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30b@0bg d58d9Msdz0mn, anmmaon Robgmo

06&03IA(0 LOIGNL FILOTD 3OL3NL 3TDHBIIANRI6

3ob3ob Fnbgndda sMsgMomn bonb@gmgbm
5 3b0dgbgmmasbo sMdgmmmaanto o6 8g-
BJG>  RIEPm@o.  dMJgmmmaogHo  Jmmg-
Jzos dmozo3L 3obomaol dzob bobowsb dus
Lo 3mbggdedg o doMomswsw, dgoagds
dnboz030mo@ @b GgMo@mMnsdy hodomg-
dyemo oM dgmmmannto gombmgdol dgogaso
dg3mbymo s sgommdmogo dmbobmgmdals
3096 3mbmgdymo, dgdmbgggom swdmhgbo-
™0 3O & 9BoJ8gdnbagsb.

0b@gMgblb 0b393L 8Dgmddo ozmmo, S6-
&0gncn bobom smsMomgdymo st jgmemm-
309960 doboms 39300Lbg30L (30b053MMS©SD,
33M0mgdnsb, bmgmgosb, LsboMgmowsb,
ambBndgosb, 398 gbowsb, bobws0wsb, Mgbg-
56, M 35800056 s Lbg.

J398mo dgdmamegedgdor o3 3gMomoom
omaMomgdamo, 30b30lb 3bgnddo ozma
5309603y Lonb@gmMgbm bogmols dmzmg do-
dmboegal.

Indgmddo  BomImmagbamos  IMogemezg-
Mm3560 3gMedogmo babomdn. doo dmMobos
Boomoe dmbs@mma J3936980b 53033968 9-
b0 (30boogm@osb (d3.6. Il Lominby, &9d. |
1,2); Booxmos 3mbs@mmo bymoswpgdo Lmg.
sbam(30b00006  (dgdmbggzoma  Imbadmgata,
d3.6. IV Lo 3mbg, 896. 1 6), 30L300056 (dg3mb-
93000 dmbsdmgan, d3.b. [-0b.6 | Loy 3mbgg-
30, §90. | 3), ImbsGyma gmgmda 35L30056 (
dgdmnbggz0cmo 3mbadmgatoa, d3.6. [-0b.6 | bayy-
3169900, &sd. | 7), Rsobabgdym3ntnsba
mdo mgomonsb (d3.6. IV bLoygmbg, @sd.
| 4), dogo a03m3b3omo 3mbabumdamasba
Lab3abo 35b30006 (d3.6. -1 Loy 3mbggda, God.
I 8). obobodbogns bgemabagsb s3bdwydy-
mo 3mbabu@mdamasba Lsbdaba LogsMommm
LyFNESE, BM3emal dnsdnma gobocmss dmeg-
bogo (d3.6. ll-1 bayy 369900, &od. | 5).

bmgg. baboGgmda 1982 Bgmb gombmaen dg.6.
I Loy gmbal m@EImMbadombdo  s@mdmhAgboemns
530096037 Lonb@gMgbm bogmo:

abgm, 3963bmob, d3mmgdemgama (3-
15 13), bogonb 3ogbdg 15 3omdg@ns godmbe-
bmo, 3mb396@Om bobgdb dmmal 3o 3(z0-
Mg oM (3mdgdn o  39MEMMYd0d ©GSbnemn
(B3 117);

53539 Lodombowabos gg@Mbemal 306 35emo
03d.- 16,5 1L3) ( Go0o. Il 2);

LobofMgomal 83039 LodomboEsb bws Ima3-
©065(gmdab  mobolb  dbbmabgdnmEsbas-
6o bymos, ®m3mab §obdy3 93m3obGmoas

L3obLBNS, Mmomabymn X-ob Joggefn aodmbe-
bymagds s boM-06g30. gu@demol bodsememyg —
14 b3-00 (§od. I, 3,4).

©ombobglb J5653985, 3Gnbygsmba (bmg
3meobbystm, dgdmbggzomn  smBmAgbs,bo-
domeg = 19 L3, §od. lll), meMomegds d3.6.
-1 bo 3bg9800. bagma Rsdmbbdnmaos (330-
ol dmegmob ©s3sMa30lb dgomenm. Jobwo-
39050 v3m0ns BoM3bgbs ggbo. Mmmameg RsbU,
080 35M339m0 3m33mda(z00b 6sBoemn @brs
ymgomoym. Jobos3zgdol megdg baymmb gmo-
mgd0obn  dogmss, ymMgddy 53000900
g9dbobl 38936930, mgomgda g9 sbmom oym
0b 36 LGnMgdymoa. dndzgma Bobo JormmFow
bobo o Imbrgboemns. daM3bgbs bgmom ogn
96©> 9gMRbmodmegb 24393900 §39MbL —
B0mbmbL, JoMg396s, mEbsg go63mam bgemdn
30 bLobdobo ¢brs gdomb. 0zmbmamagamman
3mbs(3939d0l dobgmzom, gb Nb3gGmmo om-
boby bws 0ymb, MmImabomgabsy odobe-
Losmgdgmos bbgmemolb Jomy@mds, safmgogg
bgmgdalb Dg8mmsmbgfmamoa dmdMaomds [30Dsb-
o0 d.,1988: 111-116].

mobmbmoas, 3G0bxsmbo (bmg. bgdm bob-
530, dgdmbgggoma smdmhBgbs, @od. V). ma-
Bmbmosl §obo (h-25 13.) Rs38mbbIMmos, Gals
dgdmgasis  0go  RaMbdy  ondmdsggdoso.
3om3g Bodmbbdymmo yymo gu@gmol 3ombs
5 dbaMdg aym do@homumo. Bogob o3mos

geob babomo, ©abnsbgdamos o (300-
35 393mbabyymo dobo gommgdo s doMags.
Faodomb od3b 33390 aorsderoeo, 3m-
H0bmbGomamo 3oMn, MHmImab (3oem Ibamgh
bgdmom sbgmmo Gmhns.ggmo mebsg godmyge-
bomo s Lodgsmm Lodsmmabss, dbscn am-
33060 g50300b d3m3Mazomgdayem 34 3gedo.
gomms LogaMayome Jomamn Nbos ymggomo-
ym (dg8m@hgbamos dobo gceadgb@n). dofn
a0dm3zgmomos,  mEbsg  dgm@dseggdamo.
Fnegmob 3bomdg aMmegzomgdom gsd8myssbo-
mos M35mobgdn®n gm@dal, dogmgdoo dg-
3@gme  Bogddgmadgero o BaB3g@gdgme
Bm®30b (ogbnb?) gmomgdolb maba bbxymao.
®00mgamo M 35mmob dogboo momm, mob-
FOO39ms o Mens. Bbymgdl gHmndsbgo-
®0b 53539 &gdbogzom dgbemgdmmoa, bomal
®030b mEo LGomoDdgdymo  aodmbabymagds
5393906 798b. m@bsdgb@ o0 39M(3bm0c ngm 0b 3-
AbEomgdygmo, Gm3mol dbmmme 3306y
bobomomoss dgdm@hgbamo. yu&o dgd gmmos
9.6. 960bgdnEo MmEMBs396G0m, ol magbs s
demdn 3o godmbobmmgdgdos, Gm3mgdo(s
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ynemeb gMmowss Badmbbdmma. yu&al 306-
@b d0gMmygdal sanmsl  dmmogbgdamos
ool LyPE3GYENmo gsdmbsobyymagds, Mm-
3gmbo(3 3bMgdlbo s megbdg mmdab @ yogzn oggb
dmbbdymo. Jomob as3mdg@yzgmagds dMabbo-
bgo, ogn FuMdgmdgs gosdbmdaoma s dab
Loem®dgdo agy@gds. Bobo mzgemgda s mmdab
983900 396 bmoo aym 0bzemnbEomgdamao.
Logomonome, 9b 3sdmbabmmagds mbos g3mo-
36mal 69Mdbymo doommemaonals 3gMbmbaygl,
@o@0nob IRMPdE MIBargb. gl Jagrs
bobomdy, 0d, Lowoi yudo FuGgmob &bl
MgPNEgds, domsmo Mgmogyoo asdmbobe-
m0s ©ombobglb B0l mgmegds, dobo 50d3DM-
©gmo boemgbo, Mm3gmbes sdsbsbosmgdgmn
6036580 — go@3m oM 3emmmo mgzomgda, (3bm-
30@9M0 go®goo, dgdgmm@rdgmo @og0 @
bggmo &mhgdo 593L. Loemgbals Ghgdo s yo-
900 L3omgbdomss 0bzMNLEGNMgdMmn, mgs-
mado 30 39MEbmom (0b3MLE (305 BMHegdgb-
Bmoss dgdm@mBgbarn). bogmo moMommgds
0b.6. 3oMggmo Loy 3mbggdoom [Shatberashvili
2013:234].

odbn, 3963bmalb (bmg. gmbEodg, m-
3mbadamba, 1982 b. dg3mbggzomo sdmhgbs).
oobo  adbswgdygmoas  39Mbemol  domos-
bo g@Emobsgsb, 3ol domMdy domhoeyyema
oym ggbo, Gm3gmoag o6 dgdmbabyyms.  ogn
MmMbs3gb@nMgdymoas: dowsdntn mob  Gmen
bobomo@as agmynmo mgazom asdmyzsbo-
o, mob-mobo, geHmdsbgommsb dg@ym3ma
yzsgomob ga@zemob dbgogbo m@Mbsdgbdno.
Fnegmob (396@Msb amhgboma bogM(3g dg-

Lgdemos 3myzgonmn babdgdoo @o@sbamo
obgdol bgds@Ma godmbobymgdom, gymdg-
mal 30gbmsb 3o Bg@m@ommgabn mmBs3g6-
&oo  ymdbals 3@q36gdns godmbobmma. dg-
dmMhgboeo bodsmmg 4,7 b3-0s, 354LodsnEn
©053g&Mo- 18 1A [Lds1990: 151].

d3mmd, dMabgombo (bmgg. amb@ndg, m-
dmbadamba, 1982 b. dg3mbgggnmo sdmhgbs).
F30609mo, 33506M5@ Mmoo gmmdab (8,5 X 8,5
13), E8dDOEYEYmOS (3300l dmEgmals ©s-
396330l 3gomEoom, dommady godmbabyema
(3968 GomMa gogMs (3696L Bodmoa gbl,
dob by@abs ©s 3Y(39mmsb 30 dgomgdoom
33069 dm3ob gog@gdas [Lds1990: 151].

mdBmb baynMg, 3gdgwe ©d 3>9M33939m0
©560369mgdol bogmn ™ 353006 (@obzMo-
mgdoom ab. gu@mbamalb 83539 bmdgMda 4. Mo-
dndgomobs s B. do8dgMmadzammals 653MmIdn
3300b56@ 03160 bsbol dpoMymo LsdsMbgdn
™3d30@asb).

Mo@mbo, 396 3bemab. 1976 69mb 3030m0bbyg-
300 oM Jgmmmaoy®ds g4b3gen(3003 bmgs. bm-
3930, danem DabyMmgddg aombams 4300656-
&0gnto bsbob mombo Lboadombo, HMIgmmogsb

9fo-gema, N2 1 3965303990 ggomgdoo bogg-
b0 dn@mmo badsMbo oym. N2 T bads@bdo sem-
dmhgbomos 396 3bemolb Go@mbo [LKnTUWBMANK
n ap. 1979:117-130]. Lodombo -1l bLow 3mbag-
000 moMomEgds. dobomols Boboma bojomrom-
39mmb gemgbym 39Dg9ddn 0bobgds, bmem
390 bmolb Mo@mbo 30 3ob3olb FNbozodsmy®
31Dg13d0s o3, bogomo 3D gdmns
390bmob ghmo domosbo  gu&(3mobogsb,
3909mbg 9@ ymds hambbg s39deggdol 330-
mo. 3060 dodMobgdyMom gogsmmmggdamos
5 35Mgmos 3503M39(30em0, 3gmgdo doMo-
Lo3gb Mgomobgdydom 306Mm3mads. dgdmem-
Rgboemos Mo@mbols Bbmmme dgws baboema. bo-
domeg- 15,5 13, 3060l Logsby -13 LA.

C0&IMOGIMO:

30%563Mn 3. 1988: 30bsbrsmoa 3., @ambabgl Jobwos3g-
do Jommab 80badg, badg. bymmgbads, N°8, 43.111- 116;
Lds 1990 - LogoMmzgmmb abEmGaabs s JPmENHab
dgamos smbgMs, 8. V;

Pamuwsunnu K., War6epawsunu 3., 2000: Pamuwsunu K.,

WaTt6epawsunn 3., PaHHecpefHekoBblli MMaMATHWK uU3 C.
Okamu, Apxeonoruan dtHorpadusa Kaskasa, lll, baky, c. 99;

Ukutnwsunn I ...1979: Ukntnwsunn I, Betapg3e M.,
Hakampse H., bepapg3e 3. Keutawswnu P, Pamuwswnnm A.,
Npemawswnnu W., Yenugze J1., Hyuy6upase A., Utorn Pabot
KaBTucxeBckomn Apxeonornyeckon dkcneguumn, MAV B 1976
r., T6. c.117-130;

Shatberashvili V. 2013: Shatberashvili V., The Bronze Oi-
nochoia from Metekhi, jur. Iberia-Colchis, # 9, pp 234-239.

0RLILEMIBNIBN:

G9d | — 1,2, 3mbs@ymoa 43936930L Ro6M933968 900 (30-
bosgm@omab; 3.  Boomow ImbsGmo bgmowabmes.
sbam(30b0@ab; 4. Banbobgdanm3nmnsbo omdo mgsmo-
©0030; 5. bgmnbogsb @edbowgdnmo 3mbyby@damosbo
Lob3obo LogaMommm LyMnwsb; 6. boomow dmbsdmma
bgmows 3obdnwsb; 7. dmbsgymn 3mgmda 3ob3nwsb; 8.
o300 308m8B3560 3mbaby@mdamnsbo babdnbo 3ob3nwab.
&8 Il — 1. 396 3bmob dmmgMmgamo @abgm babofMgma-
©306; 2. 39M3bmab 306 3oma LaboMgomnwsb; 3. dbbemabg-
5B ob0sba bgmoms LaboMgmowsb; 4. asdmbabymgds
LoboMgoal bgmowsdy.

&3 lll — ©ombobgl Jobrs3gds 3mmobbysmmmasb.

&3 IV — 360bgomb mabmbmoas bg3m bobos 30sb.

B9d V — 12, 360bxomb ggoGmmao dsmms amb@ndgosb;
3,4. 3963bmob mobo gmbE0dgwsb.

893 VI — 39636l Go@mbo bmzmaosb.
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4909356 ®o3nd30em0, dgdgog do@dgMedzammon T

3300696603960 bI6NL IRNRMHIT(N LOIZIMBIBN LMAB. M3O3INRO6

bLegggmo m3edn dgdomgmdl 3ob30l 3¢-
boz03om0@98dn, 3. JLbolb dotgggbs bo-
3060dg, 3ob30sb 15 jommdg@mdo. bLmggm-
do 0MgM3060L babobo ©s 4o Lonznbggdal
dgamgdns ogndboMgdymo: bmgmolb ©o-
Logmgmom, mobsdgomag Labogmombomab,
MM 3000l babol  bobobmomns, Lowacs
03605965 IM3ogm-3mbas(3MnbyMme ao3mdb-
3060 mobal gn@demolb 658 9bgdo; bmgggmda
30 630bes gomgol Lobgmmdal, gg0sbo g
Loy 369980l oMdadMmo g3mabos s XVIII-
XIX bb-0b 300bddmdmab bobgmmdal ods-
Bmo g3magboss [bds 1990: 183].

1974 Bgemb m3530Lb bLsdbEAgo-obagmagm
bobomdo dgdmbggzoom s@m3mhAbrs 430l bodsm-
bo, Gm3mob 06396@ 00l ¢dg@gbo boboma
503568, assMmhgboema boboemo 3o 39L3ab
3bo 903 (3mEbgmdooc dnbgmaddo nbobgds.

dgdobzggzomo smdmRgbal saombdg asgd-
393605 303000Lbg3z0L S Jgmmmaoym@a  gqL-
39003006 Mobo (B, doGdgMadgomn, o. by-
(39%0dg, 4. ®30d30m0), GM3gmdsy sDmBs o
o0g0JboMs bgdmm bablbgbgdo, @sDNsbgdeema
Lodambo s dabgsb LodbGgmom, 0,6 3-3n go-
3o LasdzgMmzm mbMomdn sedmsohnbs
Lado gomom go@abyEmma badsmbo.

d93mb3g3000 53mhgboemo 30l Ladombo
(Ladamba N2 1) dgagbomos dzodsdgolb jom-
390 3500 Bogdobsgsb (bmdgdo - 2,1 X
0,75 3, goab bobgg 0,23). LadsMbadn 0bgs a«-
mods, mognm sbogmgmabs3gb sdbmmdo-
mo gomn o339 gdgyemo.
063968 5Ma:

1. 8990 (by@. 7), 038Dogdmmos
RO (3e0mM3560 MmJMmbogsb, g.6. sMdobymo,
b 93005939590 dgdgdal Gndnbs. dggwals
d©g dmdsmmm, gmemmgyobgdmto dmygo-
Bommdabos; 3060l d393mom, 4069056 BgMama
bom@ g dgdmaysgds. dmeob dodo (30em 39 306-
Romamo  gomgodobsgsbss ©sdbswgdymo.
d99ob Mgomoa mbgmo, doabosb @sdMEy-
9mgomema dogogemns, Mmdgmaoaz dbMgdobe-
396 39bbomos @ (3009 FIMOMgEgds.
©34969dmma bMgda 3306 bobbogomss go-
dmymgommo. deal 30Mo 3Mggzomns; cgsomo
3©0sb 3dmzsmmbomaos. bmdgdo: Lodsmemyg
— 2499, M 35mob d — 23 33, 3oMob 0d — 17 3.

3(39mmds — dgdgeo dgs-04 36ndgbgemm-
@ Boggmo@ome, mgomo @ogoMaPmes @
5 NBgMm 3sbGomss 5dmgzbgdmmo;

2. Loyptyg, mdedmbo (by. 6), Mamenm-
356-g@mgobo gm@Mdabs. LogyGolb Mameon
boMmImoagbl (3o dbomgl goblbbom BgMam
mdOmb dogommb, MGm3gmdgoss J399mwsb
doMhomemos 3mdMeomo yubbo, dobdy Bo-
dm3mo  ymemegnsbo mgMszo-bszoo. mg-
53%9 d399m©sb bgdmo dgdgan bogmgdos
sbbInmo: md@mb bygomo goMmommo, mufxo
3060l g.6. Hm0bobgdyca ddngn, dgdwga obgs
bygomo 3oy s dmmmb daMgsmn@ab
dm3bbm ddngn. gMszol dmmm sdMGygmy-
dmos, M3 by sLbIMm bogmgdl saomby
ohgMgdl. bm3gda: boymEob Logmdg — 40 33,
Mammob ©d. - 21 33., bsgnol Logmdy - 19
33. 3abs 0fMnbgdymos, doMmgomoo godmao-
Gamo;

3. 3999339390  ©60369mgdall  Bog-
o0 (ob 3abo B5Boeo) ( Ly, 8), s3Dowgda-
mos  domosbo  Fummzgobo  mgMmbogsb.
080 boM3moa bl domnsb doml, MHmIgmoa s
dmodos dg30b6@mmzggdnmo s Bgmbg mobsog
dgdomergdgmo  Lagygmo ogab. badGygero
bnmoss @@ nbMmma s momm godmymaezoem
boboemdn dmbBol oo 3mombs mgomao o43L Rab-
dmo. bogmal bog@dg - 15 33., Logsbg - 12
33. bogomo dmgmos, mEmb mommbo sds-04
mEbog Rogymag@oamas.

dgmg  bodomMbo, Gmdgmog  gogomobby-
30L ofggmmmaon®n gJb3gozool MobIZs
gombams, bado, gobogo gowgdymo Jznds-
d30b gomoo oym gowsby@mema, Gmdgmame-
a6 395 gomos RsGgbomo oym, Gob godm(y
LodoMbo 3306090 ©3DNS6YEmO  godmmas.
LodomMbo BoaMImoagbms Moyal Jzgdoo bo-

390 93mEsdsl, Mmdmal 39mgdo d308 30-
Moo ngm dgmagbomo, sbggg dzoom baggdo o
dgmgboemo ogm o3mm@sdal no@oz0(s. (dbm3gdo:
s3mEsdolb bog@dg - 2,3 3., Logsbg - 2,35 3.,
Lodomeg -0,9 3., 390mgdal Lobdg — 0,3 3.).
LodoMbdo Eo3Mdomyma oym  gymomds
3B6mmoofg s 333000 LM MN0c ESIBEM-
doo 2 do(335mgdgymo — 3535330 @S Jomo.
dot(3bbog  dmmogbgdymo  dazgzomgdymols
a3 39600l oMgdo 5mdmAbos mJMmb awmem-
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Logowo s mdmmbsgg dmbgds, dofxzgbs do-
(335mgdymab 30 (9BOm ImI36OHm Gobobsl s
300magdal 3gmdamgmdol dobgmzoom gmm
SbomasbMEol —gomb) mMagg bgmdo momm
domyg Lobgmbozbgdmyg ggoms, mogalb oMg-
do 3o m@-mco bygzomao mdOmb bayn@g om-
3maohbos (3obams bojommggmmb gMmzgbam
3nbgmddns o(399ea).

0639685Mn:

1. agmbsgown, mdmmbao (by@. 2). -
3965 ™o doMomso bsbomabagsb: mgMmb
dgb330bs o mgMmbagg Lagowom dg3zmoa
3gomombabagsb.  dgmomombo  BamImoco-
396L FNEEmmzgebo mdMHmbogsb odbsowyg-
SQe M3, dMHGYgm Jmmmgl, Hmdeab
doMn mEbsg 53mdy @ (39mos. doMabs s dgws
boboemolb dggMmgdolb sgomsl dgomombl
309y d98myy3ade ©d39dboeo oo gero,
Mmdgmoi 3o35mbob 0do@o30ob J3bal. ©o-
boymaggda o3 3o3009mDg 03bsdsMn 56 sMab:
Mo Imzmas, dgdga ghmo gRcm dma@mdms
5 0bg3 mGo dmgmg, 3gdga ImaMdm s o.3.
9L bgdbo dmBomAmgdol M@Gm modod o
docm 0gfb odmagb. dgmomombal bg-
53060 sYMGBomns mmbo mbgmo Gobmoo,
MmImgdoz gomomball gotg bobomb ym-
396 mob, M3zomabgdnmo dmyzobormmdols dm-
atdm 6mggdsm. 33 dwgqgddo bal myFxo
3960l dobol mzmgdo, mogzemool ndo@s(30s.
Mo Jomngsbo saomdgs, mGa 3o s3mzgoM-
bomos. 8dg3060 56dnal dogboom dgmsmom-
bob bgsdomdg sMob mddmb gsebogfa, bows
bom@g, Mmdgmoai godb s36e3L (396@Mdo
Robdyym, oo Bm3olb aMabs@al (3omm3ab)
gomb. 430 mgomyMo dmygzsbommbaboss,
Bge3060dmdyMmEnmo  ©s bgodnbgzboom
303M0omgdgma. dob gmgemgdsl sdemngmgdl
dofMdg @oggbomo mdmmb gomgo@s. dgos-
mombl Dgdmo JoMhommmo 543L ImbM@aemo,
Lod bobomow omsMymo ybba, AmIgemda(s
mdmmbagg, aMdgmo dgbgzos asyMamo. dgb3-
30 dmdMsgo0 30 90 oMol goyMomo, ssdgw
358 0Ms dogmmom 3YsMamss ad3ymoa yubb-
®0b. ynb6o dgmagds M30560LgdnFo© gM™MBs-
bgodg doMbomayma oG omMs Mammgdobogsb,
AmImgdoz 9Mmdobgmdns goyMomoa. dgo-
mombob dombg omBomymos 33069 yubbo,
Amdgmdg3 ynmaxoom goweos 3diomg bszowoo:
mdOmb 0gmddg Bsdmzdymo mdMmb Mam-
mobgdy@o 3dngqgdo s doom dmGal abgmngg
Bm@3ob, mEbsg YR®mm domamao, muMgo do-
bob 3dogo s J3gdmem ImbMomo JoMgsemo-
&b 3dogo. Dmdgdo: 3gmamombal bngmdg — 30

dd.; bogobyg 24 93.; dgob 3oMol Logmdg — 20
3d.; bngsobg — 15 33.; b gnol bogMdg — 19 33;
dgb6330L bog@dg — 50 LA. Igamombol bgs-
3060 ogymg@omos, mMo 30bal mzsmo s3m-
35Mb0mO s 8 3oMaLYMNd;

2. 3mbg@o, mgMmbo, @om3mg@nsbgl o¢-
9mbo. 3mdmbg 33mbabyymas 033960 mMals
dogb@o, 3Mmgyomdo JofMx 3603, Mozdg o-
3bolb ggofagobom. go@mb o36Mo3L momnbymn
bombgms DIOCLET IANUS AUG. b¢tgdg godm-
bo@mos ggbdg 8aman, 303580mbImbbde-
mo 0308 9Mo, doMg39bs bgmdo gmas ygo-
3L, 3o (3696530 30 3390 mbo. ol BgGEbmom
30 babg3Mo gmmgdasdmoamo sbogos.

3. mgemb  bygomo  Loyycg  (bLye.4),
Mammmgab-mgmmgabo Godabs. Mameo bom-
dmoagbl mdMmb dmdbbm dogomymb, (3om
3batglb aobbboml, Gm3mob d3gms bsbomdn
ynbbos do@Rommmao, MHm3gmbgy Bs8m384-
moos bdgoon — mgMsgn. mgMozdyg sbbdymos
mdBmb mMo Hammobgdy®o ddogo s dmenml
dbbgomo, Dgdmm 396 mEbsg BagMdgmgdama
dotgomo@ol ddogo. mgMoglb Jzgdmor Lodo-
a0 343b. bBm3gda: Byzomol ghmo Lagy@al
Loafdg -34 39; Mammol ©3-10 33; mgHszob
LoaMdg 20 39; domgsmon@ ol ddogol bogmdg 10
d3d. dgmMg boyng sbommaono gmMdabos,
dbmmme mEbsg BM™m aMmdgmos ©s dobon
Mammo gxmm dbbgomo Jogoyymobogsbss
©33%ogdmmo, doMgamodn 3o YBcm B3Mo-
mo s dmgmdms.  Layneol Logmdg -38 33;
domgomo@ol ddogol bogmdg 12 34.;

4. cdedmb bygomo boyneg (L. 5), Ne3-
ol sbommgoy®o gmmMdabs, membo @cHm
3mdiem. of mgMozdg mddmb 3dnggdlb dm-
0l 363067 3060l 83539 gmEdals 3dngns, Jom-
aomo@ ol ddngolb gm@dsz gobbbgeggdmmoas
- 0g0 m@bsbomgoos: bgs, 3o oMo dofgos-
mo@o 3gnMme bob 43909, NBMH™ oo bm-
30badyg, Mog 3dogl domosbow dbbmabgdn®
gBmMdsb odmyggl. mMogg LagyGab bogmdyg -30
dd.;

5. bobgmbobgdmyg (L. 1), dogo 3m3b-
356m ¢gM0b obobs. dabs @adsmbomobbmgs-
bos, bgmggEmosba. dob og3b dma@mdm §obo,
a0dmygzsbomo ygmo, bgmo s gosdmammn
3060, mEbsg dgmgzoma doMa. (3oem 3baMgl,
4gmbs o3 (39mb dmal 306y Labgmama
043L do@nmgdaymoa. dBm3gdo: bodsmemyg 5538;
Logobg I (3emol o930 — 20 33; oMol ©d. - 18

)

6. Lobgmboisbgdemg, (by®. 3). dmygo-
oomm ggmob, dobobs. dabs sdsmbamablbm-
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30605, Lgm390m0sbo, ggbsdn dg0bndbgds
dmd&39%0. Labgmbozbgdmyg Bog@mdgmgda-
mo gmcMdabss, doMo ImdMgzomgdnmo o43b.
ygmob oMy mbsg gobMms s 3oMesdam go-
300l mEbsg gosdmoam, bgm 306da, HmA3-
mob 30ggd0 dogbomes Rszqomoa. gn@dmal
domdg 3906036985 dng RomRBgbomo Lmbsdmlb
3bsmgdn. ygmo 53mzbgdema oym 3336030,
m0obmgobo doboom. Lobgmbozbgdmagl gobbbal
980073 3339000, 5OHM3dG o Lyybo sdImgzam-
©d. Dmdgdo: bodomeyg 5233; bogsbg I (3mals
o6 9d0 — 19 33; 3060l 3 - 15 33.

h396L Bnge smbgMoem dobomaol IMagsma
sbommagns dmgdmggds o3sbabbggal, Ladms-
36mb, 9M36obal, mdomabolb dosdmgdbs ©s
Lodommggmmb bbgs msbs®mmeym bodsmbgd-
do. LadaMbgddn o 3Mdamgal sbgma bgbo o
LodaMbms gm@mdgdoacs -1V boyznbggdal Lo-
Jomzgmmdn gofMmmEas 430 (39mgdmmo.

oMol gsbbodmgMabsl, @3ofMzgmgl
ymamobs, 860d36gmmmgobos N22  Ladambdn
smdmfgbomon, 033g@oGmM  ©omyzmgnsbal
(83sMongmgmdal Bemgdo - 286-305) sy gnbo,
Mmdgmo(s agodmgsab Terminus Post Quem-L —
IV bomgnbob abobyabb.

F396L BogM smbgMom mocmmgnm bLogsbl
o300 sbagmmgns gdgdbgds Mmame (3 gmm-
dg60b, obg LEomabs, &9dbognto bgMbgdabes
5 dmemmb, 493m36960L g M0obMbal ;mgzom-
LodGbom. gb doboms 30g3 ghmbgem ggoh-
39690L s@anmmdMogn mdMmdggomyto by-
mmgbgdols dgod, godmzggomam bobgl s dab
ROOmM 2530 (39mgdsl  JoMormol Ladggmb
&g mmnody.

