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ABSTRACT

In 2016 “Marin Drinov’, the publishing house of the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, printed the volumi-
nous monograph “The Protobulgar Cemetery at Balchik”. This book is a result of the efforts of Prof. Lyudmila
Doncheva-Petkova, its leading author, and her team, that excavated singlehandedly this important for Medieval
Europe site in 2004-2008. This publication will clarify some facts, the reasons for their interpretation and their
cultural and ethnic identification by following the structure and the content of the book. This is done without
the slightest intention of casting a shadow or diminishing the value of what has been achieved.
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B cpeaara na XIX B., koraro Pomantusmsr B EBpomna naxussiBa MocACAHUTE CH ACCETHAETHUS, B
Msrouna Ipycnst ce paskaa €AUH M3CACAOBATEA, YUUTO YOKACHUS, IO CHAATA HA ,HCTOPUYECKATA
HeH30eKHOCT, 1Ie OKaXaT 3HAYMTEAHO BAMSHHE BBPXY CBPOICHCKATa APXCOAOTHS B CACABALLO-
TO cToAeTHe. B Hskoako mpuxu Ouorpadure Ha I'ycradp Kocuna Hu npeacrasst nporuBopednsa,
CbC CAOXKEH XKUTEHCKH ITbT, AHYHOCT, KbM KOSITO AHAAM3ATOPHUTE HA TBOPYECTBOTO MY AODABSIT olrje
crienupUIHNUSL, TPOBOKATHBEH U IIOACMUYCH MaHHEP Ha HeroBoTo uspasssate (Veit 2000, 40-42).
MaanyHa OT ChBPEMEHHHIIUTE My OCTaBaT PABHOAYLIHU KBM HAITUCAHOTO OT HETO U AOPH €AUH OT
Hal-U3SBEHUTE MY HAEOAOTHYeCKH ONOHeHTH — ¢bp ['opabH Yaiias — ¢ Ha MHeHue, ye B HEMCKATa
apXCOAOTHA HE CBILECTBYBA APyra TOAKOBA 3aIIOMHSIINA CE AMYHOCT, YMHTO IIPUHOCH MOTAT Ad Ce
cpasusiBat camo ¢ Tesn Ha Ockap Monteanyc (uur. mo Veit 2000, 41).

OcseH, e € cpea OCHOBOIIOAOXKHHUIIUTE HA KYATYPHO-HCTOPHUYECKATA IIKOAA ChC CBOSITA KOHIIEI-
LM 32 ,KYATyPHHUTE IPOBUHIUH , KOCHHA H HErOBOTO TBOPYECTBO HAH-YECTO CE COYAT KATO IIPUMEP
3a moAuTHYecKaTa (3A0)ynoTpeba ¢ apXeOAOrHsTa BbB BPEMETO Ha HALIMOHAA-COLMAAM3MA, 4 M Ha
APYTH TOTAAUTAPHHU PEKUMH.

[ToBeue OT Bek caeA MyOAMKYBAaHETO HA €AHA OT HaH-IONMyAsipHUTE My MoHorpaduu, Kocuna
Ce IIOMHU OT CETAIIHUTE ITOKOACHUS TAABHO C €AHO OT IIOAOXKCHMSTA B CBOSTA KOHLICIILIMA: ,,SlcHO
AePUHHMPAHUTE APXCOAOTHMYECKH APEaAU CHOTBETCTBAT 0€3 ChMHEHHE HA APEAAMTE HA OTACAHH
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HAPOAH HAU maemena“ (Kossina 1911, 3), a e ot cBos CTpaHa — Ha HICTOPUYIECKH AOKYMEHTHPAHHTE
(eTHnyecku) rpynu’.

Ao magasoro Ha XXI B. He MAAKO NPEACTABUTEAH HA €BPOICHCKATA APXCOAOTHsI IIOAAraT
ycuAUSL A2 51 0cBO60AAT oT ,AemoHa Ha Kocuna® (uut. mo Curta 2008, 163). Karo nsnoassa B
AOKa3aTEACTBO KOHKPETEH apxeoaorndecku marepuas, Cebacruan Bparep npasu onut Aa paspean
APXEOAOTHYECKOTO OT UCTOPUYECKOTO 3HAHUE U TOBA 'O BOAH AO 3aKAIOUCHHETO, Y€ OMPEACASTHETO
Ha ,,eTHUYECKATa MACHTHYHOCT € OTBbA Bb3MOXKHOCTUTE Ha apxeosorusTa” (Brather 2002, 175)%

Cxopo caea cmpprrana Kocuna, HeroBusT AeMoH, ako usnoassame Metadgopara Ha Kypra, sarmousa
Ad Ce BBIIABTSBA B PA3AUYHU »,AUIIA", KOUTO B CTPaHHUTE OT EBpOmeiicKst HTOK ce SIBSBAT OCHOBOIIO-
AOXHHIIHM Ha T.Hap. apXecoAorudecka ucropus. HefiHute npuBbp)KeHHUIH, TPEAMHO B TOraBaIIHH
CbBETCKH CBI03, OCMHCAST APXCOAOTHATA KATO IIOMOIIHA UCTOPHYECKA AMCIIUITAHHA, YHSATO OCHOBHA
33Aa4a € ,PEKOHCTPYKIUATA HA HCTOPUIECKOTO MUHAAO BbB BCUYKH HETOBU ACTIIEKTH (KAeﬁH 1993,
39). Cpea OTAHYHTCAHUTE XapPaKTEPHCTUKU Ha APXCOAOTHIECKATa HCTOPHSL ca cAabo paspaboTeHusT
HOHSATHEH AIlapaT ¥ METOAOAOTUSATA, 3aMMCTBAHA IPEAUMHO OT APYTH ASAOBE HA HCTOPHYECKATA
Hayka — usBoposHanuero u erHorpaduara (Kaeitn 1993, 39). Kopenure Ha apxeosoruyeckara
HCTOpUSL OOMKHOBEHO C€ MOCTABAT B AOPCBOAIOLIMOHHHUS IEpHOA, Korato Aaekcanasp Crnuuun
3aI104Ba A2 KAPTHPA Pa3SAMYHHU TUIIOBE O0CLIH, IPOU3XOXKAALIM OT PAHHOCPEAOBEKOBHHU IpoboBe, 3a
Aa MAeHTHHLMpPa crioMeHaTUTe B ,,] ToBecTh BpeMeHHBIX AT IAeMeHa. Taka TOM, NpUOAU3UTEAHO
no epHo u cbiio Bpeme ¢ KocuHa, msaara xumoresara, 4e KapTUPaHHUTE KYATYPHH IIPOBHHIIMU
CHOTBETCTBAT Ha obuTaBasuTe ru eTHudecku rpynu (Kypra 2009, 33).

OcHoBHoO B nepuoaa 50-te — 60-te roanHu Ha XX B. KaTO ASIA HA aPXEOAOTHYECKATA UCTOPHS
ce pasBHBA T.HAP. APXCOAOTUYECKA CTHOTCHETHKA, KOSTO AOCTHIA CBOSI AIIOreH C aPXCOAOTHYECKOTO
npoyuBaHe Ha ckuTuTe U caapsHute. C Hero e cBbp3aHa W WHpoKata ynorpeba (mpes Bropara
noaoBuHa Ha XX B. MHOTO M3BBH rpanunute Ha CBHBETCKMA CbI03) HA MOHSTHUETO ,eTHHYECKO
sHaucHHe Ha KyatypHuTe cxoactBa® (Kaeiin 1993, 43). Hsxoako ca OCHOBHHTE 3apadn Ha
»APXCOAO3UTE HA CTHOTCHE3a": yCTAHOBSIBAHETO Ha [IOS(BATA HA APXCOAOTMYECKHUTE KYATYPH, TSIXHATA
reHeTHYecKa BPb3Ka (KOATO € M reHeTHYecKa Bpbh3Ka Ha €THOCHTE), TEXHUS YIIAAbK U TpaHcpopma-
LMSTA UM B HOBU TakuBa. B TO3M CMHChA KOMIIOHEHTHTE Ha BCSIKA KYATYpa ce pasbupar KaTo eTHH-
veckn npusHauy (Kacitn 1993, 44), u ce M3M0A3BAT 32 04EPTABAHETO HA PASANMHU CTHUICCKH apea-
an. TTak B TOBa BpeMe, ChC CAHKIIMATA Ha CHBETCKATA HAI[MOHAAHA IIOAUTHKA, 3aII0YBA AA CC PA3BHBA
Olle €AHA KOHLEMLHsI, KOSITO ¢ BPEMETO e MPUAODOHE IIOYTH CHIIUTE MUTOAOTUYHH M3MEPECHHUS,
KaKBHUTO U ACTEHAAPHHUS pas3ka3d 3a APrOHAaBTUTE U 3AATHOTO PyHO. ABe ca OCHOBHHTE ,,CIOKETHH
AUHUH", KOUTO B PaHHOCPEAHOBEKOBHATA apxeoArorust opmupar T.Hap. KaBkasku mut: eaHara, ue
paitonst Ha CeBepen u Llentpasen KaBkas e o6uraBaH oT eTHHYECKH XOMOTCHHA OOIIHOCT, YUUTO
KOPEHHU MOTaT Ad CE IIPOCACAST AO MPAUCTOPUYECKUTE IIEPHOAH, H APYTaTa — 4€ B CPEAATA HA Ta3U
MOHOAHMTHA IPyIIa OT XOPa CACABA A2 CE ThPCAT MPEKUTE NpeAlu Ha peanna kyatypu (Gadjiev, et al.
2007, 122-124). Cpea T4X, KaKTO ILie CTaHe SICHO II0-AOAY, ¢ U Tasu Ha [ IppBoTo 61>Arapc1<o IJApCTBO.

IIpes 70-tre ropumnu Ha XX B., KOraro Ha H3TOK 3allO¥BA ,€pPaTa HA PAa3MPassiBAHETO U
,MaTepuasHara ¢opma Ha apTeaKTHUTE 3aII09Ba Ad TyOH CBOETO HcTOpHIecKo chabpkanue” (Kaerin
1993, 36), or 3amap HABa BAHATA Ha ,HOBUTE apxeoA03u’, KosiTo aoctura Ao Llentpasna EBpoma.
I'Tax B ToBa Bpeme B bparapus ce mosiBsiBa eAHa BHyIIHTEAHA MOHOrpadust — ,CAaBsHE 1 npa61)Arap1/1
no aanHu Ha Hekponoante VI — XI B.“ Cropep aBropa it — JKuska Bexaposa xuurara nma epna
OCHOBHA LI€A — AQ PEILIH ,[I0 APXCOAOTHIECKH BT ,IpOOAEMATA 32 CTHOTCHE3HCa Ha ObArapcKus
HapoA” (BT;)KaPOBa 1976,5). Yacr or HelinuTe TEOPETUYHH IIOCTAHOBKH BKAIOYBA U TOBA, Y€ ,AAACHA
APXCOAOTHIECKA KYATYPA MOXKE Ad CE € PASIIMPHUAA HAH PAasIIaAHAAA HA HAKOAKO POACTBEHH KYATYPH,
«ey AQ CE € CMECHAQ HAH AOPH AQ € ACUMUAHPAHA OT APYTH KYATYPH, HO BBB BCHYKHU CAYYaH TS OTPa3siBa
XKMBOTA Ha €THOCA, KOHTO 51 npeactass” (Bwxaposa 1976, 5). Taxa, moBTapsiiku oT eAHa cTpaHa

! CpABPIKATEACH IPETACA HA AUTEPATYPATa, BKAKYBAILA aHaAu3 Ha Teopuute Ha I. Kocuna B: Trigger 1980, 25; Trigger

1989, 76-78, 157; Veit 1989, 35-56, Arnold 1990, 464-478, Kypra 2009, 32-37; Hakenbeck 2016, 11-14.
* Ome 3a puckycusita Kypra — Bparep no Tosu npo6aem B: Curta 2008, 163-173.
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KocuHa, a 0T Apyra — CbBETCKHTE ,,apXCOAO3H Ha €THOTeHe3a", BrkapoBa Hu (cu) peAcTaBs TO3H re-
HE3HC KATO PE3YATAT Ha ABA MHOTO IIPOCTH MPOILECa — IPHABIKBAHETO Ha HACEACHHE OT EAHO MSCTO
Ha APYTO U 3al1a3BaHETO HA HETOBAaTa MaTePHaAHA KYATypa B HOBUTE 3eMu. [ 1o Tosu HayuH npabba-
rapuTe ce OKa3BaT BCHUIHOCT CAATOBLIM, 3aIJOTO €3 HOCHTEAH Ha CAATOBCKATA KEPAMUYHA TPAAHLIUS
u norpeGaseH obpeA, a CAABSIHUTE, aKO CACABAME ITOCTAHOBKUTE Ha Bbkaposa u or Apyru HeitHu
TPYAOBE (B1>>1<ap013a 1986, 8-15), ca HOCHTEAU Ha CEBEPHOMOAAOBCKaTa X AMHYA- 1, 3a10TO ce IpeA-
oAara, 4e B IPUABIDKBAHETO U KbM AoaeH AyHaB, pabbArapure IpeMUHAAU U [IPe3 3¢MUTE HA
AHentHa MOAAOBa, M YBACKAH I10 IIBTS CH TAMOIIHOTO CAABSHCKO HaceAeHHUe’. 3a TpaceTara Ha TOBa
IPHABIDKBAHE OCHOBHO CE ChAH OT MHOTOKPATHO ITOBTAPSIHUTE UCTOPUYCCKU CBEACHMS, HAN-4ECTO —
LIUTHPAHATA B IIPEBOA »,XpoHorpadus Ha Teodan Msmoseanuk.

