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EXCAVATIONS IN BALAKLAVA (SEVASTOPOL, UKRAINE) — SEASON 2013.
DISCOVERY OF PRAETORIUM

Research in the neighbourhood of a marketplace
in the northern part of Balaklava, in the quarter of
Kadykovka has been lasting since 1996. In 1997-1999
a temple of Jupiter Dolichenus, built by Roman soldiers,
was discovered. Research in this area yielded, i.a., finds
of Latin inscriptions, architectural details, and fragments
of statues and sculptural decoration. Based on this, it was
possible to reconstruct the building and its interior
(SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA 2000). Numerous finds of stamped
roofing tiles allowed to precise the chronology and period-
isation of presence of various detachments of Roman troops
in Taurida (SARNOWSKI 2006). Already in the course of
examinations of the temple a question of location of the
Roman garrison in Balaklava was discussed (SARNOWSKI,
SAVELJA 2000: 31, fig. 4:3). The location of the fort some-
where in the vicinity of the temple was also implied by
other finds. These were, i.a., a tombstone of a horseman from
the ala Atectorigiana detachment (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA
2000: 191-196), and part of an unidentified building,
which was discovered in the course of rescue excavations
(SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA 2000: 32-34). A comparison of the
mentioned building with the Temple of Jupiter demon-
strated that both features came into existence at the same
time and they may have been constructed by the same
builders. In both cases an almost identical way of building
was applied. Both the foundations and the walls were built
from rubble stone, joint with clay. Furthermore, stamped
roofing tiles belonging to the same types were used.

Examinations of the mentioned building “A” were
resumed in 2009 (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA:
2011; 2012; 2013). The works were carried out by a joint
Polish-Ukrainian expedition under the leadership of the
authors of the present paper. In the course of five excava-
tion seasons a majority of the building and parts of neigh-
bouring streets with fragments of farther situated buildings
and fortifications were exposed. Thanks to these excava-
tions it was possible to isolate and date building phases.

The origin of the discussed building was preceded
by two periods of use of terrain. The earliest “Pre-Roman”
phase is dated to the 15¢ c. AD, perhaps to about AD 50.
Phase 1 — conventionally called “Trajanic” - in all proba-
bility refers to the turn of the 15t and 2nd . In this period
the first masonry buildings were constructed. Only modest
fragments of them have survived until today. The next two
phases are already correlated with building phases which
were isolated in the course of excavations of the Temple of
Jupiter. Phase 2 (the second half of the 204 ¢.) is related to
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the origin of the discussed building and the nearby fortifi-
cations of the fort. Phase 3 (the turn of the 20d and 3rd ¢. -
the first quarter of the 31 ¢.) — its beginning is marked by
an extensive rebuilding. The feature was extended at the
expense of part of the neighbouring street (Via Sagularis).
On the other side of the street the fortifications were re-
placed with a building. Only one room of this building

with a hypocaust cellar has been revealed so far.

Traces of a house with the peristyle
from the Severan period (Fig. 1)

Discoveries in Season 2013 did not bring changes
in the hitherto accepted periodisation and chronology of
the site (cf. KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012;
2013). The discussed building was initially interpreted as
barracks (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012) and
then as a house of one of the officers, probably a centurion
(KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013). Continuation
of research in 2013 allowed for an identification of the
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Fig. 1. Balaklava-Kadykovka. Phase 3 — House with a peristyle (Praetorium), plan after the completion of excavations in 2013 (Drawing
J. Kaniszewski). 1 - canal draining water; 2 — remains of the pedestal (statue base?); 3 - stylobate of the portico along Via Principalis;
4 — walled-up door leading to the courtyard - trace of overhaul; 5 — room lined with the layer of roofing tiles, covered with plaster paint-
ed red; 6 — part of foundations of the western wing from Phase 2, probably used as the stylobate of the portico; 7 — room with the
hypocaust cellar (part of the therms?).

