
Severan Period (@ in single burials of women or children; O in single burials of men;
4 in multiple burials; v in the cemetery dump). Grave 3 - Caracalla; Grave 116 -
Kotys III; Grave 203 - Severus Alexander; Grave 229 — Caracalla; Grave 232 —
Severus Alexander; Grave 241 — Caracalla; Grave 257 — Julia ...;
Caracalla; Grave 332 — Severus Alexander; Grave 339 — Julia Maesa; Grave 362 —
Septimius Severus; Grave 368 — Caracalla; Grave 350 — Caracalla; Grave 390 -
Rhescuporis IV; Grave 401 — Severus Alexander; Grave 406 — Severus Alexander;
Grave 452 — Severus Alexander; Grave 641 - Julia Domna; Grave 1170 — Severus
Alexander; Grave 1204 - Caracalla; Grave 1665 - Julia Domna; Caracalla;
Elagabalus; Grave 2055 — Caracalla; Grave 2092 — Rhescuporis III; Grave 2087 —
Rhescuporis III; Grave 2097 — Rhescuporis I1I; Grave 2109 — Caracalla; Grave 2118
— Rhescuporis III; Grave 2137 — Caracalla; Grave 2154 - Julia Domna; Grave 2158
— Septimius Severus; Grave 2286 — Geta; Grave 2684 — Geta; Grave 2791 — Geta;
Julia Domna; Rhescuporis III; Grave 1716 — Sauromates II; Grave 1960 —
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Sauromates II; Grave 242/1910 — Caracalla; Grave 4/1975 — Geta; In the cemetery dump: [, J - Caracalla.

Ryc. 7. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Znaleziska monet rzymskich z okresu Seweréw (@ w grobach jednopochéwkowych
kobiet lub dzieci; © w grobach jednopochéwkowych mezezyzn; A w grobach wiclopochéwkowych; v w nasypie cmentarzyska).

Puc. 7. Xepconec Tappuueckuii. Topoackoit Hekponoas. Haxoaku pumckux moner Bpemenn CeBepos (@ B OAMHOYHBIX 3aXOPOHEHHUSAX
JKCHIMH AU ACTeH; O B OAMHOYHDIX 3aXOPOHHSX MYXUHH; A B KOAACKTUBHBIX 3aXOPOHCHHSX ¥ B MOTHABHOI HACDIIIN).

coins of the period in question are present only in three
single burial graves. Two of these graves (190 and 268) are
located in the foreground of Curtains 10-11, at some
distance from the concentration of coins of Marcus
Aurelius. One Bosporan coin was found in a grave situated
quite far from the town between “Virgin Mountain” and
the suburban cross-shaped church.

As regards the sex of the dead, it can be assumed
only based on furnishings in single burial graves. Burials
of women and children from the Antonine Period can be
found much more often in the northern part of the necro-
polis. Graves of men and burials with no furnishing domi-
nate near the citadel.

The Severan Period (Fig. 7)

Only two coins of Septimius Severus were found
in the necropolis: in the single burial Grave 362 and in the
multiple burial Grave 2159. Furthermore, four specimens of
the issues of Geta were found. Roman coins of the Severan
Period are first of all issues of emperors from Caracalla to
Severus Alexander, including those with images of women
belonging to the ruling house. In numerous cases, however,
it was not recorded which of the ladies called Julia was de-
picted on the coin. Most coins are issues of Caracalla and
Severus Alexander. In the multiple burial Grave 2055 a coin
of Heliogabal was found.
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Fig. 8. Chersonesos Taurica. Municipal cemeteries. Finds of Roman coins —
Maximinus Thrax — Probus (@ in single burials of women or children; O in single
burials of men; A in multiple burials; v in the cemetery dump). Grave 33 -
Ininthiamaios; Grave 64 — Claudius IT; Grave 107 — Probus; Grave 158 — Gallienus;
Grave 174 — Ortacilla Severa; Grave 193 — Gordian III; Grave 194 — Probus; Grave
214 — Gordian I1I; Grave 251 — Gordian I1I; Grave 258 — Trebonianus; Grave 272 —
Maximinus Thrax; Grave 275 — Gordian III; Grave 345 — Maximinus Thrax; Grave
354 — Aurelian; Grave 402 — Maximinus Thrax; Grave 403 — Gordian III; Grave 429
— Claudius II; Grave 437 — Decius; Grave 451 — Gordian III; Grave 461 — Philip [;
Grave 537 — Philip II; Grave 576 — Maximinus Thrax; Grave 785 — Gordian III;
Grave 1095 - Decius; Grave 1170 — Gordian III; Grave 1173 — Pharsanses;
Grave 1449 — Maximinus Thrax; Grave 1465 — Philip II; Grave 1665 — Gordian III;
Philip I; Grave 1204 — Philip II; Grave 2139 - Gordian III; Grave 2265 -

Gordian III; Grave 2283 — Gordian III; Grave 2286 — Gordian III; Grave 2684 — Gordian III; Grave 217/1910 — Gordian I1I;
Grave 242/1910 — Gordian III; Grave s3/1937 — Aurelian; In the cemetery dump: K — Philip II; L — Decius; M — Aurelian; N — Probus;

O - Gordian III; P - Rheskuporis V; R - Philip IL

Ryc. 8. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Znaleziska monet rzymskich — okres od Maksymina Traka do Probusa (@ w grobach
jednopochéwkowych kobiet lub dzieci; O w grobach jednopochéwkowych mezczyzn; A w grobach wielopochowkowych; v w nasypie

cmentarzyska).

Puc. 8. Xepconec Taspuucckuii. T'opoackoit Hekpormoas. Haxoakn pumckux moHer — mepuop or Maxcnmusna Tpaka ao ITpoGyca
(® B OAMHOYHBIX 3aXOPOHEHHSX XXCHIIUH HAM AcTeil; O B OAMHOYHDBIX 3aXOPOHMSX MY)KYHH; A B KOAACKTHBHBIX 3aXOPOHCHHSIX;

¥ B MOTUABHOM HACHITIH).

Single burial graves with Roman coins from the
Severan Period can be found only in the foreground of Turret
VIII and Curtains 10 and 11. In other parts of the necro-
polis graves of this type exclusively contain coins of Bosporan
rulers: Sauromates II (Graves 1716 and 1960 near the
citadel) and Rhescuporis I1I (Graves 2092 and 2097 to the
south from the cross-shaped suburban church). Coins of
Rhescuporis III can also be found in multiple burial graves
(Graves 2118 and 2087) in the same part of the necropolis.

Roman coins in multiple burial graves can be first
of all found near the Karantinnai Buhta (Quarantine Bay)
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in the closer and the farther foreground of Curtain 20. It
was there that almost all specimens of coins of Geta were
found (Graves 2791, 2684, 2286). Issues of this ruler have
been found exclusively in multiple burial graves. Issues of
Caracalla are distributed in the most homogencous way in
the scale of the necropolis. In its southern part they mainly
occur in single burial graves while in other cases they are found
in multiple burial graves. Coins of Severus Alexander are
present in both types of graves and they are mainly con-
centrated in the foreground of Turret VIII and Curtains 10
and 11.
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Ryc. 9. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Znaleziska monet rzymskich
z okresu tetrarchii (® w grobach jednopochéwkowych; o w grobach wielopochéw-

kowych; v w nasypie cmentarzyska).

Puc. 9. Xepconec Taspuueckuit. Topoackoit nekpornoas. Haxoakn pumckux MoHer @
IIepPHOAA TeTPApXUH (® B OAMHOUHBIX 3aXOPOHCHHUAX; A B KOAACKTHBHBIX 3aXOPOHe-

HUAX; VB MOTHABHOU HaCbIl'II/I).

The period from Maximinus Thrax
to Probus (Fig. 8)

In this period the number of finds of Roman coins
in the territory of the necropolis decreases. Most speci-
mens are coins minted during the rule of Maximinus and
Gordian III, while those from the period of Philip Arab are
much less numerous. With the exception of coins of Probus,
issues of later rulers are represented in the municipal cem-
etery by single coins of each emperor. The same observation
also applies to Bosporan issues.

Single burial graves in this period are also group-
ed in the foreground of Turret VIII and Curtains 10-13
(Fig. 1). An exception is Grave 576 in the outer ward near
Turret V, in which a coin of Maximinus was found. In this
group of graves, apart from issues of Maximinus (Graves
272 and 345), Gordian III (Graves 193, 214, 251, 275 and
403) and Probus (Graves 107 and 194), there are also in-
dividual graves which are dated by issues of Philip the Arab
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(Grave 461), Otacilia Severa (Grave 174), Philip II (Grave
537), Decius (Grave 437), Gallienus (Grave 158), Claudius
II (Grave 64) and Aurelian (Grave 354). In the periphery of
this group there is Grave 33 with a coin of Ininthimeus,
King of Bosporus. In multiple burial graves in the same part
of the necropolis, single coins of Maximinus (Grave 402),
Gordian III (Grave 451) and Claudius IT (Grave 429) were
found in the outer ward near Turret V. A majority of the
remaining multiple burial graves is situated in the closer
and the farther foreground of Turret XVII and Curtain 20,
near the Karantinnai Buhta (Quarantine Bay). In as many
as cleven graves coins of Gordian III (Graves 451, 785,
1170, 1665, 2139, 2265, 2283, 2286, 2684, 217/1910, and
242/1910) were found, while only six graves yielded coins
of other rulers, including Philip the Arab (Grave 1665),
Philip IT (Grave 1204), Etruscilla (Grave 1095), Aurelian
(Grave s3/1937) and Pharsanses (Graves 1173 and 2284).
Among finds from three multiple burial graves situated near
the cross-shaped suburban church, coins of Maximinus
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(Grave 1149), Gordian III (Grave 2139) and Philip II
(Grave 1465) were identified.