Yerupu ACCETUACTHSI IIO-KBCHO HA BHUMAHHETO Ha ObATapCKaTa, a M Ha YY)KAATA, Hay4Ha OOLHOCT
€ IPEAAOXKEHA HOBA BHYIIUTEAHA MOHOTPad s, IOCBETCHA HA CAUH OE3CIIOPHO HHTEPECEH IIAMETHHK,
KOHTO, CITOpPEA BOACLIMS H ABTOP, CE SIBSIBA ,CAHO OT MAAKOTO APXCOAOTMYECKH CBHACTCACTBA,
IOTBBPXKAABAILH CBEACHHUATA Ha IMCMEHUTE U3BOpH (0cobeno Tesn Ha Teodan — 6.a.) 3a HAYAA0TO
Ha 6bAarapckara aAbpxasa“ (Aonuesa-ITerkosa u ap. 2016, 174).

Ot 1948 r., xoraro 3amoyBa apXCOAOTMYECKOTO MPOYYBAHE HA Te3U PAHHOCPEAHOBEKOBHH
mameTHULY, ] Ipabbarapckusit Hekpormoa npu baaunk® e eaBa Bropara MoHOrpadus, KOsTO
OCBETSIBA PE3YATATUTE OT ABATOTOAMIIHHM TEPEHHHU IIPOYYBAHMS U B TO3H CMHCBA 32 ObArapckara
PAHHOCPEAHOBEKOBHA APXCOAOTHSL € PAAOCTEH MIPELICACHT .

MHOTOTO 11 AOCTOHHCTBA BKAKOYBAT PELIABAHETO HA BAKHHS IPOOAEM 32 HAYAAOTO Ha ObATapcKara
KYATYpa KaTO eCTECTBEHO MPOABAXKCHHE Ha KyATypaTa Ha HaceaeHueto ot Kybano-Hepromopckara 06-
aact (Aomuesa-TTetkosa u Ap. 2016, 169). Bkalousar u pernaBaHeTo Ha APYTH BaKHH IIPOOACMH, KaKBHU-
TO Ca: IPOU3XOABT Ha U3ABCKAHATA KEPAMHUKa B apeasa, oueptad ot Cpeaen AHerrsp Ha 3amap A0 CpeaHa
Boara na usrox u Ienrpasen KaBkas Ha 1or, KakTo U yCTaHOBSIBAHETO Ha IPSIKATa IIPUEMCTBEHOCT B
eACMEHTHTE Ha morpebasHus obpea OT ChIIMTE 3eMH 3a MepuoA oT 0koao 500 ropunu (moAoBUH
xuasiposerue) — Havaroto Ha V — IX B. Auckycnsra no Tesu npobaemu 3aeMa 3HA4HTEAHO MSCTO B
MoHorpadusita. Aopu 61 MOrAo Aa ce Kaxe, 9e obIusT obeM, mocseTeH Ha Hekpornoaute ot Kybano-
Yepromopckara rpyra, usBecTHa U Kato CeBepPHOKABKa3Ka, € IPUOAMBUTEAHO PABEH C TO3U HA BCHYKH
M3AAACHH IIO ChIIATa TeMa pafoTh (BKAIOYHTEAHO M AMIICBAIUTE B GHOAMOTrpadusaTa) 3a IOCACAHHS
CAMH BEK, KaTo KbM TsIX ce AODaBH 1 eAHa HacKopo samjuTeHa ancepranus (Ycnenckuit 2015).

CaeABaiKU CTPYKTYpaTa ¥ ChABP)KAHUETO HAa MOHOIPadHsITa, B CACABAIOTO USAOXKEHHUE Liie Ob-
AAT BHECCHH HSIKOHU YTOYHCHUS BbPXY KOHCTATHPAHHUTE (AKTH, OCHOBAHMSTA 32 TSAXHATA HHTCPIPETA-
LIMsl U KYATYPHA U €THHYeCKa MACHTHUKALMS, 6€3 HU Hall-MaAKOTO HAMEPEHHE C TOBA AQ CE XBBPAH
CSIHKA MAM AQ CE OMAAOBAXKU CTOMHOCTTA Ha IIOCTUTHATOTO.

Or panHOCpeAHOBeKOBHHUS HeKporoa npu Baauuk (06p. 1) ca ussectau 290 rpoba, 206 ca nipo-
YYEHHUTE OT €KCIICAULIHATA, PbKOBOACHA OT mpod. Aroamuaa Aondepa-IlerkoBa. OT npusoxeHus
maal (Aonuesa-ITerkosa u Ap. 2016, 13, o6p. 5) cTaBa ACHO, Y€ EAHU OT rpo6OBeTe ca ¢ KpeMalus
(119 nan 57,76%), a apyru ¢ uaxymanus (87 uau 42,23%). U epAHuTe, 1 APyTHUTE Ca CPABHUTEAHO
PABHOMEPHO PasIOAOXKEHHU, TAKA Y€ KOHKPETHH 3aBUCUMOCTH B TAAHUTPadpUsTa €ABA AH OMXa MOTAU
A2 ObAAT yCTAHOBEHH, HAU TTIOHE U3KA3AHU C KATETOPUYHOCT, AOKOAKOTO CUTYPHO SICHA € CAUHCTBEHO
I0)KHATa TPAHHIIA HA HEKPOIIOAQ.

KakTo u mpu MHOro ApyrH paHHOCPEAHOBEKOBHH OMPUTYaAHH HEKPOIOAH, IPOOHHTE CHO-
PBKEHUSI, B KOUTO €a [OAAraHU FOPEAU YOBELIKM OCTAHKH M IPOOCH MHBEHTap OMBAT MPEAUMHO
»KPEMallUK B SIMU H B KaMEPU~ (Aonuesa-TTerkosa u Ap. 2016, 14). ApaboduHaTa UM BapHpa,
KaTo OT MPUAOXKECHHTE CXEMH (Aonuesa-ITerkosa u Ap. 2016, o6p. 8,9) scHO ce BUXAQ, Y€ BCHYKU

3 Tasu KOHICIIIHA Ha JKuska B'b)KaPOBa CBhIIO HEC OPI/II‘I/IHaAHa, 3alIOTO ITOA3BA XUIIOTE3UTEC HA CsetaanallaeTnpoBa

(ITaernésa 1967, 188) u na Mapus Komma (Comsa 1972, 9-28).

4 baaroaapsi Ha ppKOBOAUTEAS Ha paskonkuTe AraMusa Aondesa-ITerkoBa, 3a ToBa, ye B mepropa 2004 — 2008 1. 6s1x
YaCT OT ,,IOCTOSIHHU A, EHTYCHA3HPaH eKHIL, KOHTO caM (TBbpAe cam — 6.a.), 6es wym u nokasnoct” (Aonyesa-Ilerkosa
u aAp. 2016, 9) U3BBPIIN NPOYIBAHUATA U UMAX Bb3MOXXHOCTTA ,A2 HAIIPABH IPadUIHOTO 3aCHEMAHE Ha II0BEYETO OT
rpo6osere” (Aonuesa-Ilerkosa u Ap. 2016, 9).
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Te ca BKoIaHU B 4epHO3eMa (06p. 2). I1pu aumncata Ha mo-npennsHa anaparypa, AbaGouHHKTE Ca
U3MEpPBAaHM OT CHBPEMEHHATA MOBBPXHOCT, MHOTOKPATHO 3apAaBHIBAHA IIPH HSTPLKAAHETO Ha
IIMCTUTE Ha ACTUILETO, B OAM30CT AO KOUTO € PAasIIOAOXKEH HEKPOIIOABT, TAKA Y€ U HUBOTO Ha CTapHsl
TEpEH, OT KOMTO Ca U3BbPIIBAHU BKONIABAHUATA HE MOXKE A2 ObAC AOKYMEHTHPAHO.

HamrpaHO KOpeKTHA € KOHCTATALIUATA, Y€ IOPAAH XAPAKTCPUCTUKUTE HA TEPEHA, H IIOPAAU [TAHT-
KO BKOIIAHHTE SIMH € KPEMALIUH ULISAO B Y4CPHO3EMA, OYEPTAHUSATA HA Te3H TPOOHU CHOPBHKECHUSI CC
YCTaHOBSIBAT TPYAHO U 3aTOBa 32 $OPMATa UM CE ChAH CIIOPEA PAsIPbCKBAHETO Ha KocTuTe (AoH4e-
Ba-IletxoBa u Ap. 2016, 17). Kaxro IPUACKHO € OHATACACHO B Tabania 2 (Aonuepa-TTetxosa u Ap-
2016, 17) ssmMuTE CbC ,,cUTYpHH OdepTaHus " (KaBHIKHTE MOU — 6.2.) CE Pa3IPEACASIT Ha CAUIICOBUAHH,
IPaBOBIbAHY, KPBIAH U KBappaTHH. OOwwusT um 6poii e 79. 3Ha4nTeAHN HeCHOTBETCTBH, 0bade, ce
HabAI0AQBAT IIPH HAKOH OT IPOOOBETE C CAHH Pa3MEPH U ,,04€PTAHUSA ; & CbC CHBCEM APYTO PAsIIOAO-
enue Ha kocture. OT eanncoBuAHNTE TOBa ca rpo6ose: 118, 143 (06p. 9) , 144, 150, 158, 183, 200,
202, 210 (tabaa: LXXVIL, C, CI, CVIIL, CXVI, CXLVI, XLVII, CLXXI, CLXXXI); or npasos-
reaHuTE ca rpobose: 165 (06p. 7) , 177, 267 (1abaa: IV, CXLII, CCXLVIII); ot kpbraure — rpo6
146 (tabaa IV, CIII); ot kBapparuute — 199 (tabao CLXVIII). OTHOCHTEAHUAT AsiA HA U36pOEHUTE
no-rope rpo6ose cheraBasisa 19%, a Tounust um 6poii e 15°.

U epun Gerpa noraea BbpXy $pOTO U rpadUeaHNUTE IIPUAOKCHHS TIO3BOASIBA A CC BHAH, Y€ IIAUT-
KHTE MU C TSXHATA MAAKA BMECTUMOCT He ca OMAM AOCTATBYHH, 32 A2 TOOEPAT FOPEAUTE KOCTH U
rpoben unBenTap. C ToBa MOXe A2 ce OOSCHU U PaspbCKBAHETO UM M3BBH YCTHETO HA sIMATa Ha
IIAOLL, IO-TOASIMA OT Ta3H Ha CaMaTa sIMa, KOSATO IIPH ABHOTO 3HAYUTEAHO ce crecHsABa. CAaeAOBaTEAHO
rpadUYHOTO AOKYMECHTHPAHE HA TOBA ,,Pa3MIP'bCKBAHE HA TOPEAH KOCTU HE OTPA3siBa ACHCTBUTEAHATA
$opma 1 pasmepu Ha rPOOHHTE MU ¢ KpeMaLuu’.

