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A. PLONTKE-LUENING

PITYOUS AND

“Setting out from Dioskourias the first harbour
will be in Pityous, at a distance of 350 stadia” reports
Flavius Arrianus in his Periplous Ponti Euxini
(peripl. 18, 1). The governor of Cappadocia and his
representative fleet — one trireme and some liburnae
— traveled in 134 AD along the Eastern Pontos shore
and inspected the Roman garrisons between Trapezous
and the “end of the Roman dominion” which was at
his time in Dioskourias-Sebastopolis. Continuing the
journey to the Crimea Arrian came to Pityous which
was the first harbour after Sebastopolis, at a distance of
350 stadia. So there was no Roman garrison at Pitiunt
in Hadrianic time. But it seems that the journey of
Arrian gave the impetus to install in Pityous Roman
forces because he recognized the importance of the
place for the grain transport from the Northern Pontos
to Trapezous which was the supply base for the Roman
forces in Anatolia.

The first inscription from Pityous dates to 152
AD (Speidel, Todua: 1988, 56, fig. 3). It shows that
Pitiunt became soon after Arrian’s visit the last sta-
tion of the “Pontic limes” at the Eastern Pontic shore.
This chain of Roman fortresses represents a specific
type of Roman defensive structures — it consisted of
castra in a distance of a one day’s journey by ship and
was the base for the actions of the Pontic fleet with its
headquarters in Trapezunt. At the same time it offered
sure and comfortable resting places for the grain fleets
which brought the supply from Northern Pontos to the
Roman forces in Anatolia.

A tile stamp from the castle territory makes clear
that here stood a deployment of the leg XV Apollinaris
(Kiguradze, Lordkipanidze, Todua 1987), and an in-
scription on a sandstone slab can be read for the year
223 AD: Maximo et Aeliano coss (Speidel-Todua
1988 58 fig. 4). Zosimos (I 32, 1) reports for the 39 c.
AD that Pityous had an excellent harbour. The Notitia
Dignitatum gives the fortress sub duce Armeniae (Not
dign. or. XVIII 32 ed. Seeck 84 ) and suggests that
here was installed a new ala (prima felix Theodosi-
ana) in the later 4" c. AD.

The remaining fortress is with 162x136 m (2,2
ha, fig. 1) rather small. The fortress walls are built

ITS MOSAICS

with opus caementitium with a facing of small
conglomerate blocks (moellons). The investigations
of N. Kiguradze and G. Lordkipanidze in the NE of
the castle made clear that the first castle was built
with wood and earth (Lortkipanije 1991: 81, pl. 19-
20) like the first fortress of Phasis as it is reported in
Arrian (peripl. IX, 4). But in the later 2™ or earlier
31 ¢. the walls must have been built for the first time
in stone (resp. opus caementitium) because Zosimos
mentions “very high walls.” The fan shape corner
towers (fig. 4) show that a greater restauration took
place in Diocletianic-Constantinian era: The fortress
was rebuilt after the destruction and robbery of ships
from the harbour by the Scythians in 257 AD reported
by Zosimos.

Inside the fortress were unearthed the principia
and houses of the officers; the bathes of the
“Reihentyp” were outside the fortress near the Porta
Praetoria. This gate was orientated to the East where
today lies a swampy lake with is connected with a
channel system to the Northwest. The canalization
of the central part of the fortress goes directly to the
lake. It seems very likely that here we have to see
the remains of the “excellent harbour” mentioned by
Zosimos (Lortkipanije 1991: 74-80). Unfortunately
no investigations of the territory could be made
yet. But it is clear that the ships were brought by a
system from channels to the lake-the harbour basin
was defenced from storm even as from enemies. It
is a completely different situation than in Athenai on
the southeastern Pontos shore where Arrian’s fleet lost
one /iburna in a heavy storm (peripl. IVs.). According
to coins, in the time of Anastasius (491-518) even the
harbour basin and a part of the canabae — which is
also not investigated — were encircled by a wall. The
north flank of the fortress was defended by a tower
near the Eastern shore of the lake Inkit.

In Pityous lived one of the earliest Christian
communities in Pontus Polemoniacus. Bishop Strat-
ophilus from Pityous participated in the First Oecu-
menical concile of Nicea in 325 together with his
brothers Longinus from Neocaesarea and Domnus
from Trapezous (Patrum nicaenorum nomina ed. ed.
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Gelzer, Hilgenfeld, Markschies (1995) p. LXII).