Puc. 1. Banakaasa-Kaasikoska. Qasa 3 — Aom ¢ nepucruaem (IIpemopuii), cxema nocae sasepuienus packonok s 2013 r. 1 - Bopocrox;
2 — ocratku nocramenTa (6asa craryu?); 3 — yHAaMeHT opTuKa BAOAb Via Principalis; 4 — 3aMypoBaHas ABepb BO ABOP — CACA PEMOH-
Ta; 5 — IOMCIICHHE BBIAOKCHHOEC CAOCM YCPCITHIIBI OKPBITOH IITYKaTYpPKON IOKPALICHHON B KPAcHBIH 1BeT; 6 — 4acTh PyHAAMEHTA
3aMaAHOTO KpbIAa ¢ $pasbl 2, BEPOATHO HCIIOAB3OBAHHOTO B Ka4eCTBE PYHAAMEHTA TOPTUKA; 7 — OMEILEHHUE C TUIIOKAyCcTOM (4acTb TepM?).

Ryc. 1. Bataktawa-Kadykovka. Faza 3 - Dom perystylowy (Praetorium), plan po zakoriczeniu wykopalisk w 2013 r. 1 - kanat odprowadza-
jacy wode; 2 — pozostalosci po postumencie (bazie posagu?); 3 — stylobat portyku wzdtuz Via Principalis; 4 - zamurowane drzwi prowa-
dzace na dziedziniec - $lad remontu; 5 — pomieszczenie wylozone warstwa dachéwki pokrytej tynkiem malowanym na czerwono;
6 — czg$¢ fundamentu skrzydla zachodniego z fazy 2, prawdopodobnie wykorzystana jako stylobat portyku; 7 — pomieszczenie z piwnica
hypokaustyczna (czgéé term?).
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Fig. 2. Balaklava-Kadykovka.
Peristyle house. Surface of the
courtyard from Phase 3 (Photo
R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski).
1 - canal draining water; 2 — out-
line of an inspection chamber,
constructed with the use of
a fragment of masonry wall from
the preceding phase; 3 — remains
of the pedestal (statue base?);
4 — remains of usage surface, pav-
ed with small pebbles; 5 — frag-
ment of foundations of the room
from Phase 2, preserved up to the
level of the usage surface of the
courtyard from Phase 3.

Puc. 2. BaaakaaBa-KaabikoBka.
Aom ¢ mepucrusem. Yposens
MOBEPXHOCTH ABOpa ¢ ¢asnl 3.
1 — BOAOCTOK; 2 — IAQH PEMOHT-
HOTO KOAOALIA CADKEHHOTO C MC-
IIOAB30BAHHEM PArMCHTOB CTCHBI
npealecTByomeil ¢pasel; 3 — oc-
TaTku noctamenta (6asa cratyu?);
4 — OCTAaTKH >KHAOTO TOPHM3OHTA
BbIMOIIICHHOTO MEAKUM KaMHEM;
S — wacTh pyHAAMEHTA MoOMelle-
Hus (Ppasa 2), COXpaHUBILASCS AO
YPOBHS JKHAOH IOBEPXHOCTH
ABopa dassr 3.

Ryc. 2. Balaktawa-Kadykovka.
Dom perystylowy. Powierzchnia
dziedzirica z fazy 3. 1 - kanal od-
prowadzajacy wodg; 2 — zarys stu-
dzienki rewizyjnej wykonanej
z wykorzystaniem fragmentu mu-
ru z poprzedniej fazy; 3 - pozo-
staloéci po postumencie (bazie
posagu?); 4 — pozostalosci po-
wierzchni uzytkowej brukowanej
drobnym kamieniem; 5 - frag-
ment fundamentu pomieszczenia
z fazy 2, zachowany do poziomu
powierzchni uzytkowej dziedzin-
caz fazy 3.

extent and the plan of the building from the early 34 c.
It was possible to examine almost the entire courtyard and
a majority of rooms which adjoined it from three sides
(Fig. 1).