To sum up, one is to underline the quantitative
domination of graves with finds of coins of the two carliest
emperors, i.e., Maximinus Thrax and Gordian IIL The lack
of issues of Maximinus is also clearly notable in multiple
burial graves on the Karantinnai Buhta (Quarantine Bay),
where at the same time the highest number of coins of
Gordian III was discovered.

The Period of the First Tetrarchy
- to AD 305 (Fig. 9)

In comparison with the previous periods, the num-
ber of graves with identified finds of coins is very small.
Among four coins in single burial graves, three were found
in the foreground of Curtains 10-13 (Fig. 1), including
two Bosporan (Graves 28 and 243) and only one Roman
coin (Grave 131). The fourth known single burial grave
(184/72) was located at the foot of Devi¢a gora (“Virgin
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Fig. 10. Chersonesos Taurica. Municipal cemeteries. Finds of coins referred to as
“Roman” in hitherto publications (O in graves; ® in the cemetery dump).

Ryc. 10. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Znaleziska monet okresla-
nych w publikacjach jako ,,rzymskie” (O w grobach; ® w nasypie cmentarzyska).

Puc. 10. Xepconec Taspuueckuit. Topoackoit Hekponoas. Haxoaxu moner, onpe-
ACAEHHBIX B IMyOAMKALMAX KaK «pUMCKHe» (O B HOrpeGeHHsAX; ® B MOTHABHOM

Mountain”) from the side of the citadel and contained
a Roman coin. In multiple burial graves only Roman coins
were found. This concerns four graves near the citadel in
the foreground of Turret XVII and Curtain 20 (Graves
1095, 1638, 1665, 217/1910) and next four ones to the
south of the cross-shaped suburban church (Graves 1416,
1499, 1568, 1581). The only isolated grave with a Roman
coin from this period was situated in the foreground of
Curtain 10 near Turret VIII (Grave 390). It also seems of
importance that all three specimens of Roman coins from
the Period of the First Tetrarchy which are known from
non-grave contexts are issues of Maximian which were
found in the direct vicinity of the citadel’s fortifications.
Among identified monetary finds, both stray ones
and those coming from graves of the Roman Period, Roman
issues dominated. In graves with unidentified coins, as well
as among unidentified stray finds, there were also numerous
coins which were generally referred to as “Roman” or “colo-
nial” ones. In order to verify the noticed and thoroughly
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analysed irregularity of distribution of graves with coins of
given Roman issues, additional stages of the analysis of dis-
tribution of monetary finds were carried out (Figs. 10, 11).
They demonstrate a dispersion of “Roman” and “colonial”
(i.e., issued by towns in Roman provinces) coins in the ter-
ritory of the necropolis. This analysis testified to the exi-
stence of three separate concentrations of graves and stray
finds of Roman Period coins. The first concentration is
situated in the foreground of Turret VIII and Curtains 10—
13, the second one is in the foreground of Turret XVII and
Curtain 20 (Fig. 1), while the third one is located to the
south of the suburban cross-shaped church. The second
concentration, i.c., the one situated in the vicinity of the

* Although in Roman provinces small nails or soles with such nails
are actually most commonly found in military contexts, we must
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citadel, is the largest one. This concentration gradually de-
clines as one proceeds farther and farther away from the
walls of the citadel, with single burial graves declining much
closer to Curtain 20 than multiple burial graves.

Graves with elements of weaponry
and military equipment

Graves with finds of shoe nails (Fig. 12)

In seven graves in the territory of the necropolis
small nails were found. These were identified by discoverers
as coming from military shoes.” With one exception, these

seriously assume an opportunity of such shoes having been used
by civilians.
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Fig. 12. Chersonesos Taurica. Municipal cemeteries. Distribution of graves with finds
of elements of weaponry and military equipment (® iron nails from sandals in Roman
Period graves; O in graves of uncertain chronology; A swords; v scales and other frag-
ments of body armour).

Ryc. 12. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Rozmieszczenie grobow ze
znaleziskami elementéw uzbrojenia i oporzadzenia wojskowego (® zelazne gwozdzie
od sandatéw w grobach okresu rzymskiego; O w grobach o niepewnym datowaniu;
A miecze; v luski oraz inne fragmenty pancerzy).

Puc. 12. Xepconec Tapuueckuit. 'opoackost nekporoas. Pasmemenue norpeGeHHﬁ
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graves are single burial graves. In the case of Grave 1943 two
burials are testified to. They are, however, situated on dif-
ferent levels and it is known that nails were found in the
burial which was situated lower. One can therefore assume
that also in this case we have to do with a single burial grave,
into which a secondary cut was made. The burial in the cut
should generally be considered a separate single burial grave.
Among discussed graves there were six pit graves and one
box grave, made of roofing tiles. All these graves contained
skeleton burials.

Grave 22/1909 is dated by a coin of Antoninus
Pius. In Graves 15/1909, 9/1937, 27/1984 and 2386, the
dating to the Roman Period is done based on other grave
furnishings, including first of all pottery. Graves 1924 and
2710 did not contain finds which could be used as time-
-markers. Graves 1943 and 1944 raise the greatest doubts.
The first one con-tained a small Hellenistic (?) plate and a
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POBKOIl; A MeYHM; V¥ YCIIYHKHU U MHHBI GParMeHTHI naHunpﬂ).

Chersonesos (?) coin, which was in all probability also
minted in the Hellenistic Period. In the other grave, apart
from a similar plate, there was a box (grave lining) made of
stamped Chersonesos roofing tiles. Building ceramics were
also manufactured in the town in the Hellenistic Period.
Concerning the box construction made of ceramic plates, it
cannot be completely ruled out that it is a secondary burial
in a Hellenistic grave, or carlier roofing tiles were used
for the construction of the Roman Period grave. A similar
situation may have also occurred in the first of the two
aforementioned debatable cases. Regrettably, the laconic
description of the graves does not enable us to dissolve
doubts concerning their chronology.

The number of iron nails found in individual graves
varies. In Grave 1924 there were 69 items, in Grave 2368 —
48, in Grave 9/1937 — 30, in Grave 1944 — 28, and 10 items
were found in Grave 1943. For the remaining graves, there
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Fig. 13. Chersonesos Taurica. Municipal cemeteries. Distribution of finds of inten-
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Ryc. 13. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Rozmieszczenie znalezisk ce-
lowo zdeformowanych czaszek ludzkich (@ w grobach jednopochéwkowych; 4 w gro-

bach wiclopochéwkowych; v w nasypie cmentarzyska).

Puc. 13. Xepconec Taspuueckuii. ['opopckoii Hexpomoab. Pasmernenne HaxoA0K
NpeAHAMEPEHHO AePOPMHPOBAHHBIX YEAOBEUECKUX YePEIOB (® B OAMHOYHBIX 3aX0-
POHEHHSX; A B KOAACKTHBHbIX 3XOPOHCHHUSX; ¥V B MOTHABHOMN HACBIIIH).

is no data concerning the number of nails. The graves be-
longing to this category constitute a compact group near
the citadel, in the foreground of Turret XVII and Curtain
20 (Fig. 1). Grave 27/1984, situated to the west of the
town on the slope of Peso¢naa Balka (Sandy Ravine) is an
exception.

Graves with finds of swords (Fig. 12)
Iron blades, different than “knife blades,” which

frequently appear in research reports, were found in four
graves only (351, 888,2/1909, 1/1910). Grave 888 is a mul-
tiple burial chamber tomb, which was carved in the rock.
The remaining ones are single burial pit graves with inhu-
mation burials. In Grave 888, i.a., an impression of a 3rd ¢,
AD coin was found. It was made in gold foil (Koscusko-
-VALUZINIC 1900: 116-118). In Grave 1/1910 Chersonesos
coins from the period between the mid-27d to the mid-3rd c.

75

were discovered. Grave 2/1909 contained a lamp and a pit-
cher - typical furnishings of Roman Period burials. The only
element of furnishings from Grave 351 was an iron blade,
which was referred to by the discoverer as a “curved sabre”
In Grave 888, apart from a sword, a knife was found, while
“two kinjals” were discovered in Grave 1/1910. Regrettably,
we do not know whether long knives or rather two short
swords were meant. With the exception of Grave 351, which
was situated in the foreground of Turret VII and Curtain
10, the remaining three graves were in the foreground of
Turret XVII and Curtain 20 (Fig. 1). This matches the
range of occurrence of graves with finds of shoe nails.