§308mo 3m3moe @ogobabyegdo yzgmady
sbenm sbommaogdl bbgs 34bg@gdowsb:

NeT  LodoMboob dmdponbstg  Mamem-
390-mgMmgobo  Loyymalb  dbgogbos  oMdo-
Babbggol NeNe 40, 42, 43 435bodombgddn om-
dmhAgbomo  goGmgdom,
ddogoms s Jofasmo@oo dg33qma boyn-
9900 [sg5dodg o., o Lbg. 1955: §od. 13].
Mdbobolb N2 10 Lodombol Logymggdo @cm
Mogmo gmmdobss, doamMed doMomown gmg-
396@9d0 3gmMwagds [gomsdgama 1964 : 67,
L& 34].

m3o80b 3gmyg Lodambol byzoma Loysn-
9 99Lao3bgds o®mBobabbgzal NeNe 12, 13 o
41 LodoMbgdol LaymFggdl [sgododg o., o
bb3.1955:104-106].

N1 Lodombol dbmgdmadggdamon, gu(s-
mm35b0 MmgMmbogeb ©odbowgdym dgdqeb

HmobobgdnMo

sbommagdo 9dgdbgds 5M3obabbggal N2 42 bs-
do6bdo (GG mbab godmbobymagdosbo dgdg-
©0) [sggogndg o., o Lbg. 1955: 104 §od XIV]
3 Ladmagmmb N2 17 J35bs85Mb3n (Laboby&
3930560 dgggn [Makcumosa M. 1963 Ne 67].
53539 Ladombdn smdmAgbamon, GG mmgs-
bo mgMmbogeb ©odbs@gdymo s 3oMm3als
@3mgooo 39339mo, 399M33039m0 Q3603-
bymgdob bogma bogMom ogfom, 89d6030ms
5 3M56580b Mmbgmo goMynGgdom dmMomgols
Bgboor dombg sbmmmb ash o®3sbabbggzals
mdOmb bogmgdmob, Gmdmgdol sbgmogg d39-
domss dgd 3o,

N22  Lodombdn  omdmbgbomo  Labgmbo-
(3b9dmggdl sbommangdo gdgdbgds Ladme-
360mbs s 9Mdbabob IV Loy 3960l obomgdda.
396dm, b. mamgmadal dogm Xl 3ol Il 439-

&0380 8mg3g0m@o 3390RY6dg6MGYgmgdgero
©> dMGggerdomasbo ggmggero [gamgeady
1967: 33, by, 15]. XI 3ol mMo Lobgmbeo-
3690y o Xl §odo (§obdmaMggsemgdeymmoa,
3306090 3ofMaosdmoao, 3oMalb 30g doa-
boo Bo39(30em0) [a®gmadg 1967:32, by, 13],
Mm3mgdacy b. acgmodal ogm IV-V Loy 34-

69960L xanxdos gogMcmnsbgdymo.

sbommagoyMos  safgmgg  @Mdbobol IV
Lom3mbol N2 48 Lodombolb a39Mgddgc-
Mg30mo Fnggmo [gomadgomo 1964 : 71].
m3odolb Labgmbosbgdmaggdn @obabgmgdmm
3bosmma0gdl obmmgmads d0bals bomobboo
(Bomgbamobbmgabo, bjgm 3gomosbn dnbs),
ggfom, (dszn 363567, Imyzomommm), gm-
3g00ms > bm3gdomss 3o, 3oaMad o3 dobo-
m0oEsb dom Lobgmymal sMLgdmds sbbbgos-
390L, M3, Jom Mmomdmb YREM sM oy ngMb
3b0ggdL. dgbadmms, 54 5680306 bobsdo gom-
OmME 303(39m9d¢e 88 60dbol gg0obgm ao-
dmdsobomob 33043b Logdg.

mg3o3do  smdmhgboen Bogomogeb goblbo-
3no6gdom Lab@gmgbms N22 LadsMbdn Im-
3mggommo  ammbsgown. dbasgzbo gm®dol
39bo30Ry60, §9Mdme dgrseombydo, 8(3bg-
@30 5M7(3 0ym sdmhgboemn, 396Mdmo o6-
3obabbggolb N2 2 Lodombdn, Lowsz dgomon-
mbo bofmEmbodbol 3535000 oym dgdgmmo o
3obDy dommon oym asdmbs@yma [sggogady o.,
o bbg. 1955: 190]. dgsmomba m 3530l (30-
mob dbgogbo gmMIabss s dbaszbo Ggdbo-
30055 ©odbogdmo: (396@MomyFo dmoals
0fa3mog 5453 sGobMyymaoa sMgs, dbmemmw
gmbmgdo 3Msbs@ob mbgmo BoMgodgdomss
33mgbgdamo (s oMo myMxn dobom). sMds-
Babbgzol 3g@omombl m3580b gabgd3momn-
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Logob aobbboggdoo doMdy Lado Lsgown o3-
3MdL s mommggmo m 3530l (39mob dgo3bow
doMgomo@ ol ddogom dmemmamgds. sbobad-
bogns, ®m3 9M3oDabbgzal N2 Lodombdo oe-
dmhgboma gb domaomoa@ ol ddnggdo 3oMzgma
dgdmbggges 9M3ababbgzal Lodsmbgddn dom-
aom0@ob 8doggdob smdmRgbobs, 5dgmseb dm-
gmmagdamo 3o -1V Loy 39699330 93 ogmom
AMOHNZgd ROMOME 3M(39m©gds.

M350l 3gomombmsob gm@dom, ©sdbe-
©9d0b &gdboz0ms s yb6balb mygebommdoom
(ymbbo Lodogg dgdmbggzedn Bomdmawagbl
b90mEsb Ld MogoE, MYMNIFNMOIE OMS-
Gy, dgomombdyg asbnzam aMRomyym do-
mo3b.) 30093 YBRO™ sbemb pasl badmagmmb
LodoMmmagobol N2 4, asdom(3gmm 3ol Lodomb-
do o@m3mbgboemn dgmamomboa. 93 dgomombdy
m3sd0b  9abgd3momal dbgogbow aozsmbal
08085(3000, GobMgdb dmEob gmbmgddo sds(s
Dx96Mm 3obG0b 6admns dg8m@mARgbaema, bmenm
b93msb oy gbamo 3o o6 dgdmababs. mbos
30804Omo, Omd s5do(3 3MobsG b, 5b myMxn
d0bols goMx0@ gd0 nym sxgbamoa. sbgmo db-
303L985 a3598304Mgd0bgdL, Gmd gb bogomgdn
®3bdEMmmMmos s ghmn ©s 08039 bEomal,
dgbodmms  gMmo  Labgmmbbmb 656563y (3
boM3mowagbl. obodggdos, Gm3 obobo o-

30mmdMogn  mJMmdggomamo bgmmgbgdols
bodndgdns.

Lonb@gmgbms, Hm3 Ladmegmmb dgdmmbo-
bbgbgd dgamombdo, (396@EomuE dmogda
Ammo3bgdymos 5Md Laws gMmebs@alb mgamo,
06539 353535306 dombBal asdmbobyymg-
d0560 393s. gb gg3s o dobo ImRsMAmgds(s
(9-0. dgomombo) asdm(3gdymos 3. dogdbodm-
35b dogm [Makcumosa., 1950:271, 358. N2 82].
33@™MM0 3ol oMo bobsb dns 3nmzbgdl s
5b0dbogl, MHmI 3mGGMgGn bLBomobByHow
a0bbbgoggds Lobabyma babal 3mMEM9E -
d0bogob, benmm dgoomombl dsMommon bsbols
bodgommdo gdgdbgds sbommagdo.

o3 9ggbgds 90M3doDabbgzal 308goc dg3-
39 dgesemombl, ogo 9. mmGmngogsbodal
dogMos godm(3939)mo s 33056 MHm3sgmao bo-
bom, 3960dme 3o Il Loyzmbol dmmmma s I
Lomgmbal sbobynboo nym smsMaomgdama
[mmMojogebadg 1955; sgododg o., o Lbg.
1955: 46].

OmEgbsy B30 Lodmogmmb Lodsmmgbals
0636 mo boMm3mdmdal gmoad@ngnMo dga-
mgdo dg30Lbogmagm, sbarmmangddyg oyMw-
bmdom, N24 Lodombol 3m@mEMg@0sbo agds
Loboby®m bobslb dngozmogbgo [Modndzomo

d- 1969: 24-25] o ngo sMomemgl IV bogy-
39bol 3oMzgmo bsobgzMoo ogsmstomgon.
LEomabEYGs o0go JoMomoi asbbbgeg-
935 mgogosmymo LabsbyMo 3mMEGMgE8)9-
dobogsb — dobdo o6 50l ob doMommmds,
03Mdbmds  a3300bMmdomemo bLGomal gMomg-
35960 353mgbs mdab oM (3bbommdobs s bo-
bob bo3gmgddo, dog@ed gb 60dbgdo LEMM g
50Mg LababyMa bgmmgbgdabomgabss ©sdos-
bobosomgdgmo [Bopucos, JlykoHnH 1963:12-20].
m3580b N22 badambal s@8mBg6sd (3m383emgdLbo
©om3mg80sbgl sMmgnbl dgogegl, Mmdg-
moz bagoGmggmmdo byyem bodo (30m0s dm3m-
3909mo: Jomngdb mMo 9abgddmotn, m3edabs
[Pamuwsunn, Watbepawsunmn 2000] s gcabm-
Lo [Ms80d30mma 1979: 48], mMogobsmos gMomo
30, dbamam@abs, dmgagznsbm ndo@oznss [Ja-
vakhishvili, Sherozia 2010:168]), Gm3dgmdos(y
Lodmogmmb dgomombal dbasgbo dgomo-
Mbo 50ImMABEs, 356538 3035 F3gb0 dmbobmg-
35 080l dgbobgd, Mm3 Lodmogmmb g9ds(3 o
™3odob dgamomba(y mabs®myymos, bemem
563odobbggol  domemol  asdmbabymagdasbn
398900 dg3 3o 3geamombo(y ssbrmmagdoo
03039 bobolb — I Loy zmbols dobyGmmbs o
IV Loy 3960L @obobynbL dgndmgds Bngs 3nomg-
bmon.

53 dobomsed 30g3 gembgm oazsbobe
3305bMm3ogmo s sMmgdymsbey 3mbggdals
bobol  JoMormalb mgMmIggomyma bgmmg-
bgoal asbgomomgdal domomon ©mby; sbggg
LBomobs ©s g93mgbgdal bozdomm dysmo,
9Mm0sbo bsby, Moz gemnbmyds nbgmo Momen
89460360 bg@bgdol as8mygbgdsdn, Gmam-
0390 Mbgmo, FuE3mm3z960 mJMmbogsb bo-
30960b 05dDogds, 3ogombobs s aoz3oMbals
030@5(300b oMM g5dmygbgds s dmmmb,
Bgs30Mal 3mmodGmdmo dmEmmzgs; Bgeabs
3 dobomal ggdm36gd0m dgbsdgds (dog. Indo
y30mgmo mgdmmb gmbdg g@obs@ob (dmdo bo-
»gmo), Indo @ go ob 363565 dobol ogmyg-
dobos s domasmo@ ol godmygbygds.

00bobndbogos, Mmd bmaswo 6odboo o3
3gMomEol  JoMoyymo mdmmdggommds  bo-
3bgd0m mogbrgds g,6. HM3sbodgdymo sm-
dmbogmgmal dgamoms BMgda. Il Layyzymbals
30b9Enmosb bEnmoosm 4Mgds mdmmb bg-
©ad30Mob  amMogomgds s 0bygds (39M0gmn
0679900l ggMoo mzmagdoom dggbgds (3memon-
JOm3ygmo dmEoyemds), Modsz dmaz0sby-
b0, 2@MgdnbabGo® s dobrmmdgm om-
3mbogma® bgmmgbgdsdo mdmmb bgosdamals
3oM0gm LogMm39%g 390dmbgdom, dznMes-
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bo ogmgdom, 8oGasmo@oms s bgaMadgg-
dom dgd 3mds osd330Ms [Coche de La Ferte,
1956:86-93].

Mmames o0gbndbgom, -1V Loy 3069930l
Joo g mdmmdgdgommdado bommow sabobs
mdoggo bodysMmbs s MMIsbadgdyma se-
dmbogmgomol dgamagdabomgal odobsobosog-
3o y3g9ms 60dsbn, o330 Bomgemo Mogo b3g-
305303960 60dbal mo30LgdnEMgd9d0, sbg39
sdmAgboen dabomol bndMogmy s gMmgge-
36935 bodyomgdol gzodmgab gogodmo,
™3 gb doboms sanmmdmMogo Labgmmbbmg-
30b 6565M3L bom3mowg gbL.

C0E&IHIGIMO:

sg35gdndg 56., @s Lbg. 1955: s3ojndg 96., amdgxndgomo
3., 3omobady o., mmdmsmady g., Isbgms, sGJgmmm-
309960 33mg30—dgdob 39093930, §. |., 2.
mmeangdogsbadg 3563., 1955 : mmmnjogsebadg doma.,
bogdo@mggmmb babgmdbogm 39bgndal agdgdo (s63s-
Babbggbs s do30bgmDy sm8mAgboma ama3@nnHo
dgamgdo) ll, 6.
6530d30cma J. 1969: Ho30d30ema 4., Lobobya ggdgda
bogdo@mggmmaa, md.

6530d30ma M., 1979: Msdodgomo ., gMbmb ggmo

330560635 bsbsdn, M.

Lds 1990: Lojommnggmmb obGmMaobs ©s FHmEYMab
dgamos smbgfommds, . 5, md.

9afgmady 6., 1967: qacmgmadg b., s®mgmm duqs bow 39-
bgoms Jomonm3o dobab Bsm3mgdals ab@mMonbamgals, md.
doemsdgamma m., 1964: domodzomoa ., bogdomaododa
MH6babo, md.

Bbopucos A.A. , JlykoHuH B.T. 1963:
JlykoHnnH B.T. CacaHmpacKkme remmbl.

bopucos AA. ,

Makcumosa M. 1950 - MakcumoBa M. lemmbl n3 Hekpononsa
Muxeta - CamtaBpo,  Logofmmggmmlb  bLobgmdbogm
3bgmdal 3maddg XVI B, TBb., a3. 221-274.

Pamynwsunu K., Wat6epawsunu 3., 2000: Pamuwsunnm K.,
LLlaT6epawsunu 3., PaHHeCcpegHeKoBbIN [MamMATHYK 13 cena
Okamu, Apxeonorua n 3THorpadua Kaskasa, I, baky,2000,
c. 99.

Et. Coche de La Ferte 1956 - Et. Coche de La Ferte, Les Bi-
joux Antique, Paris.

Javakhishvili K, Sherozia M. 2010 - Ketevan Javakhishvili,
Medea Sherozia. New discovery in Akhalgori village, ga6.
0dgM0s-3membgma N2 6, a3. 167-169.

0LILEMIBND:

1-5. m3030L N2 Ladambol 063968 sfn; 6-8. m 3530l N2 1
Lodambol 063968 M0,
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b (30 ynggnoba

ROMBOLIA LOIJIIASNI60 6N0INVBN3IAHINN 3AHIGIMN

3Mo@gmo — Kpampilw — dgcggs, ao-
b53900, @ doMoms(s, g0bobs s byemal
96®3sbgmdn  gobaboggdgmo  Fyfdmoal o3
303boggmds  ©s IMogambontds  gmMm3dsd
Loy 3bggdalb do6dambg ofsgfmma (33emamg-
b 3060(39000. ob3960m BMEAZLmSL gMmow
domo dmyzobommdol dabgogoo dgMddgyma
Lobgmbmegdgdaz  03ymmdL  ymFomgdsl,
M3 503MIGBYM0 303500 Magd© boba@ by,
bobo@nl 360d369mmdady, MHmIgmog domdgs
30dmbobyyma. 09135 bobo@doy Layygybggdab
3obdamDy 406030000 (330 gdgd0 S S FoM-
3> 300356y 989d@o ©d aobrs bogmgd

303bo@ggmo, @s3oMas Lobs@oxg s Moma(s
350339990 3gMomeab (d3.6. IV b-ob dgmeg

bobggeinl) 3obomdbo@zmmdad  333mmg3oMms
0b@gMgboi 3o dgobb@es. s gb dgbybg-
do a0dmbggmos  dmboGymo  3gMadoggyma
Fegmob dobmdmogo Bo@mdmgdom, bobs@al
©9aMOENMo0m ©5 OE3MoE 3sdmygsbo-
™m0 BogMgd0o.

boomgmangn@amo  3gmogob  dgbbogemal
d9dmga [0b. yognsbo 6. 2016:120], Gm3dgemo(y
d3.6. 350 bemoo @ogomamMamg @s 3ol 3obmdmng
bobooobs o 05360690 bobo@dg 303Lxg-
mg, Boma 3b3ms bgemmgbgdalb 3bgmdals bo-
30390 (bogomnggmmlb ghmzbaemoa 39Dgadab,
bgmmzbgdol Indgdal obogmgo g3cm3als
Bmbeo) dgzgogdmeoe Bomgmanagmym ghe-
&9geb, Mmdmolb A dbstg dmdbodmogom go-
dmoygncgods - bodo Bogn@s nbsdn odn, bemenm
B dbomnl bobo@o agoblgbgol dmdgmE 3m30L
309 sxmbgMnm 53 3gMomeolb 30Dgdb: 3o g-
ol 396y dbamyg, AmMIgmdgs godmbabymos
35MEo935mn bodn, 56 dmgagznsbgdom mmo dg-
dmboo sbamasdHs s ymggmmgal ymggmo
8mBggbm googgo Jorgs PO OYRIZMS-
o5 35dmyz56nmn, 3o g babs 3obab bobsdo...
3a3mbgd 393 LEmM g sbgm dgdmbzgzoLcsb do-
43b bogdg, membe gobom3zgzns, Rgdl dngm
dgbbogmamo Mm3gmn gobal babs@os ycm
3309b@gero .

53 3gMomeob 3obgdab Babs dbafmyg gmdmds,
Gmamtg Bgbo, 30bsm3bo@zmmdal bsdyzeb
dbo@zgmgm Lobggdl - ombobgbs s sggMm-
0@ab Loggg@gdosh wogogdompdam bg-
bgdL [Cook 1972:185. Boardman 2001:193] oo
o gobozgomo 0gbgds, Azgbo 30%alb g39Mdy
md @ombobgl b3gbs 3mgogombmo, M-
356 LodgngM@mnsbo 3M33MDa(3000056 dg0mN
5dmbo(36mMd0d @ombolgh msbdbemgdo 3ofMgdo:
doM(3bbosob 3nMggmo gogy@s 3560l sMal,

by (3 dobo 3mo dg@&Yyzgmagdl. dob dotgag-
bo bgmdo 3Magzomo gmmdob Logsbo damogl,

53 LogoMoomm ©0d3sbmbo (Lo omycn
Lo 3Mo30) Ybs aymb. (396@MomYMa GogyMs,
Mmdgmoz mgo® ggidas gsdmygebamo, bdo-
500 33630965 EMboLY® b39698d0. Jorgzg-
bo gogm®e 3o, bagoMonmme, dgbswass, bgemdn
©ombobgbs s dobo mobdbemgdo oM gdol o8-
00800, moMbmboo - byMmbs s yrMdbol
gmnmgdoo dg3 3mmo aMdgmo gmboom - sfals
a0dmbobymo.

dobo  Ladmbo godmoyy@gds abyg, MHmame (s
53 3gMomeol  30Dsm3bsG3Mmdsda dmbogm
Jomgdl, d9bowgdl, wamm Jg@om sMnobals
[Alexandrescu 1978: 6. 53:452 ]. 3560l bgs
boboemo gMgmos, Jzgos 6sbomo 30 dgomg-
3000 booss. sembsbndbsgns bgwbswgdo mgmn
Lomgdogom godmygobomo Jomoal bLodgogymo:
dofx3gbs bgmDy LadoxmMo ™Mo Mammal
Lobomos godmbobyyma. dbgogbo, m& Mammo
a0dmygoboemo LadoxmEgdo bdoMow a3b3wg-
35 896 dbyym 30bsmboG3MMdadn @ 0l ¢Mbrs
0ymb 83 3gMomeda d9Mdbnem Ladyscmdo bo 3-
dome 3m3ymamnmo badogymob &odn, GmIg-
o3 b3oMomyMa 9b3g35 bymb s Fbmmmem
doxob (30em dbatglh Jdbol m@ M gomb. sbgmn
b3nMomobgdno bodsxn@gda dg. b. IV Loy 34-
bols dmenm 3gbedgmam mamomeagds [ Kalashnik
2014:194].

dofzbgbs bgmolb Lodogyco obggg ogo-
M0 dgbswgdn Lomgdsgomes godmyzsboemo,
MmEmMbo ghm M 3omam. Y&l s magol sMg-
do(3 dg03hbgzs mgmdn bgbswgdo Lamgds-
30, ©5 8753 ogLgbmemal godmbababs@ogo.
b dmo (396@ oMo gogmds, BMoM-
Lobo gPmE@0, domoasbo mgmeo bgobswgdo
Lomgdogomes godmyszsboemo. dbmmme dobo
O 960 5 3505 Mmobal Bgedo G ™M3909)-
0. 0b 3Mmgomom 3o 3603, sSM05bsL 3965
d0dsMogmo, dofx396s bgmog d0bggb ogsb
a0b3omo, bmmm oM 3b965d0 doboy Gnd3o-
bmbo mdomogh, gb @onmobgdnMo sbamEy-
530 0bLbEEOM3gbE 0, BMIgmos bob 56 dgGomals
Lom@gdg mM0gg 3bG0Eeb gos3mmm (sbmgg-
mob §Yo30ba0605 oFbogdmma. gb bszMsogn
donsob  3m3moMemos  @ombabgl  3mmE)-
do. ob 3803neM 35D70dg d3.6. V L-ab dmenm
dgmabgoomsb Abmgds.

3o 3bgbo Boga®s, Gmam®(3 1330 39d300,
3960l 960b, ob o3y Mgotio Dgobswgda be-
090030 343L @o@obama. LagMom xsddn, gb
Lodgngm@nsbo 3M33mDazns LojdomE oY)-

126



093650 M0l 3sdmygabomo: 3560l domMsbgbs
bamon, gem@alb gMomgda, sM0so©bslb domzbgbs
3960 (3930b J398 godmgmaaero) — yagmoxy-
@0 gb 398Y30mdb 33O Im @ ®Ibzgbog
bgmdy.

Go(3 dggbgds B 3bamgl, Mo ogds bws, bo-
499 a39d3b 0bgg 3omgb@molb mgds@ngobosb,
Mmdgemoz  ©Y435b60mos  mMHR0ayMosb  3ma-
3mbo(3009m7: 9MH»36gmnl 3oMabdoM doam-
30, Jods@ombda gabzgmmo gognmgda, gMcd-
bgmoboggb bgmgdasbzoomba. dsor  dmal
momngmb Momsi bgg@ns smdstMoyymoa. mMo-
39 350g06L sbabnsmgdlb mmysdg dogn mogds,
momngmb omgzmmdom asdmygsbomo doMals
3350, sbgomo mads  xaBL sbsboomgdl.

#03060" 39Bor IYRI3MIRS 3o8myge-
bomo, 03gbom , MmM3 gobbabmgMag 3o dbg-
0o, Md@m3 dgadmgds 3oL ,L3zg@0, ZHbm-
M. (3MGS YBRO™M  sEMgymo  3gMomeoal
3omgb@@al  mgdo@ngnsb 3obgddy, Loy
356339300 560l boMmdmoagbomn @g@omadoa,

bobo@do g3bzgds Lgg@n. dbg dogomoms,
dmbosdo, ds@nbBnbals badsmgabdy, 4 bo-

dombdo Boogmaogndm 368 9Mmdg (bato-
LydnADY), BM3mab A 3batgdy Lod3mbaydns
a0dmbobmmo, B dbomgbg (36mdama Ladgogy-
0060 3omgb@Mmob mgdss. o ombabodbagos
50 Jo@ad@ghgme @yamo - gmmogea byg-
&b boboo (gb 3obs d3.6. 440-430 66 - 0o mo-
Momegds) [Rouillard, Verbanck-Piérard 2003:344].

sbg Mmd, Azgbo gobal 3baMab m& goay-
b dmMob dggMnmo mogobygmo dgndmgds
L39Ed© hsomzgamml, s dobn godme 3ggmamds
bobo@nb gamomamgdol dgmgan bws ngmb.

dmag0sbm 3gMomeol 3omo3zgdol dows
Bgednmdg bdoMow azbzwgds bLzg@ab w339
©d8(30Mgo7mo dmegemo - ,@)aMIRNMYo 0
Lgg@n“ [Bonet 2003:347).

(3 999b9ds FnMgmol gmmdsl, ol joeo-
Jbobgdym@ns  (yzozomolb azoMazobabgdnn),
3698900l gb gmMds g g6 3093 dogx0aEa)-
o §996030L OHML boMmdmadgzs 5§ 03ne 3geo-
d0g35do d3.6. VI Lo 36930 05 3ol bom3mdmadasls
©0©0 33Dom3bs@3M0b, 94bgzgLosLab Labgml
305696196. 33 398 9M0b 93 YMEFs3 godmm

bomgmagngn@ama §946030L @obasbEnmsdog
[Sparkes, Tallcot 1970:54-63].

3ofomaemaMo  dsbamol  dobgmzom oy

303Lbxgmgdm, bobs@n o gymMIs a3z5dmasl
0ol Lodmomgdsl, Hm3 gb 30%s d3.6. IV Lag-

3160b 40-0560 Brgdoom ogomsMommon.
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doM0bg oM zbamags

d30L 396030 MHITNL 6OIMLILRIANRI6

2004 bemob boggmg LydmMbal ML cmg-
mogmMgdol bsdmbabmamol gMo-gma bo-
®03bmb bobgmg3gddo, gacm bubGew o3 bo-
®o3bmdn dobo ba@g30lb @MML RszsMmboem
396530, 50dmAbos dobgamabs oy La@gzmals
Jotdodals dgmol  d9bogn, Gmdmol ™Moz
a39mbg 9.6, LggooyGo (3bmggmbsbmgsba
Lomom 3gbByemgdgme 3bmzgmgdolb Bog-
9005 3odmbabyymo.

d16030 dgmob domosbo bogmMabasbos go-
dmomomo @ od3b g@or Whggamm dmyge-
bommds, MGm3gmoi mMo gm@dolb 3m3dobo-
®960b dggasm oMol domgdymoa: M Eygem,
Bog@dgmgdaem  bobgzomamogby®  gm@mdsb
sbndg@Gommae b0l BobgzsMmbEmammo dm-
bodmmdol  ©admmmgds. bogma doabowsb
Jo640dal 6396(0L Bm@Fal Jqbodsdobow smal
sdmEmatmo, bgs bobomdn gMo babdy gs6-
moggdmo mMo  godgmemn babgmMgdn og3b
&yog0b o6 bob (xdm gL 0dbgdmws Gysgae-
336mo bg) bogndzgmbg dobedogMgdmac.
dobo Logmdg 6 L3d-ns, MEowgbo Logsby — 3,5
13. Bogmn EsDNSbgdYmns, Bm3G3Mgma og3b
9m0 a396Mob d30Mg Bsboman s dgmEal
®00gdob dmgmo bgws 3mbs33900.

316030 Bm@BoL dormosba dma(3o3L ©o-
doem Mgmnggdo 3gbEmmgdamo 3md3dmbazns.
30b mM039 839Mdg 83m339momos g.6.3580-
LydYE0 3G o (390mal Mo YHMNgMo s3ntal-
30690 gogu@s. (3bmzgmado bomdmoaq-
Bomos 3Mmggamdan, nbnba 635656 L3g(3030 396
356M0b3m 3mD33d0, BmbMom momgddyg, dmbo-
30L @moom a390dy M0 YBMngPmEs3nmnb-
30Mgdmo gognms baboo gMcmndgmenbjgb
5 DManm d1bozolb gMdogo 30009900l 396.

530l gobsommgdmom smbgmabal dgos-
96000 o b0sbgdgma dbofmg dmzabbgbomo,
Mmaméy A 339M0, beaemm bogmmmao bado-
Mob3domm dbstg, Mmam(z B g39Moo (§od. I).

439modg bEmmae dgdmmhAgbomas A 3396-
ol doM(3bg6s bobomdg godmbabyyma ggog«y-
5. gbos sMgbzgomy@ dobgcsedan dgbvymg-
dqmo, g.6. 3080bgdcn 3@o39dmal demagH
LEomobgdmmo  asdmbobymgds;  (36mggmab
®03b b0 3ol dgwes doMzbgbs 3ymbyg 130309,
ol aodmbobymos m& Mogoe asbmsogbgdymon
Mgm0ggBMco gm@m3gdol Loboom: dgws Mogdy
316030L Dgs ool aobbgMog gfo boddy
a0bmoggdmmos yumo (gbos IMagomo Mgmag-
B0 ge@ds Imoda hogMomoa bad gmbgoom),
mgomo  (Mgmogyneo Mamemo dgsdo @3S

bgM@omom) s ©mbha (Mgmogxymo mm-
dogo momgszo dmado Mo RogMoma bad-
3nobgoom). 3gmmg Mogdo nbgg 9o M0gd©ss
Fodb3M039099ma  mmys  (IMggomo  53mbbyg-
Jommdob Labom) s ybo (MmIgmoacs 9.6, Igo-
by gogtommo gmobgdfo gm@mdobss dodn
Lodgmobs hom®mdsggdom); s 0 o gbgLgdoom
ydobggb b396om dndsGoym ©g@omb — gb
1339 39mtg, dofxg9bs (3bmggmoal mnbhns,
3 gebag 3mboggb mgamo — dgdmmhgboemos
dbmmme Mgmogugmo Mammolb bsbowmo, ©o
M96RL J393mom yds — sbommannn Jom(3bg-
bs (3bmggmol ydabo. s3mos yMo s, smdom,
mmyd. godmeob, Mmd domgggbs (sbmggmal
mog0 dof3bgbol MBbRL 4393 dgol o
58gbs ¢ogymgool ©s30Mnb3nMmgdymmds
sbodg@Mogmos.

