SUMMARY

The collective work presents the study and publication
of excavated materials of an archaeologically known two-
apse church from the first half of the 9% to the first half of
the 10" century at the top of the Tuzluk Hill in the Yedi Ev-
ler area, Crimean Peninsula, near the village of Semidvorie
(Alushta, Crimea, Ukraine). This sanctuary was linked to
the large agricultural and pottery producing settlement that
existed in this economically developed and populous region
in the second half of the 8%/9' —first half of the 10® century.
The settlement was situated 150-250 meters to the east and
southeast from the church. Just 350 meters southeast from
the church was a medieval cemetery of the “Suuksu” type
of the 7" — 8t / 9t (?) centuries existed which was left by the
population usually identified as Crimean Goths tribes.

In 2007, an area of around 96 m? was investigated and
church ruins and surrounding cultural layer were studied.
The stratigraphical analysis managed to identify here 44
archaeological layers or contexts, one medieval grave with
double burials, and a Bronze Age cultual place. The study
of ruins shows that the sanctuary was rebuilt multiple times.
The church consisted of two communicating compartments
of different sizes. As for characteristic features, the south-
ern main apse is bigger in size than the northern one, and
there was an entrance in the main part of the church through
the northern compartment as well as two other doorways
from the west and from the south. The western portal of the
northern compartment was completely open and no traces of
wall masonry here were attested. In contrast to the southern
compartment, the foundation of the northern part was cut
in natural. The three-layer masonry wall was made of local
poor faceted rectangular stones of various sizes. For build-
ing mortar, mud solutions with clay loam as a binder ele-
ment were mostly used. The inside of the southern church
walls was plastered with lime mortar, which in some places
is preserved in situ, and painted with red linear and geo-
metric patterns including letters or even inscriptions that are
today illegible. The roof likely had two slopes covered by
locally made tiles of different types.

The overall dimensions of the church were: width — 5.60-
5.70 m, length - 8.50 m. The thickness of the wall was about
0.7 m. Structure remains are preserved to a height of 0.80 m.
Both apses have shoulders connecting apsidal semicircles
and walls. The external diameter of the southern apse is 2.13
m. The internal dimension of the southern main compart-
ment is 2.34x4.15 m. The external diameter of the northern
apse is 1.20 m, while the internal is 0.63 m. The width in the
western part of the northern compartment is 1.34 m, and in
the eastern part it is reduced to 1.26 m. The church was ori-
ented to the northeast. The azimuth of its central axis is 47°,
which roughly corresponds to the azimuth point of sunrise
during the summer solstice for Crimean latitude.

In the first chapter, written by V. Kirilko, the building
history of the church and its architectural peculiarities are
presented. The double apse sanctuary belongs to the rela-
tively rare type of churches of the Middle Byzantine period
that could be described as a two-apse church with unequal
apses of different sizes. G. Dimitrokallis (1976), the author
of the most representative corpus of double apse byzantine
sanctuaries, classified them as “pseudobiconques.” There
are some examples of double apse churches in the Crimea
(Sotera near Alushta, Sudak, Funa near Luchistoe settle-
ment, Chembalo fortress in Balaklava). Yet, these sanctuar-
ies mainly date back to the 14™ century, with the one ex-
ception being the Sotera church that belonged to the period
of the 8"-10" century, and none of them provides an exact
parallel to the church of Yedi Evler.

During the short period of its history, the church was
completely rebuilt at least once. The first building period
involved the creation of the main southern church with the
apse and the three entrances from the west, south and north.
It is highly likely that the church was intentionally conceived
by priests, ktitores or the Christian community as a double
apse and two-part building. Immediately after the perfection
of the southern church, the additional northern compartment
with open western portal and separate apse was added. This
part of the church was connected to the main church via a
special doorway in the wall dividing the compartment that
previously served as the northern entrance to the southern
church. In fact, the second building period is distinguished
only theoretically as a final step in the construction of the
church. The chronology of the first two periods of the build-
ing’s history, based mainly on the study of pottery and ce-
ramic materials from the complex, dates back to the first
half of the 9" century, or more precisely the second-third to
the middle of the century.

After a short period the church was completely de-
stroyed, most likely due to inadequate construction works
or an earthquake. The third building period is determined as
860-880s, when the sanctuary was rebuilt and reconstruct-
ed. After reconstruction, the northern compartment was bur-
ied by earth and ruined stones and preserved according to
canon law practices for unused sacral Christian objects. In
the third building period, the northern part was not active as
a liturgical zone. The sanctuary became an ordinary rural
Byzantine one-apse, one-nave church. A narthex was con-
structed in the eastern part of the sanctuary. The doorway
between the southern and northern parts was closed off by
wall masonry. During the third building period, only two
entrances — the southern and western — were still active.
The main entrance was the southern one, which was added
by a wooden apprentice. After the second deterioration of
the church in the first half of the 10" century, no more reno-
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vations were carried out. The ruins were reused by the local
population for ordinary purposes no earlier than in the sec-
ond half of the 14" — 15" century, as pottery fragments from
the ruins show. Most probably, the narthex and apse were
used at this time as a temporary living structure in what is
regarded in the chapter as the fourth building period. The
author proposes graphical reconstruction of the sanctuary
according to fourth building periods and shows architectural
parallels to this building among contemporary churches of
the Northern Caucasus and Minor Asia.

Chapter two, author 1. Teslenko, deals with the stratig-
raphy of the site and description of archaeological layers.
The analysis of excavated materials provided in the chapter
allowed for the presentation of all steps of anthropogenic
activity on the Tuzluk Hill from the Bronze Age to modern
times. The description of materials is organized by archaeo-
logical layers, with general characteristics of different finds
included. Every layer inside and outside the church is at-
tributed to a corresponding building period. A hypothesis
on the formation of each layer and its causes are also given.
The most important layers are linked to two dilapidations
of the church, and some of them are attributed to regular li-
turgical life and different rituals practiced in and around the
sanctuary. Several layers may be left from construction and
reconstruction works. A detailed description of the archaeo-
logical finds and a cultural and liturgical interpretation of
structures, layers and bones are given in the next chapters.

In the third chapter, I. Teslenko provides an analysis of
ceramic and pottery materials from the church. During the
excavation, 2,589 fragments of roof tiles and kalypters (55%
of all ceramic materials), 637 fragments of kitchen and table
wares (13.5%) and 1,485 pieces of pithoi and amphora (31.5
%) were recorded. Among them 9 intact rectangular roof
tiles that were still preserved and 5 kalypters can be frag-
mentarily reconstructed. Several tiles have a construction
sign or craftsmen marks as tridents and Greek letters «\»,
«p», «m» «B», «V». A theoretical estimation on the number
of tiles, including kalypters for covering the roof, has been
done. The amount is between 374 tiles / 376 kalypters and
396 tiles / 397 kalypters in the second and third building
period respectively. Accordingly, in the second period the
weight of the roof was about 3893-3897 kg, for the third
period — 4118-4122 kg.

Nearly all excavated ceramic materials came from local
production. The author lists the characteristics and provides
a description of clay pottery and ceramic items, which show
two craftsmen traditions. The first one emerged locally and
is characteristic of primitive treatments, the use of a hand
pottery wheel and unsatisfactory baking. The second crafts-
men tradition reflects well-organized, high-technology com-
modity production oriented on the external wine trade. It is
presented specially by amphora. Today, there are more than
40 known pottery workshops with high-technology kilns in
the southern part of the Crimean peninsula. Such a pottery
tradition was most likely brought here in the 8" — 9" cen-
tury from Minor Asia. The author discusses chronologies of
various types of local pottery, particularly amphora, and she

makes comparisons to groups of amphora known from dif-
ferent regions of the Byzantine World. Local amphoras are
presented by so-called “Black Sea type” (second variant),
which was produced until the mid-10" century, according to
the author. At the archaeological site, only two fragments of
imported pottery have been recorded: the bottom of a high
neck brown clay jug with wide flat handles, no earlier than
the mid-9* century, and a fragment of Glazed White Ware II,
according to J.W. Hayes, from 10" century Constantinople.
The kitchen pottery which were in use in Khazar kaganate
is also absent. Ceramic finds in the church date back mainly
to the end of 8" — 10" century; only several fragments of
two red glazed sgraffito bowls and one fragment of a brown
unglazed pot come from the 14— 15" century.