The grave with remains of a scale armour

(Fig. 12)

In the multiple burial shaft-niche grave (2286)
11 scales with two drilled holes were found. Three scales were
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shell-shaped, while the remaining ones were semicircular.
Other elements of furnishings included: coins of Geta
and Licinius, a gold foil with an impression of a coin of
Gordian III, two amber beads and S buckles, defined as
“Gothic type buckles” (KOSCUSKO-VALUZINIC, SKUBETOV
1911: 54-55). Grave 2286 was situated on the Karantinna
Buhta (Quarantine Bay), but farther from the citadel than
all the graves with finds of sandal nails and of swords.

In this place it is worth mentioning that the author
of the present paper undertook a separate analysis of the
distribution of onion-head fibulae (Zwiebelknopffibeln) in
the necropolis of Chersonesos. The discussion on this subject
has already been published (CHOWANIEC, KARASIEWICZ-
SzczypPIORSKI 2003). Finds of these peculiar fibulae may
be one of proofs for the presence of persons related to the
Roman army in Crimea. The collection of onion-head fib-
ulac from the necropolis comes from a later period than the
categories of finds which are dealt with in this publication.
It is, however, worth underlining the coincidence of places
of occurrence of onion-head fibulae and other determined
categories of finds in the territory of the necropolis of
Chersonesos.

Graves with finds of intentionally
deformed crania (Fig. 13)

According to Zubar), the number of graves with de-
formed crania was 44. The number of finds of crania with
intentionally deformed shapes was even more numerous
and totalled up to 87 (ZUBAR’ 1982: 45). The carliest cases
of this type of burials in the territory of Chersonesos prob-
ably come from as early as the 204 half of the 20d ¢. The
majority of them, however, is dated to the 3rd—4th ¢,
(ZUBAR’ 1982: 45; 1987: 85).

A verification of published data, carried out by the
author of the present analysis, demonstrated 44 graves con-
taining not less than 82 crania and 5 crania were found in
the territory of the necropolis in non-grave contexts. Based
on the verification, there are 22 pit graves, 2 shaft-niche
graves, 2 box graves, including one made of roofing tiles and
18 chamber graves carved in the rock. There were 22 single
burial graves, with almost all of them being pit graves (21)
and one box grave made of roofing tiles (Grave 5). The
remaining ones were multiple burial graves, including all
chamber graves, both carved in the rock and niche ones;
furthermore, there was one box grave (390) and one pit grave
(1960). More than one cranium with traces of intentional
deformation were found in nine graves: two in Graves 48/
1910 and s3/1937 each, three in Graves 23, 343 and 20/
1910 each, six in Grave 1595 and twenty six in Grave 3/
1910. An undefined number of intentionally deformed
crania were found in Graves 1960 and 75/1986.

The issue of dating of single burial graves and bur-
ials in multiple burial graves which belong to the discussed
category provokes many doubts. There were no grave goods
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in 11 single burial graves, one grave contained a coin (uni-
dentified), and one grave with no furnishings had a box
made of roofing tiles of the Hellenistic Period. In the last
case there are no direct arguments which would speak for
an interpretation of the burial as secondary and done in the
Roman Period. Concerning single burial graves which con-
tained furnishings, in two graves (104 and 427) carrings
with garnets were found. They probably come from the
Migration Period. In the multiple burial Grave 620 a buck-
le with a cross motif was deposited near the skeleton
with a deformed cranium. In Grave 75/1986 there was i.a.
afibula dated to the 5th—7th ¢, (FARBE] 1998: 124). In other
multiple burial graves, apart from deformed crania, i.a. coins
were found, whose chronology reaches beyond the 4th ¢, (in
Grave 343 — coins of Arcadius and Theodosius the Great,
in Grave 797 — of Leo I, in Grave 900 — of Theodosius the
Great, in Grave 25/1984 — a coin of Theodosius the Great
and a coin identified as “Roman, of the 4th_sth c”). A “late
Roman” coin was found in Grave 48/1910. The mentioned
elements of grave furnishings raise doubts whether burials
containing deformed crania actually came from the 4th ¢,
at the latest. At the same time there are no grounds to date
the carliest burials belonging to the mentioned group to
a period earlier than the proposed mid-2nd c.

Graves with finds of intentionally deformed crania
are not distributed evenly in the necropolis. Single burial
graves of this group clearly dominate in two concentrations.
The first one is located in the foreground of Turret VIII and
Curtains 10-13, while the other one is situated near the
citadel in the foreground of Turret XVII and Curtain 20.
Multiple burial graves with deformed crania are distributed
outside the latter concentration. Such graves also occur on
the slopes of Peso¢nad Balka (Sandy Ravine) to the west of
the town. One grave was discovered to the south of the sub-
urban cross-shaped church (Grave 1595).

In the case of single burial graves an attempt at
determining the sex of the dead was undertaken, based on
accompanying grave goods. Graves 104, 126, 427, 480
and 485 were considered as in all probability containing
women’s burials. Elements of furnishings which were taken
into consideration included: earrings (Graves 104, 427 and
485), strings of beads (Graves 126 and 480) and bracelets
(Grave 427). Concerning Grave 2588, the author of the
publication defined the buried person as a child (REPNIKOV
1927: 159). This person was equipped with one bronze
bracelet. The remaining burials either do not have any grave
goods at all, or these goods are not characteristic (Grave
2618 - aclay vessel, Grave 5/1937 — a Chersonesos coin of
the period of eleutheria).

All graves which may have contained remains of
women are situated in the foreground of Turret VIII and
Curtains 10-13. Graves with no furnishings dominate near
the citadel.

According to opinio communis, crania which under-
went artificial deformation are related to representatives of
Sarmatian or Alanian tribes (ZUBAR’ 1987: 98).
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Ryc. 14. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Rozmieszczenie grobéw ze
znaleziskami elementéw uprzezy i pochéwkéw koni (@ znaleziska uprzezy w grobach;
4 znaleziska elementéw uprzezy w nasypie cmentarzyska; v pochéwki konskie).
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Horse burials and separate finds
of elements of horse-harness

(Fig. 14)

Published data from the examinations of the ne-
cropolis inform us about 10 horse burials. When this issue
was first discussed in 1987 by Zubar’, he identified 8 burials
only. A majority of them was supposed to come “from the
first centuries of our era” (ZUBAR’ 1987: 98).

Among the mentioned number of graves with re-
mains of horses, two are situated on the slopes of Peso¢na4
Balka (Sandy Ravine) to the west of the town, in the fore-
ground of Curtain 5 (Graves 124/1909 and 141/1910).
A single burial was found in the foreground of Curtain 10
near Turret VIII (Grave 404). Seven remaining ones were
distributed in the foreground of Curtain 20 (Graves 645,
646, 664, 665, 1181, 1650 and 1889). All were discovered
at the distance of up to ca. 100 m from the walls of the cita-

del in the necropolis belt along the shore of the Karantinna
Buhta (Quarantine Bay).

Out of ten analysed cases, it was possible to deter-
mine in two of them that a horse accompanied a human.
Such a situation occurs in Graves 141/1910 (a horse) and
140/1910 (a human), which no doubt make up one double
burial. On the other hand, mixed human and horse bones
were found in Grave 1181.

In Grave 124/1909 and 141/1910, as well as in the
neighbouring human burial (Grave 140/1910), no grave
furnishings were found. Only remains of iron parts of
harness were found with horses buried in Graves 645, 646,
664 and 665. However, the lack of figures in publications
renders their detailed identification and dating impossible.
The case of Grave 1889 is analogous, as it is only in the de-
scription of the grave that two bronze rings are mentioned.
They may have belonged to horse-harness buckles. A small
lamp was found in Grave 1181, which enables us to assume
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with some probability that the horse was buried in the
Roman Period. We know slightly more on the furnishings
from Grave 1650. Apart from two bits and other metal ele-
ments of horse-harness, three large beads of chalcedony
were found. The presence of artefacts made of this material
may imply a Roman Period burial. Grave 404 contained
a bronze bit only (KoSCUSKO-VALUZINIC 1895: 70, fig. 40).
This list makes it evident that even such a general dating as
“the first centuries of our era;” as proposed by Zubar), may
be applied to not more than three horse burials (Graves
1181, 1650, and 404). However, also in their case it seems
safer to apply a broader chronological framework and rath-
er relate them to the entire Roman Period.

Apart from horse burials, Zubar’ also identifies four
graves (Graves 696, 1000, 1416 and 1447) where elements
of horse-harness were found (ZUBAR 1987: 93).