The most interesting evidence of the flourish-
ing Christian community we find in the complex of
churches south of the harbour basin (fig. 2). From 4-
6™ c. were built several churches at the place. The
first was a rather big hall church which was destroyed
by a fire which can be connected with a raid of the
Huns (Lordkipanije 1991: 181) in the last third of the
4th c. AD. The church is considered to be the cathe-
dral of Stratophilus and therefore was dated in the
years unimmediately after 313. But it seems rather
probable that it was built after the Nicaenian concile
which must have been a trading centre for ideas and
plans for church buildings all over the Empire.

Most interesting is the first basilica with traces
of marble sculpture and a mosaic floor which can be
dated into the 5" c. The plan of this church seems to
be strange. The slightly polygonal apse is as broad as
the naos. The supports of the nave are poorely docu-
mented although Cicisvili reports fragments of older
bases on the stylobate which he considers re-used for
the second basilica (Cicisvili 1975: 101). G. Lortki-
panije (Lortkipanije 1991: fig. 6. 2. 2) reconstructs
even this church as a hall church without supports,
Sakaraia (Sakaraia 1984: 72s.) assumes wooden col-
umns, and Khroushkova suggests a column basilica
with architrave because of the fragments of a mar-
ble column and of an achitrave with three fascies
(Khroushkova 2002: 72-74). The main problem is the
poor documentation of the the excavation results. For
a basilica with aisles argues the mosaic decoration
—in N and S were narrow carpets typically for the
decoration of aisles.

Main subjects of the mosaics are the paradise and
the Vita aeterna. The apse mosaic shows two deers
besides a cantharos (fig. 5), the mosaic on the podium
in the centre of the apse gives a chrismon with alpha
and omega (fig. 6). In the narthex was a basin for
baptism surrounded by two mosaic carpets. The bet-
ter preserved shows a cantharos flanked by birds (fig.
9). On the lid of the cantharos we see two birds — a
reminiscence to the famous Sosos mosaic from Per-
gamum which was often copied in Roman mosaics.
The mosaics from the aisles show geometric patterns
(figs. 7, 8), and in the northern part of the narthex was
a mosaic carpet with rhomboids (fig. 10) remember-
ing the floor of the cross church of Antiokhia-Qaousi-
ye (387 AD, Levi 1938: pl. CXIV a).

The mosaics have analogies especially in the Bal-
kans and in Syria (Odiseli 1995: 31-60; Plontke-Liin-
ing 2006: DVD, s. v. Pitiunt), lesser in the Chersone-
sus mosaics. Unfortunately mosaics from Cappadocia
are not known yet — so we do not know whether there
were direct connections between the centres of Cap-

padocia and Pityous.

The inscription in the podium mosaic gives us the
donor Orel — obviously a Roman or Romanized man
who wore in the 5th c. else the Roman cognomen
Aurelius (Seibt 1992: 142).

It seems very probable that our richly adorned
church was not only the cathedra of the bishop of
Pityous but even had memorial functions as suggests
the podium mosaic with Chrismon. A memorial
function was assumed even by Matsulevich,
Vostchinina, Brandenburg and Velmans.

In the 5™ c. two martyrium stories became very
popular in Eastern Pontos, each of them connected
with Roman military forces. This seems to be an in-
dicator for the importance of the Roman army in the
region even at that time. The one, the martyrium of
Arauraka (Bryer-Winfield 1985: 165-169; Text: PG
116 467-505), tells about five soldiers and their mar-
tyrium in Pontus; one of them, the legionarius Orest-
es, could have been venerated in the octagonal church
of Sukhumi-Sebastopolis which was discovered and
published by Lyudmila Khrushkova (Khrushkova
2002: 67-136). The other one is the Martyrium of
Orentius or of the Seven brothers of Lazica (Acta
SS Tunii IV p. 809ss.; Peeters: 1938; Bryer-Winfield
1985: 166f. 325; Braund: 1995: 265), which plays, of
course, in the Diocletianic persecution. It is the his-
tory of seven Christian soldiers from the Roman gar-
rison at Satala who were brought to Trapezous and
from there by ship along the Eastern pontos shore;
the stations are the same like in the Periplous of Arri-
an. The first, Orentius, is martyred in Rhizaion-Rize,
the next two, Firmus and Firminus, find their end in
Apsarus, and the corpse of the last, Longinus, was
washed to the shore at Pityous. So the martyrium ma-
terializes the common way of transport in the Eastern
Pontos and shows Pityous again as the last station of
Roman dominion. And it seems very probable that it
was even Longinus who was venerated in the cathe-
dral church of Pityous.

The church existed only a short time. Soon a new
basilica was erected at the same place. Its plan is
comparable with the 5" c. basilicas of Constantino-
ple, and also the building technics — the walls were
erected in opus mixtum — have their origin in Con-
stantinople. Inside the church parts of the older mo-
saic floors were in use else; the destroyed parts were
repaired with tile slabs.