393M0@ BO™M  3b0sbgdmmos  d4bogzal
dgmmg dbotg B: c0;gdol domosbowss dm @) g-
bomo dobo Dges boboema, bowsg godmbabyman
04b9dm@s mM0gg Boancob mseggdo s Bobs
®00960; IgMhgbamos 3560 momgdo s 3m0g-
d0. mmbogg Bogncob momgdo 35339000,
dogM0d Robl, Gm3 abobo 9o bodbgs gobme-
3Lgdmmo, LobLMgddn ImbEoem Jpgmdsmgm-
3530; bommoE 0300bgds doma g.6. Mamemyco
©30mmgdsbn — dmdMagomgdymo gmMIs
d995d0 hom®mdsggdoo.

®o3 dggbgde 3Rgdb — ymggm BoagHob
a0bbbgoggdmmn dmyzobommdall 3o ogzb: A
a396M©0b doM3bgbs (3bm3zgmol g@mdgmo 3mwn
dngdommgds 3gimal asbbgmog (sbmggmals
3mE30bob 3oMomgmy@o, msgabo g.6. Mam-
a0 ©sdmmmgdoo y4oob 9dxnbgds o o3
339M©b M babomow ymayab. 83539 A g39Mw©0ls
356 x3965 BognEob JMwn, oM (3b9bnbasb gob-
bbgozgdom, 4393mmss ©sd390mma, ob &b 3ol
300l 3mb@@L domyszqds, bombomMow gowmo-
ol db030b d3gs sbndg@Fonm g@omdy
5 MamE@0 sdmemmgdoor 1bzgsl. hggn-
e byFomb 3o3gofogdom d4bazal dgmey, B
3bsMgdg: 3nbo 39 boboemn @obsbgdamas s
0bgs d969390mo, MM ©gBomgdal bodgdn
QIMEO3990d; 98 339MHR0b doMx3zgbs Bogn-
M0l dgemgdoo 390 @390 3MbGMEmgdals
dobgmznm obgmo dmedgdoomgds 0gdbgds,
®0mgmb 93 Boa Mol 3L o43L 3sbGmEgds
- 96mo dogdsmmgds bgzom, (36mzgmob Gobals
aobbgmng, dgmég 30, Bgdmo gobboeyymo A
339M00b gogycob 3mool dbgogbow, dmbozol
J390s 6sbg3z0mbM0mm BobomDy goownb. se-
Lobndbo oazmhs B a39Mol dot(sbgbs (3bm-
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390l 310 —3mzmg, 3o0gobdsggzeto bggFao.

3980bgdyma 38o390moal gsdmbobgs  bo-
&93M0b o6 dobgomolb JodJodal dbozdg ow-
9L3300M bgmmzgbgdodn 3oMgswss (36mdoa-
mo (0gmobbdgds d3.6. VII Loy zmbals 3gmeg
bobggetn s d3.6. VI b). dogbgmegem 30bs,
56 (3 6960 30L BMEISL, o 36 (3 Fobdg godmbos-
b 3m33mboz0sl, Lizooy®o @odalb dambo-
390L dmGal dybG sbommagns of gdgdbads,
3oMomamuMo@,  mMgmoammgdol  d9bogo
LggooMo (3bmggmbsbmgabo LG omol bymm-
36960bomgol  L3gzoxkognMo  gmgdgb@gdab
9fmagoMa bs3mgdos, Gm3mal ymggmo dg-
domggbgmo Lbgowsbbgs dgmagbgdoms s 3o-
105309000 39505 (36mdoo 358 0bgdymo
389(390mob sMgb 3300 gsdmbobyymgdgdl
dm@ab [LLKypko 1969: 32-35]. ovgemol &¢mbo 3Dy
00 Jdab 56 5Gal gemgdgb@ o, Gmdgmos @zbm
0db9dm@s sMgb3300mmMn 356gMobamaal .b.
39m9@3gL—b0309L, 56 abgdogom, 3og3obomE—
Bobosboy® LGonsdy. gobbsnmMgdym yu-
50955l 034MHmdL LB Msbbgzgoms mmg-
mogm@gdob o¢mbozol 3o(390moal mogbs s
39eg®3gbol dgmob 9.6, 303565b0mgdgm sbb-
Inmadg god3mbabym (3bmzgmob magb dmEal
(890. I, 6); doon sobemgdlL Logmm bggds —
mM039 (36M39molb maz0 dgagds M Mogs,
5 gm0 ©s 03539 Mbs303g3MMbom, gobomes-
3Lg00 0 bEYYM0 BMMIgdobogsb [[anaHnHa
1997: §0d. 16, 259; BaHunk 2001: by, 34, 1].

bogomol gmmdol dgbobgd bos omggsl,
M3 bogMdgmgdamoa 3mM3gbo o oMol o-
doboboomgdgmo  sMgbzzoo Mo JomJedal
341603980bsm30L, MMIgmms @AMz gbmds,
ogdab 9.6, BabggzemmgamyMa  dmyzobommmds
(89d. 1I, 1-5). Bog@mdgmagdmoas 3oGdnfm—dme-
0l dgmal d9bo3o (§90. I, 14), Gmdgmmabs(s
nMgmoammgdol ombogl sobemmgdl Mmmames
B3d@ O, aby dgbEmgdals dobgcs — gbos
mMdoe hogMomn g@omgdo ynmagdol, ogo-
mgdab, ydob, momgdobs s 3nw©gdol @sdm-
mmgdqd0b  (396@Fomn@ 65Bomgddo; sbgzg
&9d60306M0 y@do — gadgmena bobaMydgdo,
boggdzgmbdg dabodegMgdmom gs639m3bamo
[Muotpoeckuin 1970: Ly, 96].

o3 dggbgds  dmbogol  J3gms, gogsM-
omgdme bobomb, Gmdgmdsis gobbobmgmes
316030 930L93M0 BMEIs, Mbs 0cmdzsl,
6md  dobo  3mb@Mo  mabbzogds Gobgonb
(36mdomo 3M0bgosmb dmbogzol dzgGamals dm-
ygobommdsl  [UnbuHcKas, TepeHOXKMH 1983:
45, by, 3] (800. 11, 13) s gb oMol KaMxgeHm-
oo ofgmoam®gdol dmbozol gm@dal gM-
oMo sbammans. 83039 ©MML Gobgob
360bgomb bzl mfgmoam@gdol 60od9dmasb
3sbbg asdmbobmmo 3o80bgdmmo 3Bo(390mab
%og‘gﬁgb oﬁ)b‘gﬁvi’)gb@) cggdgoe gb(é?mg L.
Sbms ymMomgds dnzodzomo adsl, HmA 439-

©5d3909m0  390gdob  sdmemmgdgdo  mfg-
mogmMgdol  gog@gddy  dmomozbgdamos
d116030L J39000 g@omal LEmMgo 0d 6sbom-
do, Loz Gobgomb dMabygomlb d¢bojalb d39-
Mombdg gbgoegm BMobzgmal megal bLgde-
O g0dmbabymgdol. 3wal gb Hamemaymo
3dMmMads mMgmnamMgdol dmbozdy 93039
MM dmageambgdl g.6. ©sds@gdoom gmg-
396@L 30@&0bgdnmo 3G s396mal BognFmgddy
- LobgmEMoMm, BMbzgmolb mo3L oo mzgos-
mom, Maboz IMsegmom 3b30q600 SML 330-
oo bgmmgbgdol 6039dgddy [Mauncypaase,
Mupuxanasa 2011:71-77]; 3900b gb Gagmeamo
3dmmmagds 1339 bogogb LEGowosdy Abrgds
Robggmmo domyqeol baboo (§od. I, 7,9, 12),
Mmdgmai bigzoone bgmmgbgdsdo Mammoaw
Rodmysmndmagds; gb gmagdgb@o — 3ofmmdomo
Mamemo — dmg dgdmbzgzedo gMabzgmal me-
390 30M504dbgds, ™Mo  dodsGoymgdoo:
30 a55bMgdMmns, Mmam s 3@ (3909mo
BO0bzgmol mgoma, o6 Robzgymmo domymgo
&MobbgmMInmegds M0bggmalb babgo@Eowo
(890. lll; 15). mMn3q dgdmbgggedn gb g3enbgg-
mos. @obodggdn ambos, HmM3 M gmogmmgdals
316030L gL Bgmen(y a0 B GEMO, Mmam(s
D3O 5 MmMamM (3 3ol dmemm gMmmmy)-
mo; 9] 9b dobamgdos, 35306 Labgdgs bgo-
oo bgmmgbgdobomgal L3gox03nca 9.6.
» DMMIMOB M0 goMsbabgolb”  dogsmoamo,
megbs gbmggmal Lbgymolb gMo—gMomo
9mgdgb@n 03539 MmL Lbgs sMbLgdal Gobob
Lbgs boboel boMdmaaqbl.

nMgmoammgdol d6030Lb doMomswo me-
30b9dmEgds damdsmgmdl dobo gogm@gdal
3mbobs o 3m3I3mboznsda: Rzqgblb Babodgs
39&0bgdgma  3Go(300mgdal  sMglzzoo®
dobgModn dgbEmemagdagma s6Gomgdaea go-
Imbobmmgdsbo, Mmmgdas BoM8mmagbomos
odobobnomgdgm asbMmmbdnem 3mbsedn, Im-
bom momgddg. 3m33mbaznabs s 3mbal
dbaogbo dgmoglbgds sMgbzzomm Lodggmg-
»d A0l of a3bggds. Moz dggbgds (30m39
3M33mDba300L — 969 @a30M0b3nMgdnem gogy-
0L, LzgooyGo LGomom godmgdnmo gb
Ldgds Jomdadals d4160393%g g@ow ndznsmons.
39maM3gLobs @s 3gmanbmgals badsGom o 3o-
653960L Jofdsdgdab dbn39ddg YOHMngMonws-
306M0b30Mgdmma mm3gdo GHown(309)ma dbyy-
B—gEomGnmo bGomomss Bamdmoagbomao
[HepHeHko 1980: 24, Ly@. 12, 15; Morpebosa,
Paesckun 1992: 110]. RAggbomgal LonbGgMg-
ber 3m33mbo(gnsl, dgbEmmadnmlb biznmn
LEodn, hg9b zbggdom Bagogl 3memgdonb
3bmdoem mddmb dbozdg (§0d. Il, 12) — gL
>0l ™Mo gMoogGosdomobdnmgdama
gog@alb dmog® LGomabgdgmo asdmbobey-
mgds [Morpebosa, Paesckuin 1992: LyyM. 1, X,
5 obg39 W335 bobLgbgda 39M3am demyMals
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dgmobl dmbogdyg, Laws 3@o39dmal dmbmoa-
o Gognms g55dbMgdamoas, Mmam@z ob@o-
gbgMo Byzomalb megobgdnFo godmsgds.
sbg M3 mEgmoammgdol dmbogn dgbsdgs dg)-
6039300 03 3(3069M036M356 LyFMosdn, Lowa(s
3gMamEognmo 3m33mdozos bigomgma (3bm-
39mbobmgabo bGomomass dgbEmemagdama.
sbms o5 dggbgds (36mzggmms 3mbab. g.b.
396EmbI o 3mbs (Mo anmobbdmdl, mm3
3bmzgmo bgab 339mdg, ImbFom momgddy)
LggooMo  (3bmggmbobmgabo  Mg3gMmEme-
Mol 3oMmasm (36mdama dm@ogns. o3 bggdal
39@Yy39mo 603dgdas 30@0bgdnEn IGo390-
ol godmbobyymgdgdo domamdgzol dgmal
360l Gomdg [BuHorpapgos 1972:160, L.
7, 6] (8o0. Ill, 18), @ocgg30lb dgmoab 3m3Ddg
[Morpebosa, Paesckuin 1992: L. 5, 6] (&od.
M, 17), gucmgzob dMabgoml bomabgdn
Logobbg [UnbuHckas, TepeHoXkuH 1983:257;
Morpe6osa, Paesckuin 1992: 96-97, Ly®. 5, a]
(890. 11, 16). 53539 ©MHmb mEgmogm@gdols d¢)-
6030l gogm@gda 3mbab dbMog o Losbem-
39L 93mgbg6 Dogogl 9.6. Lzzoo Mo 3mabGab
36M39mq8056 (§9d. Il, 7-11). Bomgsb Rzgbom-
30b gobbogmogdnm 0b@gmMgbl 0b393L oo-
bob gmEgmob yguco (&od. Il, 8), @obyzomg-
dnmo  (36mggmgdal boboor bomdmoagboemn
[Morpebosa, Paescknin 1992: biym. 1, e]; 3obdy,
nMgmoammgdol (3bmggmgdol dbasgzbow, 3g-
omEn3nemn bygomo asbGobInm 3mbsdos
353mbobmmo; goM©s 3mbab s 3m33mbaznal
53 0dgnomo dgmagbgdabs, duGgmolb bLobg-

mOdg godmbobym (36mggmgdlb odzo abg-
039 aMdgemo, 3nmob gobbgmng (3bmggmal
30300l 3sMomgemmnMae dndsMoyymo 390,
Mmaméng 9d3b oMgmogm@gdolb mé  3980-
LydnE 3G o(3909mb. sbg H™I Dagagb FuGg-
mob Lobgmu@dn megdmy@aemos ob badbgdoa,
Mm3madog 3obbodmgMeg9b mMmgmoammgdals
35dmbabymgdal mogobgdy@gdsb.

sbems B396 Bogmobrmmamom 03 Lo gocbl,
Mobmgobsz ©oazdomms sbgmn  gGsmydo
0bamndo; 3oMasomss (36mdamo, Mm3 sMegMmon
D gME0d 3MLgdmAL bmaswsw bzgoonmoa (3bm-
39mbobmgebo bGomal, s 3MbiMgGnmowe 3o-
&obgdygmo 38o(390mal dm@ogzalb Lobyabgdal
dgbobgd. 53 3mbabmgdgdL dmEnl godmgymawo
96mb, MHmImob Jabgozom sgbigomymo bg-
mm3bgds dmngMos @sdmznEgdmmo dggmacm-
dmbogmym Lobggddg s ImEn3z9ddg, Lobgem-
MOM, mMob@obab sbadsmab@nma Labggdol
693960850 dg. gb 3edmogbs gsdysmgdmmos
dotns 3mamgdmzgol o ©adoGmn Mog3bzol
dmenm  6536Mm3gddn  3mbiMgBymon  Labggdal
o bgMbgdol g@omama dgbbogmolb Logyd-
39mdg [Morpebosa, Paescknin 1992: 96-98, 101-
104, 159-161]; o o0, 33 3mbBgdL@3n, Rgqb
303330 dboglb, Mm3gedn(z mo3dmyMnmons

60dbgdo, Gm3mados 398 3% MdMmMbLL
3580L 33 303mmgbab.

30Mzgm  Gogdn gL oMol gobOmbImma
3mbabs s 9b@omgbycn 3m33mbos0ob dg-
®03bgds, M3 0dz00m00 b3gomy® dgamagddy
5 oMM Mol BaMdmwagbamo mu@al@)s-
bob bgemmgbgdoda: 396 dob dMozmom 3b3wg-
b0 dM0nbgomb Jobdobmazqgddy (dz.b. VII-VII
LL) [Bronzes du Luristan 2008: 135, N2119-121],
Mamea® boydgn®maddy (&od. IV, 22-24) o
9.6, 3963930L  g0dmbobymgdgddy (d3.6. |
5m3Lbmgmmal doMggmo bobgzetn) [Bronzes
du Luristan 2008: 108, NeN2 64, 174, 183, 185]; gL
20098 aobmmomo (3bm39mgda, Gmame3
bgbo, dgoagbgb 5b&0mgby® 3m33mbo(z0sb.
bogm@ommgdms, ®m3 o3 bmmosty goge-
0L @90l obol Gammabgdy® bogomgddy,
ofgmoam@gdolb  (3bmggmgdol  dbgogboc,
233 396G 0o gMo 23937 gde.

30RJ3 9OMbIm 3 YbrgM oMgmagm-
®900b 3bmzgmgdeb J3geedzgdam Jargdl —
20@Mgbzgoo® dgamaddy dbasgbo bqgds of
360l (36mdnemn. dsmn Imygebommds (a5bbbgs-
390mmo bEomob doybgosgsm) domasb 3go3L
@b oebob g.6. dMnbxomlb 396M390%g (§00.
IV, 19-21) bocdmeaqboemn 3m383mbdo30900b 3o-
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0, 35306 Rg9b 3ga30dmmns 3mz0@sbmo ¢bojs-
Mo sbommannMo dm@ogo Mol sbowsb
(895 1V, 21): 3abgomb 9.6. 3903980L bLgFnsdn
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bob mEobGObob 38)o(390mgdmab sobmmmagdls

131



[Morpebosa, PaeBcknin 1992: 96-98].
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Natela Jabua

QUESTIONS OF SUCCESSION IN THE PRE-CHRISTIAN AND
EARLY MEDIEVAL ARCHITECTURE OF GEORGIA

The spread of Christianity occurred in different countries in different historical and cultural
stages of their development. Consequently, each of them has taken their own way of master-
ing and coping with the new tasks in all areas, including architecture. From this point of view,
it would be interesting to consider the example of Georgia and demonstrate interrelation be-
tween the pre-Christian (4™ century BC - 3 century AD) and the early medieval (4™"-7% cent.)
architecture. In the present paper, we are going to discuss only some questions of this difficult
and multi-aspect topic.

Georgia is a country of ancient civilization, where the process of origin and evolution of ar-
chitecture dates back to the Period of Early Agricultural Culture (6™-4" millennia, BC). The favor-
able geographical and climatic conditions, the existence of a variety of construction materials
provided necessary conditions for the continuous development of architecture on this territory.
Lots of dwellings, burial mounds, megalithic fortreses, dolmens of various types and structures
of some other purpose of use are found as a result of archaeological excavations. Although the
state of preservation does not allow to present their architectural design in full, they still make it
possible to create a general picture of the development of construction for thousands of years.

More information about the historical and political situation and the varied factual material is
available to us from the second half of the 15t millennium BC. The data on the pre-Christian archi-
tectural monuments in Georgia confirm the presence of the epoch-specific advanced architec-
tural innovations, methods, and means which is indicative of quite high levels of development of
architecture. Following Georgia’s conversion to Christianity in the 4™ century, starts the qualita-
tively new stage in terms of historical, political, ideological or socioeconomic development - the
early Middle Ages. It is associated with fundamental changes in different areas of culture and
art, including architecture. In order to cope with new tasks in architecture, it was necessary to
use new approaches and forms and introduce new rules. All of this should have been necessarily
based on the current potential. Therefore, the point is to discuss the aforesaid questions so that
to display the matters related to succession in a better way.

It should be noted that, due to the geopolitical location of Georgia, one of the distinctive
characteristics of its culture is the ability to absorb and process new information that has been
developed for centuries as a result of continuous communication with the outer world. From this
point of view, the possibilities provided by the multi-vector relationship in different epochs have
had a beneficial impact on the development of culture and art. It enabled to use in architecture
modern technical or architectural innovations, which was of great importance for maintaining a
fairly high level of development. This feature was well demonstrated at the time of the adoption
of Christianity when the requirements of the new religion were rapidly perceived. It is evidenced
by the nature of architectural and artistic solutions of early churches and the construction of
such a high-profile monument as Bolnisi Sioni (5%) or Mtskheta Jvari (end of 6" beginning of 7t
cent.). It is also remarkable that Georgia had been in harmony with the process of formation of
Christian architecture unlike the countries (e.g. Kiev’s Russia, Serbia), who adopted Christianity
after centuries and shared from Byzantium well-developed architectural types or separate forms
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and approaches. Thus, the fact itself, that the tasks of the new stage have been handled simul-
taneously and at a high level, can be interpreted as a demonstration of appropriate experience
and inherited ability.

Apart from the above-mentioned historical and cultural features specific for Georgia, the com-
mon properties are observed when comparing the architecture of pre-Christian and early Medi-
eval epochs, both in approach to important architectural issues and in the use of individual forms
and methods.

As it is known, the building materials represent one of the most important components of
the architecture. They define as the peculiarity of the structure, as their appearance and artistic
expression. Georgia is characterized by the diversity of building materials. The use of a variety of
stone dressing methods is observed in the pre-Christian era for different kinds of rock (sledged
stone, finely or roughly processed quadrels, rusticated stone and boulder stone) as well as dif-
ferent settings (dry, dowel, adhesive mortar, etc.). All of this evidence good skill in respect of
the use of these materials characterized by durable technical parameters and, at the same time,
well suited for decorations. Thus, it is obvious that by the early Middle Ages there had been the
broad experience of construction with the use of stone materials which was applied to resolve
the challenges of this epoch. In the early Middle Ages stone was the main material for building
various structures, including the churches. The wall structure, along with some of the construc-
tion methods has been altered through modification of the old mode and in accordance with
the new challenges.

It is noteworthy that in this period the stone material replaced mud brick, which had been
used in Georgia since the Early Agriculture Period. One of the reasons for this was the exten-
sive spread of lime mortar. The walls of raw brick were constructed in the pre-Christian times
(e.g. Dedoplis Mindori) or raw brick on stone foundation or stone walls (such as the Tsikhiagora,
Armaztsikhe), while from the early centuries mud brick becomes less common and this building
material is almost no longer used since the early Middle Ages.

The woodwork was widely spread especially in West Georgia. Colchis has always been distin-
guished for rich forests as it is indicated back in the works of Ancient Greek authors. The dwell-
ing houses and defense structures were built of wood. It is noteworthy, that Vitruvius especially
focuses on the description of the houses in Colchis in his famous DE ARCHITECTURA (Vitruvius,
I.1.4). The so-called Jargvali-type log-houses, round log and log and plaster structures are ob-
served as in pre-Christian, as in early Middle Ages and thereafter [Gamkrelidze 2002: 111-121].
Hence the construction of dwelling houses suited to local conditions has been continuously
maintained through centuries.

The roofing of the structures with clay tiles was introduced in the pre-Christian period. It is
remarkable, that the use of the tiles continued up to the Middle Ages. The size and some details
changed but the way of using clay tile roofing in buildings remained.

Thus, the great experience of construction by stone or wooden materials accumulated in the
pre-Christian period, and the possession of the appropriate methods and means had become
the basis for the successful solution of new challenges in the early Middle Ages.

Despite the poor state of preservation of the buildings of pre-Christian times, scarce informa-
tion about their architectural types, it is possible to identify certain information not only of con-
struction materials and a number of structural modes but of the architectural forms and plans
of the buildings. This gives the possibility of defining the repertory of architectural forms at the
beginning of the early Christian times, which could be used when fulfilling new tasks.
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In the architecture of pre-Christian era we can observe the buildings with supports (e.g. the
Armaztsikhe six-column building, the Dedoplis Mindori church, Vani church and others), rock
foundations and capitals are also preserved (e.g.: Vani, Shiomghvime, Tsikhiagora, etc.), as well as
the buildings with the apses (e.g. Armaztsikhe, Dzalisa) and vaulted roofing (Mtskheta entomb-
ment). These architectural forms discovered in different parts of Georgia as a result of archaeo-
logical excavations are saying a lot since they are indicative of their wide distribution in early
Christian times.

The results of archaeological discovery in eastern and western Georgia allow us to talk about
the widespread use of supports with stone capitals and bases. Unfortunately, no fragments of
the bodies of the columns have been found. Hence there is an assumption that they were wood-
en. The fact of constructing the buildings with supports both the civil (e.g. the Dzalisa palace)
and the religious ones (e.g. Tsikhiagora, Dedoplis Mindori, the Vani temple) clearly demonstrates
understanding of the principles of interrelation of the bearing and carried structures, or the ex-
pansion of internal space of the building with the aid of supports. This experience was brilliantly
used in the architecture of early Middle Ages, especially in ecclesiastical architecture such as the
basilicas or in-built cross-type churches. Unlike pre-Christian monuments, the supports in the
buildings of early Middle Ages are entirely made of stone. There are observed the columns with
classical capitals, as well as the supports of the cross, rectangular or T-shapes.

The apse which in the Eastern Christian world was established as the main sacred part of the
church - the altar was for the first time observed in the ancient Roman architecture. It is note-
worthy that the same is also confirmed in Georgia of the pre-Christian era. A so-called six-apse
temple was discovered in Armaztsikhe [Nikolaishvili 2011: 28-32]. Of course, no direct connection
between the aforesaid building and the Christian temples, including the triconchs, tetraconchs,
or multi-apse temples, is likely, but the fact itself of the existence of the building with the six-apse
plan is noteworthy. It should be noted that the building with apses, presumably an administrative
building [see Bokhochadze 1987: 27] was also discovered in Dzalisa ancient town. The apsidal ar-
rangement is also observed in the central section of Dzalisa big basin’s all four sides. This form is
also observed in the Roman baths confirmed in Georgia. As we can see, the method of building an
apse-shaped structure and including it in the structural arrangement of the building is often used
in pre-Christian Georgia. These experiences have definitely contributed to the use of apses in the
temples from the beginning of the early Middle Ages and resulted in a scarcity of the monuments
with rectangular altars. It is noteworthy that the first domed church dating to the 5" century is
Manglisi [see Dvali 1974: 67] and is a tetraconch with a four-apse layout. It should be emphasized
that the main difficulty of constructing apses in the monuments of early Middle Ages was the
putting up of the conch. Unfortunately, the state of preservation of the monuments of the pre-
Christian era does not allow to establish its existence in the apses (which does not refer to Dzalisa
Basin), however, the existence of apsidal arrangement at the plan scale is doubtless.

Information about the roofing of the pre-Christian buildings which is one of the most difficult
and important issues from the architectural and constructive point of view is very limited, as the
majority of the discovered monuments are preserved at the plan scale. However, in some cases,
there is a possibility to make assumptions and we can talk about the existence of flattop roof-
ing, while in case of discovering the tiles-about the sloping roofs. In the situation like this, it was
especially valuable to discover the tomb with very well preserved roof near the Mtskheta Railway
Station in 1951. The tomb has a semi-circular vault made of sandstone ashlars and gable roof
covered with tile. This monument dating to the 1st century [see Matiashvili 2016: 35-39] clearly
demonstrates the spread of vaulted roofing in Georgia and high level of construction activity
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in Georgia of the pre-Christian era. The so-called caisson hall in Uplistsikhe which is an imita-
tion of vaulted roofing makes this consideration even more credible [see Khakhutaishvili 1965:
12]. Taking into consideration that the rock-cut structures, as a rule, repeat the well-known and
widespread forms, the fact of the prevalence of vaulted roofing in Georgia is apparent. This tradi-
tion continued in the early Middle Ages. In this regard, we have more information about church
structures because they are better preserved. The data about the basilica with three naves is of
particular interest [Jabua 2009: 57-60]. As it is known, in the western and eastern circles of the
early Christian times the naves had a timber framing or vaulted roofing. The first type was spread
in basilicas of both circles, while the second type, the vaulted roofing, is mostly found in the
eastern circle countries. Among them is Georgia where all the monuments with preserved roofs
have vaults. Thus, it is quite possible that such a large spread of vaulted roofing in early medieval
basilicas is associated with the experience of pre-Christian times.

The architectural forms and details of pre-Christian monuments are important not only for
architectural and artistic aspects but in terms of establishing cultural links [ Kipiani 2000:85-90].
From this point of view, the different types of capitals are especially informative [Lezhava 1979:
9-15]. The discovery of Dorian (Sairkhe), lonian (Sarkine) or Corinthian (Vani) capitals prove the
connection with the Antiquity and the use of the order system. On the other hand, the two-
protomai (Tsikhiagora, Vani) and lotus form (Dedoplis Mindori) capitals speak of the existence of
oriental influence. Apart from the capitals, there are some other details (e.g., acroterium, rain
drain, fragments of decor, etc.), which confirm pre-Christian Georgia’s close cultural connections
with and integration into the Hellenistic world. The influence of the Roman architecture is more
evident [see Gamkrelidze 2012: 183-190], not only in the use of separate details (e.g. caissons)
and methods but also in the spread of the Roman-type baths. They are constructed in various
parts of Georgia, which proves the adequate assimilation of this difficult architectural and tech-
nical system.

The West-East vector of influence was maintained in the early Middle Ages. The Western, Byz-
antine influence is particularly strong in Western Georgia and is observed as in brickwork (Opus
mixtum), as in the classical capitals (Bichvinta, Vashnari basilicas), floor mosaic (Bichvinta basilica)
and other architectural forms and approaches. At the same time, the tradition of centuries-old
Oriental, particularly Iranian influences, has continued but weakened after the spread of Christi-
anity. At this time, the interest of Iran in Georgia has not decreased, which is reflected in ideologi-
cal and cultural attempts. All of this is reflected in various fields of culture, including architecture.
In the pre-Christian times, the fire-worship temples in Tsikhiagora [Tskitishvili 2003:11-19], Dedo-
plis Mindori [Gagoshidze 1981:102-115] or Uplistsikhe [Khakhutaishvili 1965:12] showed the full
effect of the influence, the influence of Sassanian Iran is for instance found in Bolnisi Sioni reliefs
[Chubinashvili 1940:154-184] in the early Middle Ages.

The trace of Oriental influence is seen in many aspects of Georgian architecture, which is a
subject of special research and encompasses many interesting points. In this case, it should be
pointed out that despite the preservation of the oriental influence, Georgia’s conversion to Chris-
tianity had defined more congeniality with the West, especially Byzantine, which was reflected
in the art and architecture. This is primarily related to ecclesiastical architecture. Thus, Georgia of
early Middle Ages had continued to exist under the conditions of multi-vector cultural relation-
ship, which always promoted development. This happened in the early Middle Ages which is
evidenced by the highly artistic monuments built as a result of active creative processes in the
architecture of that period.

The monuments of ecclesiastical architecture give the possibility to present the architecture
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of the early Middle Ages in the best way as they are in a good state of preservation. Therefore,
there is more data about their typological, architectural, constructive, artistic and expressive is-
sues as compared with dwelling houses, fortifications, or other structures. However, there is no
doubt that the secular architecture contains a wide variety of materials.