This list should be completed with a find of bronze
clements of harness in the cemetery dumps, near Curtain
20 (Fig. 1). This entire group of finds was identified based
on descriptions without illustrations, which does not al-
low for a verification of identification carried out by K.K.
Kosctisko-ValtiZini¢. In Grave 1000, it concerns two iron
buckles. Their identification as part of horse-harness is only
tentatively proposed by Kosctisko-Valtizini¢ (1900: 130).
The presence of these finds in the grave which did not con-
tain a horse burial raises justified doubts and these artefacts
may have rather been massive buckles which originally be-
longed to dress or equipment of a human. In 1982 Zubar’
mentioned buckles from the entire necropolis, which were
332 in total and came from 182 graves. However, he iden-
tified neither a group of massive buckles, which are men-
tioned by other authors (first of all by Kosctisko-Valtizinic),
nor much less a separate group which was to be remains of
horse-harness (ZUBAR’ 1982: 104-105). In the description
of the next graves (Graves 696 and 1416), Kosctisko-
-ValtiZini¢ also questions the identification of single bronze
rings as parts of horse-harness. On the other hand, he men-
tions two bronze fragments of a bit as furnishings of the
former burial. Only when dealing with Grave 1447, this
researcher identifies two iron buckles as parts of horse-
-harness without any doubt, and he mentions a find of
a belt buckle separately (KOSCUSKO-VALUZINIC 1904: 28).
In the light of these data an identification of items found
in Graves 1416 and 1447 as parts of horse-harness is to be
considered more probable. A correct identification of other
finds may possibly be supported by the fact that they were
found in the zone of the highest concentration of horse
burials, i.c., in the foreground of Curtain 20.

The chronology of discussed finds is a separate is-
sue. Grave 1000 does not contain other finds. On the other
hand, Grave 696 contained an unidentified bronze fibula,
two small lamps and two small pitchers. Such an assemblage
allows to date the burial to the Roman Period. Two re-
maining graves contained identified coins: Grave 1416 —
36 bronze coins from Constantine the Great to Arcadius,
and Grave 1447 — 2 coins of Constantine the Great. Based
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on this one can propose the dating of the majority of horse-
-harness finds from grave contexts to the 4th ¢

Zubar’ maintains that the majority of horse burials
is to be dated to the first centuries AD; however, he does not
explain on what grounds he assumes this. The Kievan re-
searcher relates the cases of horse burials in the necropolis
of Chersonesos to people of nomadic traditions, but he
does not mention any name of known contemporary tribes

(ZUBAR’ 1987: 93).

Distribution of small finds from
sepulchral contexts.
General conclusions

The above analysis of selected categories of finds
took these into consideration which have not been paid
enough attention in hitherto publications. These are assem-
blages consisting of a few or a dozen or so elements at the
most. In the scale of the entire cemetery, where about 3500
graves were investigated by excavation, these finds are mar-
ginal phenomena. In order to analyse them, a method of
mapping was applied and the find place of each item was
plotted on the plan. This enabled us to identify the conver-
gence of areas where several discussed phenomena appeared.
This method was effective due to the selection of several
categories of finds which stand out against a rather homo-
geneous background of the vast majority of examined
graves. Due to a very similar construction and furnishings,
these remaining graves can be considered as belonging to
a local sepulchral tradition.

A scparate assessment of the range of occurrence
of each rare find would enable us to draw very limited con-
clusions only. However, their comparison demonstrated that
in two distant parts of the necropolis there were concentra-
tions of burials with their furnishing which are atypical for
the area in question as a whole. One zone of occurrence of
such burials is situated to the south-west from the town, in
the foreground of Turret VIII and Curtains 10-13 (Fig. 1).
The closer to Turret VIII, there are more artefacts belong-
ing to each category. The other, broader range of a number
of discussed burials is situated to the south-east from the
town in the foreground of Turret XVII and Curtain 20. In
this area the discussed phenomena intensify as one appro-
aches the fortifications.

A co-occurrence of Roman coins, elements of weap-
onry, tombstones (including military ones) with Latin in-
scriptions, sarcophagi and graves with intentionally deformed
crania, as well as horse burials are basic traits of both dis-
tinguished parts of the necropolis. However, there are also
differences between these parts. It is only in the area close
to the citadel that finds of nails concentrate. These nails in
all probability come from Roman military shoes. It was also
in this area that the majority of horse burials was discovered.
Among single burial graves there is a dominance of men’s
graves and graves which are unidentified due to the lack of

furnishings. In the neighbourhood of Turret VIII, based on
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grave goods we can assume that more women and children
were buried in single burial graves.

A co-occurrence of a number of atypical finds en-
ables to suppose that in the mentioned parts of the necro-
polis there were burials of persons which stood out from
the local Greek society due to their culture. Roman soldiers
and accompanying civilians were such a group in the Roman
Period. The location of their graves near the citadel, which
is long known as the place of deployment of the Romans
in Chersonesos, seems to be perfectly comprehensible.
The case of the other group of burials near Turret VIII is
slightly different. The main gate of the town is thought to
have been located there and it may have been accompanied
by other features related to the deployment of the Romans.
K.K. Kosciisko-Valtizini¢ (1895: 57-58) supposed an exist-
ence of a sort of small citadel there. As the adjacent part of
the town was destroyed during the construction of fortifi-
cations in the 214 half of the 19th ¢, it is impossible to veri-
ty this assumption. An indirect opportunity of verification
is provided by the location of a group of burials in the vicin-
ity (outside the walls of the town). Traits of these burials
are very similar to those found in the neighbourhood of the
citadel. It must be underlined that a number of tombstones
of Roman soldiers were also found near Turret VIIL

In the light of these observations it seems probable
that the Roman garrison in Chersonesos consisted of two
parts and one of these stationed near the south-western
part of the town walls. On the other hand, based on gath-
ered data it is impossible to define whether a town quarter
inhabited mainly by families of soldiers existed and if so,
where it was located. In my opinion nothing suggests that,
as some scholars assume, it was located in the “harbour
quarter” which neighboured the citadel (ZUBAR' 1994:
90-99; 2001: 47-50). This hypothesis was at some point
critically assessed by T. Sarnowski (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA
2000b: 198-200).

Remarks on the chronology

of the Roman military presence
in Chersonesos based on

the analysis of sepulchral contexts

The analysis of distribution of finds of Roman coins
from the territory of the necropolis seems to reveal some
additional information. Issues of some rulers are grouped
in the two aforementioned parts of the necropolis. Other
issues are scattered in the entire territory of the necropolis
or are found sporadically only. Therefore, it seems justified
to assume that in case of a more or less even distribution
in the scale of the entire necropolis we only receive an im-
age of frequency of occurrence of given coins in the local
monetary circulation. The image is different in the case of
a strong intensification of occurrence of a given issue with-
in one or two observed zones of difference. This occurs
for the first time in the case of issues of Antoninus Pius.
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Finds of such coins concentrate in the vicinity of the cita-
del (Fig. 6). The concentration of coins of Marcus Aurelius
near Turret VIII is slightly less numerous (Fig. 6).

In the first of the mentioned cases it is remarkable
that the coins date the horizon of pit graves with poor fur-
nishings. Graves of this type are remarkable for the entire
Roman Period, but they mainly occur in the foreground of
Curtains 10-13. Near the citadel, in a close extent dated by
Roman coins, they occur only once.

Roman coins of the Severan Period are first of all
issues of Caracalla and Severus Alexander (Fig. 7). They
dominate in pit burials in the area of Turret VIII; on the
other hand, there is a complete lack of one-time burials
of this type in the neighbourhood of the citadel. In the
latter area, issues of Geta appear alongside with coins of
Caracalla. Both kinds of coins belong to furnishing of mul-
tiple burial graves. The last clear accent among Roman is-
sues in both zones are coins of Maximinus Thrax and
Gordian III, but with a clear preponderance of the latter
(Fig. 8).

The above observations resulting from the distri-
bution of monetary finds in the territory of the necropolis
are perhaps not without significance for the chronology
of stationing of the Roman garrison in Chersonesos. Data
from the areas of occurrence of burials with Roman traits
allow to assume the appearance of the Romans in the cita-
del during the rule of Antoninus Pius (the analysis which
was carried out above does not allow to draw conclusions
on the presence of Roman troops during the rule of Trajan
and earlier). There must have been some changes in the gar-
rison during the rule of Marcus Aurelius or shortly after his
death. Most probably, the Roman army stationed at that
time also near Turret VIII, as it would be suggested by the
concentration of coins of this ruler. The next period when
we have to do with the Roman military presence is the time
of inflow of coins of Caracalla and Severus Alexander. An
essential change is a putative shift of the centre of gravity
of the garrison near Turret VIIL This is testified to by the
occurrence (in this area only) of relatively poor pit graves
with finds of Roman coins. These may have been military
burials. In the western part of the town we also find roofing
tiles stamped with stamps of the 11th Claudian Legion,
which was present in Chersonesos during the Severan Period
(GRINEVIC 1959: 95; KUTAJSOV 1986). Another image is
produced by the distribution of tombstones of soldiers.
Within the borders of both zones both tombstones of the
15t Tralic Legion, the 11th Claudian Legion, as well as vari-
ous auxiliary units and the Fleet of Moesia were found.
Anyway, it secems that both at the end of the rule of the
Antoninian dynasty and in the Severan Period we have to
do with a two-part structure of the garrison in Chersonesos.