The fourth chapter presented by I. Teslenko and A.
Musin describes and studies the collection of glass lamp
fragments (342 items) that are partially not indentified.
The bulk (91%) of the lamps comes from the third build-
ing period and is concentrated near the southern entrance to
the church, where the liturgy should start. Precisely within
the same zone, micropieces of flint made by strike-a-light
for making “liturgical fire” were recorded, and kitchen and
bone remains from community meals were also attested.
Glass lamps are presented by two main groups: polycande-
lon or beaker-shaped lamps with hollow stems, and single
lamps with handles on the rim. All lamps have close paral-
lels among glass finds from other Middle Byzantine sanctu-
aries, for instance, Myra-Demre in Turkey, Thessaloniki in
Greece, Chersoneses in Crimea, etc. The glass is mainly col-
ored light green and blue. A slowly increased percentage of
potassium oxide recorded by optical emission spectroscopy
may point to glass production centers in the southeastern
part of Asia Minor or Levant.

Chapter five, written by A. Musin, analyzes and classi-
fies metal crosses found in the church. The excavation re-
corded at least 30 crosses and their fragments. Crosses were
used throughout the entire period of the church’s existence.
Crosses are regarded as an ex-vofo offering. Most of them
were concentrated in the altar zone of the sanctuary and
near the southern entrance to the church. Two crosses were
put in wall masonry that closed the doorway between the
northern compartment and the main church during the third
building period, evidently with apotropaic magic purposes.
Presumably, crosses were suspended on the church wall or
on elements of the church’s interior, or inserted in them. The
corpus of crosses is divided into five typological groups.
The main group consists of iron crosses with an extended
lower branch made of two plates connected with a rivet that
derived from individual processional crosses and turned in
ex-voto. Some crosses with splayed arms were cut from thin
sheet-metal, including copper alloy and probably silver,
and decorated with punch ornamentation. Two crosses were
made of silver coins: Umayyad dirham (661 — 750 AD) and
imitation of Arab-Sassanian half-drachma of the Sassanid
king Kosrou II (590 — 629 AD).

The two last groups of crosses can be compared to the
crosses of the type 1.2.2 according to J. Staecker found in
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Early Rus’ and Scandinavia in the 10" — 11" century, espe-
cially known to be in graves in Birka (Sweden), Gnezdovo
near Smolensk, Timerevo near Yaroslavl (Russia), Kiev,
Iskorosten (Ukraine) and other political and economic cen-
ters of the formation of early medieval states in Russia and
Sweden. Several scholars have insisted that the crosses have
an Anglo-Saxon origin and appeared in Sweden around 930
—940s AD with the mission of bishop Uni from British Is-
lands. However, after the Yedi Evler excavation, the Byz-
antine origin of these crosses is quite clear. Crosses from
Eastern and Northern Europe may have been created using
a Byzantine example or brought directly from this region
in several cases. During the cultural transformation of the
Christianization period, crosses that initially belonged to li-
turgical public culture were turned in barbarian society into
private devotion objects and used as an element in burial
customs.

Nearly all crosses found in the Yedi Evler church have
parallels in other regions of the Byzantine Empire and the
neighboring region in the Black Sea coastland, Mediterra-
nean, Asia Minor, Northern Caucasus and Balkans. Such
ex-voto crosses illustrate a special feature of post iconoclas-
tic culture in the beginning of the Middle Byzantine period,
as well as large distribution of personal reliquary-crosses
of the end of the 9% — 11" century. However, prior to be-
coming an ex-voto offering in church interior, both types of
crosses were generally used in private Christian devotion.
It is largely accepted that the 9 — 11 century was a period
of increasing individualism, social atomism and growing
emphasis on personal piety. With that in mind, individual
crosses were evidence of the new post-iconoclasm Ortho-
doxy as a manifestation of personal activity in church life
and a sign of the victory of polis community tradition over
imperial tyranny.

The process of donating personal crosses to churches
should be regarded as a special way of reconciling personal
devotion with the liturgical needs of the local community
encouraged by Church hierarchy. The present hypothesis
is confirmed by information in the Byzantine Monastic
Typikons, especially that of Empress Irene Doukaina Kom-
nene for the Convent of the Mother of God Kecharitomene
in Constantinople founded between 1100 and 1118, which
prescribed that each Saturday laymen would offer cross-
es-stauria in the sanctuary for the commemoration of the
deceased, and that other crosses must be brought similarly
each Sunday on behalf of the living who are recorded on the
diptychs. Crosses from the Yedi Evler church and in other
cases should be regarded as an archaeological illustration of
such a ritual.

Other small finds from the church like nails, chain links
for the suspension of lamps, fragment of bronze wire, lead
plates from a wick holder, buttons of bronze, small green
glass beads, and an iron arrow-head characteristic of East-
ern Europe military culture in the 10®/11%" — 13" century are
described and analyzed in chapter six by I. Teslenko. Two
amulet-pendants found in the church that are made of clam
shell of Cerithium vulgatum and tooth of deer of Cervus

elaphus, which could also be offered in the sanctuary as
ex-voto, are presented in chapter seven by G. Gavris and 1.
Teslenko.

Chapters eight to twelve compiled by G. Gavris, V.
Logvinenko, and S. Leonov deal with bones and faunistic
remains including birds, mammals, fishes, marine mollusks,
and land snails recorded during the excavations. As a result,
information is exhausted on the repertoire of animal sacri-
fices, a normal practice in rural parish Byzantine churches,
and the composition of church festive meals has been de-
termined.

Among 139 identified bones of mammals, 64% belong
to Ovis aries and Capra aegagrus hircus, 16% to Sus scrofa
domesticus, 6% to Lepus europaeus and 2% to Bos Taurus.
Birds are presented with 148 individuals of 19 species, in-
cluding 78% of Gallus domesticus and Gallus domesticus
sm. and an insignificant quantity of bones of Ofis tarda,
Cygnus olor, Perdix perdix etc.

It is quite interesting to note that fishes are nearly absent
from the collection, and consequently, on the table of par-
ish men who lived along the sea coast, only 13 bones of
Acipenser gueldenstaedtii and Perciformes were recorded.
Evidently, bones from the excavation present the remains
of a festive meal and not an everyday diet. However, shell-
fishes are recorded here in 1900 fragments of Mytilus gal-
loprovincialis (95% of mollusk) and a small number of
Patella ulyssiponensis and Ostrea lamellose. Eriphia spini-
frons presented in 4-5 individuals should also be noted. Ter-
restrial gastropods mollusks are mainly presented by Helix
albescens (72.4%), Monacha fruticola (24.2%) Chondrula
tridens (3.2%), and only one shell of Brephulopsis cylin-
drical. Some remarks on the distribution of animal bones
in the excavated complex will be provided in the following
chapters.

In chapter thirteen, I. Teslenko proposed and argued
the chronology of the site based mainly on pottery analy-
sis. Coins from the 7" — mid-8" century that were used for
the manufacturing of crosses give only large terminus post
quem for the church building. Amphora with small horizon-
tal multiple grooves on the surface well-known in Crimea
not later than the beginning - first half of the 9 century are
not recorded among the excavation materials; so the begin-
ning of the church complex must date back to the second
third-middle of the 9" century. The find of the fragment of a
high neck jug with wide flat handles in layers of the second
building period, and their absence later on, puts the date of
the rebuilding of the church at 860-880 AD. The presence of
local “Black Sea type” amphora of the second variant and
the absence of forms similar to amphora of types I and IIb
according to N. Giinsenin allow to propose the first half —
mid of the 10" century as the final stage of the church’s ex-
istence and that of surrounding settlements. Another find is
the fragment of Glazed White Ware I, dated no earlier than
the beginning of the 10" century. The history of the church
actually spans about 100 (£ 20-25) years.

Chapter fourteen by A. Musin discusses liturgical rituals
practiced in the sanctuary against the large background of
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Byzantine church culture and shows parallels from related
territories. To explain the meaning and origin of the two un-
equal apse church building in the Yedi Evler area, the author
provides a thorough account of the phenomenon of double
apse churches with unequal apses from Transcaucasia and
the Northern Caucasus through Asia Minor and the Greek
Islands up until biapsidal churches were recorded in medi-
eval Italy in the 9" — 13" century. As a result, a conclusion
has been made that the Mediterranean World did not have
a unique genesis of double apse churches. Late Antiquity
churches with two symmetrical naves and apses cannot be
regarded as a direct prototype for the Yedi Evler church and
related building. The architecture of Transcaucasia and the
Northern Caucasus sometimes gives similar features, for
example Mgvimevi, Georgia, the end of the 13% century,
but all of them were built later than the monument under
consideration.