The greatest amount of new observations concerns
Phase 3, i.e., the last building phase related to the presence
of the Roman garrison. In this period the courtyard was
hardened with fine stone aggregate. Furthermore, a canal
which served for draining off rainwater was also constructed
(Figs. 1:1, 2:1, 3:1). In the central part of the courtyard it
was possible to record traces of a pedestal (a statue base?).
It was fixed to the mentioned paved surface with lime
mortar (Figs. 2:3, 3:3). There are no traces of foundations
under the layer of mortar and the layer of pavement. Based
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on this it can be supposed that the pedestal did not carry

much load. Thanks to test excavations it was possible to
identify the extent of the building to the east. It was also
possible to confirm the presence of a portico supported on
a stylobate, running along the street which enclosed the
buildings from the north (Figs. 1:3, 4:2). In all probabili-
ty the main exit from the examined house led to this street.
In the eastern wing remains of a room were exposed. This
room was rebuilt in Phase 3. Walls of this room were
lined with ceramic roofing tiles, fixed with their upper
surfaces towards the masonry wall. Thanks to this a layer of
ceramic insulation and an empty space functioned between
the stone masonry wall and the lime plaster (Fig. 5). The
plaster which covered the roofing tiles was painted red.
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Unfortunately, it was not possible to completely examine
this part of the house. However, based on gathered data it
is possible to propose initial hypotheses concerning the
destination of this room. Plaster painted red is an exception
among hitherto recorded remains of wall finish. In the
remaining cases the plaster was only white-washed. It can
therefore be supposed that this was one of representative
rooms. A peculiar way of construction of the walls secured
a better insulation (not only thermal one) at low expense.
Air chambers and the layer of ceramics also offer protection
against dampness.

Thanks to the discovery of the eastern wing of the
house it was possible to find out that after the extension in
the early 31 c. its dimensions were 20.75%20.65 m. The
surface of the building was about 430 m”. The courtyard
was enlarged in result of the fact that the western wing was
moved and part of the neighbouring street (Via Sagularis)
was built up. It is possible that part of the foundations
of the western wing from the previous phase was used as
a stylobate of the portico (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI,
SAVELA 2013: figs. 2, 4:2,7:2,12:1, 13:1). The extent of the
fill of roofing tiles in the courtyard allows to suppose that

Fig. 3. Balaklava-Kadykovka. Peristyle house. Surface of the courtyard from Phase 3 (Photo R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski). 1 - canal drain-
ing water; 2 — outline of the inspection chamber, constructed with the use of a fragment of masonry wall from the preceding phase;
3 — remains of the pedestal (statue base?); 4 — remains of usage surface, paved with small pebbles; 5 — fragment of masonry wall of the
room from Phase 2, preserved up to the level of the usage surface of the courtyard from Phase 3.

Puc. 3. basaxaasa-KaapikoBka. Aom ¢ mepuctuaeM. Y poBeHb IIOBEPXHOCTH ABOPa € ¢asbl 3. 1 — BOAOCTOK; 2 — NAQH PEMOHTHOI'O KOAOA-
11a CA©KEHHOTO C MCIIOAb3OBaHHEM (PArMEHTOB CTEHBI MpEALECTByolel Pasbl; 3 — ocTaTku mocTamenTa (6asa cratyu?); 4 — ocTaTku
JKMAOTO TOPU30HTA BEIMOICHHOIO MEAKUM KaMHEM; 5 — 4acTh GYHAAMEHTA IOMEILCHHS ¢ $asbl 2, COXPAHUBIIASCS AO YPOBHSI KUAON
IIOBEPXHOCTH ABOpa asbl 3.

Ryc. 3. Bataklawa-Kadykovka. Dom perystylowy. Powierzchnia dziedzirica z fazy 3. 1 - kanal odprowadzajacy wode; 2 — zarys studzienki
rewizyjnej wykonanej z wykorzystaniem fragmentu muru z poprzedniej fazy; 3 — pozostaloéci po postumencie (bazie posagu?); 4 — po-
zostalosci powierzchni uzytkowej brukowanej drobnym kamieniem; 5 — fragment muru pomieszczenia z fazy 2, zachowany do poziomu
powierzchni uzytkowej dziedzirica z fazy 3.
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Fig. 4. Balaklava-Kadykovka. Peristyle house (Photo A. Trzop-Szczypiorska). 1 — corner of the house; 2 — stylobate of the portico along
the street to the north of the house (Phase 3); 3 — usage surface in the portico, paved with small pebbles (Phase 3).