Cuura ce, 9e OPUCHTALUATA € CAUH OT Hall-KOHCEPBATHBHUTE CACMEHTH Ha IorpebasHus obpea,
3aL[OTO TA € ,CBUAETEACTBO 3a TPAHHO YCTAHOBEHH PEAMTHO3HH BsipBanus” (Aomuesa-Ilerkosa un
Ap- 2016, 43). Opuenranusra Ha I‘pO6OBCTC C KpeMaIus B MU U B KAMEPHU € TIPEACTABEHA CYMApHO
B TabauIa U B Auarpama (Aonuesa-TTerkoa u Ap. 2016, Taba. 3, o6p.10). »CTpeMexsT Aa ce
duKcupa TouHO opueHTaluATa Ha Beeku rpo6” (Aonuesa-Ilerxosa u Ap. 2016, 43) ¢ ocHoBanue
H3KAIOYBA ChOPHKEHUSATA C KBAAPATHA U KPBraa opma U CBexXAd obImuAT UM 6p0171 A0 102. Benipeku
AOOPOCHBECTHUSI M3CACAOBATEACKH CTPEMEX, B TEKCTA HE € IIOCOYCHO KAK TOYHO ¢ (HUKCHpaHa
opHeHTalusATa Ha BcekH rpob. [Toapasbupa ce, HO caMo AOHSKBAE, U€ Ts € ONPEACASIHA CHOOPA3HO
LH3ABAKeHaTa o Ha sivata (Aowuesa-ITerkosa n ap. 2016, 18). Mosxe 61 110 Ta3u NpuUdUHa B CEKTOpa
CEBEP-IOT IOMAAAT IPEAUMHO SIMHTE C ,,e AMTICOBUAHU 1 ,,IPABOBI'BAHU  ,,04epTaHus . I3BecTHO 00Bp-
KBaHE PEAU3BHKBA GaKTDT, e rpoboBe ¢ 6AM3KH GpOPMH, PasMEpPH M OYEPTAHHSI, OCHOBHO Hal-MHOTO-
OpOMHUTE — CAUTICOBUAHHUTE, U CHOTBETHO ,U3ABAKEHA OC", UMAT pasandHa opueHTauust. Haii-o06pe
TOBa € OHarAeAeHo rpu rpo6ose 95 (06p. 3) u 96 (06p. 4) , BuAHO 1 oT 061mMs naan (Aonyesa-IletkoBa
u ap. 2016, 302, 303, o6p. 5, Tabaa LXII, LXIII), IIPU KOMTO €AMHCTBEHO ITOCTABEHUTE KEPAMHIHU
CbAOBE ,[ACAAT B IIOCOKH, ChOTBETCTBALIM HA ,,pUKCHPAHATA TOYHO  opueHTauust. 1o Takes HaunH
€ OIPEACASIHA OPHCHTALIMATA U HA APYTH KPEMALIMH B SIMH, KOCTO ChILIO AOOPE AMYM B IPHAOKEHHSTA
(Brox Hanpumep u 06p. 5). Pasbupa ce, mocokara, B KOSTO ca HAKAOHEHH, ChAOBETE EABA AW € PE3YATAT
oT putyaanu Acricrust. [Topaau Anrcara Ha KOpeAalMOHHA TaOAULIA, OT CHIIOCTABSIHETO HA AQHHUTE
B TabAuIM 2 ¥ 3 CTaBa SICHO M APYTO — Y¢ OPHCHTALIHS CEBEP-IOT MMAT U SIMUTE C HEOIIpeAeAcHa popma
(rpo6ose 184 u 189), kybuurnte xamepu (rpo6ose 226, 281), KaMepHTe ¢ HEOIIPEACACHU O9EPTAHMS

5 ITo orHOIIECHHE HAa pOpPMATa Ha TE3H IMH TCPECHHUTE AHCBHUIIU 32 epruoaa 2004 — 2008 r., kouTo ce massr B apxusa
na HanmonaaHus apxeosornyecku nHeTutyT ¢ Myseii—-BAH, ,kassar® oApyro. Criopea HanucaHOTO TaM, Hali-MaAKO
owe 15 kpemanuu ca B AMH, 4UATO $OpPMa € BIIUCAHA KATO , HEOTIPEACACHA  MAM OYCPTAHHATA UM H300110 HE ca onuca-
uu. OT ,eauncosupnute” ToBa carpobose 129, 130, 132, 158, 183, 218, 225, 246; ot ,,npaBosrsanute” — 157, 165, 178,
182, 254; ot ,,kppraure” — 168, 187. ITak B TepeHHHTE AHEBHUIIH CAHH MU Ca [IOCOYCHH KaTO KPBrAH, a B Tabauna 2
OT MOHOTpadusiTa ca cAUNICOBHAHH (Hanpumep rpo6 129), Apyru OT KpBraM ca CTaHaAU PpaBobrbAHH (rpo6 165 — 06p.
7), kpymosuanute (rpo6 158), ca npenpaseHy Ha eAUTICOBUAHU.

¢ Hanpasenute rpaduuHM paspesn Ha BCHUKHU SIMH C KPEMAL[MM ChLIO HE €A ACHCTBHTCAHH, 3a[OTO T€ HE OTPassiBaT
PeaAHO U3BBPIICHH HA TCPCHA Pas3pesy HAU MPOPUAM Ha TPOGHHUTE CHOPBKEHHS. T0Ba O0SCHSBA U AUIICATA UM BbB
$OTO-AOKyMEHTAIMATA B {BETHUTE HPUAOKEHHA.
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(rpo6 85), ,KBaApaTHHTE M HEOIPEACACHUTE OYEPTAaHHA  Ha ,ocobenute rpobose 149, 272. Toect
KOMITACKCHUTE, IIPH KOUTO OPHEHTALIMsITa O MOTAQ AQ CE CYNTA 32 CbMHUTEAHA ChCTABASIBAT HAll-MaAKO
24% ot Bcuuku 29 rpoba B CEKTOpa CEBEP-IOT, HO HE CAMO B TO3U CEKTOP.

B xoHTeKCTa Ha BCUYKH OCTaHAAM OMPUTYaAHH HEKPOIIOAH, OCHOBHO OT paiioHa Ha Aobpyaska,
AHAAOTHMHTE Ha ,,KpeMaluuTe B ssMu’ ot basunk ca mocodenu B eann absay (Aondesa-Iletkosa u
Ap- 2016, 20), BeposATHO 3aL[OTO AUCKYCHSTA IO PasTaAaBAHETO Ha ,TalHUTE Ha OupHuTyasnsMa“ 3a
BOACIIHSI ABTOP Ha MOHOrpadusiTa H3rAekAa mo-BawxHa. CaepBaiiku BpAHHUTE Ha ApPro, 30HaTa Ha
HeroBoTo GpopMHUpaHe ce ThPCH B MUTHYHATA KaBKas3ka 3eMs, apeasa Ha Marounoro Yepnomopue u
A0AHOTO TedeHue Ha p. Ky6an. Cpea mocouennTte pasHoo6pasHu, HO 32 CHKAACHHE — TBHPAC KPATKH
¥ HEI'bAHHU, U3TOYHUIIM, KOPEKTHO LIUTHPAHU ca eAUHCTBeHO paborute Ha Kamen Kancypanos,
[IOCBETCHA HA CPABHUTECAHHS aHAAU3 Ha TPYIOHSIapsiHUATA B crenurte Ha Msrouna EBpoma u Ha
Aoaen Aynas (Kaucypanos 2013, 113-124), u na Hyp6uit Aonade BbpXy MACTOTO Ha KePAMHYHHTE
cpaoBe B morpebasunst o6pea Ha apurute (Aosmade 1984, 128-146). ITososaBaiiku ce Ha mbpBa-
Ta IMyOAMKALWsl, € U3KA3aHO TBBPACHHETO, 4e ,,curypHu kpemauuu or VI — VII B., usebpuisasu
OT TIOPKUTE HE Ca U3BECTHH (,A,OH‘ICB&-HCTKOBQ. u Ap. 2016, 20). BebmBoCT, HMEHHO C TAXHOTO
npuABwKBaHe kbM 3amapcH KaBkas B To31 mepHoA ce cCBbP3BaT He MAAKA YACT OT TPYIIOU3IaPsIHIATA
B A6pay Atopco (Amutpues 1978, 48-49; Axxurynosa 2000, 7).

Onpeaeasnero Ha Kybano-Yepromopckara rpyna nekponoan (o6p. 10) kato nsxopHa 30Ha 3a
popmupaneTo Ha GUPHUTYaAU3Ma THPCH MOTBBPXKACHUE B HAMCAHOTO OT Aaekcer I IHKOB, 4e ,,KbM
Kpas Ha XX B. OT TO3U PaliOH ca U3BECTHH OKOAO CTOTHHA CPEAHOBEKOBHU HEKPOIIOAA C KPEMALIHH
(IMesaKoB 2002, 13; Aonuesa-IlerkoBa u Ap- 2016, 21, 6ea. 22). OcBeH, 4e MO-TOASIMATA YACT OT TAX HE
ca IyOAMKYBaHH, B LIUTHPAHKS ChbBCEM KPAaThK AOKAAA Ha CHILMS aBTOP (HO Ha CACABAILjaTa CTPAHUIIA)
€ HaIlIMCaHO o1, ue Te3u Hekporoau 3aemar neproaa VIII — XIII B., pasaeasit ce Ha ABe XPOHOAOTHYHU
TPYyIIU U €A ,OCTABEHH OT Pa3AUYHU rnaemeHa’ (Hb}IHKOB 2002, 14), 3aIl[OTO EAHUTE Ca IIAOCKH, A TIPU
APYTHTE CE CpeLIaT YPHOBU KPEMALIUH C I'bPBUYEH MOTHACH HACHII (Yenencxuii 2012, 389).

KbM HacTOSIILMS MOMEHT OT TE3H ,,CTOTHLM HEKPOIIOAH B Hay4eH 0DOPOT € BbBEACHA, [IPH TOBA
HembAHO, HHPopManus 32 43. OTHOCUTEAHHAT AsA Ha Tesu oT ITbpBa xponoaormyna rpyma VIII
— X B. e eaBa 23% (nam 06mo 10) (Yenenckuit 2012, 388), kaTo OT TAX CPAaBHUTEAHO BAHOLICHHO
nybaukyBaHu ca camo aBa — bopucoso (06p. 10 13) (Caxanes 1914) u Aspopco (o6p. 10 7)
(Amutpues 1979, 52-57; Amutpues 2003, 200-207). ITopaau ¢axra, ue npoydenure npes 1913
r. rpo6oBe ¢ Kpemanus oT boprcoBo He ca HaHeCeHH Ha OOLMSI ITAQH, BCE OLIE ChC CKEITHULIUSBM
CAECABA A CE TIpUEMa TBBPACHUETO, Y€ TYK CTaBa AyMa 32 OMPUTYaACH HEKPOIIOA, MAH, Ka3aHO Ollje
II0-TOYHO — Ha Y4aCTBK OT TO3U HEKPOIOA C PUKCHPAHU IIO ABATa Pa3AMYHU 0Opead MOrpebeHusL
LurarsT ot mybankauusira Ha Aaekceil Komap BbpXy npeAcaATOBCKUTE U CAATOBCKHTE XOPU3OHTH
Ha Msrouna Espona B usaoxkenuero 3Byun taka: ,A. Komap cbujo orbeasisBa CHHXPOHHOCTTA Ha
KpeMallMUTe C MHXYMallMUTE B PaHHATa 4acT Ha Hekponoaa“ (Aomuesa-ITerkosa u ap. 2016, 21).
Ho, B nuTHpanuaT macax, KOMTO € U € IPELIHO II0COYeHH cTpaHuLd, Asckceii Komap e Hamucaa,
OYyKBAaAHO B ABE IIOCACAOBATCAHH M3PEUCHMs, Y€ CHHXPOHHU C MHXYMALUHUTE CA CAMHCTBCHO ABa
rpoba c kpemanust (N° 28 u 47), sapapu oTkpuTHTe B TsIX B-06pasuu Toku. Tesu aBa rpo6a, obaue,
IIOTBBP>KAABAT AAHHUTE HE 3a IPAKTHKYBAHETO Ha OMPHUTYaAU3Ma, a 32 ,[IAABHATA CMsIHA Ha 0OpeAa
Ha MHXYMAIMATA C TO3H Ha KPEMALHSTA , KOITO OCTaBA CAMHCTBEH 32 KBCHATA YACT HA HEKPOIIOAA
(uma ce mpeaBuA OT T.Hap. My xasapcku nepuoa — 6. a.) (Komap 1999, 133). B owe epna, MHOTO-
KPaTHO ,,yurupaHa’ pabora — Tasu Ha Mrop I'aBpuryxun u Asexceit [Tsauko0B, pu ToBa Ha cbulara,
nocodeHa oT A. Aondesa-ITerkoBa crpanuIia, ¢ HaIMHCAHO CHBCEM SICHO, HA PYCKU, H APYTO — de
nosiBata Ha To3u 0bpea B paitona Ha Cepeposanasen Kaskas ,Hama Mectu kopenn® (AoHuesa-
ITerkoBa u ap. 2016, 21; TaBpuryxun, [Ibsaxos 2003, 195). CaepoBaTeaHO A ce IPOCACAAT
,TpapunuuTe” (KaBUYKUTE MOU — 6. 2.) B HETOBOTO IPAKTUKYBAHE HA3aA BbB BPEMETO, AO HAYAAOTO
Ha V B., ¢ HCOCHOBATCAHO, OLIC MOBCYE, Y AAHHHUTE Ca TBBPAC PpPArMCHTHUPAHH, 2 U HEKOPEKTHO
nuTHpaHy. JacT OT H3CACAOBATEAUTE, IPOYIUAH CHIIHUTE TE3U HEKPOIIOAU, KAKBBTO ¢ H3BECTHHUST
npu Aenunoxaba, KpacHoaapcku paiioH, oTOeAs3BaT, 4e KOMIIACKCHTE, KOUTO OHMXa MOTAH Aa ce
otHecar kbM V — VII B. ca 0010 ABa, €AMHUST OT TAX € U KeHOTa, U ,[eHeTHYECKaTa“ UM BPB3Ka C
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Hail-kbcHUTE ypHOBU KpeMaruu ot XII B. e mpobaemaTnyHa, He caMO OPAAU Pa3HOBPEMEHHHS UM
MHBEHTAp, HO U 3aPaAH PA3AHYHMS UM ITOrpebascH obpes (Hockora 2002, 172-173). [TepuoanT V —
VII B. € cA260 OCBETEH ¥ OT IUCMEHHUTE U3BOPH, THI KaTO T¢ AaBaT UHGOPMALUsI 32 Pa3BOSI HA HAKOH
IOAUTUYECKH CHOUTHSL, HO ,,HE IPEACTABSIT sICHA KAPTHHA 3a ABIDKEHUETO Ha HaceaeHue B CeBepeH
Kasxkas, ocobeno B Herosara samapna gact” (Hockosa 2002, 169).