The “pseudobiconques” churches with a reduced
northern apse are also known in medieval Italy and Corsica
of the 10" — 12" century (see for example: San Venerio,
La Spezia-Migliarina, Liguria; San Tommaso al Poggio,
Rapallo, Liguria; Santa Maria della Chiappella, Rogliano,
Haute-Corse; Santa Maria di Sibiola, Serdiana, Sardegna).
However, they hardly could be a source of inspiration
for builders of the Yedi Evler church for cultural and
chronological reasons. The Italian architecture of the “chiese
biabsidate” did, however, deeply influence the appearance
of two apse churches in Crimea and Muscovite Russia in
the end of the 14— 15" century. Nevertheless, early Italian
two apse sanctuaries, especially with different apses and an
additional northern entrance, could initially reflect the same
process of the change of liturgical planning as in the Yedi
Evler church.

It should be acknowledged that “pseudobiconques”
churches are not very characteristic for the Greek Island.
Some indirect parallels can bee seen in the planning of
the church of St Spyridon — Panagia Protothroni Halkia,
Halki, Naxos Island; church of St Pantaleon, Kotraphi,
Peloponnesus; church of St Athanasius, Phaturu, Patmos
Island; church of St Athanasius, Phaturu, Patmos Island. In
all cases, it is difficult to say whether the additional reduced
compartment was initially intended for this or that particular
liturgical ritual. It is quite possible that both naves were
used for the Eucharist. However, in the Middle Byzantine
period, the appearance of double churches of Sts John and
George, Sarakini, Samos, and the Monastery of St John
Chrysostomos at Koutsovendis, Cyprus can be attested.
The double apse church was renewed in the 10" century in
Ugayak, near Kirgehir, Central Anatolia, Turkey. The most
notable fact is that the high density of two apse middle
byzantine churches, including the “pseudobiconques”
sanctuaries, is known to have existed in the ancient Pont
province and near Trabzon, Turkey, for example in Koralla,
Gorele Burunu fortress or Gantopedin fortress (Matzouka,
Zana Kale), Labra, Macka Dere, near Kopruna Koy. This
region always had direct ties with the northern Black Sea
coast and Crimea during Antiquity and Middle Ages.

At the same time, the closest parallel to the Yedi Evler
church can be seen in the 10%— 11" century double apse
church in the Upper City of Middle Byzantine settlement in
Bogazkoy (Hattusa, Asia Minor), Turkey, excavated by P.
Neve in the early 1980s. At the small northern compartment
that served as the principle entrance in the southern main
church, obviously meant for the Eucharist, a considerable
number of metal ex-voto crosses was recovered. The
combination of such features attested both in Yedi Evler
and Bogazkdy and the chronological coincidence cannot be
accidental.

The author argued that different liturgical functions of two
church compartments and the subsidiary role of the northern
part may be stressed by their sizes and architectural volumes
and expressed in the exterior of churches in an architectonic
way and by means of architecture. An additional means of
special organization of two parts of liturgical space involved
the arrangement of a separate doorway to the main church
via the northern compartment as a supposable place of initial
worship rituals.

Such a change in liturgical planning finds its possible
explanation in the reform of Prothesis/Proskomedia,
which took place in Middle Byzantium during and right
after the iconoclasm period. The Euchologion Barberini
gr. 336, the oldest Orthodox liturgical book of the end of
the 8" century, reported the appearance of the first priest’s
prayer for the preparation of bread and wine as gifts for the
Eucharist. There was a time when the clergy and monks
established control over the expression of community and
individual piety within the bringing of liturgical gifts. The
chapter argues in support of a hypothesis on the Prothesis
function established in the northern compartment in Middle
Byzantine churches with two unequal apses such as Yedi
Evler, Sotera, Bogazkdy, several sanctuaries of Pont and
Trabzon, etc. as a materialization of church reforms at that
time. It is quite possible that contemporary Italian churches
with two unequal apses were also influenced by the same
architectural and liturgical innovation in the beginning of the
Middle Byzantine period, especially since the Euchologion
Barberini is a manuscript of southern Italian provenance,
which reflects, however, practices of Constantinople.
Architectural studies let us assume that initially, for a
newly performed ritual, the northern annexes or nave of
church could be reserved, but later such liturgical planning
innovation did not catch on in church practice. Both pre-
anaphora and anaphoric rituals were concentrated in the
altar zone.

The architectural implementation of the Prothesis
reform could be reflected in another way, for example, in the
construction of rectangular annexes to Middle Byzantine
church as monastery Kislecukuru, Antalia, and in Inisdibi
fortified settlement, Istlada, near Kekova — Myra/Demre,
both in Turkey provide examples. In fact, the Middle
Byzantine period is generally characterized by the rising
of additional architectural volumes and a compartment
around the main church building within the multiplication
of liturgical rituals and “Privatisation” of Liturgy.
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As proof for the given hypothesis, a find of liturgical
equipment in the church can be added. At the central part
of the northern compartment just opposite the doorway to
the main church, an almost rhomboidal flat stone with di-
mensions of 0.5%0.7 m (weight 75 kg) was attested. Its
horizontal position in situ was fixed by two roof tiles and
fragments of amphora. A considerable number of pottery
and glass fragments was concentrated around the stone, as
well as some animal bones. At the east end of the north-
ern apse, the bottom of pithos and fragmentary sheep skull
were also recovered, which indicate some unknown ritual.
It is quite possible that such flat stones laying directly on the
church floor and serving as the Prtothesis table for offering
liturgical bread and wine were typical for rural Byzantine
churches, as the information of Pratum spirituale by John
Moschus suggests.

No remains of the altar table or distinct elements of the
altar screen were recorded during the excavations. This im-
plies that the Holy table in the church could be made of
wood and the altar screen existed as a cloth curtain or kata-
petasma. However, the altar zone was separated from the
naos by a terrace cut in natural as a kind of bema. Near the
bema, there was a pit, most likely for a water reservoir used
for church needs and ritual purification purposes. Beside this
pit within the altar zone, several roof tiles were stocked as a
special construction associated with finds of metal crosses
and glass lamp fragments that may be regarded as an ele-
ment of an unpreserved altar barrier.

Such liturgical elements as the offering of ex-voto cross-
es and new arrangement of the Prothesis ritual may suggest
a monastic influence in the area. Additionally, this possibil-
ity is confirmed by some features of burial custom of the
grave excavated near the church to the southeast from the
main apse, i.e. the fixation of the head of one buried senilis
man with the help of small stones or a special head-support
known in the practice of Mont Athos monasteries and in the
Typikon of Studios monastery in Constantinople. This ob-
servation allows for a revision of the role of Byzantine mo-
nasticism in the development of Crimean Christian culture
of the iconoclasm and posticonoclasm period, especially
since an erroneous hypothesis on the “mass migration” of
Byzantine monks-iconodoules to the Crimean peninsula
based on an uncritical review of the information of the Life
of Saint Stephen the Younger has been abandoned after new
research.

However, rituals practiced in the Yedi Evler church were
linked not only to monastic practices but also to popular
Christianized rituals, as finds of animal bones in and around
the church suggest. Without a doubt, these kitchen remains
testify to animal sacrifice and parish community or fam-
ily festive meals organized in the church. The finds of ox
remains, an animal usually offered as a sacrifice in rural
Greek communities during sanctuary consecration, near
the western and southern entrances to the church may refer
to rituals of dedication of the church after its construction
and reconstruction in the second and third building peri-
ods. Other bones and faunal remains are relatively propor-

tionally spread out in the church complex. It is difficult to
determinate where exactly the common meals took place.
Most likely, during the first period of church life it was the
northern part of the church; the joint offering of gifts for
the Eucharist and ordinary meal in the same place near the
flat stone in the northern part of the church shows a kind
of syncretism of liturgical and popular rituals. During the
last period, when the northern compartment was buried ac-
cording to canon law postulates the main part of the kitchen
remains was concentrated near the southern entrance to the
sanctuary.