It cannot be excluded that there was an interval in
the Roman military presence in Taurida at the end of the
rule of Severus Alexander. Coins of this ruler are less nu-
merous in the necropolis than the issues of Caracalla. Such
an assumption could also be confirmed by stratigraphic
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observations from the citadel. The level of destruction
which was observed there contained coins of Severus
Alexander as the latest ones (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI
2001: 65). It is worth underlining that a hoard of coins
found in the ruins of internal buildings of the Roman fort
in Balaklava also closes with issues of the last representatives
of the Severan dynasty (FILIPPENKO, ALEKSEENKO 2000).
Results of excavations carried out in this area point out that
after the destruction which is dated by this hoard, both the
building which is thought to have been barracks and the
nearby temple of Jupiter Dolichenus remain abandoned.
If the aforementioned interval in the stationing of
the Roman troops actually took place, the reintroduction
of the garrison (at least in Chersonesos) is implied by finds
of coins of Maximinus Thrax and Gordian III in the dis-
cussed zones of the necropolis. An evident preponderance
of issues of the latter emperor seems to suggest that the re-
turn of the Roman troops took place in the period of his rule.
The last noticeable concentration of identified Roman coins
in the territory of the necropolis is related to the period of
rule of Philip the Arab and his son. A decrease in the num-
ber of finds of Roman coins issued by the next rulers allows
to suppose that perhaps at the end of the period of rule of
both Philips the maintenance of the garrison was abandoned
or its numbers were seriously limited. These observations
seem to be confirmed by finds of coins from other places
related to the presence of the Roman troops in Crimea. In
Cape Ay-Todor (in the territory of the fort) the latest Roman
coin is a bronze coin of Gordian III (ROSTOVCEV 1900;
ROSTOWZEW 1902). At the site of Chatyrdag near Alushta,
in the place where the Romans may have undertaken an
attempt at erecting fortifications, an Antoninian of Philip

Abbreviations:

IAK “Izvestid imperatorskoj Arheologiceskoj kommissii.”

IOSPE I!

the Arab was discovered (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI
2011: 186).

To sum up this discussion, it must be underlined
that the occurrence of a few atypical categories of finds al-
most exclusively in two limited zones of the necropolis of
Chersonesos does not seem to be incidental. It is very prob-
able that the discussed groups of small finds point to (in an
indirect manner) places of stationing of Roman soldiers and
of inhabitation of Roman civilians in Chersonesos. A rela-
tion of one of the discussed concentrations to the Citadel
seems to be evident. In this case, it should be taken into con-
sideration that the similar zone near the south-western part
of the defensive walls may have also neighboured an urban
area which was occupied by the Romans. Perhaps part of
the garrison stationed behind the nearby defensive wall and
garrison-related civilians lived there.

The argument based on few groups of exceptional
finds may seem too feeble. However, it is worth underlining
that it is much more solid than recent attempts at pointing
out new places of stationing of the Romans in Crimea.
Proposals which are solely based on a find of nails of pu-
tative military sandals or building material ascribed to the
Romans, such as abandoned blocks of worked stone, are
to be assessed as much more risky (DOROSKO 2010: 42;
KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2011: 183-187).
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Table 1. Excavations of the cemeteries of Chersonesos. The table includes numbers of graves with indications of publications
of excavation results (based on ZUBAR 1982 and author’s own research; see also note 1 on p. 59)

Tabela 1. Badania cmentarzysk Chersonezu. Tabela numeracji grobéw ze wskazaniem miejsca publikacji wynikéw badan.

Ta6bauna 1. MccaepoBanue HekpornoAs XepcoHeca. Tabauna HOMEPOB 3aXOPOHEHHI € yKa3aHUEM MeCTa ny6A141<aLm14
PE3yAbTATOB UCCAEAOBAHM.

Grave No. Year Publication of results
(excavation
season)

1-19 1890 Koscusko-VaLuzinic K.K.

1893  Perecen’ drevnostej, najdennyb v19-ti grobnicah, otkrytyh v 1890 g. v Hersonese
na kosogore, vdol dorogi iz Sevastopold v monastyr’, OAK za 1890 g., 129-130.

1-68 1891 Koscusko-VALUZINIC K.K.
1893 Grobnicy, urny, i katakumby, otkrytye v 1891 g v Hersonese, na kosogore

u 4iZnoj gorodskoj cteny, OAK za 1891 g., 137-150, figs. 139-190.

69-314 1892 KoscUsko-VALUZINIC K.K.
1894  Perecen’ drevnostej, najdennyh v1892 g v mogilnike u 4iznoj gorodskoj steny
Hersonesa, OAK za 1892 g., 101-119, figs. 58-74.

315-428 1893 KoscUsko-VALUZINIC K.K.
1895 Oriét" zaveduiisego raskopkami v Hersonese za 1893 g, OAK za 1892 g,

59-73, figs. 38-43.

429-541 1894 KoscUsko-VALUZINIC K K.
1896  Oriét" zaveduiiSego raskopkami v Hersonese za 1894 ¢, OAK za 1893 g,

60-75, figs. 79-108.

542-610 1895 Koscusko-VALUZINIC K.K.
1897 Otiét" zaveduiiSego raskopkami v Hersonese za 1895 g, OAK za 1895 g,
104-116, figs. 255-289.

611-812 1896 KoscUsko-VALUZINIC K.K.
1898 Oriér’ zaveduiiSego raskopkami v Hersonese za 1896 g, OAK za 1896 g,

173-198, figs. 544-576.

813-1008 1897 Koscusko-VALUZINIC K.K.
1900 Oréer” zaveduﬁfego raskopkami v Hersonese za 1897 g, OAK za 1897 g,
112-131, figs. 225-253.

1009-1011 1898 Kosctsko-VALUZINIC K.K.
1901  Izvletenie iz otcéta o raskopkab proizvedennyh v Hersonese v 1898 g, OAK za

1898 g, 119-122, fig. 20.

1012-1014 1899 KOSCUSKO-VALUZINIC K K.
1901  Izvlelenie iz otiéta o raskopkah v Hersonese Tavriceskom v 1899 g., IAK 1, 3-24,
figs. 2-19.
1015-1037 1900 KoscUsko-VALUZINIC K.K.

1902 Izvletenie iz otcéta o raskopkah v Hersonese Tavriceskom v 1900 g, IAK 11,
10-18, figs. 10-17.

1038-1040 1901 KoscUsko-VALUZINIC K.K.
1902  Oriét” o raskopkah v Hersonese v 1901 g, IAK 1V, 53-56, figs. 1, 4.
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1041-1188

1189-1462

1463-1523

1524-1635

1636-2127

2128-2143

2144-2427

2428-2432

2433-2444

2445-2465

2466-2500

2501-2816

2817 - no

description

2818-2824

1-148

1901

1902

1903

1904

1905

1906

1907

1907-1908

1907-1908

1907-1908

1907-1908

1908

1908

1909

Koscusko-VALUuzINIC K.K.
1902  Ottér” o raskopkah v Hersonese v 1901 g, IAK IV, 96114, figs. 46-62.

Koscusko-VALUZINIC K.K.
1904  Izvletenie iz otcéta o raskopkah v Hersonese v 1902 g., IAK IX, 1-31, figs. 1-11,

LIL

Koscusko-VALUZINIC K.K.
1905 Otiét” o raskopkah v Hersonese Tavriceskom v 1903 g, IAK XVI, 87-107,

figs. 44-48.

Koscusko-VALUZINIC K.K.
1906  Otiér” o raskopkah v Hersonese Tavriceskom v 1904 ¢, IAK XX, 59-93,

figs. 32-41, IV.

Koscusko-VALUzINIC K.K.
1907  Orcér” o raskopkah v Hersonese Tavriceskom v 1905 g, IAK XXV, 67-128,

figs. 1-21, L IL

Koscusko-VALUZINIC K.K.
1909  Izvletenie iz otiéta o raskopkah v Hersonese Tavriceskom v 1906 g., IAK XXXI

-I1, 50-65, figs. 1-9.

Koscusko-VALUZINIC K.K., SKUBETOV MLL
1911 Izvlelenie iz otéta o raskopkah v Hersonese v 1907 g, IAK XLII, 1-89,

figs. 1-29, L IL

SKUBETOV MLL.
1908  Dnevnik raskopok 19051908 gg., (file in the Arhiv Hersonesskogo Muzea,

delo LXI, 33).

SKUBETOV MLL
1908 Dnevnik raskopok 1905-1908 gg., (file in the Arhiv Hersonesskogo Muzea,

delo LXI, 34, priloZenie 3).

SKUBETOV M.I
1918 Raskopki hersonesskogo nekropoli v 1907 g., “Izvestid Tavric¢eskoj uéénoj

arhivnoj kommissii” LIV, 289-296.

SKUBETOV M.I
1908 Dnevnik raskopok 1905-1908 gg., (file in the Arhiv Hersonesskogo Muzea,

delo LXT, 35-37).

REPNIKOV N.I.
1927 Dnevnik raskopok hersonesskogo nekropold v 1908 g., “Hersonesskij Sbornik” II,

149-182, figs. 1-46, IV.

LePER R.H.
1927  Dnevnik raskopok hersonesskogo nekropold v 1908—1910 gg., “Hersonesskij

Sbornik” II, 190.