Puc. 4. basakaaBa-KappikoBka. Aom ¢ nepuctuaeM. 1 — yroa ooMa; 2 — $yHAAMEHT [IOPTHKA BAOAb YAHIIBI Ha CEBEP OT AOMa (([)asa 3);
3 — MAOI TOPU3OHT B IOPTUKE BHIMOLCHHDII MeAKHM KamHeM (¢asa 3).

Ryc. 4. Balaktawa-Kadykovka. Dom perystylowy. 1 — naroznik domu; 2 — stylobat portyku wzdtuz ulicy na péinoc od domu (faza 3);
3 - powierzchnia uzytkowa w portyku brukowana drobnym kamieniem (faza 3).

there were porticos along all three wings of the building.
The width of these porticos may have been about 120-
150 cm. At the same time the portico running along the
street to the north of the house was about 150 cm wide.

It is impossible to unambiguously say whether the
courtyard was also enclosed from the north with rooms, or
merely with a masonry wall or a portico with an exit to the
street. This cannot be verified due to hitherto extent of ex-
cavations and a poor state of preservation of some remains.
The layout of the rooms and door openings in the neigh-
bouring wings rather implies that there were no buildings
on the northern side. On the other hand, there are remains
of foundations in the courtyard. In Phase 3 they were left
solely as a complement to the pavement (Figs. 2:2,5, 3:2,5,
5:5, 6:1). It could be supposed that the mentioned remains
are very poorly preserved traces of rooms enclosing the
peristyle from the north in the previous phase (Phase 2).

167

The plan of the entire building from Phase 2 is difficult to
reconstruct at the present stage of research.

Other remains discovered
in Season 2013

Apart from the extension of trenches, test excava-
tions were also carried out in the courtyard in order to
identify the plan and the dimensions of the examined
building. In-depth examination confirmed the division of
the remains of the building into two phases (Phase 2 from
the second half of the 204 ¢. and Phase 3 from the first half
of the 3t ¢. (cf. KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012;
2013). Under the paved surface of the courtyard a thin
layer of burning was recorded. It is also known from other
areas of excavations. This layer is dated to the 15t c. AD (cf.
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KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2011: 174; 2012: 175;
2013: 123). Directly under this layer there are remains of
a V-shape cut (ditch?) (Fig. 6). This structure is one of
few traces of the so-called “Pre-Roman” phase. Its destruc-
tion is marked by the aforementioned layer of burning (cf.
KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012: fig. 2;
2013: fig. 7).

of a peristyle house. Buildings with such plans fulfil the
role of garrison commander’s houses (praetorium) in forts.
Although the aim of Phase 2 can still provoke some doubts,
it is evident that the extension carried out in Phase 3 was
clearly aimed at improving the standard of the feature. The
house was enlarged at the expense of the neighbouring street.
Thanks to this, i.a., a larger courtyard and a large room in

the western wing came into existence. A number of details
Interpretation such as placi'ng ‘the pedestal in the c.ourtyafd (perhaps for

astatue?), painting, and not only whitewashing of the walls,
as well as the deposition of the hoard of coins (FILIPPENKO,

ALEKSEENKO 2000) demonstrate a high status of the owner.

Based on gathered data it is possible to consider

the discovered building with the courtyard as an example

Fig. 5. Balaklava-Kadykovka. Peristyle house (Photo R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski). 1 — masonry wall of the southern and eastern wings,
neighbouring the courtyard (Phase 3); 2 - trace of walling up the door leading to the courtyard (trace of overhaul in Phase 3); 3 - layer of
roofing tiles covered with plaster, remains of wall finish in the room neighbouring the courtyard; 4 — outline of a Modern Period pit;
5 — fragment of foundations of the room from Phase 2, preserved up to the level of the usage surface of the courtyard from Phase 3.