The construction of towns in Georgia which dates back to the middle of the 15t millennium
BCintensively continued in the pre-Christian times. The favorable natural conditions and variety
of trade routes, the familiarization with the advanced construction approach through Greek and
later Roman settlements on the Black Sea coast have largely contributed to the process. The re-
sults of archaeological excavations, as well as written sources, confirm the high level of urban life
in Georgia. Strabo, for instance, writes: “Iberia is largely populated by towns and villages, there
are tile roofs, houses are arranged architecturally, there are markets and etc”” [Strabo XI, IlI, 1,
2]. Mtskheta, Dzalisa, Uplistsikhe, Rustavi, Vani, Shorapani, Bichvinta and many other points there
have been identified defensive systems, paved streets, civil and religious buildings of various
purposes. All this highlights the high level of urban development. The epitaph found in Mtskheta
- “Aureli Akolis, Architect and Chief Painter” - confirms the fact that there was a special position of
the head of urban development, which evidences the significance of urban development in that
period of time. It is therefore clear that by early Middle Ages there had been a very large and
important construction and architectural potential in that field which was applied during the
construction of new cities in Thilisi, Ujarma and the others. The tradition of urban planning had
been actively continued in the early Middle Ages.

Speaking of the architectural and construction potential in Georgia of the early Middle Ages,
special attention should be paid to understanding the relationship between the environment
and internal spacing. The attitude towards these vital topics in Georgia has evolved over the cen-
turies. It had become more orderly in the pre-Christian times and subsequently played a role in
the formation of the medieval architectural features. The diversity of the landscape of Georgia is
the factor that had greatly contributed to the actualization of the problem of linking the building
with the environment and determined the existence of different options. Relevant approaches
were developed for the residential buildings or for important architectural facilities in the low-
land, highland, narrow gorges, on the sea coast or in other environments.

The factual material confirms that the importance of selection of a place for settlement has
been well understood back from the early agriculture period. According to the preserved monu-
ments, it is clear that in the pre-Christian times the location of towns, settlements, or individual
buildings was calculated and tailored to the peculiarity of the landscapes in view of many aspects.
This centuries-old experience has become one of the essential features of the medieval Georgian
architecture and is manifested in various housing sites, as well as in fortifications and monuments
of religious or urban architecture.

Architecture is an art of creating space, so the nature of the spatial resolution of interior space
of the building greatly determines its artistic look. It is noteworthy that according to the pre-
served data, a tendency to the centered resolution of planning and internal space is observed
in the architecture of the pre-Christian era. This approach originates from the old residences
of 6™-5™" millennia and appears as in the pre-Christian dwellings as in fire temples, Armaztsikhe
six-apse and Vani temples and other buildings. It is noteworthy that in the Middle Ages this
approach is found in ecclesiastical architecture as well. The three-nave basilicas are illustrative
examples which in general have an elongated layout. These architectural patterns which are
spread throughout the Christian world show in Georgia a tendency towards the shortening of
the west-east axis and space centering [Jabua 2009:264-2711. This peculiarity is definitely related
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to the local tradition.

Thus, the review of some aspects of the relation of the pre-Christian and early Middle Ages archi-
tecture show that despite the fundamental historical, political or ideological difference, the architec-
ture of Georgia on the eve of the epochs has successfully solved the challenges it faced based on the
rich experience accumulated through centuries. Individual forms and approaches used in pre-Chris-
tian times have been transformed in accordance with new challenges. Old heritage and traditions
have become the means of solving the relevant tasks of the early Middle Ages as well as the source
for maintaining the identity.
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FORTY SEASONS OF EXCAVATION: NOKALAKEVI-TSIKHEGOJI-ARCHAEOPOLIS

Abstract.

The ruins in the small village of Nokalakeviin Samegrelo, west Georgia, have attracted schol-
arly interest since the first half of the 19™ century. They were first excavated in 1930, confirming
their identification as the remains of the fortress of Archaeopolis mentioned in early Byzantine
historical sources, and known as Tsikhegoji or ‘the triple-walled fortress’ by the Georgian chroni-
clers. The 40™ season of excavation took place in 2015, part of an on-going collaboration be-
tween the Anglo-Georgian Expedition to Nokalakevi, established in 2001, and the S. Janashia
Museum expedition to Nokalakevi, which started work on the site in 1973. The fortifications en-
close a naturally defensible area of approximately 20ha, with a steep limestone river gorge to
the north, west and (to a lesser extent) the south, and a hilltop citadel standing more than 200m
above the lower town. The site has seen human activity since at least the 8" century BC, with
indications of a much earlier presence in the area. This paper seeks to outline the key results of
the 40 seasons of excavation, against the backdrop of the shifting political landscape of Georgia.

Introduction.

In 2015 the multi-period site of Nokalakevi in western Georgia hosted its 40" season of exca-
vation. Situated in Samegrelo (Figure 1), 15km from the modern regional capital of Senaki, the
ancient settlement was an important administrative and/ or military centre of Colchis and its
successor states from the 8" century BC to the 8" century AD. Most famous today for the stand-
ing remains of the early Byzantine period fortress of Archaeopolis, the site would have com-
manded an important crossing point of the river Tekhuri (Figures 2 and 3), at the junction with a
valuable strategic route that still winds through the neighbouring hills to Chkhorotsqu in central
Samegrelo. Nokalakevi-Archaeopolis played a pivotal part in the major wars fought between the
Byzantines and Sasanians in the South Caucasus during the sixth century AD. It was one of the
key fortresses guarding Lazika (modern west Georgia) from Sasanian Persian and Iberian (East
Georgian/ Kartlian) attack, and was part of a complex chain of forts and towers established along
the northeastern frontier of the Byzantine Empire [Murgulia 2013; Colvin et al 2014]. During the
war of AD 540-562, the Persians’failure to take Nokalakevi-Archaeopolis from the Byzantines and
their Laz allies eventually cost them control of Lazika.

Semi-mythical accounts attribute the earliest fortification of the site to the Hellenistic-period,
West Georgian ruler Kuji, from whom the site derives the Georgian name, Tsikhegoji (“the fortress
of Kuji"). However, the earliest surviving fortifications at Nokalakevi date to the 4" century AD.
They were strengthened in the 5" century, and significant additional fortifications were added in
the 6'" century AD, including a remodelling of defensive works around the eastern gate. The early
Byzantine defensive fortifications of Nokalakevi-Archaeopolis are augmented by its topographic
position (Figures 2 and 3) next to the river Tekhuri, which, to the west of the fortress, has carved
a gorge through the limestone geology. Furthermore, the steep and rugged terrain to the north
of the site made the citadel that was situated there largely unassailable. A wall connected this
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‘upper town’ to the ‘lower’ town below, meaning that a total area of approximately 20ha is con-
tained within the fortifications. Occupation appears to have been focussed in the lower town,
however, on relatively level ground between the steep slope of the Unagira ridge and the gorge
of the Tekhuri (Figure 2 and 3).

Excavations in the area of the lower town have revealed substantial stone buildings of the
4t to 6" century AD (Figure 4), including the extant Forty Martyrs’ Church - first built in the 6™
century - and two phases of a 5" century church immediately to its south, visible today only as
the foundations exposed by archaeological investigation. Immediately south of these founda-
tions lies the ruin of a large stone-built building, interpreted as a palace, constructed around
the beginning of the 6™ century AD and converted into a wine-cellar in the 16"-17™ centuries.
A small vaulted, stone gatehouse, or bell-tower, lies approximately 25m east of, and centred on,
the first church. The surviving walls along which it is located suggest that it was constructed as
the entrance to the earliest ecclesiastical precinct. Other stone structures revealed over many
years’work in the lower town include: the remains of baths along the inside of the southern for-
tifications; a tunnel down to the river at the south-west of the site; a small bathhouse 35m east
of the tunnel, apparently supplied by a cistern constructed up the slope, 50m to its northwest;
and a rectangular building near the southeast of the area, which possibly housed the military
commanders of the Byzantine and Laz garrison of the 5%/6™" century. Excavations have also shed
more light on the fortification works. This includes the protruding towers of the first wall, dated
to the 4™ century AD, made flush in the construction of the second phase in the 5" century, and
the 6™ century re-modelling that included moving the gate and changing the approach to it so
as to prevent a frontal attack. Excavations in the upper town, or citadel, have revealed multi-
phase towers at the northwest and northeast of the fortifications, and another small gate and
probable guardhouse in the southwest corner (Figure 4).

Beneath the early Byzantine period structures and layers of the lower town is evidence of
several earlier phases of occupation and abandonment from the 8™ to 1t centuries BC, which
includes a substantial Hellenistic period (4" to 1t centuries BC) settlement and necropolis. Cur-
rent evidence from OSL dating of ceramics indicates a prehistoric origin for settlement at the
site, which is hardly surprising given the wealth of resources and easily-defendable character
of the topography. Whatever the early origins of settlement at Nokalakevi, by the 8"/7" century
BC there was clearly a significant population engaged in complex ritual activity unique to the
region. Double-headed zoomorphic figurines (Figure 5) dating to this period have only been
found at Nokalakevi and at Vani, 40km to the southeast in Imereti. These finds indicate a unified
socio-cultural system that spanned the Colchian plain. The settlement appears to have become
more substantial in the Early Antique period (6"/5™ centuries BC), continuing to grow in the Hel-
lenistic period, before the Laz kings and their Byzantine allies built the mighty fortifications at
Nokalakevi that can still be seen today.

The Swiss philologist Dubois de Montpéreux (1839), was the first to associate the walls of
Nokalakevi with the Byzantine period fortress of Archaeopolis — though he also erroneously con-
cluded that it had been built on the ruins of the Colchian city of Aea — and his sketch of the Forty
Martyrs’ Church, surrounded by the decaying walls of the lower town (Figure 6), is the earliest
known image of the site. Madame Carla Serena was among the western travellers attracted to
the ruins, most likely, by Dubois de Montpéreux’s account and her descriptions of the area in
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the mid-1870s are particularly informative. She describes the difficulty of getting to Nokalakevi
in the years before she visited, as a result of the marshes by then made passable by a new road
from Senaki; and the often fast-flowing Tekhuri river, being bridged at the time of her visit. Hav-
ing reached the site she wrote:

“As for other quite numerous ruins to be seen inside the present city, they are, it would seem,
the remains of houses and churches. At the central point of the hill arises a spacious gateway,
the only one that affords entry to the city, the dressed stones of which it is constructed are so
massive that you ask yourself how, without the aid of machinery, these gigantic blocks could be
transported.” [Serena 2015: 22].

Serena concludes her description by writing, “The thickly wooded mountain, teeming with
game, which dominates these ruins is known as Mount Unagira. An excellent lunch, washed
down with champagne, was offered to me at the foot of these venerable ruins, the philosophic
visions of the past were thus agreeably combined with the legitimate enjoyment of the present
moment.” [Serena 2015: 22].

The first archaeological excavations in Nokalakevitook place from the end of November 1930
to the end of January 1931, and were funded by the Emergency Association of German Science
(Der Notgemeinschaft der Deutschen Wissenschaft) in collaboration with the National Education
Commission for the Georgian Soviet Socialist Republic and the Museum of Georgia in Thilisi
[Kirchhoff 2003: 338]. The museum had been founded, in 1852, as the Museum of the Caucasian
Department of the Geographic Society. It became the Caucasian Museum in 1865 and then, in
1919, during Georgia’s three year independence between the overthrow of Tsarist rule and the
Soviet occupation, the Museum of Georgia. It was renamed once more in 1947 in tribute to the
Georgian historian S. Janashia. In 2004 the S. Janashia Museum of Georgia, by then an important
tourist attraction in Tbilisi and a curatorial organisation in its own right, became a constituent el-
ement of the new Georgian National Museum, as part of the modernising of cultural heritage or-
ganisations after the bloodless Rose Revolution. Throughout the 40 seasons of excavation since
1930 the museum (as the Museum of Georgia, the Janashia Museum, or the Georgian National
Museum) has been one of the few constants. This paper is the first to summarise the results of
those 40 seasons and, in doing so, considers them in their shifting socio-political context.

Season One: The First Nokalakevi Expedition.

The plans for the trial excavations in 1930, a collaboration between Weimar German and
Soviet Georgian specialists, were conceived by Joseph Sauer of the Deutsches Archéologisches
Institut following his visit to the region in 1929. Sauer’s friendship with Friedrich Schmidt-Ott
of the Notgemeinschaft proved exceptionally useful and funding was provided for Sauer’s stu-
dent, Alfons Maria Schneider, to undertake the work [Arnold 1999] with the support of Georgian
specialists Levan Muskhelishvili and Giorgi Gozalishvili. Gozalishvili [1981: 243-248] noted that
Giorgi Chubinashvili and Shalva Nutsubidze had presented an exhibition in Germany at the be-
ginning of November 1930, and accompanied Schneider to Georgia on their return. Schneider
and Gozalishvili arrived in Senaki on the 24" November, where they met local authorities before
moving on to Nokalakevi. After six weeks’ of excavation, excluding days lost to winter weather
[Muskhelishvili 1987: 292], the excavation was concluded by 27" January 1931 when they gave a
presentation to local authorities in Senaki, before leaving for Zugdidi the following day.

During this first season, the team of archaeologists and workmen traced the line of the fortifi-
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cation walls, and excavated a number of towers and, to the east of the Forty Martyrs Church, an
area Schneider interpreted as the ancient ‘agora’ — now believed to be the walls and bell tower
of the 5%/ 6™ century ecclesiastical complex. They appear to have excavated 22 test pits during
their field season, though the location of them is not precisely recorded in the notebooks kept
by the excavators. Research is currently being undertaken in the original Georgian and German
archives to shed more light on the work of this expedition. According to the only published work
to be produced at the time, Schneider concluded from the, rather slim, archaeological evidence
that there is no evidence available at all that the place was already inhabited in pre-Roman
times. The earliest which demonstrably survives is a little settlement on the western slope of the
acropolis, which must be ascribed to sometime after the early Roman Iron Age, based on meagre
finds of potsherds. [Schneider 1931: 354]

He argued that in the 4™ century AD a large city with strong fortifications sprang up on the
site, the Tsikhegoji of the Georgian chronicles [Kartlis tskhovrebal. These original fortification
walls were, in his opinion, destroyed by an earthquake at the end of the 6™ century AD and re-
built at the end of the 6" or the beginning of the 7" century. According to Schneider, these new
walls were damaged by another earthquake and repaired with cobbles, though he was unaware
that there were actually three walls. Schneider believed that the cultural layer contained 4" to
8™ century AD pottery. Furthermore, a hoard of 23 gold coins (Figure 7) of the Emperor Maurice
(582-602 AD) was found in one of the towers. Schneider’s expedition was the first to excavate
a burial at Nokalakevi, which was found to the north of the Forty Martyrs Church beyond the
precinct wall. It contained two small ceramic jugs, two bronze bracelets, five beads of glass-like
paste and an irregularly shaped piece of bronze sheet. Schneider dated this burial to the 2" or 3
century AD, though the description of the grave goods certainly sound far more typical of those
of the Hellenistic period that have been excavated since.

Seasons Two to Twenty One: The Nokalakevi Expedition under the Georgian SSR.

There was no further archaeological excavation at Nokalakevi for a generation, though af-
ter the Second World War the standing remains were occasionally the subject of survey work
or architectural analysis. The second season of excavation was not until 1968, with a handful
of testpits opened by the West Georgian Exploratory Archaeological Expedition, directed by G.
Grigolia [Grigolia et al 1973]. Grigolia’s team returned in 1971 and, in the process of excavating
further test pits, unearthed a Hellenistic period pot burial with an associated bronze bracelet
[Grigolia et al 1972]. This was the first burial to be discovered in a large ceramic vessel, a pithos, at
Nokalakevi. A second was found in 1974, and six more between 1975 and 1977. Further examples
were excavated between 1978 and 1988, however the majority of graves in the vast Hellenistic
period necropolis, later dissected by the eastern fortifications, were flexed in humations. The
burial ground was interpreted, according to Gvinchidze [1988: 25], as representing three chrono-
logical phases:

1. Inhumations containing tightly flexed burials, dating tothe end of the 4"to the middle of
the 3 century BG;

2. Pithos (large ceramic vessels) graves, dating to the middle of the 3"to the end of the 2"
century BG;

3. Inhumations containing moderately flexed burials, dating tothe end of the 2"to the end of
the 15 century BC;
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Twenty further Hellenistic burials were found between 2003 and 2010, and while none were
within a pithos they did includecremation burials; jar/ dergi burials; and amphora burials, none
of which had previously been identifiedin Nokalakevi.

Concerted efforts to study and conserve the site (Figure 8) began with the fourth season of
excavation in 1973, when the Department of Medieval Archaeology of the S. Janashia Museum
of Georgia in Thilisi established a Nokalakevi Expedition, led by P. Zakaraia and N. Lomouri. From
1973 until 1990 (Seasons Four to Twenty One of work at Nokalakevi) the annual excavations were
well funded by the relevant agencies of the Georgian SSR. The budget from the Academy of Sci-
ences increased from 5000 Roubles for excavation in 1973 to 75000 Roubles by 1990; and from
40000 Roubles (from the Department of Monument Preservation of the Ministry of Culture) for
restoration and conservation of the standing remains in 1974, to 200000 Roubles by 1990.

This significant sum, totalling 275000 Roubles (approximately 200000 USS) a year by 1990,
enabled six-month-long field seasons of excavation and conservation. The results of the excava-
tions from 1973 to 1989 were published in three volumes in the 1980s and 90s [Zakaraia 1981;
1987; 1993].

In 1973 and 74 work, reported in Zakaraia (1981), was focused on the initial assessment of the
archaeological remains, which revealed a large bathhouse along the southern wall of the fortifi-
cations and the south end of a large stone-built building, interpreted as a palace (Figure 9). Ex-
cavations revealed that the latter had been constructed around the beginning of the 6" century
AD and was converted into a wine-cellar in the 16"-17t" centuries. The east gate was investigated
and it was confirmed that the city had not only a‘land’ gate but a ‘river’ gate as well. The former
was the arched gateway in the east wall of the city, while the latter was actually a tunnel running
down to the river at the western end of the lower town.

In 1975 and 76 the excavation of the eastern fortifications continued, and this revealed that
there were actually three parallel defensive walls [Zakaraia 1981]. The inner wall was constructed
of dressed limestone blocks and was preserved in places to a height of up to 4 metres. This wall
was reinforced by square protruding towers, of which two protected the gate house and one
situated half way up the hill slope protected the lower fortifications from being overtopped. A
second wall was subsequently constructed between, and flush with, these protruding towers.
Later excavations, in the 1990s and early 2000s, revealed that the first wall has a very substantial
foundation; however the second wall lacks any proper foundations, its wide base resting close to
the surface and its upper levels tapering. The third wall, of large ashlar blocks, was clearly added
last. The excavators dated the first wall to the 4" century AD, the second to the turn of the 4" and
5t centuries, and the third to the end of the 5™ or the early 6 century.

At the end of 1974 work was begun on the construction of a building for the management of
the Nokalakevi State Farm, which now houses the local museum. This was situated 100 metres
to the east of the lower terrace fortifications. An archaeological watching brief on the work re-
corded a pot burial at the point of convergence of the trenches dug for the foundations of the
north and the east walls [Zakaraia 1981]. Further excavations in this area in the following years,
up to 1977, revealed 24 more graves belonging to an ancient cemetery. Of these, two inhuma-
tions date back to the 5" or the middle of the 3 centuries BC; six pot burials to the middle of the
3 or to the 2" century BC [Zakaraia 1981].

During the 1973-1976 excavations, work was confined to the lower terrace of the fortress,
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on the area above the Tekhuri river. In 1977, however, the completion of a road to the top of
the mountain allowed the expedition to start excavations in the citadel. Work began with the
clearing of the towers in the fortification wall of fallen masonry. A number of articles in the first
volume of reports from Nokalakevi-Archaeopolis are devoted to publishing the most important
archaeological materials recovered between 1973-1977 [Abdushelishvili and Tsiuma 1981; Gvin-
chidze 1981; Kaukhchishvili 1981; Lekvinadze and Khvedelidze 1981]. Coin finds belong almost
exclusively to the late 5™-early 7" centuries AD (these are Byzantine coins of the Emperors An-
astasius to Maurice 491-602AD). Metalwork found between 1973 and 1977 includes a variety of
military and domestic artefacts [Zakaraia 1981]. The most interesting find was a significant por-
tion of a bronze ‘choros’ (a light hanging introduced in Byzantine domed churches from the 7t
century) with a cruciform personal monogram reading ‘Evstrat, and another inscription reading
‘OEOTOKE’ (meaning Virgin), which was found in the two-storey palace.

Between 1978 and 1987 work continued both in the upper citadel and on the lower terrace
[Zakaraia 1987; 1993]. The remains of two churches were fully exposed in the central part of the
lower town near the Forty Martyrs Church (Figure 9). The first of these was dated to the middle
or the second half of the 4th century. It is rectangular in plan, with a semi-circular apse at its
east end. It was replaced by a large, three-aisled basilica erected directly over it in the middle
of the 5th century. This was in turn destroyed after which another aisled basilica was built to its
north. This, the extant Forty Martyrs Church, appears to have undergone several phases of repair
and extension during the middle ages, finally becoming a domed church [Kapanadze 1987].
Two other new buildings were discovered in the lower terrace during this period. In the south-
eastern part of the site, near the fortification walls, the stone foundations were uncovered of a
rectangular building, which possibly housed the military commanders of the Byzantine and Laz
garrison of the 5%/6™ century. The foundations of another building - a small basilica with an apse
situated to the west of the Forty Martyrs church - has been interpreted as a baptistery. Work also
continued in the upper citadel, including excavations in the multi-phased towers at the north-
west and the east end of the fortified area atop the hill. In the southwest corner of the citadel
another small gate was discovered, and clearance along the southern citadel wall provided a
clearer indication of the manner in which the fortification had been laid out.

In 1990, with Georgian independence from the Soviet Union on the horizon, limited archaeo-
logical excavation took place at three sites. The first was located to the west of the lower town,
about 50m north of the tunnel that provided secure access to the Tekhuri. Excavations at this lo-
cation revealed a square building orientated northwest-southeast, the southwest wall of which
was 26.5m long. The walls that run northeast from this survived to a length of 7m, were 1.2m
thick and not more than 1.5m in height. The walls define an area of more than 100 cubic me-
tres. The main southwest wall includes two pipes which extend the full width of the wall, and
together with hydraulic mortar led to the building being interpreted as a reservoir which sup-
plied water to a 5™/ 6™ century AD bathhouse 70m to the south, down a steep slope. Excavation
of deposits within the building produced archaeological material from various periods, some
of which was present as a result of colluvial movement including Hellenistic pottery, and two
sherds of pottery dated to the 9™"-11t" centuries AD.

In the same year work took place on some of the interior fortifications located in the southeast
of the lower town, near the first palace. Surviving walls were conserved to prevent their collapse,
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and a small excavation associated with this work produced only two small sherds of pot and two
sherds of amphorae dated to the 4™-6" centuries AD. Excavations also began to the northeast
of the ‘bell tower’. As is the case with much of the lower town, particularly at its northern edge
where the terrace meets the bottom of the steep slope to the north, there was a great deal of
mixing of material resulting from colluvial movement. For this reason fragments of pipe-handled
vessels from the 6™-4t" centuries BC were found in the same contexts as Hellenistic-period beads
and ceramic, and glass and metal wares dating to the Early Byzantine period.

Excavations from 1973 to 1990 in the eastern and central part of the lower terrace produced
finds from the main periods of occupation of Nokalakevi, namely the 8" - 7t centuries BC; the
Early Antique (6™/5™ centuries BC), and Hellenistic (4"-1t centuries BC) periods; and the 4t - 6t
centuries AD. Finds of the 8™-7™ centuries BC include a variety of precious and semi-precious
stones relating to bead-manufacture; evidence of metal-working; and the discovery of a large
number of fragmentary, double-headed zoomorphic figurines (Figure 5). Occupation of the site
appears to have been particularly intensive during the 6% - 4" centuries BC, with ceramic finds
from this period representing a range of typical domestic wares - sherds of pithoi, cooking pots,
jugs, bowls, drinking vessels etc. The numerous finds of the 4™ - 6™ centuries AD, unearthed
between 1973 and 1989, included local imitations of Roman and Byzantine red slip ware. Evi-
dence of on-going occupation of the site, though on a smaller scale, was found in the form of
two distinct groups of later ceramic: one group with deep dimples and incisions made in the
thicker elements (for example the base and handles) before firing; the second group made of
white clay, with hard, thin walls and a burnished surface. Some examples were decorated with
patterns in red slip. Both groups of late pottery are dated stylistically to the 7t"- 11* centuries AD
[Lekvinadze 19871].

Relatively few coins were found during the excavations that took place between 1973-1989
and, apart from the famous hoard from “Schneider’s tower” (Figure 7), this is true of most of the
archaeological investigations at Nokalakevi, though individual coins of Hadrian (117-138), and
Constantius Chlorus (293-306) or Constantine the Great (306-337) were found. Colchian ‘tetri’ of
the 4" century BC constitute the bulk of the numismatic material found at Nokalakevi. Byzantine
coins - reflecting the political, economic and military relations between Lazika and Byzantium -
were also found in small numbers, as were West Georgian ‘kirmaneuli’, the standard currency in
the 13" to 15" centuries. There were also finds of Turkish coinage, evidence of the expansion of
Ottoman influence into the area [Abramishvili 1987, 1993].

Seasons Twenty Two to Twenty Five: A difficult decade.

During the difficult period that followed Georgian independence from the Soviet Union in
1991 there was little continuity, with only four seasons of excavation (between 1995 and 1998)
undertaken at Nokalakevi in the years immediately following Georgian independence. These
were generally small archaeological investigations undertaken by Janashia Museum staff, often
unpaid and with little or no institutional support. Work in this period included continued excava-
tion in the trench northeast of the bell tower. Excavation through the mixed colluvial deposits
produced very interesting archaeological material - including sherds of pitchers, pots, ampho-
rae, jugs and other ceramic vessels; military weapons; and a Byzantine coin. Some conservation
work took place in 1994, but with a greatly reduced budget and challenging political situation,
a great deal more ingenuity was required. Senior army officers from the Senaki barracks were
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persuaded to supply soldiers to help with the work that was undertaken that year.

In 1995 small investigations took place towards the west of the lower terrace, on agricul-
tural land to the north of the expedition dig house. This part of Nokalakevi had been virtually
unstudied yet, while cultivating the ground, locals had unearthed dressed limestone indicating
a nearby building. Initial work involved the digging of test pits, which produced no structural
evidence. As a result it was initially interpreted as a processing area for building material, how-
ever the results of further investigation in 1996 added some further credence to the notion that
a building was located nearby.

The focus of excavation in 1996 was on the Hellenistic necropolis situated in the eastern half
of the later town, and extending east of the extant walls. Work here in the early 1980s had re-
vealed a significant number of graves. A single trench was opened, and no further graves were
found. Being located at the bottom of the steep slope, archaeological layers were shown to be
subject to the same colluvial movement that had produced very mixed upper layers in other
areas of Nokalakevi.

Seasons Twenty Six to Forty: The Anglo-Georgian Expedition to Nokalakevi (AGEN).

By the end of the 1990s, initial discussions were already underway between the Nokalakevi
team at the Janashia Museum and British specialists about establishing a collaborative expedition,
and 2001 witnessed the first season of the Anglo-Georgian Expedition to Nokalakevi (kartul-ingli-
suri ekspeditsia nokalakevshi). AGEN was conceived in discussions between lan Colvin (a Byzantine
historian attached to Cambridge University) and Prof. Davit Lomitashvili (then at the S. Janashia
Museum and now Deputy Director of the National Agency for Cultural Heritage Preservation of
Georgia). Co-founders and project directors for that first season also included Dr Besiki Lortkipan-
idze (a leading Georgian historian and now curator of the Parmen Zakaraia Nokalakevi Architectur-
al-Archaeological Museum-Reserve) and Nick Armour (a field archaeologist with the Cambridge
Archaeological Unit). In 2002, Dr Nino Kebuladze (Head of Restoration at the S. Janashia Museum),
Dr Paul Everill (a field archaeologist, now Senior Lecturer in Applied Archaeological Techniques at
the University of Winchester), and Benjamin Neil (osteoarchaeologist with the Cambridge Archae-
ological Unit) joined the staff, with Dr Nikoloz Murgulia (now of the S. Janashia Museum) joining
the following year. Excavating every year since 2001, 2015 was the 15th season of Anglo-Georgian
collaboration and the 40t season of excavation at Nokalakevi. An edited monograph, reporting the
results of the first ten seasons of AGEN’s work, was published in 2014 [Everill 2014].

A short-lived Georgian-Swiss expedition excavated in Nokalakevi in 2006 and 2007, however
the continuity in terms of specialists involved and the concurrence of the work means that these
excavations are not considered as additional seasons.

Trench A.

The expedition’s first trench was opened on the 18" July 2001 and originally measured 9m x
10m, including an area to its southeast that had previously been opened along the inner wall in
1995. It was extended to its final size of 13m east-west x 13.5m north-south in 2004. The trench
was orientated parallel to the fortification walls and was situated about 5m to the north of the
main, eastern, gate - immediately to the west of the 6™ century AD steps and their associated
foundations.