Peaunia eaeMenTH Ha orpebasnust obpea npu HekponoauTte ¢ kpemanus ot Kybano-Yepromop-
ckara rpyma ot nepuopa VIII — X B. ocraBar HambaHO HermosHatu Ha AoaeH AyHas. Cpea Tsx ca:
IPEAHAMEPCHOTO paspyllaBaHEe Ha IPEAMETUTE, U3IOA3BAHH KaTO IPOOECH MHBEHTAp, IOCTABSHETO
MM Ha KAAAQTa 3a€AHO C YOBEUIKUTE OCTAHKU M ChBCeM HeMaaobpoiinute kenoradpu (IaBputyxum,
ITesukos 2003, 195). KbM Tax caeaBa Aa ce A00aBM UM ITbAHATA AUIICA HA KUBOTUHCKH KOCTH
(Ycnencxuit 2015,148).

De3 KakbBTO U A2 € AOKA3ATCACTBEH MATEPUAA CC TBBPAH, Y€ ,,0T HEITbAHUTE CBEACHIUS CTaBa SICHO
eAHOBpeMeHHOTO chbutectByBate pe3 VII — IX B. Ha rpoboBe ¢ HHXyMAlMK U ¢ KPeMAlUK U B APYTH
Hekpornoan (ocsen Bopucoso, Aropco, B Moasosanckoe, Boemas mea, Kasasoso II)“ (Aonuesa-
ITetkoBa n aAp. 2016, 21), Benuku Te ca B paitona Ha rp. Kpacnoaap. Ho, B AapcHuTE apxuBHU
(Heny6AMKyBaHH 1 CBILO € IPELIHO OCOYeHa ropnHa) Matepuasn (Aomuesa-Iletkosa u Ap. 2016, 21,
6ea. 20) or MoaaoBanka (06p 10 12) e CBIIECTBYBA HUTO EAUH XPOHOAOTHYEH HHAHUKATOP, HACOYBAI]
KBM Aata npean cpeaara Ha VIII B., a eauHcTBeHMST 1pob ¢ nExyManus N¢ 28 e TBbpAe OTAAACUEH OT
ocraHaauTe rpoboBe ¢ KPeMal{y U TOBA € BUAHO OT 001Ms ITAaH B Chiust apxus Ha Bukrop Tapabanos
(Tapa6anos 1989, Apxus MA-PAH, P-1 14148, Maa. 1; P-1 14149, Faa. 365,366)%. Konkperno, cpea
Hall-paHHHTE HAXOAKH OT MOAAOBAHKA Ca TOKUTE C OKYPHA IIAOYKA, YMETO BBTPEIIHO IPOCTPAHCTBO
€ U3II'bAHCHO C PacTUTEAHA yKpaca. TakuBa ca HamepeHH B Komraeke N® 25 (o603HadeH KaTo KeHOTad)
(Ibsaxos, Tapa6anos 2004, puc. 7 16-18) u B rpo6 N 23 (06p. 11) (Tapabanos 1989, Apxus MA-
PAH, P-1, 14149, aa.269,272)°. B nocouenara no-rope, u ,,A06pe nosnara“ na A. Aonuesa-I lerkosa,
nybankanust Ha Aaekceit Komap moao6Hu toxu ca onpeaeaern karo tun TerceH nan 2a, KOUTO ca AH-
arHocTHuHpamy 3a xopu3oHT Croabuue-CrapokopcyHeka (HapedeH ole ,,paHHOCAATOBCKH ) ¢ AaTa
740-770 r. (Komap 1999, 123, 132, Taba. 2 11-12). Ha Tasu aara He npotusopedar u W-obpasHnara
BHCYAKA ChC 300MOPQHA YKpaca, KakTo U skeast3Hata ubyaa (06p. 11), chAeHKM 10 aHAAOTHHTE UM OT
Bbopucoso, Kasasoso II, Cyxast ['omoamma i Tomoan (IMesaKO0B 1990, 163).

HenocpeacTBEHHAT AOCET € TEPEHHATA AOKYMEHTAILIHS OT PasKONKUTE HA MOAAOBAHCKHS HEKPO-
II0A [IO3BOASIBA OLIE HAKOM HAOAIOACHHS BBPXY XapaKTePUCTUKHUTE HA OTpeOasHus 0OpeA — H3KAIO-
YUTEAHO CA200TO IPUCHCTBUE HA KEPAMUYHH CHAOBE B ChCTAaBa HA TPOOHMS HHBEHTAP. JHAYUTEACH,
32€AHO C TUIIMYHO CAATOBCKUTE CHAOBE, MECTHO IIPOH3BOACTBO, € ACABT Ha KPUMCKATA UMIIOPTHA
IPOAYKLIMSI — Ha KaHUTE, U3BECTHU OLIE KaTO GAKAMHCKHU IO MMETO Ha IPOU3BOACTBECHUS LICHTBP.
Tesu KaHU UMAT CbBCEM PASAMYHU TEXHOAOTHYHU XAPAKTCPUCTHUKH, CAHA, OT KOUTO €, Y€ €A U3TOYCHH
Ha 6bp30 koaeao. Ocsen B Moaposanckus Hekporoa (06p. 13), Te IPUCHCTBAT KAKTO B HEKPOTIOAQ
Cxaancroe vHa Kpum (Befimapn, Ait6abun 1993, 191), Taka 1 B eAMHCTBECHUS CUTYPEH OUpHUTYascH
Hexponoa npu Kpacnas I'opka, Xapkoscka o6aact, YKpaiiHa, Ha KOHTO € OTACACHO TOAKOBA MAAKO
suumanue. Cpaeiiku no anasoruute umento ot Ckaaucroe u ot Kpacnas ropka (Akcénos, Muxees
1998, 344-357; Axcénos 2003, 182) nosiBara Ha KpUMCcKUTE UMIIOPTH B MOAAOBaHKa 61 MOTAQ A2 ce
orHece KpM Bropara nososuna Ha VIII — mayasoro Ha IX B. K'bM HacTOAIMSA MOMEHT He CBIIECTBYBA
HUTO €AHA MyOAMKALWs, HAIMCaHa OCOOCHO OT M3CACAOBATEAUTE, paskomasn MoasoBaHCKHUS

7 Hewussectno 3alJo Tasu HH(I)OPMQ.LII/IH € CIICCTCHA, a Pa6OTP[TC Ha A}OAMI/IAa HockoBane HPI/IC'bCTBaT B 6H6AI/IOI‘PQ.(1)I/I$IT3.

8 ITax Ha 06K HAQH PHKOBOAUTEAST Ha PasKONKHTE caM e Hanmucaa: »,Kp. AD 89 (Kpacnopapcka apxeosoruyecka
exceaunus — 6.a.), c. MoAAOBaHCKOE, TAOCHK KPEMaliHOHEH HEKPOIIOA™.

?ITy6aukyBaHeTO HAa paKCHMHACTA OT TCPECHHATA AOKYMEHTAIIH S OT PA3KONKUTE Ha HEKPOIOoAa IpH ¢. MoaAOBaHCKOE
Ce OCBIECTBSIBA ChC 3HAHUETO M C IIMCMEHOTO paspeliecHue Ha 3aM. AMpeKTopa u Ha 3aBexxpamust apxusa Ha MA-PAH
IT. Taiiayxos u Y. FOukapos, ¢ nusxoasim N¢ 14102/5475-462 or Kanueaapusita na MTA-PAH. Konue Ha paspemenue-
10 € Aenosupano Ha 17.03.2017 r. 8 Hayunus cexperapuar na HAMMIM-BAH. Hanpasennre o Men porokomus Ha
apxuBa Ha B. Tapa6anos ca ¢ aara 23.06.2009 r. u ca peructpupanu B Hayunus apxus na FIA-PAH. Ha xoacrure,
HAIPaBUAHU Bb3MOXKHO TAXHOTO yOAMKYBaHe, H3Ka3BaM CBOsATA GAAr0AapHOCT!
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HEKPOIIOA, B KOATO HETOBOTO HAYaAO A C€ TIOCTaBst AOPH B upoxoure rpannny Ha VII B. (ocBen
apXMBHHUTE MaTepHaAy, BIX ome: [ TpsaHKO0B, TapaGaHOB 2004, 281 u nur. AHT.).

M3115140 KaTO CAATOBCKH M €AHOOOPEAEH ¢ KpeMawus, chabpokan 130 rpo6a, e onpeaeaen u Ka-
3asoBo II (06p. 10 20) (ITbsukos 1990, 158-165; ITbsnkos, Tapabanos 2008, 277). Onosa, ¢ koeTo
TO¥ IPUBANYA 0COOCH HHTEpEC € BUCOKHAT OTHOCUTEACH AsiA — 40,6% Ha ypHOBHUTE Kpemanuu (Ye-
nexckuit 2015, 137) B mechaauBy I'bpHeTa, n3paboTeHn Ha 6aBHO KOACAO C BpssaHa yKpaca. Te npu-
HaAACKAT Ha [IEPHOA U IIPOCTPAHCTBO, KOUTO TPYAHO O1Xa MOTAH AQ CE CBBPIKAT ChC CAABSIHCKO IIPH-
CBHCTBUE, AOKOAKOTO TE3H CACMEHTH Ha II0rpebasHus 00peA ce IpUeMar U KaTo eTHHYECKU MAPKEPH.

YpHOBU KpeMalluH OT ChUIM IEPUOA Ca U3BECTHH U OT Hekporoaa Bocmas mea (o6p. 10 4), mo
KATECTOPUYHHU H3BOAU OTHOCHO HErOBaTa MAAHUTPA(HS €ABA A CA BB3MOXKHH, 3aIIJOTO TAMETHHKET €
3HAYUTEAHO pa3pylIeH. AOKOAKO TOI € OUpHUTYaAcH ce oApasbupa oT pakTa, Ye CHHXPOHHH Ha 25-
Te rpoba c kpemanus ca 12 rpo6a ¢ Tpynonoaarane, Ho Ha koHe ([ IpsukoB, Tapa6anos 2008, 277)".

Beudku  HM3AOKEHHM —IIO-TOpE  HECBOTBETCTBHS, IIPOIYCKH U (AKTOAOTMYECKH  IPEIl-
KH B ,LUTHPAaHATA" AMTEpPATypa OCTABST IPOTHBOPEYMBO BIleyaTAcHHe. Boaemusit aBrop Ha
MoHorpausta ,I Ipabbarapckusit Hekponoa npu baaunk® uan e nposiBUA U3OHpaTeACH MOAXOA
IpU M3MIOA3BAHETO HA Pa3AMYHU M3TOYHHIIM B AOKA3ATEACTBO HA IIPEAIIOCTABEHA TE3d, HAH HE Ce
€ 3aII03HAA HEIIOCPEACTBECHO C LIUTHPAHHUTE OT HEro MyOAMKaMU. A BEPOSITHO, TOAOOHO Ha HKOU
CPEAHOBEKOBHU XPOHUCTH, IIPeAaBa HHGOPMAIIHS CAMO OT €AUH U3TOYHHUK, KOHTO € IIPEATIOYEA Ad
3amasy Kato aHoHuMeH. [ Ipu Bcuuku caydan, 6asupaHuTe Ha TAKUBA ,AQHHU 3aKAIOYCHUS €ABA AU
MOTAT Ad CE CYUTAT 32 YOCAUTCAHH.