The church was furnished with Proconnesian
marble which is preserved only in small fragments
Khroushkova 2002: 83, fig. 8). Ithad an ambo to which
belong stair plates with cross representations and a
cancel screen with slabs with cross representations.
Obviously to the altar belongs a slab with Chrismon.
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So we may assume that the liturgy in Pitiunt followed
the example of Constantinople.

The trade with Proconnesian marble reached even
the easternmost Pontos coast. It is here not the place
to speak about the furnishings of the cathedral church
of Saisenos (today Caisi) in Northern Lazica where
capitals from the 1% half of the 6" c. are preserved in
the later church (Khruchkova 1980: 14-25, Plontke-
Liining 2006: DVD 263-267).

It is hard to date the two representative churches.
The mosaics of the 2nd church point to a date in the 5*
c. Inasmuch the church existed only a short time it seems
probable that the new basilica was erected in connec-
tions with the building activities in the time of Anasta-
sius in the early 6™ c. The fragmented marble decoration
indicates a strong destruction which may be connected
with the selfdestruction of the fortress by the Romans
in 542 reported by Procopius (bell. got. VIII (IV) 4).
A comparable situation we find in the latrus fortress in
Moesia (today Krivina/Bulgaria) where from the 4" to
6™ c. three basilicas were built in succession south of the
principia (Ivanov 1979: 27, fig. 1).

The last church in the Pitiunt fortress was built
in the west of the three churches; its apse cuts in the
narthex region of the previous churches. It is a hall
church with a wide narthex, three-edged apse and
wall pilasters which supported the barrel vault. The
walls were built in opus mixtum, the vault in bricks;
the proportion between bricks and mortar is nearly
1:2. In the apse was a mosaic with petal rapport; and a
bench with a cathedra in the centre was documented.
A small room in the eastern niche of the south wall
was possibly a martyrium. So we may consider the
fourth building for the rather modest cathedral which
was built after the destruction of 542.

The structure of the church differs clearly from the
constantinopolitan models of the previous churches.
Analogies we find in North Mesopotamian churches
of the 5"-7% ¢. like Mar Cyriacus in Arnas (Bell 1982:
16. 99, fig.9), Kefr Zeh, (Bell 1982: 44f., 120f., fig.
29) or Mar Philoxenos in Midyat (Bell 1982: 51f,,
131, fig. 36) and in South Armenian churches like
T’ukh (Gandolfo 1973: 85-88, figs. 3-10, 30-56; Cu-
neo 1988: 602; Thierry, Vaspurakan 230-232, fig. 41)
and Pashvatsk (Gandolfo 1973: 90-93, figs. 18-25,
60-80; Cuneo 1988: 382; Thierry: 116). It is hard to
say why in the region which was closely connected
with Constantinople and Cappadocia a church of this
plan was erected. Maybe the bishop who built the
church came from these regions.

We have a rather scarce knowledge about the de-
velopment of Pityous after the time of Justinian I. In
the early 10™ c. we see it in the register of archbish-
ops of the Constantinopolitan patriarch Nikolaos .
(901-907) at the 36™ position, and it is called Soteri-
oupolis (Not. Episcopatuum ecclesiae Cpolitanae 7.
87 ed Darrouzés 1981). A lead seal found in Bulgaria
and now in the collection Nikolov in Razgrad and
dated by Seibt into the forties of the 11™ c. belongs
to the Protospatharios and Strategos Nikolaos who
commanded the Byzantine fortress Anakopia (today
New Athos) and Soterupolis. So we know that Pity-
ous—Soterupolis was in Byzantine hands in the 11"
c. The Abasgian coastal points were the base for the
byzantine contacts with Alania north of the Caucasus
range.

In the first half of the 10" c. the big church was
erected more than 500 m east of the old fortress. The
archbishop of Pitiunt-Soteroupolis had founded a
new and much more representative residence.
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PE3IOME

A. ITnonTke-JIyHUHT

IIUTUYHT U ET'O MO3AUKHU

Pumckas xpenocts IIMTHyHT, pacnonoxeHHas
Ha 3amajHoM Oepery [IuiyHznckoro mMeica, sIBIsSETCS
OJIHUM M3 JIydllle BCEro MCCIIEJOBAHHBIX MecT Boc-
tounoro [IpuaepHomopssi. Kpernocts Obuta 0cHOBaHa
B cepenune Il B.H.3. [lepBbIe mocTpoiiku ObLTH COOPY-
JKEHBI U3 JiepeBa. AHAJOTHYHYIO CUTYallUI0 MOXHO
ObUT0 HaOMOaTh B Kpenoctu dasuc B ycThe COBpE-
MEHHOH pexu Puonu, o uem Mbl y3HaeM u3 Appuas-
ckoro mepuria. CoXpaHUBIINECS KpPEMOCTHBIE CTe-
Hbl [IutuynTa ¢ U-00pa3HbIMU YITIOBBIMU OalllHSMH
OBLIM MTOCTPOEHBI BO BpEeMEHa TETPapXHUU WJIH TpaB-
neans Koncrantuna 1. Kpenocts Gbizia oTpeMOHTH-
pOBaHa rocJie HalecTBUS TeHHOKX0B B 257 . Bo Bpe-
Ms yCWIIEHHsI puMcKoi Biactd B V-VI BB.H.3. Oblia
MOCTPOEHA KPEToCTHas CTeHa, BOKPYT He€ canabae n
COOPYXKEH MOPT.