The 2001 season (and the extension of the trench during the 2004 season) encountered
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modern overburden, containing very mixed deposits including finds from the Hellenistic period
through to the 20™ century. Directly underlying these deposits were large sections of masonry
that had fallen from the fortification walls sealing the underlying deposits, testament to the long-
term degradation of the standing Byzantine remains once they had ceased to be maintained.
Underneath the masonry, deposits relating to various phases of wall construction from the 4%
to the 6 centuries AD were revealed, along with associated occupation. Somewhat surprisingly,
though perhaps providing evidence of ground clearance at the time of the Laz/ early Byzantine
fortification of the site, Hellenistic period (4™ - 1t centuries BC) burials were revealed from 2003
onwards, directly underlying the earliest of these deposits. These burials included flexed inhu-
mations with associated jewellery, cremations and inhumations within amphorae and cooking
vessels. Evidence suggests that the Hellenistic period was a time of great change at Nokalakevi,
with structures dating to that time stratigraphically underlying the burials, though physically
very close. This may indicate a shift in the focus of the settlement in those centuries and absolute
dating techniques may, in the future, further clarify the temporal relationship between these
phases, as further excavations elsewhere at the site shed more light on settlement foci. Early
Antique period deposits (6™-4™ centuries BC) were revealed from 2010, and the impression from
the structural evidence for the 6™-5%/ 4" centuries BC is largely one of continuity into the Hel-
lenistic period. The orientation and alignment of the walls certainly suggests that occupation of
the site continued into the Hellenistic period, but more noteworthy is the notion that some of
the structures, or at least phases of them, may have overlapped. The presence of a bronze scale
of 6-4'" centuries BC armour and Attic pottery in one layer, at a time when the Black Sea coast
was being settled by Greek traders, represents an interesting indication of the significant inland
trade of Greek goods.

The 8%/7t™ centuries BC are also well-represented in Nokalakevi, and Trench A provided further
evidence for this period. It is interesting to note, in light of the discovery of an early palaeochan-
nel underlying the archaeological deposits, that no structures or graves were found, but that
the deposits seemed primarily related to ritual activity - in particular the significant numbers of
broken double-headed zoomorphic figurines. Given that this must have been very wet ground
for a considerable period after the palaeochannel had filled, with groundwater continuing to
move down it as the expedition’s own recent experience in Trench A testifies, it seems entirely
plausible that this was a rather liminal area in the 8"/7t centuries BC - i.e. marshy ground on the
edge of the habitable area higher up the slope. It seems reasonable to suggest that these two
aspects are in fact related, and that the Early Iron Age inhabitants of Nokalakevi were deliberately
destroying, or sacrificing, the zoomorphic figurines prior to their deposition at the edge of, or in,
the marshy ground. This kind of water-/ marsh-edge rituality is well-documented elsewhere (in-
cluding examples such as the fens of East England, where traditions of ritual deposition emerge
by the late Bronze Age and continue for many centuries [Rogers 2013]; and the bogs of Northern
Europe) and it may well explain the pattern of archaeological evidence observed in the lower de-
posits in Trench A. The Trench was finally excavated down to natural in summer 2016, with 3.5m
of stratified deposits revealing the full extent of human activity in the area.

Trench B.

The second trench was opened on the 215t August 2002 and originally measured 7.5m x 7.5m.
It was extended to its final size of 7.5m east-west x 20m north-south in 2003. It was situated 30
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metres to the north east of the Forty Martyrs Church, which was first constructed in the 6 cen-
tury AD and still serves as the main church for the modern settlement of Nokalakevi. Elements
of the ecclesiastical precinct wall survive above ground to the south and west of the trench,
along with a small square building with arches and a vaulted ceiling ten metres to the south.
This would historically have served as an entrance to the precinct, and is used as a makeshift bell
tower by the current church authorities. Trench B was located on the northern edge of the ‘lower
town’ of historic Nokalakevi, where flatter ground gives way to the steep hillside to the north, im-
mediately west of the small trench first opened in 1990.

Archaeologically, Trench B was sealed by a number of thick layers representing several epi-
sodes of colluvial movement. The upper layers contained a very mixed assortment of finds -
plastic and metalwork dating from the second half of the 20" century; 19t century pottery and
metalwork; Byzantine pottery and glass and Hellenistic pottery. Photographs of the area around
the site, taken in the 1960s and 1970s, show the hillside to the north under low shrub, rather
than mature trees like today. Schneider recorded the line of the fortification walls and some of
his plans show the cemetery walls still clearly above ground at this point. Putting these facts
together suggests that the hillside was cleared of vegetation to allow further investigation and
this resulted in a substantial quantity of material from the hill being deposited around the area
of Trench B in the last 70 years. If the tree-felling was for the benefit of, or resulting from the work
of, the first archaeologist to excavate in Nokalakevi, it is ironic that these actions appear to have
ultimately led to the burial of the walls and the creation of a new archaeological record.

Its areas of principal archaeological interest can be summarised as follows:

1. AcChristian cemetery first established in the early Byzantine period (about the 5*/6™ cen-
tury AD), revealed in the southwest corner of the trench. This produced 37 burials in excavations
from 2002-2005 and 2009-2012, with two further partial burials revealed beyond the crude wall
which apparently defines the cemetery enclosure. This wall measures between 0.8m and 0.92m
wide, with a maximum surviving height of Tm. It was constructed from a mixture of riverstone;
large, natural limestone boulders; and small, dressed limestone blocks, possibly robbed from
the first two phases of fortification wall (4*"-5™ century AD). It also includes one large, dressed
limestone block, presumably robbed from the final, early Byzantine (6™ century AD) phase of for-
tifications, as a cornerstone at the outside northeast corner. This indicates that the cemetery wall
must certainly post-date the late-6'" century, though it is not known precisely when the fortifica-
tions ceased to be maintained. The requirement to preserve the wall precluded the archaeologi-
cal assessment of directly underlying layers, but it seems likely that it was constructed no earlier
than the 17" century, possibly replacing an earlier boundary. The intercutting nature of many
of the burials, combined with associated 5"/6™ century AD material culture in some graves, and
the apparent survival of coffin timber in one other appear to suggest that the cemetery was in
use from the early Byzantine period through to the 20" century - with the intensity of its use re-
flecting the periods of growth and decline of the settlement. All bar three burials appear to have
been laid out in a standard Christian manner, with the three - two adults and a neonate - being
orientated north-south (feet to the south) in a supine position, and may represent a socially lim-
inal family group buried at the northeast corner of the cemetery.

2. A Hellenistic period clay and timber structure and associated deposits located towards
the north of the trench. Somewhat surprisingly these remains were sealed by a series of substan-
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tial colluvial layers. This underscores the oddity of the apparent absence of layers from the first
three centuries AD at the site, and perhaps also indicates that settlement in the early Byzantine
period was not as dense as might have been expected. However, a series of absolute dates for
the sequence, to be obtained during future investigations, will allow for more detail to be ap-
plied in future analyses. The method of construction can be inferred from the small area of the
building exposed, and is consistent with the evidence of analogous buildings revealed from
2006 onwards in Trench A. It involved the laying of an unbonded line of large limestone blocks as
a foundation, or sill, onto which was placed a wooden beam or beams. Upright posts measuring
approximately 0.1m in diameter, such as the ones found as charcoal, or as impressions in pieces
of daub, were fixed to this horizontal beam. A wattle and daub wall was constructed on this
framework. There was no archaeological evidence for the roofing material, which is most likely to
have been wooden shingles or thatch. To the south of the building a large yard surface, formed
of a dense layer of angular limestone pebbles and cobbles, was found.

The cemetery area was excavated down to natural deposits in 2012, with the area north of the
cemetery wall excavated from 2003-2005; and then from 2010-2014. Trench B was finally com-
pleted towards the start of the 2014 season. This was the first of the recent trenches to expose
natural deposits, which, in this part of the lower terrace, consisted of a very firm reddish brown
clay. The first archaeological deposit overlying this was colluvial in character, with a substantial
quantity of angular limestone cobbles. The material culture retrieved from it included worked
flint, the butt end of a polished stone tool with a drilled hole for the haft, and pottery that was
OSL-dated to the Bronze Age.

Trench C.

Following the completion of Trench B, Trench C was opened on the 3 July 2014 and mea-
sured 5m x 5m. It was situated 9.5 metres to the west of the current Dig House, which was first
constructed as the Director’s house around 1977. Elements of the original Dig House, such as
concrete steps and the north wall of the ground floor where it also served as revetment against
the slope, survived to the east and north of the trench. This building was originally constructed
as the village hospital towards the end of the 19* century, or early in the 20" century, and ap-
pears in photographs taken by D. Gozalishvili during the 1930-31 expedition.

The excavation of Trench C allowed for the first investigation of the western end of the ‘lower
town’ with modern techniques. The results were not dissimilar to those observed in Trench B and
are revealing as much for what is absent as what its present. Aside from the fascinating oppor-
tunity to excavate the material remains of the expedition’s Soviet-period precursor, those upper
layers underlying the dig house were colluvial sediments, containing mixed material culture,
including OSL dated ceramics from the Hellenistic to perhaps as late as the 12" century AD. As
was the case in the north part of Trench B, the first in situ ancient remains, observed in 2015, were
a wall sill/ base formed of unbonded limestone blocks. Underlying this, with further parallels to
Trench B, was a minimum of one metre of colluvial sediments overlying a primary archaeological
layer containing ceramic, OSL-dated to the Bronze Age, but no related structural evidence. The
trench was completed in the last few days of the 2015 season.

Trench D.

The expedition’s fourth area of activity involved archaeological work in and around the Forty
Martyrs’ Church, which took place from 25" August to the 12" September 2014. It followed a
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request from Bishop Shio (Muijiri) of the Senaki and Chkhorotsqu Diocese of the Patriarchate of
Georgia for the investigation of certain elements of the site, and the work was undertaken by
a small team after the main field season had been completed. The work was funded by the Na-
tional Agency for Cultural Heritage Preservation of Georgia, and undertaken by members of the
Anglo-Georgian Expedition to Nokalakevi utilising the expedition’s established excavation and
recording methodology. Trench D in fact consisted of two foci (the south nave and the south
porch) which were unified into one area of investigation during the excavation. Concurrent with
the excavation inside the church, an examination of the Dadiani family crypt against the external
north wall was also undertaken to assess condition.

The archaeological work within the church was primarily intended to evaluate the survival
of evidence relating to the Church’s dedication to the Forty Martyrs and revealed a grave in the
south porch which had been capped by rows of round pilae, presumably reused from the an-
cient bathhouse. Although the pilae had been disturbed by the digging of a small modern pit,
perhaps for the purpose of concealing a silver icon frame from the Bolsheviks, it seemed likely
that they originally consisted of four rows of ten pilae referencing the Forty Martyrs. The porch
had been thought to date to the 16" or 17™ centuries, however the skeleton was associated with
a distinct type of buckle. The closest Georgian analogy was with buckles discovered in Samtavro,
which are similar to Avarian types and are dated to the 7*" century AD. The buckle found in No-
kalakevi was even more similar to the buckles discovered in the Volga Federal District, in the
cemetery of the earlier Bulgarians, and these are dated to between the 8" century and the 10th
century AD. Consequently the burial has been dated broadly to the 7"-10™ centuries AD and,
while the porch may have been constructed over an earlier tomb, it seems more likely that it was
integral to this structure and that the porch itself is far earlier than previously thought.

Trench E.

The fifth trench was first opened in 2015 and measured 10m north-south x 9m east-west. The
trench was orientated parallel to, and 30m from, the eastern fortifications and was therefore not
on a true north-south alignment. An open area trench was opened at this location to investigate
properly the results of a small test trench that had been excavated outside the walls in 2006.
This original trench had revealed archaeological layers indicating the presence of a significant
defensive ditch, but the small size of the trench itself made it impossible to draw conclusions. At
the time of writing work is ongoing in Trench E.

Trench F.

The most recent trench was opened at the start of the 41 season, in 2016. It was located
at the northern edge of the old Trench B, with the express purpose of properly investigating
the Hellenistic period structure observed there in 2005. Initially measuring 10m east-west x 5m
north-south, Trench F revealed a continuation of the east-west wall line as well as further walls
north of the original Trench B, again indicated by lines of unbonded limestone blocks. Further
work is required in order to fully understand the various wall alignments, however early indica-
tions are of a series of overlying phases of construction and occupation at the base of the slope,
above the lower terrace.

Conclusions

The site of Nokakalevi has been well-studied since the first archaeological investigations in
1930, and yet the size and complexity of the site means that a great deal more needs to be done.
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Looking at the results of the significant excavations from 1973 onwards, the story of Nokalakevi
appears to be one that begins in the Bronze Age with limited human activity but, as yet, no evi-
dence for actual settlement of the site. The first indication of more significant human presence
appears in the 8"/ 7t" centuries BC, with concerted ritual activity. This included, most notably, the
deliberate breaking and deposition of double-headed zoomorphic figurines at the edge of the
habitable area where it bordered a waterlogged, possibly marshy, space on the eastern lower
terrace. However, to date no structures have been identified from this period and it is possible
that this evidence will be found further up the slope. From the 6™ century BC, possibly reflect-
ing more favourable climatic conditions that also saw the flourishing of the Kingdom of Colchis,
there is ample evidence of settlement on Nokalakevi’s lower terrace, and this continues through
the Hellenistic period. There is sparse evidence of activity at the site in the first three centuries
AD, before it became an important regional centre in the 4™ century. For the following three
centuries it was a key military fortification of the Kingdom of Lazika, with the final phase of walls
and towers being constructed to accommodate a combined Laz and Byzantine garrison in the
6" century AD. It is unclear exactly when the fortifications slipped into disrepair. They may have
been slighted during Byzantine-Persian warfare at the beginning of the 7" century or — accord-
ing to Georgian historical sources - by Arab invaders in the early 8™ century.

Archaeological work at Nokalakevi will continue, as the current expedition and our successors
shed more light on the fascinating history of the site. As methods evolve, and scientific tech-
niques become more precise, we can only imagine what details might emerge over the next 40
seasons of excavation.
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FIGURE CAPTION:

Figure 1: Regions of Georgia, showing Nokalakevi in Samegrelo, northeast of Senaki.

Figure 2: 3D model of Nokalakevi (looking north) derived from GPS survey in 2009 (Everill et al 2011).

Figure 3: Drone photo of Nokalakevi, looking east (© National Agency for Cultural Heritage Preservation of Georgia).
Figure 4: Annotated site plan of Nokalakevi (co-ordinates in WGS84 UTM Zone 38N).

Figure 5: An example of the double-headed zoomorphic figurines from Nokalakevi (Everill 2014:xiii).

Figure 6: Ruins of Nokalakevi around the Forty Martyrs’ Church - Drawing by P. Sellier, after Dubois de Montpéreux (Serena
2015:23).

Figure 7: Byzantine coin hoard discovered during Schneider’s excavations at Nokalakevi (Everill 2014).
Figure 8: The eastern walls of Nokalakevi in the early stages of cleaning and conservation (Zakaraia).

Figure 9: Drone photo showing the extant Forty Martyrs’ Church, left, the foundations of two 4%/ 5% century churches, centre,

and the remains of the ‘palace on the right (©National Agency for Cultural Heritage Preservation of Georgia).

Figure 10: Anglo-Georgian Expedition to Nokalakevi, location of Trenches A to E.
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Nicolas J. Preud’homme

BACURIUS, THE MAN WITH TWO FACES

(Sorbonne Université, Paris)

With Peter the Iberian, Bacurius can be considered among the most famous of the emigrants
from Iberia in the Roman Empire. However, the tracks that this character left in various sources have
not removed many uncertainties, as evidenced by the high hypothetical content of sometimes-divergent
positions held by historiography in his regard. Understanding who Bacurius was is crucial to trace the
origins of Christianization in K’art’li, not only because of the story about the Iberian king’s conversion
that this man would have conveyed to Rufinus of Aquileia, but also for considering the movement of
men and ideas, the operation of ethnic or religious community networks transcending the borders of the
Late-Antique world.

Due to their late writing, the Georgian chronicles of the K’art’lis C’xovreba and the Mok’c’evay
K’art’lisay tell us much more about K’art’velian society from the beginning of the Bagratid era (8" -
11" century) than about ancient Iberia. A careful approach would keep scholars from the temptation of
taking at face value the as detailed as romanticized accounts of the medieval chronicles written around
half a millennium after evoked events. However, these medieval sources have conserved the traces of a
pre-Bagratid past colored by Iranian culture and vague reminiscences of ancient royal annals and court
oral traditions. A patient work of erudition crossing various sources should bring out this nutshell of
truth from its coating of rewriting and extrapolations; despite being unable to reconstitute a clear account
of indubitable facts, it is nevertheless liable to generate fruitful hypotheses and refute false truths
generated by hasty and partial statements.

I. — The king without a throne: Bacurius, the Iberian monarchy and the bidaxSate of
Gugark* / Somxit’i

1) « Little King » Bacurius

a) Hypotheses for identifying Bacurius with a King Bakur

Called gentis ipsius rex by Rufinus of Aquileia® and Bacihickog by Socrates of Constantinople?,
Bacurius was commonly identified by scholars with an Iberian sovereign whose rule would have been
roughly contemporary with the years when Rufinus of Aquileia composed his ecclesiastical history. If
we put aside the testimony of Themistius, Rufinus is indeed our first source to mention namely this royal
function for Bacurius. The kingly title appears first in the presentation that Rufinus made of this
character, before those of comes domesticorum and dux of the limes in Palestine. For
Francoise THELAMON, the order in which Rufinus lists the various functions of Bacurius would indicate
the stages of his career back in time; as a result, it would seem logical to admit that Bacurius is king of
Iberia at the beginning of the fifth century, at the time when Rufinus was writing*. For further evidence
of this opinion, Frangoise THELAMON relies on an excerpt from the biography of Mastoc*, written by
his disciple Koriwn in the fifth century. Koriwn asserts that his master, supposed to have been the
inventor of Armenian writing, would have also developed an alphabet for the K’art’velians with the help
of the “King Bakur” (t*agawor [...] Bakur, puquuinp [...] Ruljnip), Movsgs, “the bishop of the country”

LI would like to express my special thanks to Jean-Yves Preud’homme and Victoria Davidson for their
help in translating this paper.

2 Rufinus of Aquileia, Ecclesiastical History, I, 10/ §236.

3 Socrates of Constantinople, Ecclesiastical History, I, 20, 20.

4 THELAMON F. 1981: 94.
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(episkopos as$xarhin, tuhulnwnu wphiwphhfl), and a K’art’velian translator named Jatay®. The
hypothesis of Bacurius’ identification with King Bakur in Koriwn is attractive insofar as it establishes a
continuity between a Bacurius delivering the story of the conversion of Iberia to Christianity, and a king
Bakur devoted to the conversion of his countrymen. However, this idea meets serious flaws of
consistency  both  in  chronological matters and in the  prosopography  of
Bacurius’ / Bak[Kk]ourios’ / Bakur’s apparitions in our sources. Two counterarguments can thus be
advanced at this position, one based on the Caucasian sources, Koriwn and two Georgian chronicles,
Royal List 1l and the Life of the Successors of Mirian, which can also be crossed with the Syriac version
of the Life of Peter the Iberian, whereas another objection is based on the review of two Greek accounts,
the New History of Zosimus and the Ecclesiastical History written by Socrates of Constantinople.

b) Bacurius, Bak’ar I, Aspacures, Bakur and VVaraz-Bak’ar

A first issue is about the identity of King Bakur mentioned by Koriwn and the dating of his
reign. As potential candidates, the Life of the Successors of Mirian refers to two sovereigns:
Bak’ar | (r. 361/ 363-365?), who was Mirian’s son, and Varaz-Bak’ar (r.380-3947). This first Bak’ar,
known to be a devout Christian, comes too early, however, to coincide with the mission of Mastoc*, and
his death allegedly placed during the second half of the fourth century prevents any identification with
Bacurius in Rufinus.

Another Iberian character of the fourth century is alike, at least by name, to Bacurius: the Iberian
King Aspacures. According to Ammianus Marcellinus, in 368 AD approximately, the Persians
succeeded in overthrowing the pro-Roman king of Iberia, Sauromaces, and replaced him by his cousin
Aspacures. The involvement of the comes and dux Armeniae Terentius with twenty legions for
Sauromaces gave rise to an artificial division of Iberia into two kingdoms, separated by the river
Kura / Mtkvari: to the west, the area under Roman influence, in the east, the area under Persian
influence. This situation continued until the Persian candidate managed to bring together the two
territories under his thumb, towards the end of 370°.

This conflict between Sauromaces and Aspacures known in Ammianus Marcellinus doesn’t
explicitly appear in the Georgian chronicle Life of the Kings, but this medieval tale seems to have kept
certain traits. There are indeed some interesting details: on the one hand, the name of Bak’ar is not so
far from that of Aspacures (Varaz-Bakur?); like the latter, Bak’ar appears as an ally of Iran and is facing
competition from one of his parents, supported by the Armenians. Moreover, the bidaxSate of
Gugark* / Somxit’i, territory held by P’eroz and his heirs, is once again involved in these rivalries, since
this territory was profoundly reshaped by this struggle of influences between supporters of Bak’ar and
those led by Rev’s son. If the partition of Iberia to which Ammianus Marcellinus referred does not
appear here, then we note an exchange of territories which strengthens the control of the Iberian king on
his eastern borders: Bak’ar, allied with the Iranians, received from the bidax3’ the territory of Ran
confining to Albania, while the guardian of the marchland acquired in exchange a territory ranging from
Samswlde to Aboc’i, located further to the west, at the borders of Armenia. The $ahan $ah as well as the
Roman emperor allegedly involved themselves in the resolution of the conflict that vaguely reminds of

5 Koriwn, Life of Mastoc®, XV, 1-2. RAPP S. H. Jr. 2014: 73.

& Ammianus Marcellinus, Roman History, XXVII, 12, 16-17 and XXX, 2, 2; Epic Histories, V, 15;
Themistius, Speeches, XI, 149 b.

" The word bidaxs is a Pahlavi form finding its equivalents in other languages: vitaxe in Latin, pitiaxe in
Greek, pirahs in Aramaic, bdeaxs in Armenian, pitiax3i in Georgian, prahsa in Syriac and bit’qas in Arabic. The
function of bidax$ was equivalent to that of a marcher-lord, or in other cases of a commandant of army occupying
the second rank in kingdoms nourished by Iranian culture. Strabo, Geography, XI, 3, 6; RAPP S. H. Jr. 2014: 62-
71; TOUMANOFF C. 1963: 154-158, 183-192, 260-264, 467-475.

167



the diplomatic game between Valens and Sapir II in the years 368-378. It seems plausible to identify
this Bak’ar’s nephew with Sauromaces, and Bak’ar with Aspacures, even if strong contradictions exist
in comparison to Ammianus Marcellinus®.

Figure 1 — Family tree of the early Mihranid-Chosroid kings of Iberia

T'rdat king of Armenia I. Meribanes / 1. Mirian (r.284-3617)
[ I | | ]
-’ B * L, v ]
Salome & Rev IT (co-r. 345-3617) 2b. [Varaz]-Bak'ar (361 /363- Princess & P'eroz bidavs of

| 3657) (LI Aspacures? 367 /369- Gugark' / Somxil'i (¢.330 -
370 p. C.- diarch-?) | after 3707)

Uil.raltl’"uﬁn?] 3. Mirdat ITI (r. 365-3807)

. Prince  (Bacurius?
(Bacurius?) 367/ 369, diarch 5. T'rdat (r.394-4067) | before 367 / 368)
(r7before 390 . pefore 1 . .
367 /368) 378 p.C)) Princess & 4. Varaz-Bak'ar [I]/ & Princess (second wife)

| - Bakur (r.380-3947)

7. Mirdat IV {r.409-4117) f T |
| 6. P*arsman IV (r.406-4097) Princess Murvanos / Peter

I
| II. Sauromaces?
2a. Bakur I  (r.? before

the Iberian
8. Art'il / Arsilios (r.411-4357)

Alleged dates for K'art'velian sovereigns are very hypothelical and  speculalive,
TouMANOFF C. 1969: 21-28; ToUMANOFF C. 1990: 377-378; BRapr 5. H. Jr. 2014: 385-387 (with
modifications).

Reserves can be expressed to qualify such identification of the conflict between Bak’ar and his
nephew with the rivalry between Aspacures and Sauromaces. The Life of the Successors of Mirian offers
indeed a more complex picture, in which Bak’ar must face not only the claims of Rev’s son, but also
other nephews who aren’t named in this source. Precisely, the territory that receive Bak’ar’s nephews,
the country of Kuxet’i, is located in modern Eastern Georgia, between the rivers lori and Alazani.
Furthermore, these nephews have the title of erist’avi, and not the royal one. The city of Rust’avi where
these princes are supposed to reside is located between the capital of Armazi-Mc’xet’a in the north and
the bidax3ate of Gugark* / Somxit’i in the south, combined with the Iberian king. Therefore, it is unlikely
to see the kingdom of Sauromaces there as described by Ammianus Marcellinus, as this account of the
Life of the Successors of Mirian mentions no Roman military intervention.

8 | share this assumption of identifying Bak’ar and Aspacures with TOUMANOFF C. 1969: 24-26.
However, there are limits to this identification. Ammianus Marcellinus argues that Sauromaces reigned on the
throne of Iberia until Aspacures usurps the throne, while the Life of the Successors of Mirian made Bak’ar the only
legitimate sovereign. Cyril TOUMANOFF suggests the existence of a reign of Sauromaces (r. 361-363, co-r. 370-
378) obliterated by the editor of this chronicle of the K’art’lis C’xovreba who had interest to hide
Aspacures / Bak’ar’s usurpation and the poor image resulting from this conflict between the first successors to
Mirian, who were supposed to have been pious Christians. About the fact that Bak’ar and the son of Rev were
respectively uncle and nephew, and not cousins as in the case of Aspacures and Sauromaces, Cyril TOUMANOFF
gives further reason to Ammianus Marcellinus and guess a fault also attributable to the Life of the Successors of
Mirian, whose redactor would have confused the relationship between Sauromaces and Bak’ar with the cousinship
between Sauromaces and Mirdat Il (r.365-380?), who had meanwhile succeeded his father Bak’ar. This
hypothesis supposes that Sauromaces was diarch with the son of Aspacures/Bak’ar, an idea that Ammianus
Marcellinus does not support. Is also a difficulty to reconcile in chronology the reigns of Mirian, Bak’ar and
Mirdat Il in the K’art’lis C’xovreba with data from ancient sources. It is difficult to believe that Mirdat Il had
succeeded his father Bak’ar by 365 since Aspacures is mentioned in 370 by Ammianus Marcellinus.
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Varaz-Bak’ar’s portrait (allegedly r.380-394) dressed in the Life of the Successors of Mirian is
hardly comparable to those of Bacurius in Rufinus as well as of Bakur in Koriwn. Varaz-Bak’ar is indeed
described as “an impious (urcmuno, ¢)®{dmbm) man and a hater of [the] religion (mozule sjulisa,
dcmdmang Lxeerols)™. Fearing the reaction of his subjects, Varaz-Bak’ar would have hidden his
apostasy from them. However, he did not care to build new churches or to adorn the already existing
ones. In punishment for his sins, the Sasanians invaded the country. Varaz-Bak’ar ignored the advice of
his nobles and an alliance proposed by the king of Armenia; he fled to Kaxet’i and was forced to yield
territories around Albania to Iran, i. e. the Ran and the Movakani. Having lost its legitimacy, the king
had to deal with a revolt of the inhabitants of Klarjet’i, who then turned to the Romans. Varaz-Bak’ar
thereby also lost territories in the south-west of K’art’li*®. No stay in the Roman Empire is mentioned
for this king, whose reign spans the period when Bacurius held high office in the imperial army. Both
paths are consequently distinct.

Nor can Varaz-Bak’ar be identified with Bakur in Koriwn. In addition to their obvious
differences of religious policy, details concerning the prelates who ruled during their reigns are
disjointed. Georgian sources indeed mention no prelate named Movsés for the reigns of Bak’ar | and
Varaz-Bak’ar. For the rule of this last, the Royal List Il refers only to an archbishop whose name is
lov/ lob, whereas under Bakur, Rev’s son, prelates lovane and lakob were ruling the K’art’velian
Church™. In the Georgian version of the Life of Peter the lberian, a Varaz-Bakur appears as a Christian
king of K’art’li in the time of Theodosius 11 (r.408-450)". This Varaz-Bakur described as a fervent lover
of the faith can hardly be identified with impious Varaz-Bak’ar, nor with the other kings described in
the K’art’lis C’xovreba, because none of them contains a resembling name®®. However, indications
delivered by Syriac version of Peter the Iberian’s vita can allow to identify this Varaz-Bakur with
Bakurios, King Ar¢’il / Arsilios’” brother, whose reign (allegedly 411-435) was contemporary with
Theodosius I1.

c) About Peter the Iberian’s genealogy

Neither Royal List Il nor the Life of the Successors of Mirian mention specifically any character
resembling Bacurius by name. The key to solving this problem is to be found in the hagiography of Peter
the lberian (c.413 / 417-491), whose Syriac version, in its beginning, traces the genealogy of this holy
man**. This Syriac vita identifies Bakurios as the maternal grandfather of Peter the Iberian and as the
brother of the Iberian King Arsilios. Jean-Pierre MAHE supposes from this source that King Arsilios
and his brother Bakurios were probably coregents, the latter exercising royal functions without having
the corresponding title. It would explain the fact that Koriwn places the teaching of Mastoc* both under

% Life of the Successors of Mirian (K art’lis C xovreba), S. QAUXC’ISVILI ed.: 13553 = R. W. THOMSON
transl.: 149. RAPP S. H. Jr. 2014: 267.

10 Life of the Successors of Mirian (K art’lis C’xovreba), S. QAUXCISVILI ed.: 135,3-1376.

11 Royal List Il (Mok c’evay K’art’lisay), 1. ABULAZE ed.: 9115.10; 9137-923 = C. B. LERNER transl.: 146-
147.

12 | ife of Peter the lberian (Georgian), Il, 1. ABULAZE ed.: 2155.17, in the variants C and 4.. However, this
document presents Varaz-Bakur as “the fifth king since Mirian’s reign” (*9gmobyg 999839 0gm qbg doG0sb
3983mdomyb”), while in the K art lis C'xovreba , Varaz-Bak’ar’s reign appears in fourth position from Mirian.

13 In Royal List Il however (1. ABULAZE ed.: 911520 and 921217 = C. B. LERNER transl.: 146-147), two
Mihranids called Bakur appear: the first one instead of Bak’ar, the other one in fifth position from Mirian, after
Bakur, T’rdat and Varaz-Bakur (i.e. Varaz-Bak’ar) successively, and before P’arsman IV. Even if this last Bakur
doesn’t appear jointly with King Ar¢’il, his presence could be reminiscent of this pious Varaz-Bakur or of
Bakurios, Arsilios” brother, appearing respectively in the Georgian and Syriac versions of the Life of Peter the
Iberian.