The practice of animal sacrifices and parish meals was
largely in use in Byzantine popular religion, or so-called
“parish Orthodoxy.” In spite of prescriptions against such
practices, which can be found in canon law, it was regarded
as a norm in society, and even hagiographical texts, for ex-
ample, the Life of Saint Nicolas of Sion in Asia Minor, tell
about such rituals without any fulmination. Rituals of ani-
mal sacrifices are also known in the North Caucasus, Tran-
scaucasia, and the Balkans and are still preserved in ethno-
graphic practice until the beginning of the 20" century and
on several territories up until the present age. For example,
in the Farassa area, Cappadocia, modern Feke, Adana Prov-
ince, Turkey, in the Greek parish the ritual of animal sacri-
fices was recorded in the church opposite the main altar on a
big stone. This parallel may suggest that the flat stone in the
northern part of the Yedi Evler church, apart from its Pros-
thesis function, could have also served as archaic sacrifice.

The remains of rituals of church consecration are also
known from the excavations. They have been attested
thanks to one-time concentrations of charcoals and fireplac-
es as well as kitchen remains opposite to the entrances of the
sanctuary. For the first church consecration, three fireplaces
were recorded to the north, west and south of the church.
The second consecration left one fireplace to the south from
the church according to the position of the main doorway
during the third building period.

Within the last zone, micropieces of flint made by strike-
a-light were found. It is obvious that there was a special
place here for making ‘liturgical fire’ before the beginning
of office of vespers. Evidently, the celebration in the church
was not conducted every day, but on special days includ-
ing Feast and Sunday Liturgies. Today the ritual of mak-
ing new fire before offices is still preserved in Latin and
Greek parish life, only on the eve of Easter Day when the
liturgical light for the ceremony is normally lit from a bon-
fire burned outside the church. In Russian and Ukrainian
Orthodoxy, such practice has been abandoned. A specific
derivate of such practices is the ritual of ‘Holy Fire’ in the
church of Holy Sepulcher in Jerusalem on Great Saturday,
the day before Orthodox Easter, presented in mass mentality
and church propaganda as a miracle. However, the practice
of making ‘new’ or ‘holy’ fire, especially at the beginning
of spring, is well known thanks to ethnological research in
Western and Central Europe, and relations between church
rituals and folklore customs are difficult to establish. Mul-
tiple fragments of glass lamps in the same zone hardly refer
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to any rituals, nor do presented remains of lamps acciden-
tally broken during manipulation. Only one church custom
that involves the intentional breaking of wedding glass cups
of wine was first attested in the Euchologion Paris. Coislin.
213 in 1027 AD. However, until the 12 century, the church
blessing of wedding was practiced in the aristocratic milieu
and was not very widespread in rural society.

In sum, the local parish community had enough culti-
vated level of religious life and combined innovations of
liturgical mainstream of Byzantine society issued from cul-
tural centers and archaic practices belonging to the provin-
cial rural population.

The conclusions presented by I. Teslenko and A. Musin
summaries research results and give future perspectives.
For the first time in the history of excavations of Crimean
medieval churches, thanks to careful digging and field
fixation, architectural archaeology managed to record many
liturgical features and everyday life elements characteristic
of Byzantine rural churches. It allowed for determining a
characteristic of the material culture of the local population
during the “demographic boom” and establishing of themata
administrative division in Byzantine Empire in the 8% — 9%
century. Church planning kept the very important step in
the development of the initial part of East-Christian Liturgy
as ritualisation of Prothesis. Archaeological contexts
preserved intact bones of animal sacrifices and community
meals appropriated to Byzantine popular religion, traces
of making of ‘holy’ or liturgical fire as micropieces of flint
made by a light-a-strike, and ex-voto offering in the form
of metal crosses, and amulets pendants that at the same
time could serve as interior church decoration. Such finds
allowed us to establish byzantine origin of several types
of Christian devotional crosses pendants from the 10" —
11" century originated from the territories of Early Rus’
and Scandinavia. The church in Yedi Evler is an example
monument of the Middle Byzantine period for the study of
liturgical devotion, rural sacral architecture and everyday
life of provincial settlements, which should be useful for
the understanding of both Crimean medieval culture and the
history of other parts of the Byzantine World.

The study of the Yedi Evler church permits us to
draw some conclusions about the historical development
and cultural situation in the southern part of the Crimean
peninsula at the end of the 8 —mid 10" century. The material
culture of the local population known from the result of
the church excavation and investigation of surrounding
settlements and pottery workshops suggests important
innovation, such as stone housebuilding using roof tiles,
high-technology pottery production with very effective

kilns, winemaking oriented to local and long distance
trade, and ecclesiastical architecture of basilica-type parish
churches. All these improvements were previously unknown
for the autochthonic people, which may be indentified to
the Crimean Goths. The settlement archaeology in the area
shows that the above-mentioned innovations were brought
here with the wave of mass migration, and newly-established
residences of the new population existed quietly side by side
with previous habitations. This situation may demonstrate
the process of mutual integration and even acculturation of
autochthonic people in higher organized society. Most likely,
the main group of migrants came from Asia Minor and
brought the mentioned traditions of Byzantine-Rhémaios
civilization, including high technology in pottery and
liturgical innovations reflected in ecclesiastical architecture
and devotional practices.

Undoubtedly, the colonization of the southern part of the
Crimean peninsula was organized by the administration of
the Byzantine Empire in the framework of the establishing
of the themata system. The theme ta Klimata in this area
was constituted in 841 AD, and later in the 850s it was
reorganized in the theme of Chersoneses. In the same vein,
the new church administration was established here. The
region under question had probably been included in the
metropolitan of Ghotia or Doros, whose eastern border
separating it from another one new diocese of Sougdaia or
Sourozh, now Sudak, was exactly across from the Yedi Evler
valley. The Goths diocese is referred to as “a certain region
along the coast there called Dory,” mentioned by Procopius
of Caesarea in his panegyric on the building activity of the
emperor Justinian De Aedificiis.

The chronology of pottery materials suggests that the
church in Yedi Evler and the local agglomeration, as well
as a considerable part of settlements in Southern and South-
Western Crimea, ceased to exist at the same time in the first
half of the 10" century. Such a social collapse may be linked
to the politically unstable situation in the area caused by the
conflict between the Byzantine Empire and Khazar kaganate
and active military raids of the Rus’ from the Middle Dnieper
area to the Black Sea and Caspian Sea regions, Asia Minor
and Constantinople. The local population moved to more
secure regions or fled behind city walls for protection.

This publication is supplemented by appendixes with
catalogues of finds of various categories including metals,
glass, and faunal artifacts (I. Teslenko, N. Turova), pottery,
ceramic and stone materials (O. Ignatenko, 1. Teslenko),
architectural elements (V. Kirilko), find of Bronze Age
period (I. Teslenko), description and results of optical
emission spectroscopy of glass finds (A. Egor’kov) and
study of flint finds (V. Chabai).

Translated by A. Musin
Revised by A. Quinn
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KonexriBHa MoHOTpadist IpUCBSUYEHA TOCTIHKEHHIO Ta
myOriKanii MaTepiajiB pO3KOIIOK JBOXAINCHIHOT IepKkBH [X —
niepoi nosioBrHY X CT. Ha narop6i Ty3myx B ypountui €1i-
€snep, noomsy c. Cemungip’s (Amymra) B Kpumy. Lleit
Xpam OyB TOB’SI3aHUH 3 BEJIMKHUM CILIbCHKOTOCIIONAPCHKUM
nocenenusiM VIII/IX — mepmoi nomoBunm X cT., 110
CrewLiai3yBaJlocss Ha TOHYapHOMY BHMPOOHHWLTBI Ta
BHHOPOOCTBI.

Lepxra Oyna 3Benena npuoan3Ho B 350 M Ha IBHIYHUHT
3axin Bix Hekpomnona tumy «Cyyk-Cy» VII-VIIIX (?)
CT., 3QJIMIICHOTO HACEJIEHHSM, SIKE€ CITIBBIJHOCUTBHCS 3
«KPUMCBHKUMHU TOTaMu», 1 B 150-250 M Ha 3axiJ i HiBHIYHUH
3axiJ] Big HAHOIMKYNX TUITHOK CHHXPOHHOTO 11 ITOCeIeHHs
(puc. 3).