LEPER R.H.
1927  Dnevnik raskopok hersonesskogo nekropold v 1908—1910 gg., “Hersonesskij

Sbornik” IT, 190-209, figs. 1-3.
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1-255

19,25, 56, 63

20
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ARMIA RZYMSKA W CHERSONEZIE TAURYDZKIM. MIASTO I CMENTARZYSKA

Cmentarzysko Chersonezu Taurydzkiego obejmu-
je znaczny obszar na zachéd i potudnie od ruin antycznego
miasta. Siega takze na przeciwlegla strong Zatoki Kwaran-
tann, ktérej wody oblewaja miasto od wschodu (Ryc. 1).
Nie sposéb doktadnie okresli¢ zasiggu nekropoli, gdyz do-
okola rozciaga si¢ zabudowa wspélczesnego Sewastopola.
Wykopaliska prowadzone od konca lat 80. XIX wicku do-
prowadzily do odkrycia ponad 3500 grobéw. Znaczna czeéé
z nich byla uzytkowana wielokrotnie, uszkodzona przez
pozniejsze pochéwki i wyrabowana. Wyniki badan archeo-
logicznych, o ile byly publikowane, zazwyczaj maja postaé
rocznych raportéw, w ktérych groby, pochéwki i wyposa-
zenie s3 opisane niezwykle lakonicznie. Tylko nieliczne zna-
leziska przedstawiano na ilustracjach lub wskazywano ich
analogie (zestawienie raportéw z badan — patrz Tabela 1).

Analiza publikowanych materialéw pozwala stwier-
dzi¢, ze lokalny obrzadek grzebalny byl stosunkowo jedno-
rodny. Dlatego w pewnym sensie nie dziwi, ze badacze
chetnie zwracali uwage na znaleziska wyjatkowe, cechy wy-
rézniajace jakis gréb sposrdd szeregu innych. Niektore z ta-
kich cech zostaly uwzglednione w monografii cmentarzyska,
o innych zaledwie wspomniano lub w ogéle je pomini¢to
(ZUBAR’ 1982).

W prezentowanym powyzej tekscie zestawiono
kilka grup specyficznych znalezisk z grobéw z okresu rzym-
skiego. Uwzgledniono: monety rzymskie, elementy uzbro-
jenia i oporzadzenia, sarkofagi i ossuaria, groby zawierajace
szkielety z celowo zdeformowanymi czaszkami oraz pochéw-
ki konskie i znaleziska elementéw uprzezy. Zestawienie to
uzupelniajg plany prezentujace rozmieszczenie znalezisk
stanowiacych material poréwnawczy: nagrobkéw z inskryp-
cjami greckimi i nagrobkéw z inskrypcjami taciniskimi
(w tym wymieniajacymi zolnierzy rzymskich).

Rozmieszczenie wspomnianych kategorii znale-
zisk na planach wykazalo, ze nie rozkladaja si¢ one réwno-
miernie na calym przebadanym obszarze cmentarzyska.
Wigkszos¢ wehodzi w sktad jednego z dwéch wyraznie ry-
sujacych sie skupisk. Wigksze skupisko sasiadowato z cyta-
dela, mniejsze — z odcinkiem umocnieri na przeciwleglym
kranicu miasta, w okolicy naroznej baszty VIII (Ryc. 2-14).
Cytadela jest znana jako miejsce stacjonowania rzymskiego
garnizonu w pierwszych wiekach n.e. Okolice baszty VIII
mialy by¢ takze obsadzone przez Rzymian (KoscUsko-
VALUZINIC 1893: 57-58). Niestety, ta cz¢$¢ miasta zostala
zniszczona podczas prac fortyfikacyjnych w 2. polowie
XIX w. Hipotezy nie mozna wigc zweryfikowa¢, ale po-
$rednio potwierdza ja analiza topografii znalezisk, ktorej
wyniki zostaly zaprezentowane w artykule.

Nie wszystkie uwzglednione kategorie znalezisk
mozna faczy¢ wprost z zolnierzami rzymskimi lub barba-
rzyncami w rzymskiej stuzbie. Niektore przedmioty nalezy
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prawdopodobnie wiaza¢ z przybywajacymi z wojskiem cy-
wilami. Obecno$¢ rodzin i stuzby towarzyszacej oficerom
potwierdzaja m.in. kamienie nagrobne.

Oba wyréznione skupiska, cho¢ bardzo do siebie
podobne, nie s3 identyczne. Tylko w sasiedztwie cytadeli
grupuja si¢ znaleziska gwozdzi, pochodzacych najprawdo-
podobniej z rzymskich butéw wojskowych, oraz wickszos¢
pochéwkow koni.

Datowane na pierwsze wicki n.e. groby jamowe
(jednopochéwkowe) w wigkszoéci zakwalifikowano jako
meskie lub nierozpoznane ze wzgledu na brak wyposazenia.
W poblizu baszty VIII, wéréd grobédw jednopochdéwkowych
(uwzglednionych w analizie) dominuja natomiast te, w kté-
rych zlozono kobiety lub dzieci. Wypada jednak podkres-
li¢, zZe w obu cze$ciach ecmentarzyska znajdowano zaréwno
nagrobki zotnierzy, jak i rzymskich cywiléw.

Analiza wystgpowania w grobach jamowych mo-
net rzymskich réznych emisji takze wykazala kilka réznic
miedzy omawianymi skupiskami. W przypadku monet
Antoninusa Piusa znaleziska koncentruja si¢ w sasiedztwie
cytadeli (Ryc. 6). Monety Marka Aureliusza tworza zgru-
powanie w poblizu baszty VIII (Ryc. 6). Monety rzymskie
okresu Seweréw to przede wszystkim emisje Karakalli
i Aleksandra Sewera (Ryc. 7). Dominuja one w grobach
jamowych w rejonie baszty VIII, natomiast zupetnie brak
wspélezesnych im pochéwkéw tego typu (z analogicznymi
monetami) w sasiedztwie cytadeli.

Podsumowujac, przeprowadzona analiza nie po-
twierdzita pobytu wojsk rzymskich w Chersonezie w okre-
sie rzadéw Trajana. Moze to wskazywaé¢ na krotkotrwaly
obecno$¢ Rzymian w tym okresie oraz mal liczebnos¢ gar-
nizonu. Badania wykopaliskowe na terenie cytadeli dotych-
czas nie ujawnily §ladéw zabudowy z poczatkéw IT wieku
(KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2001), choé na blizej nieokres-
lona aktywnos¢ budowlang wskazuje material tegularny
(SARNOWSKI 2005). Opierajac si¢ na kartowaniu znalezisk
monetarnych z cmentarzyska, mozna jednak potwierdzié
obecno$¢ Rzymian w cytadeli w okresie rzadéw Antoninusa
Piusa. Wyniki badan po wewngtrznej stronie tej czedci
umocnien wskazuja na wzmozona aktywnos$¢ budowlang
w polowie II w. (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2001). Za
panowania Marka Aureliusza przypuszczalnie maleje zna-
czenie cytadeli, a garnizon zostaje rozmieszczony takze w po-
blizu baszty VIIIL. Z uplywem czasu rola tej czgdci miasta,
jako domniemanej siedziby garnizonu (lub jego czeéci), zda-
je sie rosnaé. Moze na to wskazywaé wystepowanie stosun-
kowo ubogich grobéw jamowych, zawierajacych monety
Karakalli i Aleksandra Sewera, tylko w sasiedztwie baszty
VIIL By¢ moze chodzi o pochdwki zolnierzy, ale oczywiscie
nie mozemy by¢ tego pewni. W zachodniej czeéci miasta
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zarcjestrowano takze znaleziska dachéwek sygnowanych
stemplami legionu XI Klaudyjskiego, obecnego w Cherso-
nezie w okresie Seweréw (GRINEVIC 1959: 95; KuTajsov
1986).

Kolejne znaleziska monet rzymskich to emisje
Maksymina Traka i Gordiana III. Wyraznie widoczna jest
przewaga monet drugiego z tych cesarzy. Wydaje sie, ze
ewentualny powré6t garnizonu rzymskiego mégt nastapi¢ za
panowania wlasnie tego wladcy.

Ostatnia zauwazalna koncentracja zidentyfikowa-
nych monet rzymskich na terenie cmentarzyska wiaze si¢
z okresem rzadéw Filipa Araba i jego syna. Spadek liczby
znalezisk monetarnych Z emisji péiniejszych cesarzy po-
zwala domyslaé si¢, ze wraz z koficem panowania obu Fili-
pow po raz kolejny zrezygnowano z utrzymywania garnizo-
nu lub powaznie ograniczono jego liczebnos¢.

Nalezy podkresli¢, ze wystegpowanie kilku wydzie-

lonych, oméwionych wyzej kategorii znalezisk, niemal

PAAOCAAB KAPACEBUY-IIETTEPCKU

wylacznie w dwéch ograniczonych strefach cmentarzyska
Chersonezu nie wydaje si¢ dzielem przypadku. Bardzo
prawdopodobne, ze wskazane grupy zabytkéw ruchomych
znaczg micjsca pochdwkow zotnierzy rzymskich na nekro-
poli. Posrednio moga takze wskazywa¢, gdzie Rzymianie
stacjonowali w miescie. Zwiazek jednego z omawianych sku-
pisk z cytadelg wydaje si¢ oczywisty. W tej sytuacji nalezy
bra¢ pod uwage, iz druga, podobna strefa cmentarzyska
(w poblizu baszty VIII) takze mogla sasiadowaé z zajetym
przez rzymskie wojsko terenem w obrebie muréw miasta.
Wypada ponadto podkresli¢ wspdtwystgpowanie w tym dru-
gim skupisku grobéw jednopochéwkowych, uznanych za
nalezace do kobiet i dzieci, z tymi wyposazonymi w sposdb
typowy dla mezezyzn. Widaé to szczegdlnie wyraznie w przy-
padku zestawienia grobdéw datowanych na okres Sewerdw.
By¢ moze wigc za pobliskim murem obronnym nie tylko
stacjonowala czg$¢ garnizonu, ale takze mieszkali zwiazani
z nim cywile.