14 John Rufus, Life of Peter the Iberian (Syriac): §6-7, C. B. HORN and R. R. PHENIX Jr. ed.: 6-9.
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the reign of Bakurios and under the reign of Arjiwl / Arsilios / Ar¢’il*®. However, the pieces of
information provided by the silver dish of Bori, with an Aramaic inscription found mentioning
“Buzmihr, the good bidaxs”, are of little use here because the object has been dated to the third century
of our era, thus preventing this Buzmihr to be the father or even the grandfather of Peter the lberian®.
It is also unclear whether the Buzmihr mentioned on this dish of Bori was a bidax$ of the Armeno-
K’art’velian marchland or another dynast.

Figure 2 — The genealogy of Nabarnugios based on the Life of Peter the Iberian (Syriac)

Bosmarios & Osduktia Pharsamanios  Arsilios Bakurios & Duktia

Bosmarios & Bakurduktia

Bomirosparia (with a concubine) Peter the Iberian (Nabarnugios)

John Rufus, C. B. HORN and R. R. PHENIX Jr. ed., 2008, p.LXXXV (slightly modified).

The timing problem of the possible reign of Bakurios joint with those of his brothers Arsilios
and Bosmario still remains, with the prelature of Movsés supposed to be contemporary. However, the
K’art’velian sources don’t mention any prelate named Movseés for Ar¢’il’s reign. We can certainly take
this data with suspicion, considering that many genealogical details of the Life of MaStoc* and the Life
of Peter the Iberian are actually wrong'’. There is, however, an alternative to the hypercritical posture,
namely that Koriwn would have inserted a prelature of Movsés between those of Swm[e]on and lona,
roughly between 410 and 425,

This Bakurios would have been, according to the Syriac version of the Life of Peter the Iberian,
the first Christian sovereign of the kingdom®, in contrast to the Georgian tradition attributing this title
to Mirian (r. 284-3617?). On this point Bernard FLUSIN gives his interpretation: for Christian history in

15 Koriwn, Life of Mastoc*, XV, 1; XVIII, 2; J.-P. MAHE transl. 2005-2007: 78, n.151; 83, n.190. Movs&s
Xorenac‘i, History of Armenia, 111, 60 = A. and J.-P. MAHE transl.: 309, also mentions an Ardzil, king ruling over
the land of Virk*® (lberia) at the time when Mesrop / Mastoc® sent his students to Constantinople as well as to
Edessa to translate Greek works and Syriac into Armenian. MAHE J.-P. 2005-2007: 78 n.151 regards Bosmarios
as a younger brother of Bakurios and Ar¢’il. However, the Life of Peter the Iberian (Syriac), §7, mentions only
Arsilios as Bakurios’ brother. This Bosmarios, i. e. Nabarnugios’ paternal grandfather, appears in fact as the foster
brother or at least as a fellow of Arsilios and Bakurios.

16 TouMANOFF C. 1963: 260-261. About the dish of Bori, see GIORGADZE G. 2008: 255;
BURNEY C. A. and LANG D. M. 1971: 227-228. However, the description of royal figures in the hagiography of
Peter the Iberian is very unprecise, creating confusion between the institution of the marzban and the bidaxs.
Rapp S. H. Jr. 2014: 75.

1 TouMANOFF C. 1969: 33. Following the hypothesis expressed in DJoBADZE W. Z. 1976: 63 n. 2,
Bakur would have abandoned arianism for the Nicene orthodoxy, for which he received from Nicaean people the
recognition of first Christian king in K’art’li; however, no source supports this assumption.

18 RAPP S. H. Jr. 2003: 329 n. 67.

19 | ife of Peter the Iberian (Syriac), 86, 7 and 11: this latter chapter identifies “the great Bakurios” as
“the first Christian king of the Iberians” = C. B. HORN and R. R. PHENIX Jr. ed.: 13. As the conversion of P’eroz
took place under the reign of Bak’ar during his bidaxsate, we can say that Bakurios could be the first bidax3 to
have been a Christian since his accession to the post. RAPpP S. H. Jr. 2014: 74-75.
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Iberia, the fact that Bakur the Great (or Bakurios) can be presented as the first Christian king of the
Iberians seems to imply that between the converted king whom Bacurius recalls (and who would be later
identified with Mirian), and, on the other hand, the grandfather of Peter the Iberian reigning at the
beginning of the fifth century, several non-Christian rulers could be inserted: in particular, without
doubt, Pharsamanios, Peter’s great-uncle®®. Bernard FLUSIN is so partisan of an identification of
Bacurius’ lineage to that of the kings of Mc’xet’a. The challenge is therefore to test the compatibility of
this genealogy compared to the data given in the Life of the Successors of Mirian.

Actually, most of the names given in the Syriac version of the Life of Peter the Iberian are not
in the narrative of the Life of K art’li. Certainly, two names of kings in Mc’xet’a can be corroborated:
Arsilios, maternal grandfather of Peter the Iberian, with Ar¢’il, and maybe the great-uncle of Peter the
Iberian, Pharsamanios, with King P’arsman 1V in K’art’lis C’xovreba. However, no
Bosmarios / Buzmihr indeed seems to have been king of Iberia at the end of the fourth or in early fifth
century, from the indications of this compilation of chronicles; in addition, King Mirdat V, son and
successor to the throne of Ar¢’il, also no longer appears in the genealogy of the Life of Peter the Iberian.

Three deductions are to be drawn from this genealogical investigation. On the one hand, if Peter
the Iberian’s great-uncle was King Ar¢’il, the saint would be descended through him from Mirian. On
the other hand, if one accepts the identification of Pharsamanios with P’arsman V%, then Peter the
Iberian would be a descendant of the bidaxs P’eroz, the first of these leaders in the Armeno-K’art’velian
marchland of Gugark‘ / Somxit’i to have accepted Christianity. Accordingly, Bosmarios and Bakurios
would be members of one or several younger branches of the dynasty of the Chosroids-Mihranids, and
their kingship on the Iberians would not affect the monarchy of Mc’xet’a, but rather their princely
sovereignty in the Gugark‘ / Somxit’i marchland.

2) Was Bacurius the bidaxs of the Gugark‘/ Somxit’i marchland?

Several sources considered as kings dynasts who had not the title strictly speaking. Bacurius can
be placed in this category of almost-kings owing to these fluctuations in the designation of his royal title
through Greek and Latin sources. Indeed, the man called rex in Rufinus of Aquileia, and basiliskos in
Socrates of Constantinople and Theodore the Reader, gets no royal title in the Anonymous (Pseudo-
Gelasius) of Cyzicus, who noted, however, that Bacurius was “the most illustrious of the royal family of
these Iberians” (tod Bactlikod yévoug TV map’ antoig IpRpov teprpavéstatoc)?. On the other hand,
the study of Peter the Iberian’s genealogy suggests familial ties between the rulers of Mc’xet’a and the
bidax$ of Somxit’i / Gugark‘. The fact that Zosimus describes that Bacurius is native from a family of
Armenia (¢£ Appeviog 0 vévoc)® could thus refer to a possible homeland of Bacurius in the Armeno-
K’art’velian marchland?.

20 FLUSIN B. 1991: 366.

2L prarsman 1V was the eldest son of Varaz-Bak’ar and the grandson of P’eroz, who was Mirian’s co-
regent and alleged bidax$ of Gugark*/ Somxit’i. Life of the Successors of Mirian (K’art’lis C’xovreba), S.
QAUXC’ISVILI ed., 13715-1384.

22 Anonymous of Cyzicus (Pseudo-Gelasius), Ecclesiastical History, Il1, 10, 21.

2 Zosimus, New History, 1V, 57, 3.

2 RAPP S. H. Jr. 2014: 73. This region was called Somxit’i, the marchland of Armenia by K’art’velians,
and Gugark*, marchland of Virk* or Iberia, by the Armenians. Accordingly, for a K’art’velian, Bacurius came from
the marchland of Armenia. According to the hypothesis (unlikely in my opinion) that Bacurius would be the keeper
of this marchland, this character should, however, not be confused with another bidax3 named Bakur, Armenian
well this time, but in another border territory, Atjnik‘ located southwest of Armenia, bordering with Syria. Movsgs
Xorenac‘i, History of Armenia, Ill, 4 = A. and J.-P. MAHE transl.: 252, reports indeed during the reign of
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In terms of chronology and genealogy, Stephen H. RAPP Jr. believes that after 394 Bacurius was
invested as bidax$ of the Armeno-K’art’velian marchland and that he reigned there until after 430%.
Cyril TOUMANOFF considers for his part that Bacurius had arrived at the head of this Gugark’ / Somxit’i
marchland after 394%, and even identifies him as the son of the bidax$ P’eroz, first of these marchland
leaders to have accepted Christian faith?. We’ll see below the impossibility of this assignment insofar
as Bacurius seems effectively to have died at the Battle of the Frigidus on 5 and 6 September 394.

3) Bacurius, grandson of Mirian?

A last possibility would be to identify Bacurius with Rev’s son®, using an excerpt from the
Royal List 1l (in Mok’c’evay K’art’lisay) where it is written that after the death of Mirian, “Bakur, the
son of Rev, sat upon the throne”®. On the other hand, according to K’art’lis C’xovreba, the first
successor of Mirian was Bak’ar, another of his sons, Rev’s brother®. The difference between the two
documents can certainly be explained by confusion over one of them®, but it is also possible to attribute
this contradiction to the actual existence of a Bakur, son of Rev, who would have been called to the
Iberian throne but who would have been then supplanted by his uncle Bak’ar. According to the Life of
the Successors of Mirian, Bak’ar’s affirmation for royal power had caused a rallying of the bidaxs ruling
on Somxit’i / Gugark®, P’eroz, to oppose the machinations of the Armenian king willing to impose on
the Iberian throne Bak’ar’s nephew, the son of Rev, related by his mother Salome at T’rdat the Arsacid
king of Armenia®. The Life of the Successors of Mirian is silent on what happened to Rev’s son, even
if it refers to other Bak’ar nephews who would have been settled at Rust’avi as erist’avis with a
government in Kuxet’i®. This source is also silent on Sauromaces, who could have been among the
contenders for the throne supported by Armenians in the dynastic conflict between them and Bak’ar.

Could this pretender to the throne who remains anonymous in the Life of the Successors of
Mirian find his name in Royal List Il, thus identifying Bakur, son of Rev, to this Iberian ruler who would
not have reigned? If this is the case, the identification of this Bakur with Bacurius would likely be true.

Constantius the revolt of this bidax$ wishing to defend his autonomy, which led him to join the s@han sah. This
pro-Iranian orientation allows to differentiate this Bakur from a pro-Roman Bacurius.

5 RAPP S. H. Jr. 2014: 74.

26 TouMANOFF C. 1971: 133, n. 90.

2T TOUMANOFF C. 1969: 32. The daughter of Mirian would have been the mother of Bacurius according
to this hypothesis. No direct evidence does, however, support this possibility which operates a conjecture from the
silence of the sources about the identity of the bidax3 ruling Armeno-K’art’velian borderland, between P’eroz, still
alive during the reign of Bak’ar, and Bakurios in the Life of Peter the Iberian, living during the first decades of the
fifth century.

28 Rev I, son of Mirian, co-regent with his father from 345 to 361, according to TOUMANOFF C. 1969: 24,
and Rapp S. H. Jr. 2014: 386.

29 Royal List Il (Mok'c’evay K'art’lisay), |. ABULAZE ed.: 911516, Variant C : « o @ox©s 898390
Bo3w9M, A& Mg30Lo »; LERNER C. B. 2004: 146 (Conversion of K 'art’li, A 1, 3); RAPP S. H. Jr. 2003: 303.

30 Life of the Successors of Mirian (K art 'lis C’xovreba), S. QAUXCISVILI ed., 1301-1315.

31 Indeed, the Royal List I1 doesn’t mention any removal of Bakur and seems to assimilate him completely
with Bak’ar, since it attributed to Bakur the construction of the church of Cilkani that started Bak’ar in the Life of
the Successors of Mirian. It is possible to assert that the Royal List 1l deals with Bak’ar under the name of Bakur,
attributing wrong ancestry to Bak’ar. This is the choice apparently adopted by ToumANOFF C. 1969: 26. However
it seems that the Royal List Il had in view a character who occupied a distinct dynastic place from Bak’ar, as it is
for the Iberian king T’rdat (r.394-406?) the brother of Bakur; now the Life of the Successors of Mirian considers
T’rdat as another son of Rev, which corresponds entirely with the Royal List Il. There was therefore a lineage from
Rev able to take the succession to the Iberian throne at the expense of the lineage of Bak’ar. Royal List Il
(Mok’c’evay K’art lisay), |. ABULAZE ed.: 911509 = C. B. LERNER transl.: 146; Life of the Successors of Mirian
(K’art’lis C’xovreba), S. QAUXC’1SVILI ed.: 1315.11 = R. W. THOMSON transl.: 147.

32 Life of the Successors of Mirian (K art’lis C’xovreba), S. QAUXCISVILI ed.: 13015-131s.

3 Life of the Successors of Mirian (K art 'lis C’xovreba), S. QAUXC 18VILI ed.: 1317..
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Once removed from the throne, despite the support brought to him by the King of Armenia, Bacurius
would have given up his claims and integrated the Roman army to start a military career in the service
of the Emperor Valens, leaving Sauromaces, probably one of his parents, the role of a suitor assigned
by the Romans.

Although the identification of Bacurius with the son of Rev, and thus nephew of Bak’ar, remains
fragile, we know the context in which Bacurius was forced into exile out of Iberia seems to be sufficient
to exclude the possibility of making the latter the bidax$ of Gugark‘ / Somxit’i. At the time of Bak’ar’s
advent, the Life of the Successors of Mirian seems to suggest that P’eroz occupied this function®. On
the other hand, the party of P’eroz consisted in staunch support for the cause of Bak’ar. If the latter is
identifiable with Aspacures, the bidax3’s position would be that of an enemy of the pro-Roman party
and of Sauromaces. As a result, it is difficult to consider that Bacurius was present (or at least remained)
in the entourage of P’eroz. In the absence of more specific sources on the functions occupied by different
dynasties of Mc’xet’a and Gugark* / Somxit’i at the end of the 360’s, it is impossible to determine with
certainty if Bacurius held, prior to his departure from Iberia, a position of king or royal heir, bidaxs, or
the bidaxs’s heir, of erist’avi or a simple suitor without title.

Whether Bacurius was a prince or even king, his office in Iberia could take place only before
the arrival in imperial territory of this character in 367 or early 368, date from the beginning of his career
in the Roman army. Gugark‘ / Somxit’i, territory located at the edge of Armenia, and passed to the
fourth century under the obedience of the monarchy of Mc’xet’a, was indeed able to be assimilated by
the penchant sources to a Caucasian kingdom. Its marchland situation could justify that Greek and Latin
sources have placed the homeland of Bacurius sometimes in Iberia (Rufinus of Aquileia), sometimes in
Armenia (Zosimus)®. In any case, this prestigious ancestry would have thus allowed Bacurius to assume
a kingly title, or at least almost kingly. Bacurius’ death at the Battle of the Frigidus (5 and 6 September
394), deducted from the indications of Zosimus crossed with those of Socrates of Constantinople, allows
to disprove the hypotheses identifying Bacurius with the more or less homonymous Iberian kings and
princes living in the first decades of the fifth century.

The rivalry between monarchy and bidaxSate, inconspicuous in the Life of Peter the Iberian as
in the first chronicles of the K’art’lis C’xovreba, can be nevertheless invoked to explain the silence of
the Georgian Chronicles on Bacurius; they are indeed pro-royal and so very reluctant to tell the high
points of this almost-king prince. It was therefore in another context, in the Roman East, that Bacurius’
name entered history.

I1. — Bacurius at the service of the Empire: an Iberian network in the Roman army
1) The Iberians in the imperial army

Contemporary with the time when Rufinus of Aquileia was writing his Ecclesiastical History,
several testimonies dating back to the turn of the fourth and the fifth century allow to detect an Iberian
presence in the Roman army, a phenomenon not only visible in the auxiliary body formed according to

34 Life of the Successors of Mirian (K’art’lis C’xovreba), S. QAuxc’1sviLl ed., 131;. = R. W. THOMSON
transl.: 146.

35 Another hypothesis to explain the Armenian origin of Bacurius in Zosimus would be to see a closeness
of this man with the court of Armenia, which could support him against his pro-Iran rivals from Iberia before his
departure to the Empire. If Bacurius can be identified with hypothetical Bakur I, son of Salome and Rev, and
therefore grandson of Trdat the Arsacid by his mother, he would be a half-Armenian prince by his origins.
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an ethnic factor, but also attested through the individual careers of a few senior officers who climbed
the ladder of the hierarchy of dignities®.

a) Iberian auxiliary troops

The speech n. 15 of Themistius, pronounced January 19, 381 in front of the Senate of
Constantinople, for the second anniversary of Theodosius’ advent, is the first explicit testimony of the
presence of Armenians and Iberians in the auxiliary corps of the late Roman army.

“For the love of God, beloved friend, do not hide ourselves from the justice of God, let us make
sure that by it all of these goods are provided to us: let it remain among us, immaculate, sitting next to you,
on a pure throne, maintaining together the destinies of men. You do not need for yourself guards or soldiers,
slingers or archers, no contingent of Armenians and Iberians, either as squires or bodyguards: you only “are
sufficient for yourself”, because the will is sovereign in this area. The prince who does not treat justice is
justified in nothing; he can’t blame the vileness of the soldiers or the ineptitude of the subordinates. You
alone, sitting on the throne, you are responsible, suffice you a word or a nod to preserve justice and get with
it this universal power”.%

Another documentary evidence, the Notitia Dignitatum, whose eastern part was written in 401
according to Constantine ZUCKERMAN®, lists the great commandments of the Roman army and units
that each senior officer had at his disposal. This administrative text was formed by a series of layers of
updates, that go from the time of Diocletian until at least the beginning of the fifth century®. For the
eastern part of the Empire, two auxiliary units composed of Caucasian Iberians can be identified: an ala
prima Hiberorum based on Thmou in Upper-Egypt and entrusted to the dux Thebaidos®, as well as a
Palatine auxiliary wing of Iberians among the eighteen at the disposal of the magister militum
praesentalis®’. It is likely that the command of these auxiliary units, provided by officers of Iberian
origin, was, for the latter, the first step of their career in the Roman army, before they could reach the
higher positions in the military hierarchy.

b) Pharsamanios, Subarmachios, and Nabarnugios: Iberians at the imperial Court

Bacurius’ itinerary is not unique in its kind, because several nobles of Iberian origin, like him,
had a career in the Roman army, reaching prestigious positions integrated into the influential circles of
the imperial Court. In his part tracing the genealogy of Peter the Iberian, the Syriac version of his
hagiography comes to describe briefly the path of Pharsamanios, soldier at the court of Arcadius (r.395-
408).

“The brother of Osduktia, his paternal grandmother, was Pharsamanios, the one who was held in
glory at [the court of] Arcadius, emperor of the Romans, having both the honor of a military leader and of
the first honors. Subsequently, after Pharsamanios had fled from the injury of Eudoxia, wife of Arcadius,
and was able to hide himself, he hastily returned to his country. Once he became king over the Iberians and

3 About this type of career, see HOFFMANN D. 1978: 314.

37 Themistius, Speeches, XV, 86 /189C-190A. Personal translation from R. MAISANO ed.: 557.

3 ZUCKERMAN C. 1998: 146.

39 LE BOHEC Y. 2006: 64-65.

40 Notitia Dignitatum in partibus Orientis, O. SEECK ed.: XXXI, 46.

41 Notitia Dignitatum in partibus Orientis, O. SEECK ed.: V, 60. This unit shouldn’t be confused with the
scola scutariorum sagittariorum (X1, 7), whose command was put under the responsibility of the master of offices,
and which worked in the imperial guard. It is in this unit that Bacurius could his career and would have fought in
the battle of Adrianople.
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had brought along with him the White Huns who are the neighbors of the Iberians, he was the cause of
2> 42

many evils for those who ate subject to the Romans”.

According to Stephen H. RAPP Jr., it is possible that this Pharsamanios, Peter the Iberian’s great-
uncle, is identifiable as King P’arsman 1V (r. 406-409?), whose alleged reign is close to that of the
Emperor Arcadius (r. 383-395 with his father Theodosius, r. 395-402 alone on the throne of
Constantinople)®®. The major problem with this hypothesis is that our only source on P’arsman 1V, the
Life of the Successors of Mirian, describes this sovereign as an ally of the Romans, to the point that he
would have revolted against the Persians. A point of agreement between the two sources lies
nevertheless in the warlike qualities of this character, described as a fearless hero of Iranian type, “a
pious man, an intrepid mounted warrior” (kac’i morcmune, mq’edari $emmart’ebeli)™. However,
neither the stay in the Roman Empire, nor the alliance with the Huns is mentioned in the notice of the
Georgian chronicle. It is certainly possible that the veracity of this is failing due to the lateness of his
writing, not earlier than the ninth century.

Also contemporary to the reign of Arcadius, the career of another Roman officer from Iberian
origin appears through a notice in Suda containing a fragment of the history written by Eunapius of
Sardis (fourth - fifth century)*. The eunuch Eutropius, for whom Subarmachios would have been a loyal
henchman, was the praepositus sacri cubiculi, all-powerful in the East since the murder of the prefect
of the praetorium Rufinus on November 395 until his own fall on August 399. Subarmachios would
have served with him as a commander of a special unit of sagittarii, probably of mounted archers,
because the scholae palatinae were all cavalry units®. His functions are still discussed, given that the
authors of the Prosopography of the Later Roman Empire identified him as comes domesticorum of the
East*’, while he appears here as a “leader of the guards” (tév Sopvpopwv fyeudv). This man would be
“a pure Colchian from beyond Thermodon and Phasis”, an origin neighboring geographically the
Iberian area.

Finally, the case of Nabarnugios (c.413 / 417-491), alias Peter the Iberian after his conversion,
is located a few decades after the time of Bacurius, Subarmachios and his great-uncle Pharsamanios.
According to Syrian historian Zachary the Rhetor*®, Nabarnugios received a military commission while
he was a hostage in Constantinople, and served as equis regiis praepositus. For his part, David BRAUND
thinks that Pierre the Iberian was probably the tribune of a schola of domestici equites®.

In short, it is quite surprising to see that one ethnic group could almost monopolize the command
of a schola palatina and produce several high-ranking officers, sharing their royal or princely origins
for many of them. A further investigation into the case of Bacurius should allow to better understand
this type of career.

42 John Rufus, Life of Peter the Iberian (Syriac) 86, C. B. HORN and R. PHENIX Jr. ed.: 9.

4 RAPP S. H. Jr. 2014: 72, n. 196.

4 Life of the Successors of Mirian (K’art’lis C’xovreba), S. QAUXC’ISviLI ed., 1372 : “[...] 35go
3m®(ombg, 8390560 93deGmgdgeo” = R. W. THOMSON transl.: 151. RApp S. H. Jr. 2014: 268.

4 Suidas 1, Lexicon, 793 = fragment 67.8 in BLOCKLEY R. C. 1983: 104-106; fragment 77 in Fragmenta
Historicorum Graecorum 4, K.MULLER, T.MULLER and V.LANGLOISed.,, Paris, 1874-1885.
Woobs D. 1996: 365 for translation.

4 Woobs D. 1996: 365-367.

4T MARTINDALE J. R. 1980: 1037, s. v. “Subarmachius”.

48 Zachary the Rhetor, Ecclesiastical History, 111, 4, mentioned in Woobs D. 1996: 367, n. 15.

49 BRAUND D. 1994: 285.
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2) Bacurius military: a career for the service of Rome

a) Tribune of a Palatine schola at the Battle of Adrianople

The first explicit appearance of Bacurius in sources figures in the history of Rome from
Ammianus Marcellin, who reports his participation at the battle of Adrianople on August 9, 378,
Bacurius then probably commanded a unit of archers on horseback recruited at the eastern borders of
the Empire®.. His colleague Cassio, who is not known otherwise, probably headed a unit of scutarii, i.e.
horsemen carrying shields®®. Warlike Bacurius’ fearlessness, which seems to be a trait shared with
Subarmachios, appears to match the ideal of the Iranian hero portrayed in Armenian and pre-Bagratid
Georgian epic literature. It was in large part of their warrior value from which the Caucasian rulers
rooted in the Iranian culture were supposed to draw their legitimacy. In the Life of the Kings and the Life
of Vaxtang Gorgasali, K’art’velian sovereigns are indeed described as heroes-kings of Iranian type.
These texts are characterized by the salience of the words gmiri (3do6o, “hero”), goliat’i (aeosmo,
“Goliath”, i.e. “giant”), and bumberazi (3-9309Ms%o) (duelist champion). Occasionally, we find the
term cabuki (3sd30), derived from the old Persian chapiika, “young”®, similar to the Persian mard-
Jjuwan (“young man”), with its qualities of male prowess, courage and manly strength. There were also
K’art’velian equivalents of the asabaran, i. e. elite warriors of the Sasanian army®*. The asbar (in Old
Persian asbara, in Pahlavi aswar) was a specialist in single combat (mard-u-mard) and an elite rider; he
accumulated honors by proving his prowess and his manhood, including the detention of the hizarmard,
namely a distinction which indicated that the asbar had the strength of a thousand men, the title of
mubariz (in Georgian bumberazi, 3096s%o), those of pahlawan (“*hero”), of jahan pahlawan (*hero
of the world”) and zik sawar (“exceptional horseman™)®. In the case of Bacurius, we find this same
passion in the narrative drawn up by Socrates of Constantinople in his account of the Battle of the
Frigidus, heroism that probably cost him his life*®.

b) Dux of the Palestinian limes and comes domesticorum

Bacurius held high positions in the Roman army, serving as dux Palaestinae and comes
domesticorum. The testimony of Rufinus is the most accurate on the rank that the officer of Iberian
origin was able to achieve in his career.

0 Ammianus Marcellinus, Roman History, XXXI, 12, 16: “eo ad uallum hostile tendente sagittarii et
scutarii, quos Bacurius Hiberus quidam tunc regebat et Cassio, auidius impetu calenti progressi iamque aduersis
conexi, ut inmature proruperant, ita inerti discessu primordia belli foedarunt”.

°1 Note, however, that the formulation of Ammianus Marcellin remains quite vague, and it is possible that
Cassio has ordered the mounted archers, and Bacurius the scutarii.

52 Even if there were scutarii and sagittarii in the Roman army outside the units of the imperial guard, |
believe that a cross-checking with indications delivered in Themistius’ speech n. 8, §116a-c/174-175 allows to
think that Bacurius was in one of the Palatine scholae. DELMAIRE R. 2008: 40: according to Ammianus
Marcellinus (XVI, 10, 8), the Emperor is surrounded by riders carrying shields (scutarii) and armored riders
(clibanarii) would come further: these are the oldest corps and the other scholae created later, armaturae, gentiles,
sagittarii would further follow the imperial procession. The Notitia Dignitatum gives for the East, at the beginning
of the fifth century, seven Palatine scholae under the command of the magister officiorum: “Sub dispositione viri
illustris magistri officiorum: Scola scutariorum prima. Scola scutariorum secunda. Scola gentilium seniorum.
Scola scutariorum sagittariorum. Scola scutariorum clibanariorum. Scola armaturarum iuniorum. Scola
gentilium iuniorum” (Notitia Dignitatum in partibus Orientis, XI, 3-10).

53 Life of the Kings (K art’lis C ’xovreba), S. QAUXC’13VILI ed., 2017 about P’arnavaz.

5 ZAKERI M. 1993: 68-87, 113-114 and following.

%5 RAPP S. H. Jr. 2009: 663-664.

% Socrates of Constantinople, Ecclesiastical History, V, 25, 13.
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“This is Bacurius, man in whom you could trust, the king of this nation, who was comes domesticornm
with us and very concerned about religion and truth, who told us that things had gone so when, being then
dux of the limes of Palestine, he lived on very good terms with us in Jerusalem”.”’

In the late imperial military hierarchy, the counts were immediately after the magistri militum.
The word “count” comes from the Latin comes, “companion”, and has two meanings. On the one hand,
it could be only an empty honorary title, on the other hand it is also possibly a real function. In the Early
Empire, the count designated any character that is part of the entourage of the Emperor, a lawyer, a
writer, or any other friend of the sovereign, although he had no political or military office. The Roman
State distinguished some of them, those occupying army, comites rei militaris®, at the top of whom
were the masters of militias. The title was also given to less important characters placed at the head of
the army in secondary areas, from the military point of view, compared to those which were assigned to
the magistri militum. A count could take the lead of several legions, or only a few detachments®°.

The Notitia Dignitatum and sometimes Ammianus Marcellinus attribute counts to Egypt and
Isauria in the East, to Africa, to Britain, to Tingitana, to the region of Mainz and the Saxon shore,
corresponding to the coast of Southeast Britain and Northwestern Gaul. For the less important and border
provinces, the Roman State had planned the duces, one per province: Ammianus Marcellin signals their
presence in Egypt, Phoenicia, Mesopotamia, Thrace and Moesia®®. They were also placed under the
authority of the count if there was one, and masters of the militias in all cases. They could receive
important responsibilities. The title of dux can also be used to name any officer®..

The Anonymous of Cyzicus (Pseudo-Gelasius) introduces the idea that Bacurius ordered a
campaign against Saracens in the mountains of Palestine, which would have resulted in a brilliant
victory®. These territories are probably the Sinai and the edge of the Negev where several groups,
collectively known as Saracens, were practicing nomadism®. After the reorganization of the Eastern
provinces by Diocletian in the late third century, Sinai became indeed a part of the Palaestina Tertia or
Salutaris, created in 357-358, while the northwest part of the Sinai Peninsula was attached
administratively to Egypt. After 297 the limes arabicus was also strengthened, especially in the region
extending south from Bosra to the upstream part of the Wadi Sirhan, to prevent incursions by the
warriors of the desert®; during the 360’s and 370’s, new forts were built in the area located at the south-
south-east of Bosra, to which belong the castella of Umm ej-jemal and Deir el-Kahf®.