Y 2007 p. Ha ruromi 61M3bK0 96 KB. M apXeO0JIOTiYHOIO
excreuiiero mia kepiBHUITBOM [.b. Tecnenko Oymu gocti-
JOKEHI 3aJIMIIKU JIBOXAIICHIHOTO XpaMy 31 CKJIaaHO0 Oyi-
BEJILHOIO ICTOPI€I0, OJJHA MOTHJIA 3 TTO/IBIHHUM ITOXOBaHHSIM,
KyJIBTOBHH KOMIUIEKC €TIOXH ITi3HBOT OpPOH3M 1 OLIbIIIE TPHOX
JIECATKIB KyJBTYPHUX HallapyBaHb. J[BOXaNCHIHI ILIEPKBH
Jy’kKe piAKicHI ays cepenuboBiuHOl TaBpuKH 1 skoziHa 3 TIO-
JIOHMX cIIopy HE Mae aOCONIOTHOI CXOXKOCTI 3 XpaMoOM B
Cemupsip’i.

LepkBa ckianganacs 3 JBOX CyMiXKHUX KOMIApTUMEHTIB,
SIKI CITONYYaJTUCs MiX COOOK0 Ta MM CaMOCTIHHI BXOIH
i3 3axony 1 miBaHA. TpHIIapoBi MypyBaHHS CHOPYAN BHKO-
HaHi 3 OyTOBOTO KaMEHIO PI3HOTO PO3MIpy Ha TPA3bOBOMY
pO34MHI 3 BHKOPHCTaHHSM MAaTE€PUKOBUX CYIIMHKIB IS
B’SI3KOCTI. 3cepeiHN CTiHM OyJaM MOIUTYyKaTypeHi BarHs-
HUM PO3YHHOM, KU MiclisaMu 30epircs in situ. Jlax, Haii-
iMOBipHilIe, OyB KPOKBSIHUH Ha JBa CKaTH 3 YEPEIIMYHOIO
nokpisinero. LlepkBa opieHTOBaHa arcujgaMu Ha MiBHIYHUI
CXiZl. A3UMYT ii TOB3JJOBXKHBOI OCi CTAHOBUTH OJU3BKO 47°,
o npuOIn3HO BiAmosiznae touni cxoxy CoHLS B JIEHB JIT-
HBOTO COHIIECTOSTHHS ISt KpoTH Kpumy.

VY nepmomy posaini, Hanucanomy B.I1. Kupunkom, Bu-
KJ1aJIeHa apXiTeKTypHa icropist nam’sitku. [Iporsirom HenoB-
TOT0 iCHYBaHHS LIEPKBa JBii mepedynoByBanacs. Criodarky
OyJ10 3B€/I€HO OCHOBHUI 00’ €M XpaMy Y BUIVIA IPSIMOKYT-
Hoi Oy/iBJI 3 HAIBKPYIVIOIO aliCUI0I0 1 TphOMa BXOIAMH — 3
MiBHOYI, 3aX0ay 1 MmiBAHS (Nepiuuii OyniBeNbHUN IMEpion).
HeBnos3si micis mporo 3’siBuilacs MiBHIYHA HpuOynoBa 3
BJIACHOI allCHJIOI0 Ta OKPEMHM BXOIOM 10 Haocy (Apyruit
OyniBenmpHMIA Tepioxn). IlIBuamie 3a Bce, EpKBa 3 CaMOTo
MOYaTKy IIaHyBasacs sIK JBOXAICHIHA CIIOpPYAa 3 JBOMa
KoMmrapTuMeHTaMu. Yac ii QpyHKIIOHyBaHHS BH3HAYAETHCS
JIPYrolo TPETUHOIO — cepennHoto IX cT.

3ronom OyxiBist Oynia MOBHICTIO 3pyHHOBaHa, MOXIIMBO,
yepe3 HesiKiCHe OyIIBHUIITBO a00 B PE3yJbTaTi 3eMIIETPYCY.
Y 860-880 pp. XxpaM BITHOBHIM y MeXax IMiBICHHOTO
KOMIIAPTUMEHTY. 3aJMIIKK IIBHIYHOI YaCTHHU IIEPKBH

3acUNa]M 3€MJICI0 1 3aKOHCEpBYBAIM. TakuM 4YHHOM,
TIOTIepeTHsI COpy/Aa 3HOBY NEpeTBOpHIIacs Ha MPSIMOKYTHY
B TUIaHI OJHOANCUAHY LEPKBY KJIACHYHOTO IPOBIHIIHHOTO
BUIIISY, IO B TOPIBHSAHHI 3 TEPBICHOIO BUPI3HSIIACH
BHOKPEMJIEHHSIM HapTEKCY, IOSIBOIO JIEPEB’STHOTO HaBicy 3
MiBJACHHOTO OOKY Ta MEHIIOK KUTBKICTIO BXOJIB — JIBOMA,
3axXiTHUM 1 MIBAEHHHUM. Y TaKOMY BUIJISIII XpaM IPOiCHYBaB
JI0 TIepiioi mojoBUHM X CT. (TpeTiit OyaiBenbHUi nepion).

[Micnst gpyroi pyiHaumii, mo cranacs He Mi3HIIIE ce-
penuun X CT. XpaM BiKe He BiJHOBIIIOBaBCs. Moro pyinu
Oy/n 3HOBY BUKOPHCTaHI MiCIIEBUMH >KUTEISIMHU HE paHile
napyroi nosnoBuHu XIV-XV cr. (uerBepruii OyniBenbHUI
nepion). B melt yac TyT BUHMKIA cliOpyAa HE3pO3yMIJIOro
NpU3HAa4YeHHs, IIPH OONAIITYBaHHI SIKOTO OyJIM BUKOPHCTaHi
3aJIMILIKY MIBAEHHOI Ta MIBHIYHOI CTIH 1 allCHIM KOJIUIIHBO-
ro XpaMmy. ABTOp HpoImoHye rpadidHi peKOHCTPYKLIT [epK-
B Ha KOXXHOMY 3 €TaIliB ii iCHyBaHH 1 BKa3ye Ha rapaJei B
apXiTeKTypi Ta XpaMoBUX o0psiaax cepexn nam'stok [TiBHiu-
Horo KaBka3sy, a TakoX Ha MOMJIMBI Majoas3iiiCbKi BUTOKH
apXiTEeKTypHOI Tpauiii.

Hpyruit posnin (aBrop [.b. Tecnenko) mpucssiueHuit
XapakTepucTuli crparurpadii i KyJIbTypHHUX BiJKIJIaJEHb
nam'ssTki. Ha migcraBi aHamisy oOTpUMaHUX IPU PO3KOIKaX
MarepialiB BUAUICHO KUTbKa €TaIiB JisUIbHOCTI JFOMUHA HA
narop0i Ty3iyx — Bij yacy IosiBM TyT NEpIIUX KYJIBTYpPHUX
00'eKTIiB B €110Xy MMi3HHOT OPOH3M JI0 CHOTO/ICHHS. 3arporno-
HOBaHO PEKOHCTPYKLIIO IOJiH, 110 BifOyBajHCs HaBKOJIO
Xpamy, BU3Ha4Y€HO crienii()iky BUKOPHUCTAHHS HOTO KoMITap-
TUMEHTIB Ha Pi3HMX eTanax (YHKIIOHYBaHHS IEPKOBHOI
CIIOpYIH, I€TaJILHO OIMCaHI apXEOoJIOTi4HI IIapH 1 HaBeIeHa
3arajibHa XapaKTepUCTUKa 3HAWJEHUX TYT NMPEAMETIB, SIKi
JIOKJIaJJHO aHaJi3yIOThCsl B HACTYITHUX PO3ZiJIax.

VY posninax 3 Tperboro no ceomuil (asropu O.€. My-
cig, I.b. Tecnenxo i I'I. I'aBprck) npoanaxizoBaHO BHpPO-
Ou 3 KepaMiku, CKJIa, METajly, KAMEHIO, MiJBICKH 3 MYILIi
MOPCBKOTO MOJIFOCKa 1 3y0a oJieHs. ABTOpaM BIAJIOCS BHU-
3HAUUTH KUIBKICTH 1 (yHKIIOHAJIbHE MPU3HAYEHHS Pi3HUX
apredakTiB B poreci 60rocyKiHHs.

ITpu po3komnkax 3HalneHo 2589 hparmenTiB OyniBeTbHOT
yepenuili, 637 ¢pparMeHTiB KyXOHHOT'O Ta CTOJIOBOT'O ITOCYLY
i 1485 dparmentis midocis i ampop. Branocs pexoncrpyro-
BaTH 9 HijaMXx Kepamis IpsIMOKYTHOT ()OPMH Ta 5 KaJinTepis.
BcranoBneHo, 1110 B IepKOBHOMY 10Oy Ti BUKOPHCTOBYBAJIO-
sl IK MIHIMYM YOTHpH TPYyNU TOHYAPHUX ITOCYIMH, CEpes
SIKMX OUTBINICTH HAJIeKaIa MPOMYKINi MiCIICBUX TOHYAPHUX
MalCTepeHb, 110 HaciilyBald pPOMEHCHKO-BI3aHTIHCHKUM
TpamuiisaM. 3HaWJICHUHN JIUIIe OMUH (pparMeHT OLIOTTUHS-
HOTO IOJIMB’SIHOTO IVIeKa, BUTOTOBJIeHOro B KoHcTaHTHHO-
noni B X CT.