Puc. 5. basakaasa-KappikoBka. Aom ¢ mepuctuaem: 1 — cTeHa 10KHOTO M BOCTOYHOTO KPBIAQ, COCEAHUX C ABOPOM (c])aaa 3); 2 — caea 3amy-
POBaHHOH ABepH, KOTOpast Beaa BO ABop (caeA peMoHTa — pasa 3); 3 — YepernHulia, MOKPHITA IUTYKATyPKOH, OCTATKH OTACAKH CTEH B ITOMe-
LICHUH COCCAHUM C ABOPOM; 4 — OYepTaHMs COBPEMECHHOH SMBL; 5 — QparMeHT PpyHAAMEHTA HOMELICHNUS ¢ $asbl 2, COXPAHUBIIHACS AO
YPOBHSI XKHAOH ITOBEPXHOCTH ABOpa € pasbr 3.

Ryc. 5. Balaklawa-Kadykovka. Dom perystylowy. 1 — mur skrzydta potudniowego i wschodniego sasiadujacy z dziedziicem (faza 3);
2 - §lad zamurowania drzwi prowadzacych na dziedziniec ($lad remontu w fazie 3); 3 — warstwa dachéwki pokrytej tynkiem, pozostato-
$ci wykoniczenia §cian w pomieszczeniu sasiadujacym z dziedzincem; 4 — zarys nowozytnej jamy; 5 — fragment fundamentu pomieszczenia
z fazy 2, zachowany do poziomu powierzchni uzytkowej dziedzinica z fazy 3.
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Fig. 6. Balaklava-Kadykovka. Peristyle house (Photo R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski). 1 — fragment of foundations of the room from Phase 2,
preserved up to the level of the usage surface of the courtyard from Phase 3; 2 — layer of burning — trace of destruction of the “Pre-Roman”
phase; 3 — V-shape pit or ditch - remains of the “Pre-Roman” phase.

Puc. 6. basakaasa-Kapsikoka. Aom ¢ nepuctuaeM. 1 — GpparMeHT GpyHAaMeHTa TOMEIEHHS C (pasbl 2, COXPAHUBIIUICS AO YPOBHSI XXKHAOH
MOBEPXHOCTH ABOpa ¢ $asbl 3; 2 — CAOI FOPEHMUSI — CACA YHUUITOXCHHUS < AOPUMCKOM>» (asbl; 3 — siMa HAU POB B BUAC OYKBBI ,,V” — ocTaT-

KH < AOPHUMCKOI1>» (asbl.

Ryc. 6. Balaklawa-Kadykovka. Dom perystylowy. 1 — fragment fundamentu pomieszczenia z fazy 2, zachowany do poziomu powierzchni
uzytkowej dziedzirica z fazy 3; 2 — warstwa spalenizny — $lad zniszczenia fazy ,,przedrzymskiej”; 3 — jama lub réw o przekroju w ksztalcie

litery ,V” — pozostalo$¢ fazy ,,przedrzymskiej”

This interpretation also provides new arguments in the
discussion on the function of the neighbouring building
with the hypocaust cellar (cf. KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI,
SAVELA 2013: 131-132, figs. 2:1, 5:1, 8:3, 9:3). The location
next to the Praetorium makes a household function less
possible. Obviously, a definite determination of this issue
may be caused by further research. It is worth noting,
however, that therms for the garrison commander may
have been constructed next to the Praetorium. Such
a solution is known, i.a., from the fort of Vercovicium/
Housesteads, located near Hadrian’s Wall in Britain
(RUSHWORTH 2009: 6, 271, fig. 1.4 — building XI). The
construction of the supposed therms and the parallel
extension of the neighbouring house with the peristyle
seems to confirm that the entire premise was built for the
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needs of an officer of tribune rank — perhaps a command-
er of the Roman troops stationed in Crimea. The propos-
ed interpretation must obviously be supported and
extended based on further research at Balaklava and on
comparative analyses.

Translated by Grzegorz Zabinski

Dr Radostaw Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski
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Oleg A. Savela
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PApOCAAB KAPACEBUY-IIIBITTEPCKIU, OAET S1. CABEAS

PAckonky B BAAAKAABE (CEBACTONOAB, YKPAMHA) — CE30H 2013.
OTKPBITUE IIPETOPHA.