Havaaoto Ha AuckycuurTe, 3acerHaTy o-rope, IpH ToBa cpea, ObArapckara KoAerus, pasbupa ce, He
sanousa ¢ ,] Ipa6barapckusr Hekponoa npu baadnk” u ,,kaBkaskara Bpb3ka“ (kaBuukure Moy — 6. a.)
He e ChbBCEM HOBa U opurnHasHa uaest. HensBectHo 3a1o 151 He € n3a0ykeHa olie B IrbpBaTa 0bo61asaa
mybAUKaLus cAeA GUHAAL HA PA3KOIIKUTE, B KOSITO CE TBbPAH CbBCEM APYTO, Ha CTPAHULINTE Ha CIICAHUE
Apxeonsorust: ,J13BecTHHTE HEKPOIIOAH C KpeMariyst Ha TepuToprsTa Ha Pycist u Ykpaitna ca TBbpae
PasAMYHH, ALKE PasHOBpeMeHHHU. T0Ba ce OTHAcs KakTo 3a Hekporoaute ot I IpukyGanuero (Hamp.
Atopco, Kazasoso 11, [Tepexyncku (xopextroto usnucsane e [Icexyncku — 6. a.), MoasoBaHKa u mo-
pannus Bopucosckn). Pasanunu ca u o oTHomeHKe Ha HamMTe TpoboBe ¢ Kpemanust. B mocouenute
TEPUTOPHH HE Ca 3aCBUACTCACTBAHH OHPHUTYaAHH HEKPOIIOAH KaTo Tean Ha AoaeH AyHas (AoHdesa-
ITerkosa 2009, 84). WManpasenu cMe npes, peHOMEH B 61;Arapc1<aTa PAHHOCPEAHOBEKOBHA APXEOAOTHA:
AAHHHTE OT IPOYYBAHETO HA €AHU U CHIIM ITAMETHHLIM [P CHIIECTBYBAIA eAHA U cbia KpM 2009
u 2016 r. auTeparypa, ce IMPEACTABAT C HAITBAHO PA3AHUYHO CHABPIKAHHE, KATO CAHOTO OT TSX ChbC
CHIYPHOCT He OTroBapsi Ha obexTnBHara nctuHa. Heo nosede, AaHHUTE B 1O-paHHaTa MyOAUKALMS
Ca UBAOKCHH CPABHUTECAHO TOYHO, 32 Pa3AMKa OT Te3H, U30pPOCHN B MOHOTPadUYHOTO U3CACABAHE,
IIPH YCAOBHE, Y€ IIOCACAHOTO ,[TOA3BA" 3HAYUTCAHO IIO-IIHPOK CIIPABOYCH MATCPUAA, KOHTO ChABPKA
AombanuTeAHH (moutr) 20 saraasust. ToBa c OCHOBaHHE IOBAUTA BBIIPOCA 32 ABATa OCHOBHH H3TOYHHKA
Ha MHPOPMALINS B CAMHIS U B APYTHSI CAYdaH, OT KOUTO, OKa3Ba Ce, IbPBHSAT € [T0-AOCTOBEPEH.

B HAKOAKOTO U3AAHMA Ha CBOSTA MOHOrpadus ,,l_[pa61>Arap1/1Tc npes V — VII Bek“ Pamo Pames
CBIIO OTACASI BHUMaHHE HAa Bb3MOXKHOCTHTE 3a CPABHUTEACH aHaAU3 ¢ ,Hexponoaure B KaBkaskara
nepudepust Ha crenuTe” U ¢ Te3u B ,,CeBeposamaset Kaskas® (Pamres 2005, 146-153), CpeA KOUTO € U
BopucoBekusT HEKPOIOA. ,, XapaKTepHUTE 32 MECTHATA KABKA3Ka TPAAM LN TPOOHU KAMEPH OT KAMCHHU
naoun”!! (Pames 2005, 151) nMaT BHCOK OTHOCHTEACH ASIA, HE3ABUCHMO OT IPAaKTHKYBaHUs obpea. 3a
pasAHKa OT KaMepuTe ¢ Kpemauust oT baaunk, kouto ca npeaAuMHO KybuuHH, Tesu oT bopucoso ca ¢
peobAaAABALIO U3ABAKEHA IPABOBIbAHA GOPMA, OT TYK — UBABAXKECHATA UM OC OU MOTAQ AQ CE CYUTA
3a CHIypHA, OCOOCHO TP ONMPEACASHETO HA OpPHEHTALUATa UM. 131, kakto u A. Aoruesa-ITerkosa e
IIOCOYHAQ, € OCHOBHO CEBEP-IOT, C PA3AMYHH OTKAOHCHMS Ha 3amaa u Ha usTok (Caxanes 1914, 142),
,3aIOTO € MoAOOHa Ha Kamepute Ha Aoaen Aynas” (Aonuesa-ITerkoau ap. 2016, 24). Ho, Tesu aymu

" IIutupanara pabota ¢ BKkaoueHa B Gu6anorpadusra Ha MOHOTpadusTa.

1 Te TPYAHO 614xa MOTAH Ad 6'bAaT ONPCACACHH U KAaTO KaMCpPH, 3alIOTO HAMAT HUTO KAMCHHU ABHA, HUTO KAMCHHU
NOKPUTH .
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€ABa AU Morar Aa ce npunuiar Ha Bukrop Caxanes, KakTo € HAIIPaBEHO B TEKCTA, 3a10TO BbB BPEMETO
Ha OTIIeYaTBaHe Ha MOHOTpadusiTa BhpXy bopucosckus Hekporoa, Ha AoaeH AyHas He e OHA U3BeCTeH
HUTO €AVIH PAHHOCPEAHOBEKOBECH TaKbB, OLLE [I0-MAAKO — OHPUTYaACH.

Hsobuane or ,anasorun (kaBudkuTe MOM — 6. a.) cpemaT M rpoboBeTe ¢ MHXyMaLus B
HeKponoaa npu basunk (Aounuesa-ITerkoBa u Ap-2016,31-36 u uur. AMT.), 06mo 87. B saBucumocr
OT M3TPAKAAHETO Ha IPOOHOTO CHOPBKCHHUE T Ca PasIPEACACHH Ha OOMKHOBCHH SIMM U TaKHBa,
MapKHPaHHM YaCTHMHO MAM H3LSAO ¢ HeopopMeHH HAHM Ipybo obpaborenn xambHu (AoHueBa-
ITetkoBa u Ap. 2016, 25). O6UKHOBEHUTE IMU UMAT Pa3SANYHH OYEPTAHUS, BCHYKH Te 06001eHN B
Tabauna 5, OpueHTALMATA UM € CUCTeMaTH3npaHa B TabAuna 6, a mosuLunTe Ha TSAOTO — B TabAuna
7. 3HaYUTEAHO BHUMAHHUE, U C OCHOBAHHE, € OTACACHO Ha TEXHUTE [TAPAACAHU, HO HE CPEA TPyIIaTa Ha
OMpHUTyaAHHUTE HEKPOIOAU Ha AOACH AyHaB, a CPeA Te3H, IPOYICHH B UBTOYHOCBPOIIEHCKOTO CTEITHO
IPOCTPAHCTBO, B ChBPEMCHHHTE IPAHULIM Ha Y KpaiiHa u Pycus. Ako caeABaMe HAaHCTHHA OTPOMHATA
110 00eM LIUTHPaHA AUTEPATYPa U IPUEMEM 32 AOCTOBEPHO II030BABAHETO HA H30POCHUTE, KAaTO Y€ AU
110 CIMCBK, mybAuKaiuu, rpobosete ¢ nHXyManus or baauuk umar aHasoruu B Hap 40 Hekpomoaa
(npuetuAT TepMHH Ha 6BATAPCKH € ,lIAOCHK', & HE ,IMEH , KAKTO € B PYCKHUsl €3HK). Te ca KOHIEHTPH-
PAHH B HIKOAKO 30HM, KOHTO, IIOPAAU AUIICATA HA IIPUAOYKCHH KAPTH B TEKCTA, MOXEM AA IOCOYHM:
Ceseproro Yepromopue, Kpuwm, 6aceiinure na CeBepcku Aoner u Ockoa, Cpeana Boara, Aoaen
Aon, Aosen Ky6an u Cesepen Kaskas. O6ukHOBeHa cripaBKa [I0Ka3Ba, 4e [10-TOASIMATA YaCT OT TOBA
[POCTPAHCTBO, MAPKHPAHO I10 epuEPUSATA CH OT ChbBPEMEHHUTE IPAAOBE OT 3artap Ha u3tok: Kues,
Boponex, Camapa i KpacHopap saema mmaous ot 6AH30 MOAOBHH MHAMOH KB. KM'%.

AKO ce IpHeMaT CXBAIAHMSTA HA APXCOAO3HTE HA CTHOICHe3a OT cpeaara Ha XX B. U
peobAaAaBALINTE CACMEHTH Ha 0OpeAd ce ONMPEACAST KAaTO CTHHYECCKH NPUSHALM, TO CACABA C
YBEPEHOCT Ad CE HBKAKE CACABALIOTO TBBPACHHE: CHBKYIHOCTTA OT AOMMHHpAIUTE B Daaumx
»OOUKHOBEHHU “ SIMH, OCHOBHATA CCBEPHA C PA3ANYHU OTKAOHCHHSI OPUECHTALIMS U IIO3ULIU HA TIAOTO
Ha 1orpebaHuTe He CPela aHAAOTHH B HUTO CAUH OT u3bpoeHnTe Hap 40 Hekpomoaa.

Hsik0AKO KOHKPETHH IIpUMEPa, U3AOXKEHH B XpOHOAOTHYeH pea. OCBeH mocoyeHuTe 0OMKHOBe-
HH, UAY TI0-KOHKPETHO — €AUTICOBUAHU SIMH, KAKTO U TE3U C OTCTBITH (AOquBa-HeTKOBa uap.2016,
32), B ,kyatypa“ CHBalIOBKa e CPEIaT M SIMUTE C HULIM [0 ABATATa CTpaHa. 1 pure BHAa IpobHH
KOHCTPYKL[MH MMAaT CPABHUTCAHO PaBCH OTHOCHTEACH ASIA, KATO IIOCACAHHTE ABE OCTABAT HAIIBAHO
HenosHaty Ha AoaeH AyHas. KbM Ts1x, pasbupa ce, TpsibBa Aa ce npubaBu 1 T.Hap. AbpBEHa pama OT
CMIOHUMHUSL CMBAIIOBCKH MoruAeH rpo6. Ot pannute B Tabauna 6 (Aonuesa-ITerxkosa u ap. 2016,
27) craBa 5CHO, 4e TpobOBETE ¢ OPHEHTALUS CEBEP-IOT, KAKTO H CEBEP-IOT € PA3AMYHH OTKAOHCHHUS
Ha 3aITaA U Ha U3TOK ChCcTaBASBaT 91,5%. BHCOKHUAT OTHOCUTEACH ASIA HA ,,CHBAIIIOBCKUTE rpoGOBc c
OPHEHTALIUS OT U3TOK-IOTOUSTOK AO 3amaA-forosamaa, uau ot 90 a0 240° (Komap, Ky6simes, Opaos
2005, Taba. 50) cpmo ¢ HenmosHaT, He caMo B Baaunk, nskarouuTeAHa pAKOCT ¢ U Ha AoseH AyHas.
ITo HskoAKO TakuBa rpoba ca U3BECTHHM OT Hall-KbcHHUTE Hekpomoau npu Hukososo u Barus,
Pycencko (I'puropos 2006, 06p. 15, 16) , HO TaM AQHHHUTE ce OCHOBABAT M Ha HEI'bAHY Iy0AUKALHH.