3 OCBITJIEHHSIM XpaMy TOB's13aHa KOJICKIIis yJIIAMKIB CKJIS-
HUX JIaMITa/1 Pi3HOTO ITOXOPKEHHS], MeTalIeBUX (h)pParMeHTiB,
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IO CITYKIUTH JUTS TTiABIITYBaHHS TOCYIWH 1 KPITUIEHHS THO-
Ty, KpeM'sIHUX 3HaXiJOK, 10 3aJIUIIAIACS Bill BHIOOYBaHHS
BOTHIO 32 JIOTIOMOTOI0 KpEMEHIO i Kpecana. 3HaiaeHo 342
(parmenTH ckia He MeHmIe Hix Bix 30 mocyauH. HeBenmnki
VIaMKH Ta JyCKH KPEeMEHIO 3arallbHO0 KITBKICTIO g0 253
OJI. 30CepeMKeHI IePEBAKHO TepeN MiBJCHHUM BXOIOM JI0
xpamy. TyT TakoX BUSABIICHO 3HAYHY KUTBKICTh (hparMeHTiB
CKJITHHX BHPOOIB 1 cimigu 6arars. Lli oOcTaBiHN 6€3CyMHIB-
HO CBIIYATh MPO PETYIIPHE 3MIHCHEHHS PUTYyally 3alajcH-
HSl BOTHIO Tiepes OorocmyxiHHAM. 3aikcoBaHI KOCTpHINA
nepes BXOAaMH 10 XpaMy MOXKYThb TaKoXk OyTH CIiJaMH pu-
Tyally OCBSYEHHS LICPKBH.

Jlammanm, 3HaiineHi B XpaMi, BITHOCATBCS O ABOX TH-
B — JIAMITay Ha BY3bKill TOPOXKHUCTIH HIXKII, IPEICTaB-
JICHI OJHUM €K3eMIULIPOM, 1 JIaMITIaid Ha TIIOCKOMY i TOHI
3 pydKaMH IS IMiABinTyBaHHA. BoHM m00pe BimoMi 3 iHIIMX
MaM'sITOK CEPEAHBOBI3AHTIMCHKOI €MOXH, 30KpeMa, MaloM-
HUIIBKOTO LEHTPY CBT. Mukomnass y Mupax Jlikificekux. 3a
CBOIM XIMIYHUM CcKIagoM ckio i3 CeMunBip's mpencras-
JIHO SIK 30JbHMMH, TaK i CONOBMMH 3pa3kaMu. bapBHHKOM
CKJIa CBITJIO-CHHBOTO KOJBOPY CIY>KHUB K0OansT. [linBumie-
HUI BMICT MapraHIfo B CEMUIBOPCEKOMY CKJII Ma€ IOsiC-
HIOBATHCS HEOOXiAHICTIO 3HEOAPBUTH OKHC 3aITi3a. SHAYHAN
BiJICOTOK KaJIif0 BKa3ye Ha Te, IO JUIs BapiHHS CKJIa BUKO-
PHCTOBYBABCS MICOK HEBUCOKOTO CTYIEHIO YicTOTH. He BH-
KJIIOYCHO, [0 CKIISTHA Maca IS LIUX IIOCYANH BUTOTOBIISIA-
¢S B IIBJAEHHO-3aX1aH1i1 yacTuHl Maioi A3sii.

Ha ocobnuBy yBary 3acimyroBye KOJIEKIIist, 10 CKIaIaeTh-
cs1 3 30 MeTaeBUX XpecTiB Ta iX ()parMeHTiB, sKi, Ha MiICTa-
Bi IXHBOI MOP(OJIOTIi i TEXHIKH BUTOTOBICHHS, ITOIIITIOTHCS
Ha 5 IpyIr: XpecTH, CKIIeNaHi 3 IBOX IUIACTHH 3 OIOBXKEHO0
HIDKHBOIO YaCTHHOIO (BEIyTh CBOE TOXOMKEHHS BiJI 1HIWBI-
JIyaJIBHUX TIPOIECIHHIX XPECTIB); XPeCTH-PUBICKH, BHpi3a-
Hi 3 OpOH30BOI1 (HOJTBIH 1 IPUKpAILIEHi ITyaHCOHHUM OpHAMEH-
TOM; XpecTH 3 OLI0T0 MeTay, CKIIeTIaHi 3 ABOX TOJIOBUHOK i
MPUKpAIIeH] TyaHCOHHUM OpPHAMEHTOM; XPECT, BUPi3aHHUH 3i
CBUHIIIO 1 IBa XPECTHU-MIABICKH, BUpi3aHi 3 MOHET — apabo-
CacaHiACKKOI HamiBIpaxMu Apyroi mojaoBuHA VII — mogaTky
VIII ct., 0 € HacITiTyBaHHSIM CacaHiICHKOI JpaxMu X0CpoBa
II i mupxema xapOyBanHs Owmeitanis (661-750 pp.). Xpectu
3Hal/IeH] IEPEeBAYKHO Y BIBTAPHOMY 1 ITepeIBIBTAPHOMY IIPO-
CTOpi, Ta OIS TOPOTY MPOXOAY, IO 3'€AHYBAB MIBHIYHUH i
MBICHHNI KOMIIAPTUMEHTH LIEPKBH, a TAKOXK Y 30HI MIBICH-
HOT'O BXOJIY B XpaM.

[IpakTH4yHO BCi THIH XpPECTiB MArOTh MEBHI aHAJOTII B
Ipraopromop'i i Cepensemuomop'i, Ha KaBkasi Ta Ha bai-
KaHaX, B Mauniif Azii i B [logyHas'i. TurikoH Bi3aHTIHCHKIX
MOHACTHPIB IIi€] €TTOXH CBITYHUTH PO OOPSA MIPHHECEHHS B
XpaM o CyOOTHIM 1 HEUTEHUM JTHSM OCOOJIMBHX XPECTIB Ha
3raIKy Ipo MOKIHHKX i 3a 3/1paBie KUBHX. BimoOpakeHHIM
TaKoi IIOMHHAIBHOT TPAIUII] B apXEONIOTiYHIX Marepianax
1 MOXYTh OyTH 3HaXiIKH METAJIEBUX XPECTiB y XPaMOBHX
cnopyzax. ToOTo XpecTH B LIIOMY MarOTh PO3IIIIIATUCS SIK
BOTHBHI PHHOLICHHS. Y TOM k€ 4aC BOHU MOIJI BUKOPHC-
TOBYBATHUCS 1 SIK €IEMEHT XPaMOBOTO 03100sIeHHS. MOXKITH-
BO, IO BOTHBHHUX IPUHOLICHb TAKOXX BAPTO BIHECTHU IPU-
KpacH 3 MyIILIi i 3y0a oJIeHs, 3HaMIeH] ITiJ] 9ac PO3KOTIOK.

3HaxiIKA XpecTiB, BHpi3aHUX 3 MeTajeBOi (OIBrH i
MOHET, JO3BOJIIIOTH 10 HOBOMY OIIIHHTH XPOHOJIOTIIO i
MTOXO/DKEHHS «XPECTiB 3 JIMCTOBOTO cpibma» abo BHUpiza-
HuX 3 cpibHIX MoHeT X—XI cT., mo Bigomi B CkaHIuHA-
Bii i [laBHiit Pyci B moxoBanusax bipku, Kuesa, ['He3moBa,
TimepeBo, binozip's, kynsrypHOro mapy Ickopocrens. Psin
JOCIITHUKIB TTOB'SI3yBaB iXHIO MOSIBY 3 MiSUIBHICTIO aHTIIO-
cakcOHChKuX MicioHepiB B CkanmuHasii B 930-i pp. Oue-
BHIHO, IIi XPECTH MalOTh BHUTOKH B XPaMOBiil KymbeTypi
Bizanrii IX c1. Ixust mosBa B moxoBauusx Cximmoi Ta ITie-
HiYHOI €BpONHM TOB'S3aHA 3 XPHUCTUAHI3AIIEI0, IO Maa
CXiTHO-XPHUCTUSHCHKI BUTOKH.