Kpenocte ITuTuyHT sBIISIIACH NIOCIEIHUM ITyHK-
toM [TonTHiicKOTO JInMeca Ha BocTounoM modepexbe
Yepnoro mops. Llens kpenocteil BIOIb TPaHULIbI UM-
MIEpUH SIBIISUIACH CBOCOOPA3HBIM THIIOM PUMCKHX 000-
POHUTENBHBIX coopykeHuil. Kpernoctu 6b111 pacrio-
JIOKE€HBI Ha PACCTOSIHUM OIHOTO JIHS MyTH KOpabieM.
Onu ciyxwun 6azamu [loHTHiickoro ¢umora u cTo-
STHKaMM JUIst TpaHcropTa 3epHa u3 Cesepnoro I[Ipu-
4epHOMOPbs B Tpares3yH]l, OTKyaa CHa0XalluCh BOM-

cka EBdparckoro numeca. Kneiima Ha kupnuuax w3
IIntnyHTa NOATBEPKIAIOT NMPUCYTCTBUE OTpsiga XV
legiona Apollinaris B kpenoctu. Notitia dignitatum
ynomunaet [lutuyHT sub duce Armeniae, KOTOPBIT
nMmen pesuaeHuunio B Canare B Manoit ApMeHuu.

Pannexpuctuanckas obmuHa [lutnyHra Bxoaua
B cocTtaB enapxuu Pontus Polemoniacus. IlutnyHt-
ckuit enuckon Crparodun noanucan Hukeickuii cu-
HOJ B 325 1. BMecTe co cBouMU OparbsiMu JloMHYyCcOM
Tpanesynackum u Jlonrunycom Heokecappuiickum.
WHTepecHble CBENEHUS PAHHEXPUCTUAHCKOW KHU3-
HU B [IuTHyHTE COAEpKAaT TEKCTHI B FOKHOM 4YacTu
crensl VI B.: ¢ IV o VI-VII BB. ObIIM MOCTPOCHBI
YeThIpe IIEPKBU HA OJJHOM M TOM ke Mecte. OcobeH-
HO MHTEpecHa 0a3wiiMKa ¢ OCTaTKaMH MPaMOpPHOTO
yOpaHCTBa M MO3aWYHBIX MMOJIOB V B. LleHTpanbHOI
TEMAaTUKOW MO3aU4HbIX IOJIOB SIBJISIETCSI CHMBOJIMKA
past 1 BeuHoil >xu3Hu. Hagnuck Ha Mo3auke B aricue
JIa€T KTUTOpA, BEPOSITHO, PUMCKUN UM POMAHU3UPO-
BaHHbBIN YesioBek (Aurelius). OueBuaHO, 3Ta OOraras
Oa3unrka OblTa CBs3aHa C KylIbTOM ceMu Jlazckux
OparbeB, KoTopbIit ObLT omyssiped B V-VI BB. B Boc-
touHoM [Ipuuepnomopse. Ilo npenanuto, nocaeagHUM
Martir Longinus 0bU1 HaliieH MEPTBBIM Ha Oepery y
IIutnyHra.
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Fig. 1. Pitiunt, plan of the castle (Apakidze 1978 pl. 2)

Fig. 2. Pitiunt, plan of the four churches (Apakidze 1978 1. 6)
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Fig. 3. Pitiunt, plan of the surviving mosaics (Apakidze 1978 pl. 7a)

Fig. 4. Southwest corner of the Pitiunt castle (photo Plontke-Luening)
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Fig. 5. Mosaic floor in the apse (Apakidze 1978 fig. 130)

Fig. 6. Mosaic floor of the altar podium (Apakidze 1978 fig. 115)
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Fig. 7. Mosaic floor from the south aisle (Apakidze 1978 fig. 180-182)

Fig. 8. Mosaic floor of the south aisle (Apakidze 1978 fig. 168)
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Fig. 9. Mosaic floor in the narthex, near the baptistery (Apakidze 1978 fig. 156)

Fig. 10. Mosaic carpet in the narthex (Apakidze 1978 fig. 145)
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