PHUMCKOE BOMICKO B XEPCOHECE TABPUYECKHUM. I'OPOA 1 HEKPOITOAD

HerormAb Xepconeca TaBpuyeckoro saaHuMaeT
TEPPUTOPHH, PACIIOAOXKCHHBIC HA 3aI1aA U HA IOT OT PYUH
AHTUYHOTO ropoAa. T'aloke pacIpocTpaHseTcs v Ha IIPOTH-
BOIIOAOXKHYIO cTOpoHy KapaHTUHHOH GyXThI, BOABI KOTO-
poit okpykatT ropoa ¢ Bocroka (Puc. 1). K coxaaenuro,
TOYHO OIIPEACAHTDH IIAOIIAAb, 3AHHMAEMYIO HEKPOIIOAECM
HEBO3MOXKHO, TaK KaK BOKPYI XepCOHeca HAXOAUTCS 3a-
crpoiika coBpemernoro Ceacronoas. Packonku, mposo-
aumeble ¢ koHna 80-x ropos XIX Bexa, mpuBEAN K OTKpHI-
tnio 6oace 3500 saxopoHeHmil. 3HAYMTCABHAS HX YaCTh
Oblaa pasrpabaeHa, paspylieHa MOSAHEHIIMMH HOrpebe-
HHUAMH M HCIIOAB30BaAaCh MHOTOKpAaTHO. PeayabTarsl ap-
XCOAOTHYECKHX HCCACAOBAHHIH, AAKE €CAU U Ob1aM 01y6AH-
KOBaHBI, B OCHOBHOM UMEIOT $OPMY Pa3HBIX OTYETOB, B KO-
TOPDIX MOTHADL, 3aXOPOHEHUsI U IIOTPeOAABHDBIN HHBEHTAPb
OINHUCAHBI HEOOBIKHOBEHHO AAKOHMYHO. TOABKO HEMHOTIO-
YHUCACHHbBIE HAXOAKH IIPEACTABACHBI Ha HMAAIOCTPALUSIX
MAH yKa3aHBI UX AHAAOTUH (NepedeHb OTIETOB HCCAEAOBA-
HUil — cM. ipuAoxkeHHas Ta6anma 1).

AHaAus oryGAHKOBaHHDBIX MATCPUAAOB II03BOASICT
YTBEPXKAATb, YTO MECTHBIN ITOrpeGasbHBIN 06psia Gb1A AO-
CTaTo4HO 0AHOOOpasHbL [T0aTOMY B HEKOTOPOM CMbICAE
HE YAUBASICT, YTO UCCACAOBATECAH OXOTHO OOpallaAu BHU-
MaHHE Ha HCKAKOYHTEABHBIC HAXOAKH, IIPH3HAKH, OTAUYA-
IOLIME KaKylo-AH00 MOTHAY cpean psiaa Apyrux. Hexoropsie
UX TAKUX [PU3HAKOB OBIAM IPHHSITHL BO BHUMAHUE B MO-
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HOrpaduH, IOCBSIIEHHON HEKPOIOAI, O APYTHX €ABA
YIIOMSIHYTO MAHM Boobuie Hudero He rosoputcs (ZUBAR
[3yBAPB] 1982).

B mpeacraBaeHHOM BbIIIE TEKCTE CPOPMUPOBAHO
HECKOABKO TPYIII PEAKHX HAXOAOK H3 IOrpebeHHil puM-
ckoro neproaa. [ IpuHATH BO BHUMaHHE: PUMCKHE MOHETE,
9ACMCHTBI BOOPYXXCHHSI U CHAPSDKCHHSI, CApKOparu U oc-
Cyapuu, MOrpeGeHUs, COACPIKALME CKEACTBI C IPEAHAMe-
PeHHO AePOPMUPOBAHHBIMU YEPEIIAMH, 4 TAIOKE KOHCKHE
3aXOPOHEHHS M CAYYaH OTACABHOTO MOMEICHHS YIPSDKU
B norpebeHnn. AHAAN3 AOTIOAHSIOT IIAQHBL, IIPEACTABASIO-
IIHE Pa3MELICHUE HAXOAOK, SIBASIIOIIMXCS CPABHUTEABHBIM
MaTepUAAOM: HAATPOOUIL € IPEYCCKUMH HAAITUCSMH U HaA-
rpo6Hii C AATHHCKMMH HAATUCAMH (B TOM 9HCAE yTIOMHHA-
IOIHE PUMCKHX COAAQT).

PasmemieHue yIOMSIHYTHIX KATETOPUIT HAXOAOK Ha
IIAQHE IIOKA34A0, 9TO OHU PACIIPOCTPAHSIOTCS IO BCEMY HC-
CACAOBAHHOMY IIPOCTPAHCTBY HEKPOIIOASI HEPABHOMEPHO.
BoABIIMHCTBO HAXOAOK (PHHAAACKAIIMX HCCACAOBAHHBIM
KaTETOPHIM) BXOAUT B COCTAB OAHOI U3 ABYX BBIPa3HTCAB-
HO pucyomuxcs KoHyeHTpanuit. Camoe 60apmoe ckomnae-
HHE HAXOAUTCS PSIAOM C LIUTAACABIO, MCHBIIEE — C YIACTKOM
OOOPOHUTEABHBIX COOPYXCHHH Ha IPOTHBOIOAOKHOM
Kpal ropoaa, okoao yraosoi Gamnu VIII (Puc. 2-14).
IInuTaseAb U3BECTHA KaK MECTO Pa3MEICHUSI PUMCKOTO rap-
HM30Ha B 1epBbIX Bekax H.9. [To muenmio K.K. Kocuroruko-
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-Baaroxxunmya, okpectHocTH 6amuu VIII morau 6pite 3a-
ceaensl puMasHamu (KOSCUSKO-VALUZINIC 1893: 57-58).
K coxaseHuio, ata 4acTtb ApPeBHEro ropoaa Osiaa paspy-
IIEHA B XOAE CTPOHTEABCTBA GOPTHPHUKALMI BO BTOPOH
noaosuHe XIX Beka, M03TOMY I'MIIOTE3y ITIOATBEPAUTH HE
BO3MOXHO. KOCBEHHBIM CBHACTEABCTBOM MOTYT CAYXKHTb
IIPEACTABACHHbIC B CTATHE PE3YABTATHI HCCACAOBAHHSL.

He Bce npunsThie BO BHUMAaHHE KATETOPUH HAXO-
AOK MOXXHO HEITOCPEACTBEHHO COOTHOCHTD C PUMCKHMH COA-
AATaMH MAH BapBapaMH Ha puUMCKOH cayxkbe. Hexoropsie
IIPEAMETBI, BOSMOXKHO, CACAYET CBSI3BIBATH C IIPeObIBAOLIN-
MM C BOMCKOM IPDKAAHCKUMH AHLIAMH. MexAy mpodn,
HAAMYHE CEMEH U CONIPOBOXAAILINX OPHULIEPOB CAYXKO, I10-
ATBEP)KAQIOT HAATPOOHbIC KAMHU.

BriaeAcHHBIE KOHIICHTPAL[UH, XOTS O4€Hb ITOXOXH,
HE SIBASIIOTCSI MACHTHYHBIMU. T OABKO 1O COCEACTBY C LjUTa-
ACABIO TPYIITHPYIOTCS: HAXOAKH IBO3CE, IPUHAAACKAIIHUX,
CKOpee BCEro, PUMCKOH COAAATCKOIH 00yBH, a Takke 60Ab-
IIMHCTBO 3aXOPOHEHUH AOIIaACH. AaTHPOBAHHbIE IIEPBHI-
MH BEKaMH H.3. IMHbIC 3aXOPOHCHH (OAHHOYHBIC), TIO TPH-
YHHE OTCYTCTBHSI NOTPeGAABHOIO MHBEHTAPSI B OCHOBHOM
PACCMATPUBAIOTCS KK MY>KCKHME HAH HEOIPEACAEHHBIC.

B T0 xe Bpemst nobansocru 6amnu VIII, cpean
OAMHOYHBIX orpebennii (yITEHHBIX B AHAAU3AX) AOMMHH-
PpYIoT 3axopoHeHus xeHIuH AN Aetei. CaeayeT, 0OAHAKO,
IIOAYCPKHYTb, 9TO B 06CHX YaCTSIX HEKPOIIOASL HAXOAAT KaK
HAATPOOUS COAAQT, TaK ¥ PUMCKUX TPKAAHCKHX.