YV po3ninax 3 BOCBMOTO O JABaHAALSATHI aBTOpU — (a-
xiBmi 3 opHiTodaynn, ccaBuiB i momockiB (I.I. T'aBpucs,
B.M. Jlorsunenko, C.B. JleoHoB) — mpoanamizyBaimu Qay-
HICTHYHI 3HAaX1IKH 3 pO3KOIOK MaM'sITKH. Y pe3yabTaTi Baa-
JIOCSI OTPUMATH YSBJICHHS PO CKIIa] TBApHUHHHX XKEPTB y
paIioHi OOIIMHHMX CBATKOBHX TpaIe3, 10 BKIFOYAB CCABIIIB
(mpibHa porara xynoba — 64%, cBuns — 16%, 3aemp — 6%, i
OIIMH 4H JBa OmKa), ntaxiB (19 BumaiB, 3 HUX O1M3bKO 78% —
JIOMaIIHA KypKa), puO, MOPCHKHX MOJIIOCKIB (97% — minii)
1 BHHOTPaTHUX PaBIUKiB. BapTo BiA3HAYHUTH, IO 3aJIHIIKA
pubHO{ Tpamesu Mi3epHi (Bcboro 3 0COOMHH JIBOX BHUIIB).

VY tpunamgsaromy posmini (I.b. Tecienko) Ha miacrasi
aHaTi3y KepaMiKW 1 IMiIBICOK 3 MOHET 3alpOIIOHOBaHi 3a-
rajpHa XPOHOJIOTISl iCHYBaHHS IIEpKBH 1 JaTyBaHHS Oymi-
BEJBHUX NEpioAiB Xpamy. IcTopist HepkBU Haligye OIM3BKO
100 (% 20-25) pokiB. Xpam OyB 3BeJJeHUI TPHOIU3HO B APY-
riif TpetuHi (cepenuni?) IX cT. i IPpUNUHUB CBOE iCHYBaHH,
HMOBIipHO, y miepriii monoBuHi (modarky?) X cT. 3a e gac
BiH OJIMH pa3 KalliTaJIbHO Mepe0yToBYBaBCS MICIA TOTO, SIK
3 HeBIIOMHUX MPUYHUH OyB 3pYHHOBAHUII IPAKTHYHO BIICHT
(860-880-1 pp.). Y mpyriit nonoBuHi XIV-XV cT. Ha fioro
pyiHax 3'ABISAE€THCS HEBEIHKA CIIOPYa HE3PO3YMIJIOTO MPH-
3HAYCHHSI.

VY 3aBepmiaJbHOMY YOTHPHAALSATOMY pO3IUTLT MOHO-
rpagii (O.€. Mycin) Ha miAcTaBi HAsSIBHUX MarepiajiB i3
3aJly4eHHSM IIMPOKOTO KOJA AHAJOTIH OXapaKTepHU30BaHO
JTYpriiiHi 0coOMUBOCTI XpaMy B KOHTEKCTi icToOpii Bi3aH-
TilickKoro OorocmyxiHHA. OXapakTepu30BaHO Pi3HI THIH
JIBOXATICUIHUX 1 TBOXHE(PHUX XpamiB T0OM Mi3HBOI aHTH-
gHOCTI 1 cepennpoBivds Bix KaBkaszy mo Iramii. ¥ poszmimi
OOTPYHTOBYETHCSI HETIPHITYCTUMICTh CHMBOJIYHOTO TIIyMa-
YEHHsI XpaMOBOi KOMIIO3MIii, JEMOHCTPYETHCS CKJIAIHICTD
OZIHO3HAYHOTO CITiBBITHECEHHS TAKOTO IUIAHYBAHHS 3 KYJIb-
TOM MYYCHHUKIB 1 3ayHOKIHHUM OorociyxiHHsAM. CTBOpEeH-
H JBOXYaCTHMHHOIO Xpamy 3 JBOMa PI3HOBEIMKHMH all-
CHIaMH 1 OKPEMUMH KOMIIAPTUMEHTAMHU PO3IIISNAETHCS SIK
CBiZJOME BHpaKeHHS 3aco0aMU apXiTeKTypH BiIMiHHOCTEH
OorociyxeOHMX (QYHKIIIH MiBHIYHOI i MIBACHHO! YaCTHH.
s TeHOeHMis A0 CTBOPEHHS NOAATKOBUX 00’€MIB Xpamy
MOXKE BBKATHCS XapaKTEPHOIO Ul CTOJNMYHOI Ta Majo-
a3ifChKOI apXiTEeKTypH B CEPEeIHBbOBI3AHTIHCHKHIA IMEPiox.
JBoxancunHi nepkeu BimoMi B [lonti #f TparmesyHmi, ogHak
HAHOMIMKYIOI0 CTHIIICTUYHOIO aHAJIOTIEI0 XpaMy B YPOUHIIi
€ni-€Brep € IBOXaNCHIHA [[EPKBa MOHACTUPCHKOTO KOMII-
nexcy X—XI ct. Ha ropopumi boraskoit (Xarryca, Typedaun-
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Ha), nocnimkena 1. Hee Ha mouyarky 1983 p. Tyt 3HaiineHO
Oomm3pko 70 MeTalleBUX BOTHBHHX XPECTiB, IO TAKOX Je-
MOHCTpY€E ONMU3bKy mapaiens CeMHIBOPCHKOMY Xpamy.

BapTto npunyctuty, o MEHIIHI 3a po3MipaMu HiBHIY-
HUH KOMITAPTUMEHT Xpamy, depe3 KU 31 CHIOBaBCS TPO-
X1/1 B OCHOBHY IIepKBY, CITY>KUB IS 3MIACHEHHS IIPOCKOMITii
— MOYATKOBOI YacTHHU JiTyprii. OCHOBHA YacTHWHA JNITypTii
— €BXapuCTis — BimOyBasacs B MiBJCHHOMY KOMIIapTHMEH-
Ti. Came B VIII-IX cT. mpockoMifisi OTpHIMY€E CBOIO IIEPITY
xomudikamiro, sika 3aBeprryerbes jume B XIV-XVII cr.
[punuaenas QyHKIIOHYBaHHS MiBHIYHOTO KOMITAPTUMEH-
Ty B TPEThOMY OymiBEITLHOMY HEpiofi CBIIYUTH MPO Te, M0
iZest BUIUICHHS CIELiaTbHOTO OOTOCITYK€OHOTO MPOCTOPY
JUTA TIPOTECIiCY He MPWKHUIIAacs B CXiTHO-XPUCTHSHCHKIN Tpa-
IUIIT. 37a€THCS, IO IS TPATUIIIS, 5K 1 PUTYaT IPUHOLIICHHS
BOTHBHHUX XPECTIiB y Xpam, Oylia IoB's13aHa 3 aKTUBHUM BHY-
TPIIIHIM MiCIOHEPCTBOM Bi3aHTIMCBKOTO YEpHEITBA MiCIs
MepeMoTH MaHyBAIFHUKIB ikoH. [ToxoBaHHS, MOCTimKeHE
IIPH XpaMi, Y IbOMY 3B'SI3KYy TEK MOXe OyTH iHTEpIIpeTo-
BaHO SK YepHede. 3roIoM BCi YaCTHHU JITYprii Oyiu 30ce-
pemKeHi B OCHOBHOMY XpaMOBOMY 00’€Mi, 110, MOXKIIHBO,
CBIIYUTH MPO OCIIAOJCHHS ITOYATKOBOTO 3B'A3KY 3 MOHAC-
THUPCHKOIO TPATUIIIEIO.

IIpu po3konkax Bmajocs 3adikcyBaTH i iHII Oorocmy-
*KeOHi puryann. Tak, BeIUKHUHA II0CKUNA KaMiHb Y IEHTPaJTb-
Hiff YaCTWHI MIBHIYHOTO HE(y MIT CIyTyBaTH MPOTECiCOM
ClUIbChKOTO Xpamy. He BHKIIOUEHO, MIO IO IUIMTY MOTIH
BHUKOPUCTOBYBATH 1 JJIs1 pUTYaJIbHUX KEPTBOIPHUHOCHH TBa-
PHH, BiIOMHX B TpelbKOMY «HapadisuibHOMY PaBOCIaB'D»
axx 1o Hooro gacy, a iHozi 1 MATPUMYBaHIX YEPHELITBOM.
IIpo me cBiguaTh YHCICHHI KICTKOBI OCTaHKH, SIKi BapTo
MOB'sI3aT 3 OOIIMHHUMHE CBSITKOBHUMH Tpare3amu. [leski
CKYITYCHHS KiCTOK, K 1 CIIiIM BOTHIO, MOXKYTh BKa3yBaTH Ha
pHUTYall OCBSIYEHHS XpaMy 1 CYIyTHE cBATO. Bci 1i 3Buuai
3HAXOIATHCS B PYCIIi Bi3aHTIMCHKOI PeTriHHOCTI TOTO Yacy.