Ot yutnpanure or paborara Ha AHApert ATaBUH ,,CHBAIIOBCKU aHaroruu” ot [TpeakaBkasuero,
BCUYKH Ca C pa3AMdHA OPUEHTaLUs, Kato Te3u ot Yamaescku xyrop u Kpynekas (Aonyesa-ITerkosa
u Ap. 2016, 32) ca roronstok u usrok, crorsetHo 107 u 90° (Komap, Ky6suues, Opaos 2005, Taba.
50). MmenHo ot ,noppobHoTO H3cacaBane” (Aonuesa-Ilerkosa u ap. 2016, 32) na A. I'. Atasun ce
BIDKAQ OILIC, Y€ AAHHH 3a KOHCTPYKL{HATA Ha CBIIMTE Te3U IpoboBe He chinectByBaT (ATaBun 1996,
Taba. 1, 4). A or nstaara ,,rpyna” CuBamoBka Te ca CAMHCTBCHUTE, KOUTO XPOHOAOTHYHO ChBIIAAAT
(ATaBI/IH 1996,229) ¢ KpaTKaTa BbB BpeMeTo ucropus Ha Beanxa bparapus. M, sooxoakoro ce ropopu
3a ObArapcKa MPUHAAACKHOCT, BHUMATCAHMST IPOYHUT HA LUTHpaHaTa nybankanus Ha BaseHTHHA
dAbopoBa, olile MOBEYE B TOCOYCHHUTE CTPAHUIIM, AUCKYTHPA APTYMEHTHTE 32 MACHTH(HKALMSTA Ha
MoruaHuTe rpo6ose oT paitona Ha Cpeana Boara (Paéposa 2001, 176), a He na Tesu ot CeBepHOTO
Yepromopue. 32 AOCTOBEPHOCTTA Ha OCTAHAAHTE ,,KABKA3KU aHAAOTHU U TO CpeA 00O3HadeHUTE
xato ,,no-kbcHn Hekponoan VII — IX 8. (Aonuesa-Iletkosa u ap. 2016, 33) Beue 6emme noco-

12 Tesu pAanHU Morat Aa 6baaT npoBepenu Ha: https:/www.google.bg/maps.
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YCHO, Y€ TE3U ,AAHHH HU3HCKBAT I0-CEPUO3HA, HO Hail-Bede — oOekTnBHAa Bepuukanus. Asa
IIOCACAHM IIPHUMEpa 32 HCOOXOAMMOCTTA OT 110-0e3[PHUCTPACTHA POBEPKA: CAHH OT IIEPUOAHUTE Ha
MHOroKkpaTHoO nocouBanuAT I lamkoscku I Hekpomoa, ciopea pAaruposkute Ha Bsipa KoBaaescka,
Ha kouto A. Aondea-IlerkoBa ce ocaans, ce mocrasst npes VI oo camoro Havaso Ha VII B., HO He
no-kbcHo (Kosaaesckast 1996, 8 u nur. Ant.). MOAAOBaHCKHAT HEKPOIIOA, OCBEH H€ € ,AATHpaH "
VII - IX B. e onpeacACH OTHOBO KaTO 6I/IPI/ITyaACH, 3aI10TO EAUHCTBEHUSAT rp06 C MHXYMAallUsi, KOUTO
¢ ¥ U3BbH OYEPTAHUATA My, CE YMHOXaBa B ,Ipob0Be”, ,AAHHU 32 KOUTO CE ,LIATHPAT  OT HEIOBHS
cobcTBeH pasKomnBay, MOA3BAHKU pa60Ta, HA KOSATO TOH HE € aBTOP (,A,ox—meBa—HeTKOBa U Ap. 2016,
33). Ilposepkara (u) Ha T03H ,uurar” y Hataams Axcronosa (Axcénosa 2007, 223) B HeiiHata
1y AUKALWsT, BKAIOYECHA B OATAPCKO AKAACMUIHO U3AAHHE, OLIE [I0OBEYE B CTPAHULIUTE, IOCOYCHU OT
A. Aonuesa-ITerkoBa, TOKa3Ba, 4e U TE3U ,AAHHU * HE ChOTBETCTBAT HA OOEKTUBHATA UCTHHA, 3aI[0TO
B u3HeceHarta ot H. AxcpboHOBa (Hal'l'bAHO AOCTBITHA ) uHdpopmanss MoapoBaHKa He IPUCHCTBA.

CAeABalIKE XPOHOAOTHYHO H30POCHHUTE B M3AOXKCHHMETO HA MOHOrpadHsTa NMAMETHHIH, CTaBa
SICHO, Y€ HHXYMALIUUTE B ,,OONKHOBEHHU sIMH " OT DaAuMK HAMUPAT aHAAOTHH U CpeA, IPOGOBeTE, KOUTO
ce orHacsAT KbM COKOAOBCKMS €THOKYATYPEH KPBI. APIyMEHTH B IOA32 Ha TOBA TBbPACHHE HE ca
eACMEHTHTE Ha 00peAa, a GaKThT, e B HAKOH OT TSIX CE CPELIAT MOHETH Ha ,,uMiieparopute Koxcrantun
IT u Koncrantun IV* (Aonuesa-TTerkosa 2016, 33), karo kbM TsX Tpsi6Ba Aa ce IPUOABST U Te3U Ha
Aeontuii I1. Ho B onmTa A2 ce M3sICHM OTHOCUTEAHATA UM XPOHOAOTHS, HE €A TOCOYEHH KOHKPETHUTE
€MHCHHU HA Te3U MOHETH, 4 IEPHOAUTE Ha YIIPABACHUE HA HMIIEPATOPHUTE, KOUTO ca ru cekau. [ Topasn
BaxHocTTa Ha [ Toproprenckus IV Hexporoa 3a H3TOYHOEBPOIIEIICKATa OTHOCUTEAHA XPOHOAOTHA €A
HEOOXOAMMU HSIKOU IOSICHCHUSI KbM AAHHUTE, H3AOXKCHH B MOHOTpadysiTa (Aonuena-ITerkosa u Ap.
2016, 33). IToaroprenckusr IV Hexporoa e MornacH (rpofoBere ca ¢ IbpPBUYCH MOTUACH HACHIL), 2 HE
11A0CBK. TOYHOTO My cUTyHpaHe, ClIOpeA AAMUHUCTPAaTUBHATA cucTeMa, ¢ AyboBcku paitoH, Pocroscka
(a He Boponesxxka) obaact®. B rpo6a moa moruaa 14 ca oTKpHTH ABe 3AaTHH MOHeTH, cedenu B Ko-
CTaHTHHOIIOA, EMUCHHTE UM Ce OTHACAT KbM: 651/2 — 661/663 (Besyraos, Haymenxo 1999, 35). Ipo-
OBT [10A MOTHMAQ 2 HAMCTUHA € ¢ 0cOOEHO HoraT MHBEHTap, HO HEroBaTa AATHPOBKA ce ChOOpassiBa ¢
Hai-KbCHUTE HAXOAKH U Te ca ABaTa IpobuTH coanaa Ha Aeonrtuii I1 (695 — 698). Ocsen Tsx B MHBEH-
Tapa npuckcrsar 1 MoHeTd Ha IOcrunman I, kouro ce ornacst ksm 687 — 692 1. 1 na Koncrantun IV
ITorouar — 674 — 681 (ne npobura) u 681 — 685 . (beayraos, Haymenko 1999, 36)'.

HarpynBazeto Ha BCHYKHM Te3U HETOYHOCTH (IIPUMEPBT € AOKAAHBALIUATA € OCOOCHO IIOKA3ATEACH),
U30UpaTeAHO MOAOPaHU MAU PParMEHTHPAHU AAHHH [IPHAABA LICTOBUT OTTCHBK HA BCSKA CAHA HH-
TepIpeTaLysl, KOSTO II0A3Ba II0A0OeH poa nHpopmanus. Ha aprymenture Ha oHe3n uscaepoBatean,
KoHKpeTHO nocodenute B Tekcta O. By6enok u A. Komap (Aomuesa-ITetkosa u ap. 2016, 35) He ce
M3AAraT KOHTPAapIyMEHTH II0 ChLIECTBO (HE 3aIOTO AMIICBAT), 2 TAKHBA, KOUTO HOCIT EMOLIMOHAACH
xapaxTep. BKAIOUBaHETO MAM M3KAIOYBAHETO HA CAHH MAH APYI'U HAMETHULM B IPEACAATOBCKUS HAH
B PAaHHOCAATOBCKHS [IEPUOA ACHCTBUTEAHO € Ba)KHA AMCKYCHS, KOSTO CAEA [I030BABAHETO HA KPATKHUS
Aokaap Ha O. Beank (HarmcaH Ha yKpPauHCKH), HSTA©KAA CE CIMTA 3a PELICHA, THIl KATO € B CHIAACHE C
BOACIIIATA KOHIIEMIMsS Ha MOHOrpadusaTa. MHeHHETO Ha ABaMaTa, TOCOYECHH O-TOPE aBTOPHU CE KBa-
AUUIIMpPaA KAaTO HENPABHAHO, 3AIOTO ,II0 TAKbB HAYMH OBATAPCKHUAT €THOC € HAITBAHO UTHOPUPaH”
(,A,OquBa—HeTKOBa u ap. 2016, 35). Bripoyem, B onutute Havasoro Ha CaatoBo-Masiikara KyATypa
Aa ce mocraBy B kpast Ha VII B. ce BKAIOUBAT 1 ObATapPCKU U3CACAOBATEAH OT IIO-HOBO BPEMe (Anresosa,
Aonuesa-TTerxosa 1990, 62-63). MrHopupar An 1 Te ,,[10 TO3H HAYHH OBATAPCKHUS €THOC ?

bpArapo-xasapckusT ciop MMa KpaTka, HO HACHTEHA C PA3AHYHU MHEHHS M O)KECTOYCHH AUCKYCHU
ucropust. [ IpHITOMHSAT ce HAKOH OT XUITOTE3UTE Ha ,TOACMHST PYCKH apXeOAOr Muxana ApTaMOHOB OT
1940 r., xouto B 6ubanorpadusita He ca OTpaseHy, Ho, uutupanu 1o Ceeraana [TaeTHboBa, raacsr, ve
»MHOTOBAPUAHTHATA CAATOBO-MAsIIIKa KYATYPa € Abp)KaBHATA KYATypa Ha XasapCKHs XaraHaT, a HE Ha
CTHHYCCKHUTE Xa3apy'" (,A,OquBa-HeTKOBa u Ap. 2016, 35). Ho, BcbminoCT, TOBa € apPIyMEHT B ITOA32 U
Ha Xa3apCKaTa Te3a, 3al0TO MHCHHETO Ha APTAMOHOB C ITbAHA CHAA O MOTAO A ce IIpeHece U Ha AOACH

13 PagcTosHueTo MexxAy Boponex u Poctos Ha Aon e 487 km.
y

14 OI'IPCACACHI/ICTO € U3BBPIICHO CIIOPECA KAaCI/I(l)I/IKaLU/IHTa Ha O. FPHCPCOH.
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Aynas. ToBa 03Ha4aBa, 4e HEKPOIIOABT HPH DAAYHK € JaCT OT KYATYPHO-HCTOPHUIECKOTO IIPOCTPAHCTBO
Ha esudecka DbArapus, Thil Karto MOHSTHSTA ,IPa0bArapu” U ,IpaObArapcKu ce H3IOA3BAT 3a
HACeACHHETO U MaMeTHULUTE Ha (a He OT epropa Ha) Beanka Boarapus, uusro naentudukanys crasa
BCE [TO-CAOXKHA. A ,,[CHETHIECKATA" MM BPB3Ka C TE3U OT e3udccka DhArapus — Bce HO-TPyAHO AOKasyeMa.

»DbArapckuTe erHudecku Mapkepu B norpebasnusi obpep Ha AoseH AyHaB ca pasAMYHU
oT ,0bArapckuTe My XapaKTCPHCTHKH B HM3TOYHOCBPOICIHCKOTO CTEIHO IPOCTPAHCTBO U
IPOABAXABALIOTO ThPCEHE HA aHAAOTHH MEXAY C€AHHMTE M APYTHTE, OCBEH, Y€ H3HCKBA MHOTO
BpeMe, He 00elaBa ONTUMHUCTHYEH pe3yATaT. [Tak oT nurupanara B MoHOrpadusiTa mybANKaLMs Ha
Cseraana [TaernpoBa (ITaernépa 1981, 9-19) craBa scHO, Ye €AEMEHTUTE Ha CAATOBCKHUS ,sIMEH"
norpebaseH 06peA MOKA3BAT U3KAIOYUTEAHO PasHOOOpasue, U Te3H, KOUTO Ts € CUCTEMATH3UpaAa B
KOpeAaliMOHHa TabAHIIA He Ca BAAMAHH AOPH 32 €MOHUMHHS 3AMBKUHCKH (,,6bATapcKn®) HEKPOMOA.