During the fourth century, a process of Christianization sprang up in the Sinaitic margins
through pilgrimage and monasticism, particularly visible in the Jebel Musa site frequented by faithful

5 Rufinus of Aquileia, Ecclesiastical History, I, 10 / §236: “Haec nobis ita gesta, fidelissimus uir
Bacurius, gentis ipsius rex, et apud nos domesticorum comes, cui summa erat cura et religionis et ueritatis,
exposuit, cum nobiscum Palaestini tunc limitis dux, in lerosolymis satis unanimiter degeret”. Translation adapted
from THELAMON F. 1972: 8.

% Ammianus Marcellinus, Roman History, XXVII, 10, 6 and 12, 13.

%9 LE BOHEC Y. 2006: 81.

8 Ammianus Marcellinus, Roman History, XVI, 9, 2 ; XXIV, 1, 9; XXV, 1, 2; XXV, 8, 7 ; XXIX, 6,
14 ; XXX, 2,4 ; XXXI,4,9,5;1,5,6.

61 LE BOHEC Y. 2006: 81 for this development.

62 Anonymous (Pseudo-Gelasius) of Cyzicus, Ecclesiastical History, 111, 10, 21 : “<d¢> catrpdmng
Popaiov kotaotog kol taig akpopeiolg thg IMalaotiving kata tdv Tapaknvdv BopPapov Emictpotedoog
moAepov dkpog Ot péAioto v kot avtdv viknv fipato” : “[Bacurius] established as a commander of the
Romans, led a campaign against the Saracens in the moutains of Palestine and won a major victory against them”.
Personal translation.

3 Ammianus Marcellinus, Roman History, XIV, 4; Expositio totius mundi, XX.

® THELAMON F. 1981: 128.

% THELAMON F. 1981: 134.
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people®. Rufinus of Aquileia reports the conversion in the 370’s of a Saracen tribe led by Queen Mauvia
and identified as being the Taniikhids®’. This people would have led a series of attacks on the Roman
fortified positions in Palestine and Arabia, and would greatly compromise the Roman army, commanded
by the dux of Phoenicia as well as by the magister equitum Victor®. During peace negotiations, the
Queen Mauvia (or Mavia) would have received, among others, Moyse, a loner ascetic living in an area
neighboring Saracen territory, to be ordained bishop of his people, probably in the Sinai Peninsula®. It
is therefore likely that Bacurius, in charge of the confines of Palestine, could build relationships with
these Saracen communities, including those engaged in a process of Christianization.

Operations in which Bacurius engaged in Palestine as a commander must have occurred only
between his tribunate of a Palatine schola in Adrianople (August 9, 378), and June 388, days when the
war began against Maximus, in which Bacurius was also involved. Moreover, a new revolt of the
Tanitikhids broke out against Rome between 378 and 383, the latter date being that of the crushing of
their uprising™. The presence of the magister militum Richomer in Antioch in 383 allows one to regard
him as the commander of the military campaign against the revolted Taniikhids™; as a dux of the limes
in Palestine, Bacurius was therefore one of his employees in the conduct of repressive operations. The
success of the Iberian prince probably favored his ascension through the military hierarchy in the
Theodosian army.

¢) General of Theodosius against Maximus and Eugenius

Socrates of Constantinople reports the role of Bacurius as a general (6 otpatnidng) in the
service of the Emperor Theodosius twice.

“Rufinus said having learned it [sc. the story of the conversion of the Iberians| from Bakkourios,
who was initially a little king among the Iberians, but who then, by moving to the Romans, was established
as a taxiarch on the army of Palestine. After that, he fought as a general with Emperor Theodosius against
the tyrant Maximus”.”

[Account of the Battle of the Frigidus] “Bakkoutios, a general, took so much courage that he
rushed with fighters on the front line to the side where the barbarians were under pressure; he breaks
through the ranks of the enemies and puts to flight those who pressed them before”.”

The first quotation refers to the war of Theodosius against the usurper Maximus (r. 383-388)",
which occurred from June to August 388, in which Socrates of Constantinople is the only one to involve

6 BLUMELL L. and alii 2014: 57-61.

87 Rufinus of Aquileia, Ecclesiastical History, 11, 6. SHAHID 1. 1984: 203.

%8 Victor 4 according to JONES A. H. M. and alii 1971: 957-959. Ammianus Marcellinus, Roman History,
XXVI, 5, 2; Zosimus, New History, 1V, 2, 4. THELAMON F. 1981: 135.

% THELAMON F. 1981: 123-147.

"0 SHAHID I. 1984: 203-205.

"L SHAHID I. 1984: 210-211. After their defeat, the Tanikhids lost their supremacy on the Arabs for the
benefit of the Salthids.

"2 Socrates, Ecclesiastical History, 1, 20, 20 : “Toadta enoiv 6 Povgivog mapd Bakkovpiov pepodnicévar,
O¢ mpodtepov pgv v Pacidicoxoc IPfpwv, Botepov 8¢ Popoiog mpoceddov tofiopyog tod &v IMakwotivy
OTPATIOTIKOD KOTEGTN KOl HETO TADTO oTpatnAoT®V ToV katd Ma&ipov 100 tupdvvov morepov 1@ Poacirel
®co0docie cuvnywvicato”. Translation adapted from P. MARAVAL, 2003.

8 Socrates, Ecclesiastical History, V, 25, 13: “Baxkovpiog yop O otpornidrne odtod Ttocodtov
Emeppmodn, Bote GLV TG TPWTAYOVIOTAIS gicdpopelv, ko™ O uépog oi PapPapot Edubkovto: kai Siapprooet HEV
TG PaAayyog, Tpémel 88 gig UYTV TOLG TPo Ppoyimg dubkovtac”. Translation adapted from P. MARAVAL, 2006.

" KELLY C. 2015: 215-217.
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Bacurius. On the war of Theodosius with Eugenius™ (393-394), the second quotation from Socrates of
Constantinople shows the offensive role that Bacurius played, portraying a personality like that which
Ammianus Marcellinus had described for the same character fighting in Adrianople.

On this war against Eugenius, the testimony of the poet Claudian (c. 370 - c. 404), although
more vague, reflected nevertheless the presence of soldiers in the East countries in Theodosius’ army®.
Claudian is here referring to the civil war between Theodosius and Eugenius (“abject client” v. 67)
supported by Arbogast (“barbarian exile” v. 66). While the latter are despised, no mention being made
about supports that the usurper had gathered in the West, Claudian gushes about Theodosius’ supports
through a catalogue of his troops. The poet then takes pleasure in highlighting the scale of the Roman
rule over the Eastern world: Mesopotamia, Asia Minor, Syria, Arabia, Media, Anatolia and the Caspian
shores would have provided their own contingents. Of noticeable interest is the geographical inaccuracy
of the author regarding the Phasis, river of Colchis corresponding to the current Rioni, as part of
Armenia”’. This inventory is more in line with the epic tradition than with historical data’, since the
presence of the 20 000 Goths of Gaianas and Alaric has been concealed: these soldiers also paid a heavy
price for victory, but subsequently become very cumbersome for their employers.

This indication given by Claudian about the presence of Orientals, although dubious, can,
however, be backed by sources attesting the presence of Bacurius in the ranks of the Theodosian army.
The New History of Zosimus indeed completes the testimony of Socrates thereon, by mentioning the
presence of a Bakourios among the generals commanding the Theodosian forces at the Battle of the
Frigidus (5 and 6 September 394). The testimony of Zosimus in this regard poses several problems, to
the point that the identification of this character with Bacurius in Rufinus and Ammianus Marcellinus
has not been made without hesitation”.

“Bakoutios also had with them a part of the command; he was a native of Armenia, and it was a
man devoid of any bad feeling and more trained to war; such was the way in which he [sc. Theodosius| fixed
the choice of generals” ¥

We saw above that the mention of Armenia as Bacurius homeland should not be taken literally,
given that Zosimus could either point through this the border territory of Gugark® / Somxit’i, or, as
Claudian did, confuse the Armenian territory with another Caucasian area like Iberia. Further, once he

S MODERAN Y. 2003: 154-155.

76 Claudian, Panegyric for the third consulship of the Emperor Honorius, v.67-72: “Pro crimen superum!
Longi pro dedecus aeui! / Barbarus Hesperias exul possederat urbes / sceptraque deiecto dederat Romana
clienti. / lam princeps molitur iter gentesque remotas/ colligit Aurorae, tumidus quascumque pererrat/ Euphrates,
quas lustrat [H]alys, quas ditat Orontes: / turiferos Arabes saltus, uada Caspia Medi, / Armenii Phasin, Parthi
liquere Niphatem”. This poem dates from the beginning of the year 396.

7 The origin of this confusion dates back at least to Xenophon, Anabasis, 1V, 6, 4, who during his
description of his route in Armenia seems to designate by Phasis the Araxes, thinking that this river led to the river
Phasis of Colchis, today Rioni in western Georgia. I. K. PARADEISOPOULOS, 2014: 220, 231.

78 Zosimus, New History, 1V, 57, 2, does not support the presence of Eastern troops.

9 THELAMON F. 1981, 93, n. 19, considers as conditional Bacurius’ death at the Battle of the Frigidus
reported by Zosimus, then (p.94) ignore it and qualifies Bacurius as an Iberian king who would have reigned
“before 361 or after 395”.

80 Zosimus, New History, 1V, 57, 3: “Exowavel 8¢ tfic apyfic adtoic kol Bakovploc Elxmv pév &€
‘ Appeviog To Yévoc, EEm 88 mhomg kakovOsiog dvip HeTe Tod kad T mokspticd memondedofon - 1) LEvV ovv dpyoipesia
tobTov ot d1eTéln Tov Tpdmov”. Translation adapted from F. PAscHouD, 1979.
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has completed the account of the battle, Zosimus returns to the singular figure of this general (ctpotnydg,
maybe in the sense of magister militum)®.

“That same day, the allies of the Emperor Theodosius in their majority were killed, including
Bakourios: among their generals, he faced the danger with the greatest courage, while the others, in an
unexpected way, fled with survivors”.#

The essential fact is that Socrates appears as the only author making obviously one character
out of the Bacurius delivering the story of the conversion in Iberia and the Bacurius fighting in the
Theodosian army. Although Zosimus is the only author to indicate the death of the general during the
Battle of the Frigidus, since Socrates of Constantinople mentions only his presence in the confrontation,
we can deduce that Bacurius in Rufinus and his successors is well comparable to the Bakourios of
Zosimus, thanks to the link of identification carried out by Socrates of Constantinople. Bacurius’ death
in 394 is consequently a certain fact, and constitutes a crucial factor in deciding the issues of
identification which involve Bacurius facing his Armeno-K’art’velian namesakes®.

Bacurius’ presence in Jerusalem mentioned by Rufinus has therefore not been continuous
between 380 and 392, but was interrupted by various military and political activities to which the
character took part. However, this career in the Roman army did not prevent Bacurius, far from there,
from building bridges of cooperation and friendship with the civilian elite of the Roman East.

I11. — Bacurius, a sociable man: beliefs and conviviality

Enjoyed as much among Christians as among Pagans, Bacurius appears as a man who managed
to build relationships and win the friendship of characters as opposed as Rufinus and Libanius. The
notion of conviviality tends to express this logic of togetherness between individuals who are not of the
same religious allegiance, a life of relationships with its agreements, mutual contributions but also
conflicting friction between the various components of a multicultural society.

1) An inter-confessional sociability

a) Friend of Christians

Rufinus of Aquileia described Bacurius as “a very trustful man” (fidelissimus uir), “who took
greatest care of religion and truth” (cui summa erat cura et religionis et ueritatis)®. Socrates of
Constantinople and Theodore the Reader do not extend to the moral qualities of the character; as for
Sozomen and Theodoret of Cyrus, they fail to report the identity of the one who reported the story of
the conversion of the Iberians. However, the Anonymous of Cyzicus (Pseudo-Gelasius) evokes the “very
loyal Bakkourios, a man filled with the fear [of God]” (6 miotoTOTOg Bakkovplog Denyntig yéyovey
avip evAapéotatog [...])%. Bacurius’ fides is underlined with insistence all the more since it is the
guarantee of the validity of his testimony in the eyes of Rufinus of Aquileia and his successors.

81 See Francois PASCHOUD’s critical apparatus in his edition of the New History of Zosimus, Paris,
1979: 463-464, n. 208.

82 Zosimus, New History, 1V, 58, 3 : «[...] xat admv tv fpépav, T pev moAd pépog tdv Ocodocin 6
Baoiiel suppoyodviov anobavely, kol tdv otpatnydv Bakovplov avopeldtoto 1dv COETEPOV TPOKIVIVVEDGOVTT,
ToVG 8¢ GAAOVG Tapoldyms Gpa Toig Teplelpbeiot dtapuyely ». Translation adapted from F. PASCHouD, 1979.

8 That’s the reason why, about Georgian inscription n. 1 found at Bir-el-Qutt in Palestine (dating from
first half of the fifth century), the Christian Bakur mentioned on it could not be our Bacurius died several decades
earlier. FAHNRICH H. 2013: 179-180, n. 112.

8 Rufinus of Aquileia, Ecclesiastical History, I, 10 / §236.

8 Anonymous of Cyzicus (Pseudo-Gelasius), Ecclesiastical History, Il1, 10, 21.
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This praise remains paradoxically imprecise on the confession professed by Bacurius, who was
incidentally not specifically called Christian. Rufinus and his successors have thus retained an active
spirituality, integrated, curious and respectful of Christianity, rather than a displayed confession in a
partisan way. Such a choice of life combining piety and open mind seems allowing Bacurius not to limit
his support to Christians alone, as is shown by the favor that this character received from some Pagans.

b) Friend of Pagans

If the first face of Bacurius is that of a witness to the expansion of Christianity in Iberia, through
his account of the royal conversion in this country told to Rufinus®, then another side of this character
appears through the testimony of the rhetor Libanius. This man was also frequented by Bacurius, the
latter having met especially during a visit to Antioch probably in 391. Three mentions of Bacurius appear
in correspondence of the professor of Antioch. One of these references is a letter from Libanius to
Bacurius himself.

“Your letter came to us while we were just talking about you, as we do to keep the circle of friends,
and as the good opportunity that comes to praise your person gives us immense joy. As subjects of praise,
one pleads in favor of your righteousness and of your belief that the gods see and know everything that
happens on Earth, another one praises your moderation and the fact that you master your desires more than
your soldiers, a third finally praises your wisdom that gives victory to your weapons. We are told that your
soul was never afraid of any danger. But the largest of your merits seems to me that you like speeches and
each of those who work on them; and that makes you the favorite of these gods, who have interest in the
speech; they have interest in them, because that is their gift. Among these species of flowers so we stayed,
and you were the meadow on which they grew, this is where the messenger got me your letter in the hands,
which provides evidence of your love for speeches. Indeed, if the man who cultivates the art of war honors
and carries in his heart the man of speeches, honoring him not only by his thought, but also by what he
writes — how could it not come from a man who honors the rhetoric by what constitutes the lot of orators?
However often I am about to write you, and yet some reason stopped me, not always the same, but still any
reason, and it is also the same reason that the gods have sent you to increase your happiness. Because it is
not the same to write a letter and answer a letter” ¥

The letter would intervene shortly after Bacurius’ travel to Constantinople in 392 after his
appointment to the position of comes domesticorum by Theodosius®. It raises the question of Libanius’
relationship with the military. While in general, men-at-arms were despised by the Antiochian professor,
as being presented as rude, greedy for booty, and mostly uneducated, Bacurius would represent
— according to Bernadette CABOURET — “a counter-model”®, with his qualities of justice, moderation,
self-control, wisdom, piety and love of literature. The fact that Libanius appears favorable to a cultivated
general, even a barbarian one, demonstrates that the cultural factor prevails over the ethnic factor in
terms of criteria for categorization of others in the Roman East elites” mentalities. In this letter, we guess
interested motive, namely the quest by Libanius for an ally able to defend the cause of a Paganism deeply
undermined since the reversal of the emperor in favor of the supremacy of Christianity in the Empire®.

% Since Rufinus was present in Palestine between 380 and 397, Bacurius could tell him this story only
between 380 and 394. VESSEY 2004: 318-327.

8 Libanius, Letters, n. 1060 in the Thesaurus Linguae Graecae. Translation adapted with Rebecca
LAFFIN’S help from G. FATOUROS and T. KRISCHER ed., Munich, 1980, 72: 180-183.

8 G. FATOUROS and T. KRISCHER ed. 1980: 461-463. RAPP S. H. Jr. 2014: 73, suggests an earlier date,
380.

89 CABOURET B. 2012: 433.

% Since the emperor’s penance before Ambrosius at Christmas 390, Theodosius operated a turning point
in his religious policy by giving overall support to official Christianity institutions. New measures were taken
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However, it appears disturbing to read Libanius praising Bacurius’ belief in “that the gods see
and know everything that happens on Earth”, the same uir fidelissimus who gave to Rufinus of Aquileia
the account of the Iberian conversion to Christianity. The way in which the very pagan Zosimus
portrayed him favorably might also suggest that Bacurius had not completely broken with the pre-
Christian beliefs. It seems fruitless to try to see a hypothetical conversion of Bacurius to Christianity
from the time of his correspondence with Libanius and his encounter with Rufinus of Aquileia. Indeed,
Bacurius was comes domesticorum of Theodosius when the professor of Antioch praised his respect for
the gods, and only dux of the limes of Palestine — the previous grade — when he delivered his testimony
to Rufinus, according to the latter (cum nobiscum Palaestini tunc limitis dux). A conversion in the
reverse direction (from Christian to Pagan) is also unlikely, since Rufinus’ account was written in the
very first years of the fifth century, namely after Bacurius’ death®.

Regardless of the intimate content of the beliefs of Bacurius, which remains inaccessible to us,
it is nevertheless remarkable that this man could make use of them to attract such laudatory opinions,
especially from personalities as contrasted as Libanius and Rufinus. What is more, two other mentions
of Bacurius in another two Libanius’ letters attest that the orator did not double talk about this character.

“A nice letter came to us, from someone good through someone good, having well received it from
you through Bakourios, brilliant as much by the body than by what he gave to his similar soul. I had not
ordered it to you, but you, for love of us, you thought of doing it on your own in having sent up to here the

diligent Bakourios [...]”.%

“Bakoutios, having delivered Aristaenetus’ letter, since he had been persuaded to do it with pleasure,

said that this one was for you, from Leontius. [...]” %

These letters show a Bacurius amicably deigning to serve as a messenger between some
Libanius’ correspondents: Aristaenetus (I1) of Antioch® born in 371, an alumnus of Libanius, to whom
he was related, briefly held the post of prefect of the city of Constantinople somewhere between June 25,
392 and February 27, 393; Leontius (VI) was also a former student related to Libanius as well as
Aristaenetus (I1), and become consularis Phoenices in 392%. So Bacurius tied familiar relationships
with influential figures of the senior administration in the eastern part of the Roman Empire, links that
probably contributed to his rise in the military hierarchy.

2) Faith and politics: Bacurius’ projects for Iberia

a) The story of the Iberian conversion - a plea for a Roman intervention in Caucasia?

Bacurius’ periods of presence in Palestine, roughly between 380 and 392, are contemporary
with the reign of Theodosius (r. 379-392 on the East, and 392-395 on the Empire). The time coincides

against Paganism: in February 391, sacrifices and visits to the temples were prohibited. on 8 November 392 was
completely prohibited the worship to the pagan gods. CHuvIN P. 1991: 63-95.

1 THELAMON F. 1972: 5.

9 Libanius, Letters, n. 1043 to Aristaenetus: “"Hiev fpiv ypappoto, kod mopd kodod 18 koD, mopd
c0d KOA®G Eyovta St Bakovpiov tod Adumovtog pev t@ copatt, yoynyv o0& opoiav Ekeive mapeyopévon. Xv &’
NUAOV £pAV 00K ApKelv oot TodTo vouilov mpocétnkag covtd Tov ypnotov Bakovpiov [...]7. Greek text from
Thesaurus Linguae Graecae, Irvine: University of California, 2001-. Personal translation.

9 Libanius, Letters, n. 1044 to Leontius: “Aobg v émotolv v Apiotavétov Bakodplog, &meidn
avEyvmoTo e kol ued’ Nndoviic, abtn 8¢ £pn oot <mapda> Acovtiov. [...]". Greek text from Thesaurus Linguae
Graecae, Irvine: University of California, 2001-. Personal translation.

% Aeristaenetus 11 should not be confused with Aristaenetus I, who was the best friend of Libanius, dead
in the earthquake of Nicomedia on 24 August 358.

% See the commentary on Libanius delivered in G. FATouros and T. KRISCHER ed. 1980: 461-463.
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with a phase of negotiations with the King Sapir III to address the issue of Armenia. Wishing to avert
the Persian danger, Theodosius was induced to conclude a treaty of peace and friendship, whereby
Armenia was split between two Arsacid puppet kings. This Treaty of Acilisene, probably concluded in
387, yielded four fifths of the Armenian area to the kingdom protected by the Persians®. The fact that
the territories bordering the Iberia north and northwest have been included in this area of Iranian
influence has probably raised concerns among the pro-Roman Iberian elites to which Bacurius belonged.

If one reads the story of the Iberian conversion through this political reading, it would be
possible to detect a message intended for the Emperor Theodosius and his successors. The closing of
the narrative on the Iberian embassy to Constantine would in this sense defend a model of the good
emperor attentive to the interests of the Church everywhere it grows. The integration of Iberia into
Christianity would counterbalance its belonging to the Iranian world, and would arouse a political
response from the guarantor of Christianity: namely the Roman emperor. The fact that the story narrating
the appearance of Christianity in Iberia was developed in a Roman context, by a high-ranking officer
benefiting from privileged links with the imperial Court and the ruling elite, very probably inspired a
political reading of a religious phenomenon that was much less so before its recovery and its restatement
by Bacurius. Certainly, once transcribed in the forms of ecclesiastical history, this episode tended to
become more of the celebration of the work of the universal Church rather than a program of imperial
strategy in the Caucasus. However, can we believe that Bacurius told his story to Rufinus only? It
remains an open question, for lack of sources, but an affirmative answer would tend to give back all its
political content to the first context of the reception of this story.

Whatever may have been the religious convictions of Bacurius, his friends, Christian as well as
Pagan, leads to believe that his action was not monopolized by a confessional factor. As a result, his
account of the conversion of Iberia to Christianity was not so much aimed to celebrate a religious
phenomenon already half a century old when Bacurius was supposed to say it, as it was to keep Iberia
in Theodosius’ political agenda while the Treaty of Acilisene was being negotiated. Replacing Bacurius
in the political history of international relations helps to capture the attitudes of these pro-Roman Iberian
elites towards their hosts as well as about ideas dominating the minds in these host communities.

b) Bacurius’ arrival to Valens’ Court

In March 368, the orator Themistius visited Marcianopolis, a city not far from the Danubian
border in Thrace. It is in this place that the emperor Valens, engaged in a campaign against the Goths,
celebrated the fifth anniversary of his ascension to the throne (quinquennalia)®’. The public attending
the ceremony was largely made up of soldiers. Despite the martial nature of the circumstances, the eighth
discourse of Themistius, titled ITevtaetpucdg and pronounced on this occasion, is essentially devoted
to the issues of tax justice and governance. On behalf of his fellow senators, Themistius expressed
implicitly and skillfully his disagreement on the warmongering policy led by the sovereign, arguing that
economic and financial problems should take precedence over those of the defense against external
enemies. From Themistius’ perspective, the Roman state isn’t able anymore to provide the means for a
policy of conquest: such means also benefited small groups of individuals, while the benefits of a policy
of tax fairness and repopulation of the countryside would concern the whole of the Empire if such
measures were implemented®. Nevertheless, Themistius shall save the image of the military as an

% STEIN E. 1959: 205.

9 | disagree with HOFFMANN D. 1978: 314, who chooses March 369. The quinquennalia were indeed
celebrated at the beginning of the fifth year of reign, and not at the end of the fifth year. CHASTAGNOL A.
1980: 106. As Valens was called to join on the imperial throne his brother Valentinian in March 28, 364, the fifth
year of his reign began March 28, 368.

% See introductory note to speech n. 8 of Themistius in R. MAISANO ed. 1995.
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instrument of imperial glory. It is in this last tone that takes place a passage describing a body of mounted
archers, the flagship of Valens’ army, then the arrival of a character who, although not named, presents
several details that could remind one of Bacurius.

“Only yesterday 1 saw an army, better trained than any chorus. Homer is obviously quite outdated
in admiring Menestheus as one fit to handle infantry and cavalry. The poet did not know the ordered
movement of your phalanx, the instinctive understanding of your cavalry or those trained to live with their
weapons, not was he ever struck with joyful amazement at such a sight. He would, I believe, mock the story
of the line and the dove®, having seen the mobile archers who, leaving the reins to their steeds, shoot more
accurately than those with their feet on the ground. It is not surprising that Priam called Agamemnon blessed
for bringing so many Phrygian soldiers from Greece'. Now in your case, there is a2 man who, rejecting his
ancestral throne — and that of no obscure kingdom — comes as a wanderer to bear arms: a good omen of
victoties in the East”. 2

If Themistius doesn’t explicitly associate the two facts, it would be tempting to assume that this
ex-king or this prince, come to serve Valens, has been, someway or another, bound with a corps of
mounted archers. These archers could have been recruited by his own care, unless he was himself part
of them, maybe as a commander, such a hypothesis would bind the mounted archers in Themistius’
speech with the schola scutariorum sagittariorum appearing a decade later at the battle of Adrianople
and commissioned by Bacurius, always on behalf of Valens'®.

A future participle qualifies the position occupied by this royal prince: dopvpopricwv, “intended
to be a bodyguard [literally spear holder]”, apparently poorly compatible with the hypothesis of a body
of mounted archers. The dopvpdpog operates at the base as a Greek equivalent of the Latin protector
domesticus®, namely, an officer belonging to a privileged body attached to the service of the emperor
and his staff'®. It seems that during the 360’s there was a schola domesticorum, formerly known as
schola protectorum, bringing together the cavalry of the imperial guard'®. These Palatine scholae
consisted partly of soldiers of foreign origin'®. Admittedly, all units of elite riders were armed with
spear and shield, except the sagittarii employing bows and arrows. However, it is possible that

% In Iliad, XXII1, 850 and following, an archery competition was given on the funeral games in honor of
Patroclus, where a bird was attached by a link. Teucer missed the bird and cut through the rope with his arrow, but
Meriones won the prize for killing the bird in flight. Libanius means so that Homer would make fun of his own
story, and the exploits of Valens” mounted archery Valens would surpass those of heroes in Iliad who stood on the
floor. HEATHER P. J. and J. MATTHEWS 2004: 31 n.55.

100 1liad, 111, 164-190.

101 Themistius, Speeches, 8, §116a-c/174-175 = HEATHER P. J. and J. MATTHEWS 2004: 31, slightly
modified. See n. 56 p.31 for the identification of this character with Bacurius.

102 Ammianus Marcellinus, Roman History, XXXI, 12, 16. On the other hand, Themistius, Speeches, XV,
86-189C, evokes of the “slingers and archers” appearing in conjunction with the “contingents of Armenians and
Iberians” of the Roman army (oi cpevdoviitot kai oi To&dton 00de Apuevioy ot 008 Ippwv). In case the prince
would be not part of this unit of mounted archers when Themistios gave his speech, it is possible to simply imagine
a career development leading Bacurius to exercise successively in the scutarii and the sagittarii. We saw however
also that the formulation of Ammianus was vague enough to leave open the possibility that Bacurius ordered the
scutarii, and not the sagittarii, in the battle of Adrianople.

103 DELMAIRE R. 2008: 38.

104 BABUT E.-C. 1914: 267-269.

105 BABUT E.-C. 1914: 262-265.

106 See especially for the reign of Constantius the testimony of Ammianus Marcellinus, Roman History,
X1V, 7, 9: the protectores are cited together with scholae palatinae, scutarii and gentiles, i.e. the units of the
Palatine guard, shields-holders and “foreigners”.
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Themistius wouldn’t have used dopvgopncwv in its strict sense of “carrying the spear”, but in a more
107

generic one, to serve in the imperial guard, regardless of the weapon™".

Another decisive argument for the identification of this prince in Themistius with Bacurius: the
portrait of the man described by the orator at Marcianopolis corresponds perfectly with what is known
of Bacurius from the indications of Rufinus of Aquileia and his successors of ecclesiastical history,
because each of these documents deals with a man of royal rank come to serve the Empire in the Eastern
army. The fact that neither the precise identity of this character nor the kingdom from which he is
supposed to come are mentioned in Themistius could be explained by the fact that this information was
already known to the audience of high-ranking military officers. It is likely that this man himself
attended Themistius’ speech. If he was Bacurius, a very probable hypothesis, this would be a
confirmation of the favorable image enjoyed by this character in elite circles of the Roman East, thus
corroborating Libanius’ evidence.

Three points can be drawn up from the admittedly allusive Themistius’ indications about the
circumstances of the emigration of this royal character. The phrase “ta oxfjnTpa vVrepd®V 10 TOTPDA”,
with an aorist participle meaning literally “having looked down”, and that can be translated as “having
despised / scorned / given up the paternal scepter”, seems to suggest that the reason that led this
character to emigrate in the Empire must have more to do with a voluntary departure than a forced exile.
On the other hand, the presence of an adjective referring to the legacy of the ancestors to qualify the
royal power held by this character could mean that this man would not have the opportunity to exercise
the kingship, but that he was destinated to. Finally, the way by which Themistius praises the arrival of
this prince in the Roman army suggests that this was, at the time when the speech n. 8 was pronounced,
a recent event.