Y BUCHOBKY MiIOWTI MiACYMKH TOCIIIKCHHS, a TAKOXK
3aIPOMIOHOBAHO JIESKi CIIOCTEPEIKESHHS, IO CTOCYIOTHCS ic-
TOpii OCBOEHHS MiBAeHHUX cXIIiB ['o0BHOTO MTacma Kpum-
CBKHUX Tip y IpyTii momoBuHi — HanpukiHmi VIII — mepmiit
monoBuHi [X ct. Ha TepuTopii cyuacHoi Benmkoi Anmymru
BizmmoMo Oibire 30 CiTbCHKOTOCTIONAPCHKUX TTOCENIEHB IIbO-
TO 9acy 3 PO3BHHEHNM TOBAPHHM TOHYAPCTBOM i BUHOPOO-
CTBOM, OPi€HTOBAaHMM Ha IIMPOKHHA CXiIHUI Ta IMiBHIYHO-
CXiTHHUIA PUHOK.

Ha mouarky cepemneBizanTiiickoro nepiony no IliBgeH-
Ho1 TaBpUKH pa3oM 3 HOBUMH IIOCEIEHISIMU MaCOBO ITPOHU-
KalOTh HOBi €JIEMEHTH KYJIBTYPH: KaM'siHe OyNiBHUIITBO 3 BH-
KOPUCTAHHSIM KepaMiqHOI YepeITMIHO1 TOKPIiBIIi, pO3BUHECHE
TEXHOJIOTIYHE TOHYapCTBO, TOBapHE BHHOPOOCTBO, TPaIH-
mist OymiBHHIITBA XPUCTHSHCHKAX XpaMiB 0a3mIIiKaIbHOTO
TUIy. 3aceleHHs MiBIeHHOI YacTHHU KpHuMChKoro miBoCT-
poBa sABIsITO cO00I0 MacIITabHY MiJIECTIPSIMOBaHY KOJOHi-
3aIil0 TEPUTOPil HOCIAMHU Bi3aHTIHCHKO-POMEUCHKUX Tpa-

TUIIIH, TMOBIPHO, BUXIAISAMHA 3 MAI0a3idChKUX TEPUTOPIH
Immepii. Bona mpoxoauia, mBUAIIE 3a BCE, 3a iHILIATHBOIO
1 I KOHTPOJIEM IEHTPAIFHOI BN B paMKaX 3MIITHEHHS
(emuoro nany. [IeBHY ponb y popMyBaHHI HOBUX TPaaHLIii
3irpao 4epHenTBO — epeMOoXKenb IKOHOOOPCTBA.

MokHa TOBOPHTH TpO CIiBiCHyBaHHS B Oammi €xm-
€BIep HOBUX KOJIOHICTIB 1 HOCIiB cTapoi KynbTypH, Ipe-
cTaBneHoi MormibHuKamu Tumy «Cyyk-Cy», o, AMOBipHO,
CYIIPOBOIKYBAJIOCS aKyJIBTYpAIli€l0 MICIIEBOTO CyOCTpaTy.
VY pesynsrari IliBnenna TaBpuka mepeTBOpIIIAcS Ha OTHY
3 okonunpb BizaHTiicbkoi imMmepii, 0 IHTEHCHBHO PO3BH-
BaJIacs i UM eKOHOMIYHHH PiCT IPYHTYBABCS, B TOMY YHCIIi,
Ha TMPOTPECHBHUX TEXHOJOTISIX TOHYAPHOTO BUPOOHHIITBA
1 TOBapHOMY BHHOPOOCTBi. 3r0ZOM BOHA CKJIaja YaCTHHY
BiIICPKOBO-aAMiHICTpaTHBHOI onuHMII — ¢pemu Kiimaris, a
TaKOX IIEPKOBHOI aIMiHICTPaTHBHO-TEPUTOPIAIEHOT OTMHI-
i — ['oTcpkoi €mapxii, cximHa Mexa K01 MOTJIa IPOXOAUTH
o Ganmi €ni-EBnep.

Y mepmiit momoBuHI X CT. «BUHOPOOHUI Oym» TIpHITH-
HSETBCS, 1 )KUTTA HA CUIBCHKOTOCHONAPCHKUX IOCEICHHAX
3aracae. Ha mepeBakHid OUTBIIOCTI CEHI Ii€i YaCTHHH
MBOCTPOBA JI0Ci HE BHUSBIICHI apXEOJIOTIUHI 3HAX 1K, HIXK-
Hs 1aTa SIKMX BU3HaJaIacsi 6 CepeMHOI0 — IPYTOIO TIOJIOBHU-
HOIO X cT. Y MoHOrpadii IPUIHHN [[HOTO SBUINA ACTaTHHO
HE PO3NIIAAIOTHCS.

s myOmikamiss, 06e3yMOBHO, HE PO3KpHBAa€E 0ararbox
npobieM, moB's3aHux 3 icTopieto [liBnernoi TaBpuku [X—X
cT. Y Hel iHIIe 3aBIaHHS — BBECTH JI0 HAYKOBOTO 00Iry HOBE
apXeoJIOTIYHE [[KEPENIo, SKe TOTIOMOXKE BiTKPHUTH OMHY i3
CTOPIHOK TOBCSKJIEHHOTO JXHUTTSA PSI0BOTO IIOCENICHHS,
10 BUHUKIIO HA MIBHIYHIN OKOJHWIII Bi3aHTIHCHKOI MPOBiH-
il mix gac ii qpy>KHiX BiTHOCHH 3 X03apChKUM KaraHaToM.
Bmepmie, 3aBOsSKku pEeTENBHOCTI TONBOBHX TOCIIIKEHb,
apXITEeKTypHO-apXeOoJIOTIUHIA Haymi Bmajocs 3adikcyBaTu
Oarato ocoOmuBocTell OOrOCIyX)EeOHHX OOpSAIIB, Xapak-
TEPHUX JJS CUIBCHKOI IIEPKBH CEPEeIHBOBI3aHTIHCHKOTO
Mepioy, MOKa3aTh MOXKIIMBY POJIb YepHEUOi KyIBTYpH B iX
(dhopmyBanHi. KpiM BimoOpakeHHS B apXiTEKTypi BaXKIIUBO-
ro eramy y pO3BUTKY IOYAaTKOBOI YAaCTHHM IPaBOCIIABHOI
JiTyprii — npockoMifii, Oylto 3HAWIEHO apXeoJOTivHI CIi-
U OOIIMHHOI Tpames3w, MOB'A3aHI 3 JKePTBOIPHHECEHHS-
MU TBapwH, 3a()iKCOBaHO PHUTYaj 3alajcHHs BOTHIO Iepen
OOTOCITY)KIHHSAM 1 OCBSYCHHS XpaMmy, BHSBJICHI BOTHBHI
MIPUHOIICHHS MeTaneBuX xpecTiB. Li 3HaXimku NO3BOIII-
FOTb BCTAHOBUTH Bi3aHTIHCBHKE MMOXOUKEHHS NEAKAX THUIIIB
HATITPHUX XPECTiB-MiIBICOK, XapakTepHux s Ctapomas-
HbOi Pyci i CkaHOMHABIT B €MOXy XpUCTHAHI3ALII CepeANHU
X—XI cT.

HepxBa B Cemuzapip'i 6arato B 4OMy € €TaJIOHHOIO
maM'sITKOIO /711 BUBUCHHS JITYPrii Ta apXiTeKTypH cepen-
HBOBI3aHTIHChKOTO Tepiony. OmyOnmikoBaHI Marepianu 10-
MOMAaraloTh 3pO3yMITH He TiIbKH MUHyNe Kpumy miel eno-
XM, a f ICTOPiIO CYCIIbCTBA 1 XpUCTHIAHCTBA ¥ BizaHTii.