B 1992 roay B basaxaase-Kappixoske 6p1aa o1-
KPBITA 4aCThb 3AaHHs puMckoro mepuoaa. [Tocaeayomue
uccaepoBanus 6ausaexautero xpama Onurepa Aoanxena
(1997-1999) n03BOAHAM YCTAaHOBHTbH MHOXECTBO CBA3€H
MeKAY ABYMs 3AaHMSIMA. O6bEKTB OBIAM TOCTPOCHBI U PYHK-
LIMOHUPOBAAM CHHXPOHHO, 2 HX CTPOUTEASIMH ObIAH PUM-
CKHe COAAATH, 6asupyoomue B barakaase.

Pacxomku, mposopusmuecs 8 2009-2013 rr. mo
COCEACTBY C MECTHBIM PBIHKOM, IIO3BOAUAH IIOCTCIICHHO
OTKpHIBaTh yroMsiHyTOe Bbiule 3aanue (Puc. 1). Paboramu
COBMECTHOH IOABCKO-YKPAUHCKOH 3KCIICAULIMH PYKOBO-
AUAH aBTOPBI AQHHOTO TEKCTA.

MccaeAoBaHMS O3BOAHAU BBIACAUTD ABA IIEPUO-
A2 HCITOAB30BAHUSI TEPPUTOPHUH [IPEAIIECCTBYIONINE BO3HH-
KHOBCHHUIO AAHHOTO 3AaHUSL. APeBHIs pasa « AOPHMCKAS»
AATHPYETCS IEPBBIM BEKOM HAICH 3PblI, BOBMOXHO, €ro
cepeaunoit (Puc. 6:2,3). ®asa 1 — ycaoBHO HasbiBacMas
«TpasiHcKasi», aartupyercst pybexom I-II BB. B aror
IEPHOA BOSHHKAO IIEPBOE KAMEHHOE 3AAHHE, OT KOTOPOTO
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COXPaHHAMCH AMIIb cKpoMmHble ¢parmentsl. Caeayromue
¢asbl CBSI3AHBI CO CTPOUTEABHBIMH IIEPHOAAMH, OTIPEACACH-
HBIMH BO BPEMsI HCCACAOBaHHH cBatuauma HOmurepa.
®daza 2 - (Bropas nososuna II 8. H.3.) — B 3TO Bpems Mo~
BASIETCSI YIIOMSIHYTOE 3AQHHE, A TAKOKE OAM3AEKALIHE YKpe-
naenus pumckoro popra. Pasa 3 — (pybex II-111 BB. H.3. —
Havaao [II B. H.a.), ee HayaAo 0003HAYECHO MACIITAOHON
nepecrpoiikoit. O6beKT GbIA PACCTPOCH 32 CYET COCEAHEH
yauust (Via Sagularis). Ha Mecte ykpenaeHnii Ha Apyroi
CTOpOHE ITOM YAHLBI OBIAO IIOCTPOCHO 3AQHME, OT KOTO-
POTO AO CHX ITOP HCCACAOBAHO TOABKO OAHO ITOMEIICHHE
c runokaycrom (Puc. 1:7).

PesyapTaT! CACAYIOIIIX HCCACAOBATEABCKHX CE30-
HOB IIPUBOAUAM K H3MCHCHHUIO B3TASIAOB Ha IPEAMET GyHK-
LM ONMUCBIBAEMOrO cTpoeHuUst. ONpeACACHHBIM 3aTPYAHE-
HHEM SIBASCTCS TOT $aKT, YTO HabAIOAAEMAs TIEPECTPOIIKA
AATHpPOBaHA py6C>KOM II-III BB. H.5. HaBepHsKa CBsA3aHA
¢ usMeHeHueM $yHKLHH obbekTa. M3HavaabHO mpearo-
AAarasoCh, YTO OTKPBITHIC PYHHBI — 3TO OCTATKH KasapM
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(KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012), a mosxe
yKe, 4TO BOSMOXHO AoM LeHTypuoHa (KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013). CepbesHble COMHEHUS TIPH-
HECAO OTKprTI/IC ,A,BOpa npnAera}omero K IIOMCIICHUAM
(KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 128, 131, puc.
2:2). Bo Bpemst cesona 2013 T 3aKOHYCHBI HCCACAOBAHUS
yHOMfIHyTOI‘O ABOPa, a TaK>KE 4aCTH HOMCH_[CHI/II;‘I paCHOAO'
JKC€HHBIX BOCTOYHCEC. BAaI‘OAaPH 3TOMy IIOsIBHAACh BO3MOX-
HOCTb pCKOHCprKHI/II/I ITAAHa U paSMCpOB 3AAHHA C (I)a3bl 3,
ITIOCAC HCPeCTPOﬂKH u BCPO}[THOI‘/'I CMCHbI Ha3Ha4YCHUA
(Puc. 1).