For the first two reasons given above, the possibility that this warrior of royal rank in Themistius
designates the king Sauromaces in Ammianus Marcellinus can be reasonably excluded®. Sauromaces’
fall was the upshot of Sasanian intervention during a period of Iranian supremacy in South Caucasia
after Julian’s defeat, although we cannot determine with certainty whether the departure of the Iberian
king had been or had not been included in the terms of the Treaty of Jovian with the Persians July 10,
363. One hypothesis would be to see in this passage of Themistius’ speech the praise of king Sauromaces
working to recover his throne, efforts which would eventually lead to the campaign led by Terentius in
370, However, some details in Themistius’ text don’t seem to correlate with Sauromaces’ situation.
The departure of the latter was obviously forced; as a result, the Iberian king couldn’t have “despised
the scepter of his ancestors” that he sought to recover with the help of the Romans. Moreover, the
mention of the paternal scepter would appear somewhat incongruous if it applied to a king who had
already ruled before emigrating in the Empire, which is precisely the case for Sauromaces.

The date of Sauromaces’ arrival in the Empire could be practically coincident with that of
Bacurius, even if we don’t know precisely when Sauromaces was expelled from his throne: Ammianus
Marcellinus places it at the reversal of Sapir II, after this Persian sovereign was shown to be “during
some time friend of the Romans” (cum suis paulisper nobis uisus amicus), and was interested in Armenia

107 DELMAIRE R. 2008: 40. Moreover, the fact that the official designation of the Palatine schola of
mounted archers is “Scola scutariorum sagittariorum”, “schola of scutarii and archers”, could explain this trend
of Greek authors to designate the imperial guards only as carrying spears and shields. A limit to this argument in
our case is that Themistius mentions explicitly Valens’ mounted archers and therefore could have said simply that
the prince was part of them, if it had been the case.

108 Ammianus Marcellinus, Roman History, XXVII, 12, 1-4 and 12, 15-18.

109 BAYNES N. H. 1910: 637-638, opts for 371.
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once again. In the sequence of events described by the author of the Roman History, Sauromaces’
expulsion is placed after the capture and death of the Armenian king ArSak I, tortured by the Persians
in the jails of the fortress Agabana. This capture is set commonly in 367, however, the matter is
discussed™™. It would give for the arrival of Sauromaces a possible date in 367, 368 or 369. In the case
of low dating from Norman H. BAYNES™*? — namely during Sauromaces’ expulsion in 369, the arrival
of this Iberian king would intervene after Themistius’ speech, disabling at the same time his hypothetical
identification to the royal prince mentioned by this orator.

The alternative hypothesis to see in Themistius’ royal character prince Pap™, king of Armenia
(r.367/368-374) doesn’t seem to surpass Bacurius’ track. This Pap, son of the king ArSak 11, could escape
from the besieged citadel of Artogerassa to reach Roman soil, where he was greeted by Valens, who
allowed him to reside in Neocaesarea, a city of Pontus. This episode is placed by Ammianus
Marcellinus*** in the direct continuation of the story narrating Sauromaces’ expulsion, suggesting that
these two events were almost coincident. However, as pointed out by Dietrich HOFFMANN, Pap was
only a high-ranking refugee who obviously was not hired as a bodyguard in the imperial service™.
Consequently, if the royal prince in Themistius can be identified with Bacurius, his arrival in the Empire
can be dated to 367 or during the first three months of the year 368. If one accepts that the arrival of
Bacurius occurred shortly after the Persian intervention drove Sauromaces from his throne in favor of
Aspacures, we could interpret it as a sign of a migration of Iberian pro-Roman elites fleeing the new

plan introduced by pro-Sasanian elites supported by the Persians.

Epic Histories allege that around 370, shortly before the restoration of Sauromaces’ power and
the partition of Iberia, sparapet Musel, a sympathizer of the Romans, led a campaign against what should
be supporters of the Sasanians in South Caucasia. Now in this campaign, Muset “seized and beheaded
the bdeasx of Gugark*, who had formerly served the king of Armenia and subsequently revolted”*°. It
is highly probable to locate the reasons of this reversal operated by the bidax$ of Somxit’i / Gugark* in
the particular context of 367-368, marked by the fall of the allies of Rome in Armenia with the capture
of Ar3ak 11, as well as in lberia by the exile of Sauromaces'’. The Armeno-K’art’velian marchland from
which Bacurius left had therefore tipped in the pro-Sasanian camp as it changed allegiance for
Aspacures’ protection. The chances are high that some members of this pro-Roman Caucasian elite,
notably Bacurius in Gugark*® / Somxit’i marchland, were reluctant to see their territory exposed to the
appetites of the pro-Sasanian parties emerging especially in the monarchy of Mc’xet’a, and would have
sought a necessary support to counter the risks of destabilization induced by political and military
changes in South Caucasia at the end of the 360’s. Bacurius’ arrival in the imperial army thus occurs at
a crossroads in the Iberian history when the question arises of a new Roman intervention in the Caucasus
to overthrow King Aspacures protected by the Sasanians. The testimony of Themistius evokes implicitly
the presence of Iberian protagonists enjoying a close relationship with the community leaders of the
imperial Court of the East, able to influence the foreign policy of the Romans.

Beside these casual factors, cultural features can be detectable in what appears to be a real family
tradition for sending young Iberian nobles to the imperial Court in order to receive an education for

110 See the chronology of Arsacid sovereigns’ reigns in Armenia delivered by LANG D. M. 1983: 517-
518.

11 BAYNES N. H. 1910: 636 refuses to date this event before late 368 or even the beginning of 369.

12 BAYNES N. H. 1910: 637.

113 About this Pap, see JONES A. H. M. and alii 1971: 665-666.

14 Ammianus Marcellinus, Roman History, XXVII, 12, 5-10.

115 HorFMANN D. 1978: 307-318.

116 Epic Histories, V, 15 = N. G. GARSOIAN transl.: 201, very slightly modified.

17 Ammianus Marcellinus, Roman History, XXVII, 12, 1-4.
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fighting and ruling. A network seems to be implemented on at least three generations from Bacurius,
including Subarmachios, Pharsamanios and Nabarnugios. Even if we know clear links only between
these last two characters, respectively great-uncle and nephew, it is not impossible to see in this
succession the testimony of a longer chain of intergenerational solidarity, in that a young Iberian
performing his military training path would be supported upon arrival in the Empire by an older relative

occupying a higher rank, taking on the role of guardian (3%®wgero, mzrdeli) or foster father

(0585004939, mamamzuze), a typically Iranian educational institution*'®. As for the Romans, they could

find a pool of senior officers, talented and loyal, able to ensure the recruitment and management of
auxiliary units whose composition may have been ethnically dominated, and whose expertise was
recognized and appreciated in the Roman army. The fact that these princes have likely received an
education of the letters, including Greek, the main language of communication with Armazian in Iberia,
was also sure to please the refined elites of the Roman East.

It is difficult to draw all the conclusions about Bacurius’ background and identity with certainty.
The numerous homonyms concerning this name as well as the gaps in our documentation complicated
the demonstration aimed to identify the same figure and distinguish it from that of other Caucasian
princes. Nevertheless, the Bacurius frequented by Rufinus and Libanius would have every chance to
designate a unique character, having served in the Roman army in the last third of the fourth century,
before falling during the Battle of the Frigidus. In any case, there is no definitive evidence, in my
opinion, to demonstrate that there would have been rather several Bacurius having gained such notoriety
in the Empire. On the other hand, the man who reported the story of the conversion of the Iberians is
properly distinguished from the Armeno-K’art’velian bidax3es and Iberian kings active in the early
decades of the fifth century. If Sauromaces and Pap could return to their homeland in 370 with the
expedition led by the dux Terentius, Bacurius did not go back to his country, possibly for the greatest
happiness of the historian, who otherwise may not have known the story of the conversion of the Iberians
transcribed by Rufinus of Aquileia and his successors. Whatever it is, the most memorable of Bacurius’
legacies remains without doubt this figure of the captiua, modestly hatched in this first story, from which
a long and rich tradition developed into the cycle of St. Nino.
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Revaz Kvirkvaia
ARTIFACTS FROM LEGHVANI

The village Leghvani is located in west Georgia, Imereti, Kharagauli municipality. In 1978, ar-
tifacts and human bones were accidentally found during the agricultural activities in the place
called “Vefkhvadzeebis Gora” (NW part of village). The artifacts are now preserved in Kharagauli
municipal museum and are known as Leghvani hoard, however, they apparently belonged to the

grave assemblage.

The collection consists of 55 items, 54 of them were made of bronze and one from silver (statu-
ettes of wild goat, deer, bull, rams, and uncertain animals (PI. lll. Photo 19-25); also pendants (PI.
-1 (1-179); 2 (179); 21 (178); 11,12 (177); 24 (477); 13 (185); IV-37 (1-167. Photo 1-6; 11), ear ring (PI.
[-20), finger ring (PI. -8 (183); 23 (184). Photo 7-8), fibulae (PI. I-16 (185); 17 (185); 19 (185). Photo
12), belt-buckles(Pl. Il, Photo 13-15), mace-head(PI.1-10 (173). Photo 17-18), and the artifacts of un-
certain function (PI. I-9 (6960); 4 (6961); 22 (6958); 14 (6959); IlI-33 (6702).). Taking into account the

parallels of these artifacts, the collection can be dated to the 2"-3' cent. AD.

The region is rich with casually found artifacts (some of them are preserved at Kharagauli mu-
nicipal museum) and archaeological sites of above mentioned period. It should be noted that dur-
ing the first centuries AD the region was an important, frontier part of strong Iberian kingdom and
was supposedly ruled by king's governor (Pitiaxes). The burials of these high ranked officials with
rich grave assemblages were found in the beginning of the 20™ century, near the v. Leghvani, in the
v. Bori (most of artifacts are preserved in Hermitage, St. Petersburg, Russia). Nevertheless, archaeo-

logical excavations were not conducted here.

The region ruled by Pitiaxes could be divided into smaller units (supposedly small river gorges),
which should have their rulers too. The village Leghvani s located in such small gorge - Leghvanula,

which, according to its location, could be the center of such micro-region.

The social differentiation in Georgia of the first centuries AD is reflected on burial inventory. Def-
initely, Leghvani collection cannot be considered as a burial inventory of the highest state officials,

but is not a property of poor. Supposedly it could belong to the aristocracy of this micro-region.

One more artifact, casually found in the vicinity of Leghvani fortress and preserved in Kharagauli
municipal museum is the bronze open socketed spear, dated to the Late Bronze- Early Iron Age
(photo 35). To the same period belongs the Colchian bronze axe preserved in the Georgian Na-
tional Museum also found in the vicinity of Leghvani (photo 36).In addition, in the place called
“Tkhmelnaris seril” (SW part of the village) the stone walls of a big settlement are preserved. Here

Late Bronze Age and Medieval period pottery was found during the field surveys.

In conclusion, we can say that the v. Leghvani is an interesting place in archaeological point of

view and its excavations can give an interesting information about the ancient history of Georgia.
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Illustrations:

Pl.1-1(1-179). Bronze pendant; 2. (179). Bronze pendant; 3. (180). Bronze spear; 4. (6961).Bronze
stem;5. (181).Bronze bracelet; 6. (1-182). Bronze ring; 7. (1-182). Bronze ring.

Pl Il - 8 (183). Bronze ring; 9 (6960); Fragment of bronze artifact; 10 (173). Bronze mace; 11 (177).
Bronze pendant; 12 (177). Bronze pendant; 13 (185). Bronze pendant ; 14 (6959). Bronze pendant
; 15 (6957 Fragment of bronze buckle.

PL 11l - 16 (185). Bronze Phibula ; 17 (185). Bronze Phibula ; 18 (185). Bronze Phibula (Fragment) ; 19
(185). Bronze Phibula; 20 (6962). Bronze ear-ring ; 21 (178). Bronze pendant; 22 (6958). Bronze stem
; 23 (184). Bronze finger-ring ; 24 (477). Bronze pendant ;

PI. IV - 25 (1-1). Bronze buckle ; 26 (1-164). Bronze buckle; 27 (165).

Pl. V- 28 (1-169). The statuette of deer, bronze; 29 (1-170). The statuette of ram, bronze; 30 (1-168).
The statuette of unidentified animal, bronze; 31 (1-145). The statuette of ox, bronze; 32 (1-172).The
statuette of wild goat’s head, bronze; 32 (6702). The fragment of unidentified artifact, bronze; 34
(1-173). The statuette of wild goat’s head, bronze; 35 (1-171). The statuette of ram, bronze;

PI.VI-36 (1-166). Disc-shaped silver artifact; 37 (1-167). Bronze pendant ;
Pl. VII - 38(1-534). Bronzespear ; 39(16-51 :1) Bronze axe.
Photos:

1. Bronze pendants (Leghvani) ; 2. Bronze pendant (Leghvani) ; 3. Bronze pendant (Leghvani) ;
4, Bronze pendant (Leghvani) ; 5. Bronze pendants (Leghvani) ; 6.B Bronze pendant ((Leghvani)
; 7. 26 (1-164). Bronze finger-ring (Leghvani); 8. Bronze finger-ring (Leghvani); 9. Bronze bracelet
(Leghvani); 10. Bronze ring (Leghvani); 11. Bronze pendant (Leghvani); 12. Bronze Phibulae (Legh-
vani); 13.Bronze buckle (Leghvani); 14.Bronze buckle (Leghvani); 15.Bronze buckle ((Leghvani);
16.Fragment of bronze buckle (Leghvani); 17.B Bronze mace (Leghvani); 18.Bronze mace (Legh-
vani); 19.Statuettes of deer, bronze (Leghvani); 20. The statuette of ram, bronze (Leghvani); 21.The
statuette of ram, bronze (Leghvani); 22.The statuette of wild goat’s head, bronze (Leghvani); 23.
The statuette of ram, bronze (Leghvani); 24.The statuette of ox, bronze (Leghvani); 25.The statuette
of unidentified animal, bronze (Leghvani); 26.The fragment of unidentified artifact, silver (Legh-
vani); 27. Pot, Clay ( Bori); 28. Jug, clay (Bori); 29. Bronze buckle (Ghoresha); 30.Bronze buckle (Qroli);
31. Bronze Phibula; (Ghoresha); 32. Bronze buckle (Vakhani); 33.The fragment of pot, clay (Chrdili);
34.The statuette of ram, bronze with stibium (Lashe). 35. Bronze ring (Leghvani); 36. Bronze axe

(Leghvani).
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Goderdzi Narimanishvilli

POTTERY OF 7TH CENTURY BC-7TH CENTURY AD FROM EAST GEORGIA

The article refers to the technology of production, chronology, typological classification and
stylistic characteristics of pottery of 7" century BC - 7™ century AD from east Georgia, where 27

species of pottery were distinguished.

Main typological ranges and the development of shapes of vessels are discussed in the arti-
cle. On the basis of formal-typological classification and compatibility of typological ranges; also
shapes, technology and ornamentation of vessels 9 chronological groups were distinguished
among the pottery of 7" century BC — 7t century AD. The formal-typological classification made
clear which species and types of vessels were characteristic for each chronological group; the area

of their spreading and the line of development.

According to their function following main groups can be distinguished: household, kitchen-

ware, tableware, vessels for traveling and ritual vessels.

This is the first part of the article, the second one will be published in the next issue of the Jour-

nal.

*X¥

Giorgi Makharadze
IBERIA-COLCHIS IN THE DIADOCHOI ERA

In the summer of 323BC Alexander the Great suddenly died. Thisled to the collapse of hisgreat
Empire.In theautumn of 323 BC MediaAtropatene became independent. In the spring of 322 a
revolt broke out in Armenia. It was led by the high priest of Armavir Aramazd temple - Magi Mer-
gam, a former Satrapy Orontes of Darius lll Armenia (Armenian Ervand, Georgian lared-laredos-
larvand) and Ardoardy. According to the old historical tradition, he was married to the sister of
the last Hayk king Vahe (who did not have an heir) and claimed the Armenian throne. The rebels,
led by Ardoard and Magi Mergam, expelled Neoptolemos from Armenia, who was appointed as

Satrapy of Armenia by the Empire regent. He found refuge in Cappadocia.

Thus, eventhe nominal government of the Macedonians fellin Armeniaandinthecountry of
Alarodians. During the rebellion, two “big” people living in Satrapy of Armenia - Matienes and
Saspers, did not appear. In respect of Matienes, we can say thatin the spring 322 BC positions
of the Macedonians were still sufficiently strong to completely lose the control on “The Royal

Road”, which was the main highway of the Empire. It is notaccidental that the south-west part
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of Armenia, in particular Mati ena eventually became a part of Seleucid Kingdom called the Sa-

trapy of Ar menia. As for Saspers, they are mentioned in the sources before the revolt.

According to Strabo, Alexander the Great sent his commander Molon to Svispirit, who was
defeated and killed in the battle. The Armenian uprising was organized after Magius Mergam,
Ardoard and Orontes had united. How did Saspers manage to start a revolt without allies and
defeat Macedonians? Such a change in the balance of forces must have been caused by the
migration of Meskhetians, which happened afterthe battle of Gaugamela in 331-325 BC in vac-
uum of the Macedonian government. Of course, it was a pure venture. Objectively, there was
no force in the Empire capable of opposing Perdiccas (Royal Army). However, the Diadochi

period was the timeof adventurers.

Azo, who according to old Georgian historical tradition led the migration of Meskhetians, is
exactly this type of person and Alexander the Great’s hetairos (Patrick). Apparently, in 325 BC,
whenAlexander the Great appointed Persian Mihdrate asthe Satrap of Armenia, Azo was ready
for a war and did not obey him. This was followed by a punitive expedition (not later than in
the spring of 323BC), which ended in defeat. But, what wasthelife of heteiros withoutluck?The
death of Alexander the Great in 323 BC and the loss of Armenia and the country of Alarodians
in the spring of 322 BC showed that the risk wasjustified. Although Neoptolemeus managed to

recover positions in Armenia, but he could notfind time for Saspers.

During the internecine he supported Perdicca’s opponents, because he hoped that Evmen
Cappadocia, Paphlagonia and the Black Sea exitwould remain to him. Thus, the army marched
to Cappadocia. But, in the spring of 321 BC Evmen prevailed and Neoptolemeus was killed
in the battle. Ardoard announced himself as the king of Armenia and the country of Alarody
becameindependent as well. In 219 BC, after Antipater’s death, anew internal war broke outin
the Empire, during which Ardoard supported Antigon. He had no other choice. Antigone was
in Asia Minor with his huge army and represented a real threat. “The Georgian” supported Ev-
men, who had been granted the right of recognition of local dynasty king by the royal family. It
was determinant for the “Georgian”. During the existence of Armenian kingdom Antigon did

not represent a real threat.
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Ana Gabunia

ROMAN ENGRAVED GEMS FROM THE COLLECTION OF
GEORGIAN NATIONAL MUSEUM

The article is the sixth volume of glyptic materials from the Collection of Georgian National
Museum. The Catalogue includes 24 Roman gems dated to the 1t -4" centuries AD. Gems are pre-
served in the glyptic department of Simon Janashia State Museum. Part of the collection of these
gems comes from the excavations (Mtskheta Tomb, Mtsketa-Samtavro, Urbnisi, Tkhoti cemetery, Jin-

vali cemetery), while the other part is found by accident.

Glyptic materials are dated according to their style of engraving, shape of the ring and other
materials found in the grave. The depictions of the intaglios are defined, which helps us to find out
which deities were popular, what symbols were used in a daily life and how people from Georgia

followed the fashion of roman society in 1t -4t centuries AD.

lllustrations:

Pic 1. Inv. #28-51:15. Intaglio, garnet, with the depiction of Apollo. Mtskheta Tomb.

Pic 2. Inv. #1118. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of dog. Mtskheta, Samtavro.

Pic 3. Inv. #1117. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of Nemesis. Mtskheta, Samtavro.
Pic4.Inv. # 1119. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of Asclepius. Mtskheta, Samtavro.

Pic 5a. Inv. # 1150. Intaglio, nicolo, with the depiction of portrait. Mtskheta, Samtavro.

Pic 6a. Inv. #1115. Intaglio, garnet, with the depiction of mask. Mtskheta, Samtavro.

Pic 7. Inv. #1265. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of horse in chariot. Mtskheta, Samtavro.
Pic 8. Inv. #1000. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of portrait. found by accident in Kareli.
Pic 9. Inv. #1113. Intaglio, garnet, with the depiction of portrait. Mtskheta, Samtavro.

Pic 10a. Inv. #1112. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of Eros. Mtskheta, Samtavro.

Pic 11. Inv. #1116, Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of dolphin and fish. Mtskheta, Samtavro.
Pic 12a. Inv. #1120. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of krater. Mtskheta, Samtavro.

Pic 13.Inv. #1202. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of hand. Urbnisi.

Pic 14.Inv. #1203. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of ears of wheat. Urbnisi.

Pic 15a. Inv. #1134, Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of two-clasped hand. Thilisi.

Pic 16. Inv. #1001. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of goddess. Found by accident in Ruisi.

Pic 17. Inv. #1221. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of two-clasped hand. Found by accident

in Tskneti.
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Pic 18a. Inv. #1198. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of two-clasped hand. Urbnisi.

Pic 19a. Inv. #1199. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of horse. Urbnisi.

Pic 20a. Inv. #1200. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of krater with ears of wheat. Urbnisi.

Pic 21a. Inv. #1201. Intaglio, glass, with the depiction of Hermes. Urbnisi.

Pic 22a. Inv. # 1228. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of Nemesis. Jinvali cemetery, 1971.

Pic 23a. Inv. #999. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of Athena. Found by accident in Sagaredjo.

Pic 24a. Inv. #1223. Intaglio, cornelian, with the depiction of Hermes. Tkhoti cemetery.

*¥k%

Davit Lomitashvili, Besik Lortkifanidze, Nikoloz Murghulia, Paul Everill, lan Colvin

FORTRESS OF KHUNTSI

The village of Khuntsi is located in the Martvili municipality of Samegrelo, western Georgia, on
the west bank of the Tskhenistskali River, on the road that links Martvili, Khoni and Kutaisi. A few
short sections of wall on Kukiti Hill (known locally as ‘Najikhu’, translating roughly from Mingrelian
as ‘ruins (remains) of a castle’) indicate the presence of a fortress. Six years ago, the installation
of amobile phone mast and associated infrastructure without consultation with the appropriate
archaeological agencies revealed and damaged archaeological structures. Animal bone and frag-
ments of pottery were retrieved, and are currently stored in the school in Khuntsi. It was informa-
tion from a local school teacher, Zoya Gadelia, that led the Anglo-Georgian Expedition to Nokal-

akevi to investigate the site in 2015.

Agathias of Myrina or Scholasticus, a sixth-century Byzantine historian, is among those who
described military engagements in west Georgia in AD 542 between Byzantium and its Laz al-
lies on the one side, and the Sassanid Persian Empire on the other. It was part of a confrontation
that lasted for more than 20 years, and contemporaneous accounts describe it as the ‘Great War of
Egrisi'. Agathias refers several times to the fortress of Onoguris, which was strategically important
to both the Byzantines and the Iranians, and he notes this as the ancient name of the place, known

as Hagios Stephanos in his day (Stepantsminda in Georgian, Saint Stephen in English).

In the 1980s, the Nokalakevi expedition undertook archaeological excavations at Abedati for-
tress, in the Martvili district, and publications linked the site with Onoguris. In recent years, this
issue was discussed by A. Pailodze, who, in studying the work of Agathias and the geographic de-
scriptions, stated that it was impossible to identify Abedati with Onoguris because of the distance
from Kutaisi. He also noted that the mountain ridge of Unagira begins at the border with Imereti,
near the village of Matkhoji on the opposite bank of the River Tskhenistsqgali from the hill of upper

Khuntsi, known as ‘Najikhu’. Pailodze reported some standing remains on the hill at Khuntsi, which

199



he suggested might be the remains of Onoguris, but he did not excavate.

An archaeological evaluation, through the excavation of four test pits, was undertaken by a
small team from the Anglo-Georgian Expedition to Nokalakevi in 2015, referring to the site as
Khuntsistsikhe (‘the fortress of Khuntsi’). The initial aim was to examine archaeological layers inside
the possible fortress, to study the stratigraphy and to retrieve finds in order to determine a site
chronology. Investigation of the site was significantly expanded in 2016, with five trenches de-
signed to shed further light on the structural remains indicated by the test pits. This archaeological
work revealed more information on the size and scale of the fortifications, exposing a 25m-length
of wall along the northern edge of the crown of the hill. Excavations also produced a large number
of fragmentary fifth- to sixth-century ceramics, including amphorae, dergi (cooking vessels), pithoi

(large storage vessels) and ceramic building material.

A trench at the top of the hill revealed a hydraulic mortar floor with a finely ground ceramic
pozzolan— an additive that produced a more durable, waterproof surface—contained within fur-
ther substantial stone walls. To the west of this building, an adult male skeleton was revealed. He
had been buried in a supine position, with the head to the west and the arms crossed across his
abdomen. Within the adjacent building, areas of tiled surface survived, as did four fragments of
rectangular column bases. When a small hole unexpectedly appeared in the floor of this building,
it was possible to observe elements of a vaulted space underneath. It is certainly conceivable that,
rather than representing a tower within the fortress as was first thought, this building was a chapel
with a vaulted crypt.

lllustrations:

Pic. 1. The territory of Khuntsi fortress aerial photo.

Pic. 2. Remains of octagonal structure.

Pic. 3. The burial revealed under the floor of the structure.

Pic. 4. Fragments of north wall of the fortress.

Pic. 5. Ceramic containers from north part of the fortress.

Pic. 6. Building ceramics from the structure in the citadel

Pic. 7. The view from Khuntsi fortress to the east — r. Tskhenistskali gorge and mountain Khvamli.
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Vakhtang Sharberashvili, Giorgi Chaduneli
ARTIFACTS OF CLASSICAL PERIOD FROM KASPI MUSEUM

The archaeological collection of Kaspi municipal museum is rich and includes the items of all
periods (from stone Age to Medieval Period). The artefacts of Classical Period (5" century BC - 4t
century AD) are also represented in the Collection. The article briefly reviews some interesting items
of Classical Period preserved in Kaspi municipal museum (for the list see illustrations).

Illustrations:

Pl I - 1,2. Fragments of red painted pythoses from Tsikhiagora; 3. Red painted jug from
v.Akhaltsikhe; 4. Cattle-like jug, clay, Tvaladi ; 5. Flask, wattle from flax, Kavtiskhevi, Sakaraulo seri
burial ground; 6. Red painted jug from Kaspi; 7. Red painted smallpot from Kaspi; 8.Vessel with conic
bottom from Kaspi;

PlLII - 1. Gilt silver disk from Sasireti; 2.Silver neck-ring from Sasireti; 3. Pear-shaped jug, clay, from
Sasireti; 4. The depiction on the jug from Sasireti;

PI Il - The sculpture of Dyonisus from Kodistkaro;
PI IV - Bronze oinochoia from Zemo Khandaki;
PIV - 1,2. Bronze Buckle from Gostibe; 3,4. Silver bowl from Gostibe;

PIVI - 1-3. Golden adornments from Okami; 4. Silver rhython from Khovle.

*¥%

Ketevan Ramishvili, Zebede Shatberashvili

RICH BURIALS OF LATE ROMAN PERIOD FROM THE V. OKAMI

In 1974 in the south-western extremity of the village Okami (Central Georgia, Kaspi municipali-
ty) a large quadrangular tomb (# 1) was accidentally discovered during earthworks. Small scaled
archaeological excavations were undertaken here during the same year. The trench near the recent
find revealed another tomb (# 2). In the tomb # 1 one deceased was buried. It was built of flat lime-
stone slabs (measuring 2,1 X 0,75 m.).

The burial assemblage included golden finger-ring, golden ear-ring with pearls and unidentified
golden item. In the second burial man and women were buried. The tomb was roofed by limestone
slabs and the walls were built of cobblestones (measuring 2, 3 X- 2,35 m.). The burial assemblage
of grave #2 included golden medallion, golden coin of the Roman Emperor Diocletian, two pairs of
golden ear-rings with pearls and a glass unguentarium. The Aureus of Diocletian gives a Terminus
Post Quem, which is the beginning of the 4™ century AD.
lllustrations:

1-5.The grave assemblage of tomb # 2;
6-8. The grave assemblage of tomb # 1.
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Nutsa Kipiani
THE RED FIGURE CRATER

The aim of this article is to publish the calyx crater from the collection of red figure vases kept
in the fund of West European Art of the Georgian National Art Museum. Despite of being out of
archaeological context it deserves an interest thanks to its high artistic value. On one side (A) of the
crater the three figure dionysiac scene is depicted, on the other side (B) we see two figure compo-
sition of the so-called palestra theme. The comparable study of the crater leads us to assume that
this vessel can be dated to the middle of the IV cent. B.C.

*¥%

Marine Pirtskhalava
BOUTEROLLE FROM THE SETTLEMENT OF TRELIGOREBI

The bone bouterolle was discovered over the course of archaeological field work in 2005 at
the settlement of Treligorebi (NW part of Thilisi) in the layer which dates from the 2™ half of the
7t -6 . BC. Itis a scabbard chape of an oblong shape, on both sides of which figures of antitethi-
cal felines are carved. The animals are represented in profile, they are laying in the characteristic
posture, stretched over the bended legs. The study of the shape of the bouterolle, as well as of the
postures, of the composition and of the style of feline figures has shown, that the bouterolle from
Treligorebi is one of the earliest specimens of felines images interpreted in the specific Scythian
manner; stylistically they are close to images of felines on various objects from Ziwiye and despite
the variety of compositions and postures, evince a stylistic unity with them; at the same time these
feline figures bear features which lead us to the world of Luristan bronzes.

lllustrations:
Pl. 1. The bone bouterolle from Treligorebi: side A and B, photographs and drawings.

PL.1l. 1-5.The scabbard chapes of so-called half-oval shape with feline figures. 6. The bone so-called
divider from Kelermes. 7-11. The feline images on the items from Ziwiye. 12. The gold bouterolle
with antitethical felines’' fugures. 13. The bronze scabbard chape from Fascau. 14. The bone chape

from Karmir-Blour.

PL. lll. 15. Bone items in shape of birds with hyperbolical eye and curved beak. 16. Bronze horse-
shoe shaped item with feline figure from Jhurovka. 17. The bone spoon with felines’ figure from
Darevka. 18.The bone handle of knife with felines’ figure from Malgobek.

Pl. IV. 19-24. The feline figures from the world of Luristan Bronzes. 25. The so-called cock-heads

adorning felines figures frm Luristan.
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