Ao6bp npumep 3a ToBa pasHOOOpasue € CAMHCTBEHUST OupuTyascH Hekponoa npu Kpacuas Top-
Ka, XapkoBcka obaact, Ykpaitna. [Topaau Anrcara Ha AOCTaTBIHO HHPOPMALMS, TYK »aHAAOTHHTE  ca
CHBCEM IIECTCAHBO, HO KATETOPUYHO ITOCOYCHH, 63 Aa ce puaarat uutHpadu nybankanun. Hanucano
e, ¢ ,O00MKHOBEHNTE TPOOHU SIMHM IPU UHXYMALMHUTE, MO3ULMUTE HA CKEACTUTE, MOCTABSHETO Ha
JKMBOTHHCKA XPaHa, Ha ChAOBE C XPaHa, KaKTO U IpofoBeTe ¢ KpeMaluy (TyK He CTaBa SICHO AAAH B TSIX
Cce BKAIOYBAT M YPHOBUTE B IUTOCH — 0.2.) AOGAIIKABaT HEKPOIIOAZ AO OUPUTYaAHHTE HEKPOIIOAH B
panHocpepAHOBekoBHA bparapus® (Aonuesa-IlerkoBa u ap. 2016, 35). Ot Taka ussoxkeHuTe PaKTH
CAMHCTBEHO AOCTOBEPHH Ca: HAAMMHETO HA MO3ULIUH IO IPBO, KATO CaMO 4acT OT TAX €a C USII'bHATH
AOAHHU KPaiHUIIY, 3ALIOTO IIPU OCTAHAAUTE CE IPECHYAT IIPU ITIOAOCAPHILIUTE, U IIOCTABSIHETO HA ChbAOBE
AO TAQBATA — YACT, OT KOMTO HE CA MECTHO CAATOBCKO IIPOM3BOACTBO. OT €AHA HAITBAHO AOCTBIIHA,
npuchcTBama U B 6ubanorpadusra paGora (HO IaK ¢ IPELIHO IOCOYCHH CTPAHHLIA), CE BIKAQ, 9€ OT
189 rpoba OOLIMAT ASIA Ha TE3U € ABPBEHA KOHCTPYKLIUSI ChCTaBAsIBa 79%, KaTo T. HAp. AbPBEHU paMy Ca
IIOCTABSIHU B SIMU C OTCTBIIH, & HE B ,,OOUKHOBEHH  SIMHU, OPHCHTALIMSATA UM € OCHOBHO IOT-IOTOUSTOK, 1
JKMBOTHHCKATA XPaHA B TAIX, OCBEH Pa3YACHEHUTE KOHE, € HE3HAYUTEACH ITPOIIEHT (AKcéHOB 2002, 6-1 6).
ITak B chuiaTa MyOAMKALMS CAMH OT PasKOIBAYMTE [OCTABS HAYAAOTO Ha TO3H HEKPOIIOA BbB BTOpaTa
nososuna Ha VIII — nasasoro na IX B. (Axcénos 2002, 13), a He ,,npes Bropara nososuHa Ha VII —
VIII B.“ (Aonuesa-ITerkosa u ap. 2016, 35). Bbnpockt Aaam mocaeAHaTa ,AATHPOBKA" ce OCHOBaBa
Ha HSKAKBH XPOHOAOTMYHH HHAUKATOPH OCTaBa OTKPUT. LIUTAaThT, KOMTO ,[OCTaBs“ HAYAAOTO Ha
Kpacnas I'opka BbB Bropara nososusa Ha VII B., ¢ or nybankanus Ha rspBus My paskomnsad Bukrop
Muxees u raacu: ,,(OT6eassanuTe rpo6oBe ¢ KOHe) HM HACOYBAT KbM PA3AMYHHU TPAAULIUH, KOUTO UMAT
Haii-mupoku aHasoruu B EBpasuiickara crer. O6peAbT Ha IoAaraHe Ha KOHE Hap BOIHH C€ OTHACS KbM
IIPEACAATOBCKS [IEPHOA M MOXKE AQ CE€ CBBPXKE C IIbPBATA BbAHA HA IPOHUKBAHE Ha ObATaPCKO HACEACHHE
B ACCOCTEITHATA 30Ha M&XAY AHerrsp u Ao BbB Bropara nososuHa Ha VII — VIII ., a norpebennsita
Ha KOHE, IOAOKCHH AO KOHHHUIIUTE C€ SBSBAT BUSHTHATA KAPTHYKA Ha TIOPKOE3UYHOTO HACEACHHUE B
ISIAATA CBPA3UICKA CTEIHA 30HA OT PAHHOTO U KbCHOTO CPEAHOBEKOBHE (Muxees 2004, 83).

Apyradact oT 1oco4eHHUTE KaTo ,,0bATAPCKU B MOHOTPAUsITa — HEKPOIIOAHTE IIPH /AHCOTOPOBKA,
Hosoanmapeska u ITaatonoska (Aonuesa-ITerkosa u ap. 2016, 34-35) cacABa HabAHO Aa ce
M3KAIOYAT, 321070 Te ca Miocroamancku (Kpasuenko 2005, 153-186, puc. 1) u Bopema B TexHus
norpebascH obpes e KOHPECHSITa, a HE €THOCHT.

KoakoTo 1 A2 ca 6AM3KH Ha IIPBB IIOTACA, CAATOBCKHTE IIAOCKH HEKPOIIOAH IIPOSIBSIBAT 1YBCTBH-
TEAHH Pa3AMKH CHPIMO rpobosere ¢ nHxymanus Ha AoaeH Ayxas. Henosnaru y Hac ocrasar rpo-
0OBETE ¢ OTCTBIM, YUUTO OTHOCUTEACH AsiA B Hekpornoante o Cesepcku AoHen aoctura 39,4%,
a I03HATUTE TaM TPobOBETE C HUILY, Y HAC, KOHKPETHO oT AeBHs, ca eAunnanu npumepu (Koma-
taposa-basnnosa 2010, 28). 3HAYUTEAHOTO HATPYINBaHE HA EMIIMPUYEH MAaTEPUAA U OIPOMHATA 110
obeM auTeparypa B mocacaHuTe 20 FOANHU NPUOABSIT KbM Te3H 4yBCTBUTCAHU PASAUKH H OLIE CAHA —
OPHMEHTALIUATA, KOATO B CAATOBCKUTE AOCKH HEKPOIIOAH € OCHOBHO 3anap-forosanap (Komatarova-
Balinova 2016, 273).

B3 ocHOBa Ha Io-rope n3HeceHUTE GAKTH, XUIIOTE3ATA, Ue:

»Pa3AnyMsTa B HEKPOIIOAUTE Ha OBATApPUTE B ABETE OOAACTHU CE ABAXKAT HE CAMO HA Pa3sHOPOAHH

BAHMSIHHSL, HO HA HOBATA CPEAQ, B KOSITO CE YCTAHOBSIBAT, HO M Ha GaKTa, Ye PA3ACACHHU CACA PA3IIAAAHETO
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Ha Crapara roasma (nan Beanxa) Brarapus n oTA2ACYeHH TEPUTOPHAAHO, T€ Ca 3aryOHAN BPB3Ka
BbB Bpemero” (Aonuesa-ITerkosa u Ap. 2016, 167).
Han:

»3AMETHBIC OTAMYHSL B IIOrPe0aAbHOM OOpSIAC SBASIIOTCSI CACACTBHEM PasHON 3THOKYABTYPHOI
CPeABI, B KOTOPOI PasBHBAAOCH HACEACHUE, OCTaBHBLIce obe rpynmsl Hekporoaei. He moasepras
COMHEHHUIO B3TASIA, UTO M HIDKHEAYHAFCKHE, M CAATOBCKME SMHBIC MOTHABHHMKU IPHHAAACKAT
HACEACHHUIO € IIPEOOAAAAIOIUM OOATAPCKUM STHOKOMIIOHECHTOM, HAIIPALIMBACTCS BBIBOA, YTO IIOCAE
pacmapa Beankoit Boarapuu Goarapsl, HaceasiBlne 3TH ABa KYABTYPHBIX apeaAd, TEPSIOT CBA3b
mexay coboit” (Komaraposa-baaunosa 2012, 160).

CACABA AQ CE PEBU3HPA.

Hsikoako ca OCHOBHHTE TyHKTOBE, KOUTO IIPHAABAT AOCTOBEPHOCT Ha 3AMUCACHUS IIPEAU [TOBEYE
oT 11oAoBHH Bek T.Hap. Kaskasku mur. [Ipenecenn Ha GbArapcka mo4Ba Te 3ByYaT TaKa: ,CAHAKBUTE
Geaesn BoOpeAa ce MOBTAPSIT IPU BCHYKH HEKPOIIOAH, KOETO ITOKA3Ba, Y€ Ch3AATCAUTE Ha ObArapckara
ABpiKaBa ca AOHecAH To3u 06pep Ha Aoser Aynas“ (Aonuesa-TTerxosa u ap. 2016, 20). Coaciixu
no (HecbulecTByBaluTe) GUPUTYaAHH HEKPONMOAM OT pailoHa Ha Hartounorto Yepromopue,
OMpHUTyaAU3MBT ¢ npuBHeceH B ,,rotoB BUA“ or CeBeposamapen Kaskas. Ho Tvit xato ToBa He ¢
AOCTATBHYHO, € HEOOXOAUM OlLE CAUH OeACT, KOUTO AQ AAAE »CTHUYECKO 3HAYCHHE HA KYATYPHUTE
cxoactBa” (Kaeiin 1993, 43) u toBa ¢ kepamukara. ETo 3amjo HEFHUMAT A0 HEOTAABHA ,3arapAbyeH "
(AOquBa-HCTKOBa 2009, 82) IPOU3XOA € OTKPHUT HE APYTAAE, A TAK TAM — B PalOHa, Pa3peIluA U
,TafiHaTa Ha Gupuryasusma“ (Aonuesa-ITerxosa u Ap. 2016, 20). Taka kauure u rppHerata (1) OT
ceanmara 1 Hekponoaa ipu Kasasoso, Kpacnoaapexu paiion (06p. 14) , ,ca eAHH OT MaAKOTO GAN3KH
npuMepu ¢ kepamukaTa Ha AoAeH AyHaB, KbACTO ObATAPCKUTE MAICTOPH HA CHAOBE Ca IPOABAXKHAH
6e3 npexbeBane cBosTa Aciinoct (Aonuesa-Tlerxkosa u Ap. 2016, 33). Bepositho, 3a A2 3amassT Te3u
I'bPHETA 32 HY)KAUTE Ha OMTa CH BbB BPEMETO Ha CBOSTA ABATA MUTPALHs, OAM30 IOAOBHHATA OT
HACEACHUETO, norpeGaAo csoute MppTBU B Kasazoso II, nsocrass yprosara kpemarius. M, kasano Ha
LIera, AOHACs ChC ceOe CU Te3H NeChYAUBH I'bpHeTa B barunk.

[Tocouenute ,mapasean’ (kaBuakuTe MoH — 6. a.) OT pasanuHu paitony Ha Kaskas ca MHOro6poiinu
— Ceseposanapen Kasxkas, Aarectan, Lentpasen Kaskas (an. Yeuns), Aaures, [pysus, Asep6aiipkan
U T.H., ¥ T.H., ¥ T.H., Ha ceBep pAocturar aoopu Ao Cpeana Boara. Obexrure, 0T KOUTO Te IPOU3XOXKAAT
Ca HEKPOIIOAH, CEAMILQ, CTPYKTYPHU € IPOOACMATHYHA HMHTEPIPETALMs, CTONAHCKH IIOCTPONKH,
€AHA ITPOU3BOACTBeHa rreml. [eansT kepamuueH perneproap ot baaunx e Hamepua cBOHTE KaBKa3KU
AHAAOTHH, CACA TSX — IIACTHPCKUTE, 4 CACA TSIX — U KAHIIUPCKHUTE, BCHYKH T€ II0 OTACAHO PaslIPbCHATH
Ha OTPOMHA TEPUTOPHS H HUTO CAHH, C IIOBTAPSIII CE HAU CXOACH C PEreproapa oT baadnk KOMITACKC.
Tosu apxandyeH, 3aI0TO € ¥ CHBCEM CKPOMEH PEIEPTOAP, BCHIIHOCT € CPEA HAN-XAPAKTEPHUTE OTAUKH
C T.Hap. CCBEPHOKABKa3Ka KepPaMMKa U BCHYKU U3bpoeHu B bubanorpadusira saraasus 1o npobaema,
AOPH M MAAKOTO U3IIOA3BAHH KOPEKTHO, IO IOTBBPXKAABAT .

Caea Bcrdku M30POCHH ,aHAAOTHH, OT KpaTka U ¢ ApebeH mpudr Geaekka oA AUHUSL, CTa-
Ba JICHO, Y€ ,32a FOASIMO CHXXAACHHE, He Mo3HaBaMe de visu HUTO MACTHPCKATa, HUTO KaBKasKaTa
xepamuka“ (Aonuesa-ITerkosa u ap. 2016, 116, 6ea.41).