CoGpaHHble AAQHHBIE ITO3BOASIOT IIPU3HATh OT-
KprTOC 3AaHHUC C ABOPOM HPI/IMCpOM AOMa C l'[CpI/ICTI/IACM
(PPIC. 1) AH&AOTI/I‘{H})IC 3AAHHA BBIIIOAHSIAHM B PI/IMCKI/IX
doprax QyHKIHH AOMa KOMAHAYIOLIETO TAPHU30HOM (mpe-
Topuii). Takas MHTepHpETaLUsA NO3BOAICT AOIOAHHTDH
apryMEHTALUIO B AUCKYCCHH IIO IIOBOAY Ha3HAYEHMS COCEA-
HETO 3AAHUS C TUIIOKAYCTOM (Puc. 1:7; cm. KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 131, puc. 2:1, 5:1, 8:3, 9:3).

PacrioaoxeHre 3AaHHS B HEIIOCPEACTBCHHOH OAH30CTH
¢ [IperopreM Taroke yMEHbIIAET BO3MOXHOCTD €TI0 HCITOAB-
30BaHUA B XO3SAMCTBEHHBIX LIEASIX. ECTECTBEHHO, 9TO OKOH-
9aTEABHOC PCLICHUE B AAHHOM BOIIPOCE MOTYT IPHHECTH
AaabHeimue nccaeaoBanus. Caeayer 00paTuTh BHUMAHHE
U Ha TO, 4TO BosAe IIperopusi Moram GbITh MOCTPOCHSI
TEPMBI AASL KOMAHAYIOLIETO TAPHU30HOM. TaKoil BapuaHT
M3BECTHBIH MEXAY IPOYHM C PACIIOAOXKEHHOTO Ha CTEHE
Appuana B bpuranun $opra Vercovicium/Housesteads
(RUSHWORTH 2009: 6, 271, puc. 1.4 — saanue XI).
CrpoHTEABCTBO IIPEATIOAATAEMBIX TEPM OAHOBPEMEHHO C ITe-
PECTPOMKOM AOMa C IIEPUCTUAEM ITO3BOASET MIPEAIOAATATD,
YTO BeCh KOMIIACKC OBIA COOPYXEH AASL HyXA oduLepa
B paHre TpubyHa — BEPOSITHO KOMAHAYIOICTO PUMCKUM KOH-
tunrenToM B Kpsimy. I1peasaraemas unrepnperanus pa-
3yMeeTCsl AOAKHA OBITh CBepUPUIMPOBAHHASL B IIPOLIECCE

AAABHEHIINX UCCACAOBaHMI B baaakaase.

Iepesod Bsuecaas Lepacumos

RADOSEAW KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, OLEG A. SAVELA

WYKOPALISKA W BAEAKEAWIE (SEWASTOPOL, UKRAINA) — SEZON 2013.
ODKRYCIE PRAETORIUM

W 1992 roku w Bataktawie-Kadykovce, odkryto
fragment budynku z okresu rzymskiego. P6zniejsze badania
pobliskiej $wiatyni Jowisza Dolichenskiego (1997-1999)
pozwolily stwierdzi¢ liczne zwiazki miedzy obydwoma bu-
dowlami. Obicekty powstaly i funkcjonowaly w tym samym
czasie, a ich budowniczymi byli Zolnierze rzymscy sta-
cjonujacy w Balaklawie.