AHaAU3 HAXOAOK PUMCKHX MOHET Pa3HbIX dMHUC-
cuit (B AMHBIX 3aXOPOHEHHX) TakKe MOKa3aA HEKOTOPBIC
OTAMYMSI MEXKAY OIMCAHHBIMU 30HaMu. B caysae MoHer
AnronnHa [Tust HAXOAKH KOHLIEHTPUPYIOTCS IO COCEACTBY
¢ uraaeanio (Puc. 6). Monerst Mapxa ABpeanst cocpeso-
Toyens! okoao bamtau VIII (Puc. 6).

Pumckue moneTst Bpemenu CeBepoOB IIPEACTABASIOT
coboit, mpexxae Beero, amuccnu Kapakaaas u Aaexcanapa
Cesepa (Puc. 7). Onu npeobaasaor B AMHBIX norpebe-
Husx, B pariore Gaunu VIII u cosepuienHo orcyrersyior
B OAHOBPEMEHHBIX 3aXOPOHEHHAX TAKOTO THTA (C AHAAOTH-
YHBIMM MOHETAMM) TIO COCEACTBY C LIUTAACABIO.

IToaBOAS HTOTH, MOKHO KOHCTATHPOBATH, 4TO [IPO-
BEACHHBIM AHAAU3 HE IMOATBEPAUA IPUCYTCTBUS PUMCKHX
BOKCK B XepcoHece B MEPUOA IpaBAcHUs 1pasiHa, XOTs
HEAB35l MCKAIOYUTh KOPOTKOBPEMCHHOE IpeObIBaHME He-
GOABILIOI YNCACHHOCTH FAPHU30HA PUMASIH B AAHHBII ITe-
puoA. Pe3yAbTaTsl pacKkomok B LIUTAACAH AO HACTOSIIIETO
BPEMEHHU HE BBIABHAM CACAOB 3acTpoiiku Hadasa II Bexa
(KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2001), x0T Ha onpeaeAéH-
HYIO CTPOHTEABHYIO aKTHBHOCTH YKAa3bIBACT YCPEIMYHBIN
matepraa (SARNOWSKI 2005). Onnpasich Ha HAXOAKH MO-
HET HA TEPPUTOPUH MOTHABHHMKA MOXKHO ITOATBECPAHTb
MPUCYTCTBUE PUMASH B I[UTAACAH B IIEPHUOA NPABACHHS
Anronnna ITus. Packonku ¢ BHyTpeHHEH CTOPOHBI 3TOI
4acTH 0GOPOHUTEABHBIX COOPY)KCHHH yKasbIBAIOT Ha YCH-
ACHHYIO CTPOHMTEABHYIO aKTHBHOCTh B cepepune II B.
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(KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2001). B mepnoa npasacuus
Mapka ABpeAust 3HaYECHHE LIUTAACAH, BO3BMOXHO, YMCHb-
IIAETCSI, 2 TAPHUSOH Pa3MEIACTCS TAKOKe U MOOAU30CTH
6amnn VIII. Co BpeMeHEM poAb ITOH 9aCTH IOPOAR, Kak
HPEAIOAATAEMOTO MECTONPeObIBAHMS TAPHU3OHA (MAH €T0
9acTH), HaYMHAeT BospacTath. Ha 3To MoxeT ykasbiBath
HAANYHE OTHOCUTEABHO OCAHBIX IMHBIX 3AXOPOHECHMUII C Ha-
xoakamu morer Kapaxaaabr u Aaekcanapa CeBepa TOABKO
o cocepctBy ¢ Gamneit VIII. Moxer Gbith, nmeeM Aeao ¢ 3a-
XOPOHCHUSIMU COAAQT, HO, OE3yCAOBHO, B 9TOM HE MOXKEM
ObITb yBepeHbL. B 3amapHo# YacTi ropoaa TaKoke saperncrpu-
poBanbl HaxoAKH depenuly ¢ kaciimamu XI KaaBauesa ae-
THOHA, IIPUCYTCTBYIOLEro B Xepconece B nepros Cesepos
(GRINEVIC [[PUHEBUY] 1959: 95; KUTAJSOV [KYTAICOB]
1986).

Caeayrolyie HAXOAKH PUMCKHUX MOHET NPEACTAB-
ASIIOT €060t amuccun MakcuMuHa Tpaxa u T'opanana IIL
BripasureapHoe npeobaasaHue MOHET BTOPOIO U3 IIPaBH-
TCACI;'I, BO3MOJXHO, CBI/IACTCAI)CTByeT, 4qTO HPCAHOAO)KI/ITCAI)—
HbII BO3BPAT PUMCKOIO FAPHU30HA HACTYIIHA B IIEPUOA, €TI0
IPaBACHMSI.

ITocAcAHIOIO 3aMETHYIO KOHIICHTPALIMIO OIPEAC-
AEHHBIX PUMCKHX MOHET Hd TEPPUTOPHH HEKPOIIOAS MOXK-
HO CBA3aTh C nepuoaom npasacHust Puannmna Apaba u ero
ChIHA. Y MEHBIICHUE YHCAQ PUMCKHX MOHET, BBIIYICHHBIX
MO3AHCHIIMME MPABUTEASIMU IIO3BOASIET MPEATIOAOXKHTD,
YTO C OKOHYaHHeM IpaBAcHHs oboux Puaunmos cHosa
OTKA3aAHMCh OT COACPYKAHHUS TAPHHU30HA MAH HPOUBOLIAO
BaAKHOC OrPaHI/I‘ICHI/IC €r0O YUCACHHOCTH.

CaeayeT IOAYEPKHYTH, YTO HAAMYHME HECKOABKHX
HE THITHYHBIX KATETOPHH HAXOAOK ITOUTH HCKAIOYUTEABHO
Ha ABYX OrPaHHYCHHBIX 30HAX HEKPOIIOAsl XePCOHECA HE
Kaxercst caydaiiHbiM. Ckopee BCero, peACTaBACHHbIE IPYII-
IIbI ABYDKHMBIX HAXOAOK yKaSbIBaIOT Ha MecTa HOI‘PCGCHI/II‘;I
PHMCKHX COAAAT Ha TeppuTopuu Hexpomnoas. Kocsenno
MOTYT TalOKE YKa3bIBaTh Ha PAMOHBI TOPOAA, TAC PUMASIHE
6asupoBasnch. CBsi3b OAHOTO U3 YIOMSHYTBIX CKOIIACHUIA
C IJUTAAEABIO KOKETCS OYEBUAHOM. B aroi CUTyallUH CAC-
Ayer 6paTb BO BHUMAHHE, 9TO IIOAOOHAS 30HA HEKPOIIOAS
(mo6ausoctu 6amuu VIII) Taroke Moraa coceAHHYATD C 3a-
HSATOM PUMCKHUM BOMCKOM TEPPUTOPUEH 3a CTEHAMH. Kp0Me
TOTO CACAYET MOAYCPKHYTh COBMECTHOE IIPUCYTCTBHE BO
BTOPOI;'I 30HC OAMHOYHBIX SaXOPOHCHI/II‘/’I, HPI/ISHQHHBIX HPI/I—
HAAACKAIIMMHE XKEHIHHAM U ACTSIM, H 3aXOPOHEHUI, OCHa-
IEHBIX CONPOBOAUTEABHBIM HHBEHTAPEM, TUIIMYHBIM AAS
Myx4arH. OcoOEHHO BbIPA3UTEABHO 3TO BUAHO B CAYYAcE 3a-
XOpOHEHHH, AatupoBaHHbIX nepuosom Cesepos. Mosxer
ObITb, 32 OAMKaliEel 0GOPOHUTEABHON CTCHON GasupoBa-
AACh HE TOABKO 9YaCTh TAPHHM30HA, HO TAKOKE IPOXXHBAAH
CBSI3aHHBIC C HUM TPDKAAHCKHE OCOOBL.

CaeAyeT ITOAYEPKHYTh, YTO HAAUIHUE HECKOABKHX
HETUITHYHBIX KATETOPHH HAXOAOK IOYTH HCKAIOYUTEABHO
Ha ABYX OTPaHMYEHHBIX Y4aCTKAX HEKPOIOAs XepCcoHeca He
Kaxercs caydaitapiM. Ckopee BCero, MpeACTaBACHHBIE TPYII-
IIBI HAXOAOK YKa3bIBAIOT (KOCBEHHO) Ha MECTa Pa3MEIICHHUSI
PHMCKHX COAAAT M NPOXXHUBAHUSI PUMCKUX I'PAKAAHCKHX
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au B Xepcosece. CBsi3b OAHOM U3 BBUSIBACHHBIX KOHIICHT-
PALIMI C IUTAACABIO KKETCS OYCBHAHOMN. B TakoM cayuae
110A06Has 30Ha KoHLeHTpauun nobausocru Gamun VIII
TAKKE MOTAQ HAXOAUTHCS PSIAOM C SaHATOH PUMASHAMU
TEPPUTOPUEH B TOPOAE. Mosket 6bITD, 32 OAMDKAIIEH CTe-
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HOU pacmoaarasach 9acTb rapHU30HA U J)KUAH CBSI3aHHBIC C

HUM IPOKAAHCKHE OCOOBL.

Iepesod A.A. Kosarescxas