Wykopaliska prowadzone w latach 2009-2013
w sasiedztwie miejscowego rynku stopniowo odstanialy
wspomniany budynek (Ryc. 1). Pracami wspélnej, polsko-
ukrairiskiej ekspedycji kierowali autorzy niniejszego tekstu.

Badania pozwolily wyrézni¢ dwa okresy uzytkowa-
nia terenu, poprzedzajace powstanie omawianego budynku.
Faza najstarsza — ,przedrzymska®, jest datowananaIw. n.c.,
by¢ moze na polowe tego stulecia (Ryc. 6:2,3). Faza 1 —
umownie zwana ,trajariska®, jest datowana na przelom
I/II w. W tym okresic powstala pierwsza murowana zabu-
dowa, z ktdrej zachowaly si¢ jedynie skromne fragmenty.
Kolejne fazy sq juz korelowane z fazami budowlanymi wy-
réznionymi podczas badari Swiatyni Jowisza: faza 2 (2. po-
fowa II w.) — w tym czasie powstaje omawiany budynek
oraz pobliskie umocnienia fortu; faza 3 (przelom II/IIT w.
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— poczatek III w.) — poczatek tej fazy wyznacza rozlegla
przebudowa. Obicke zostaje rozbudowany kosztem czesci
sasiedniej ulicy (Via Sagularis), a po jej drugiej stronie
miejsce umocnien zajmuje budowla, z ktérej dotychczas
odkryto tylko jedno pomieszczenie z piwnicg hypokaus-
tyczna (Ryc. 1:7).

Whyniki kolejnych sezondw badan przyczynialy si¢
do zmiany pogladéw na temat funkcji omawianej budowli.
Pewnym utrudnieniem jest fakt, ze zaobserwowana prze-
budowa, datowana na przefom II/III w., niemal na pewno
wiazala si¢ ze zmiang funkcji obiektu. Poczatkowo zakla-
dano, ze odslaniane relikty to pozostalo§é koszar (KaRra-
SIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012), pdzniej, ze mogl
to by¢ dom centuriona (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI,
SAVELA 2013). Powazne watpliwosci zrodzito odkrycie dzie-
dzifica towarzyszacego pomieszczeniom (KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 128, 131, ryc. 2:2). W sezo-
nie 2013 dokoriczono badania wspomnianego dziedzifica
oraz czgsci pomieszczeri polozonych dalej na wschéd.
Dzi¢ki temu mozliwa stafa si¢ rekonstrukcja planu i wy-
miaréw domu z fazy 3, po rozbudowie i prawdopodobnej
zmianie funkeji (Ryc. 1).
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Zgromadzone dane pozwalaja uzna¢ odkryty bu-
dynek z dziedzincem za przyklad domu perystylowego
(Ryec. 1). Podobne budowle petnity w fortach rzymskich
funkcje domu dowddcy garnizonu (praetorium). Taka in-
terpretacja dostarcza tez nowych argumentéw w dyskusji
na temat przeznaczenia sasiedniej budowli z piwnica hypo-
kaustyczna (Ryc. 1:7; por. KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI,
SAVELA 2013: 131, ryc. 2:1, 5:1, 8:3, 9:3). Polozenie tuz
obok Praetorium przemawia raczej przeciw funkcji gospo-
darczej. Oczywidcie rozstrzygniecie w tej sprawie moga

przynies¢ dopiero dalsze badania. Warto jednak zauwazy¢,

172

ze obok Praetorium mogly zosta¢ wzniesione termy dla do-
wodcy garnizonu. Takie rozwiazanie jest znane m.in. z po-
tozonego na Murze Hadriana w Brytanii fortu Vercovicium/
Housesteads (RUSHWORTH 2009: 6, 271, ryc. 1.4 -
budynek XI). Budowa domniemanych term jednoczesnie
z rozbudowg sasiedniego domu z perystylem zdaje si¢ po-
twierdzad, ze cale zalozenie powstalo na potrzeby oficera
rangi tryburniskiej — prawdopodobnie dowddcy wojsk rzym-
skich stacjonujacych na Krymie. Zaproponowana interpre-
tacja powinna oczywiécie zostaé zweryfikowana w trakcie

dalszych badan w Bataktawie.