3aroBa, cAeABAIKU AOOPOHAMEPEHMUS TOH, e OBAAT IOCOYCHH CAMO HSKOAKO IpuMmepa. B Ha-
9aAOTO TAKHBA OT TEXHOAOTHMYHO ecrecTBO. Cpea HAll-IIPHMHOCHHTE MOMEHTH B MOHOrpadusrTa ca
AHAAMSMTE HA TAUHUTE, OCHLIECTBEHH OT AabopaTopusTa 3a aHAAUSH, KOHCEPBALIHS U PECTABPALIU
Ha HAMM-BAH. EauH OoT TexHuTE pe3yATaTH ITOKa3Ba, Y€ ,B IbPHETATA OT IIECHYAMBA TAMHA Ha
DBaAvHIIKUST HEKPOIIOA, KAKTO U Ha APYTH OMPUTYaAHH HEKPOIIOAH, Pa3lOAOXKeHH 0A130 A0 YepHo
MOpe, He ce OTKPHBAT IIAPYCHIIA OT MHAH U OXAIOBYETA, KAKTO TOBA € XAPAKTEPHO 34 IPHA30BCKUTE U

B Ipes ronu, 2009 1. 6ere ocbiiecTBeHa KOHCYATan s ¢ BukTop Masames, 4nurto aBropcku pabortu 1o npobaemure
Ha KaBKa3KaTa KEPAMHUKa, M TAKHBA, HA KOUTO TOI ¢ PELiCH3CHT, ChILO PUCHCTBAT B bubanorpadusira. [Topasu Tosa,
4e Tasu MHPOPMALHSL MOXKE Ad CE IPOBEPH, 3aILOTO IPH M3HACSHETO M IPUCHCTBA YACT OT €KUM, paskonaa (cam)
HEKPOMoAa Ipu BaAuuK, 11e cH MO3BOAS AQ TTOCOYA, Y€ OT ACCCTKHTE ChAOBE, KOUTO 651Xa PA3TACAAHU M AUCKYTHPAHH,
HOCPEACTBOM LjBeTHU $poTorpaduu, npousxoxsamu ot Aeus 1, Aesus 3, Baunmu, Kioaesya u basunk, 8 Mopdoro-
IHYHO OTHOIUCHHE KaTO KaBKasky oT B. Maaaiues He Oellie pasno3HaT HUTO CAUH ChA.
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3a kpumckuTe ceanmma” (Aondesa-ITerkosa n ap. 2016, 113). 3a A2 ce OTBBPAY Tasu HHPOPMALIKSL,
3aLI0TO CXOAHATA TEXHOAOTHsI OU AOKa3aAa, MaKap U AOHSKDBAC, KaBKA3KaTa XHIIOTE3a, € II0COYCHA
6ubanorpadcka mnpenparka, cbabpkama Hanucada or Ceraana [TaernboBa pabora mpes 1976
I., I0-KOHKpeTHO cTp. 13 or Hest. TakaBa pabora B 6bubanorpadusrTa He ChlIeCcTBYBa, MOXE Ou
3apaAM AOIyCHATA TEXHUYECKa rpemka. Pasmupena 6ubanorpadceka mposepka, U3BbPLICHA 3aPAAH
BKHOCTTA Ha H3HECCHHUTE AAHHHU TT0KA3Ba, Y€ IIPe3 Ta3U TOAUHA HUTO €AHA OT OTIIeYaTaHHUTE 0010 4
paboru na C. [TacTHBOBa He ChbABPIKA TOAOOHA MHPOPMALIKS, OlLe TO-MaAKo Ha cTp. 13'¢. Ho asopu B
HEChILIECTBYBAIaTa CTpaHuna 13 or HechlyecTByBalaTa MyOAMKaLUsE Aa Oeliie HAIMCAHO, Ye YePYIIKH
OT MHMAHM M OXAIOBU BCE IIaK MMa, TO TOBa CaMO OM IIOKa3aA0 PasHOOOPA3HETO OT OIIOCTHUTEAU B
CBCTABA HA TECTOTO, M3ITOA3BAHO 32 H3TOUBAHETO HA ChAOBE OT ABATA PaHOHA.

Aomyckanero, 4e ,oBe4eTo chaOBe OT Baauumkus Hexpornoa ca uspaborBanu oT ABe (HSKOH
I'bpHETA, MIAHULM U BEAPA) MAM TpU 4YacTu (IbpHETa, KaHH, CTOMHA, aMPOpPOBMAHA CTOMHA)® ce
OCHOBaBa Ha ,,Pa3AMYHHTE AcOeANHH Ha (Te3H — 6.a.) 9aCTH, yCTAaHOBEHH IIPH HAKOM cbAOBe” (AoH4eBa-
ITerkoBa u Ap. 2016, 106). I'bpaata Ha KaHHTE ca H3PabOTCHU Ha PBKA, KATO TAXHATA CHMETPHYHOCT
€ IIOCTHTHATA TIOCPEACTBOM ,0aBHOTO ABIDKCHHE Ha KOACAOTO CACA TSXHOTO 3AACIIIHE KBM TSAOTO
(,A,OquBa—HeTKOBa u ap. 2016, 106). Ye pcbeanHaTa Ha IIOBEYETO CTEHU HA ChAOBETE BapHpa, CTaBa
SICHO M OT TEKCTa Ha KaTaAOra, B KOUTO ca IPUAOKEHH MeTpudHH (6e3, 32 ChKareHHE, KOAUYECCTBEHH)
IIOKA3aTeAN OT Hal-HHCKAaTa AO Hal-BUCOKATa CTOMHOCT, M300LI0 Ha creHuTe. Tasu uHpopMarms,
obave, 61 MMaAa IO-TOASIMA AOCTOBEPHOCT (M MPUAOKUMOCT) aKO Ce MOCOYHU C KaKbB MHCTPYMEHT ca
MEpEHH Te3H AcOCAUHH IIPH LIEAUTE ChbAOBE U Hail-Bede — KAKBO OTKAOHeHHe AaBa Toit'. [TocaeanoTo
€ OT CBIECTBEHA BAKHOCT IIPU BB3CTAHOBSIBAHETO HA TEXHOAOTUYHHSI IIPOLIEC, IIPEAMMHO Ha KAHHTE C
BUCOKH U TECHH I'bPAQ, 32 YHSTO U3PpabOTKa, OKa3Ba ce, HAOAIOACHHUSITA C IPOCTO OKO HE Ca AOCTATHYHMU.

Ot npuaoxenara B 6ubanorpadusra AuTepaTypa ce BIKAR, Y€ TO3H, UTACKAR ClielUPUIHO Oar-
YHILIKH, TEXHOAOTHYEH IIPOLIEC He HAMUPA IIPUAUKHU CPEA ACCETKUTE H30POCHH OOEKTH OT TEPUTOPHSTA
na Kaskas. EAHO nHTepecHO HabAIOACHHE BBPXY aCOPTHMEHTA HA KABKA3KUTE TPBHYAPH, CHACHKH 110
MarepuaauTe OT Hekporoaa Mokpast Baaka ot paitona na KucaoBoack (konto ca u3noasanu u B Mo-
HorpausiTa), MOKa3Ba OLIC HEIO — IIOBTAPSIH CC CAHAKBU peAcPHH 3HALIM BBPXY ABHATA HA Pa3AMMHH
TUIOAOTUYHU U (YHKLIMOHAAHU IPYIIH CAOBE (Maaamres 2001, 35, puc. 73-74). I'lpu cpaBHenueTO 11O
TO3U [IPU3HAK CE BIKAQ, Y€ BBPXY AbHATA Ha 001110 42-Te Karu ot baaunk ce cpemar 12 pasamanu peaed-
HU 3HaKa, KATO HAH-TIPOCTUTE OT TSIX — KPBI'BT M BIMCAHUAT B KPBI KPBCT CE OTKPHBAT CHOTBETHO IIPU
TPHU M ABa ChAQ (AOHqCBa-HeTKOBa u ap. 2016, 108, o6p. 32). OcraHasuTE AeCeT He ce nosrapsT. He
Ce CpelLaT OCBEH TOBA HUTO [PH IbPHETATA OT YHCTA TAMHA, HUTO IPU Te3H, U3pabOTEHU OT IeChYAUBA
ranHa. ChACHKH 10 TUIIO-XPOHOAOTHYHATA cKaAa Ha Kepamukara (Aondesa-Iletkosa u ap. 2016, 06p.
60), mexay 681 (TouHO — 1 IbpBa roauHa — 6.2.) 1 Havasoto Ha VIII B. ce otHacsaT Tpu kanu. Te ca Ges
peAeHH 3HALH, pasAHYaBAT c€ MOPPOAOTUYHO, PaKTypaTa UM € PA3AUYHA, A YKPACATa HA IIOBBPXHOCTTA
e: 6e3 U3ABCKBAHE, C UBABCKBAHE U BPSI3aHH AMHHY, C peAeHA yKPAca M HBABCKAHU AUHHH.

HHuTepnperanusTa Ha BCHYKH Te3U NOCOYeHN (MHUMM) IIPUAUKH, pasbupa ce, 61 nmasa pased
I10-TOASIMA TEXKECT, KO TS € CHIIPOBOACHA U C ACTAHAHH HETIOCPEACTBEHH HAOAIOACHMS, MAH HAl-MaA-
KOTO — C AOITbAHUTEAHH IIPUAOXKEHHS B MOHOTrpadusita. OTAUYEH IPUMEp 32 Ta3H HEOOXOAUMOCT €
»MHoro kpacusa, pasaynena Haa rpo6 N 165 kana, kosT0 € BpacTanosena” (06p.7 S, 06p. 15 1). ,ITo
nocoueHure Geaesn (OCBeH, e e Kpacus — 6.2.) GaAYHMIIKHUAT ChA ce CBBP3Ba H € KaHa (Moruaa 2, rpo6
3) ot pancunus Kaitbeacku Hexporoa, patupan B VIII B., pasnoAoxeH Ha OCHOBHATa TEPUTOPHSL,
BBPXY KOSITO ce pasceABat bbarapckute naemena Ha Boara“ (Aonuesa-ITerkosa u ap. 2016, 94), Ha
ceBep OT ceBepHara Abra Ha moayoctpos Camapcka Ayka. [Tocouenara xana (06p. 15 2), ocBen pas-
AMYHO 0POPMEHOTO YCTHE, ¢ U3pabOoTeHa U3LSAO HA PBKA, IPOU3X0XKAQ OT IPOb, KOITO € ChC ChB-

TIpes 1976 C.A.ITacTapoBauspasa: Xasaps, Mocksa, 93 c.; Beeacnue // Kamennsie 6a6p1. Katasor. Anenponerposek.
C. 3-6; BoAOKOHOBCKHIT APeBHEOOATAPCKHIT MOTUABHHK (C. A. Iaeruéna, A. I. Huxoaaenxo) / CA. N¢ 3. M. C. 279-
298; Pabotsr Cosercko-Benrepcekoit axcneanunu // AO 1975 roaa. M. C. 80-81; Ausgrabungen in der Festunq Majaki //
Mitteilungen des acheologische Instituts der Ungarischen Akademie der Wissenschaften. 6. Budapest. S. 119-122.

7 OT HﬁyAO6CTBO HC 6I/IX Ha30BaAa BUAA HA TO3HU (MCAI/IL[HHCKI/I) I/IHCTPyMCHT H OCHOBHOTO MYy HPCAHaSHa'—ICHI/IC.
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ceM pasAMdHA CIIPSMO GAAYMUIKUTE KOHCTPYKLUSI M € OT HEKPOIIOA, YHSITO TOPHA IPAHHULA H3AH3A U
muoro u3sbH VIII B, KakTo TOBa € moco4eHo u B uutupanara or A. Aoxuesa-ITerkosa pabora Ha
Amurpuit Cramenxos (Cramenkos 2007, 430).

OtHoBO B HenocpeacTBeHa 0An30cT A0 KailOeACKHs HEKPOIIOA ca Pa3IIOAOXKEHH U APYTH paH-
HOCPEAHOBEKOBHHM MOTHMAHH IPOOOBE M HEKPOIIOAH, YacT OT TSX ChIO paskomaHu or Huxoaai
Mepmnepr. Pakrprt, 9e KanuTe OT Te3H rpobose (peobrasapailo) chiyo ca nspaboreHu Ha ppKa (06p.
15 3) 1 BCHIHOCT KOMMPAT CAATOBCKU POPMH, CTaBa ICCH, OCBCH OT HEMIOCPEACTBEHATa pabora ¢ TAX,
HO OT peArIia IyOAMKAI[M1, KOUTO He Ca HAMEPUAH MSICTO B Oubanorpadusira. Ho mpk aanHuM 3a Ts1x
Ce CHXPAHSBAT B CBHIUS APXUB, AO KOHTO BOACIIMAT ABTOP Ha MOHOIPAdUSTA UTACKAA € HMAA AOC-
TBII, AKO CE ChAH 110 BEYE ,LIUTHPAHHUTE 32 MOAAOBAHCKHS HEKPOIIOA MATEPHAAH.

Kaitbeackara xaHa e olie eAMH NpUMEp 32 €THUYECKATa CBPBXMHTEPIPETALUS HAa HHAYe Orpa-
HHUYEHUTE, B cay4as ¢ mametHuuute or CpepaHa Boara — mopeaHuTe HechlecTByBallM, KYATYPHH
cxoacTBa. TyK, KakTo M M300110 B LeAnst TeKCT Ha MoHOrpadusra, A. Aondesa-ITerkosa ce ocaans
M3LISIAO HA MHEHHATA HA YyXKAH, CTAPATEAHO TOAOPAHU aBTOPY IPH ONPEACASHETO HA CTHHYECKATA
npunapsexHoct. Ha nscaeaoBareante ¢ aApyro muenue (CBbpsaHH csKail B 061y 3aroBop) Ts He
mpepsara COOCTBEHOTO CH CTaHOBHMILE, a UM BHYLIABA HEKOMIICTCHTHOCT, HPOTHBONOCTABSNKH
UM APYTH YYXAM ITyOAMKAIL[MH, KOUTO HEIOCPEACTBCHO €ABA AU IO3HaBa. 1aka, IPH AMIICATa Ha
cOOCTBEHA O3U LM 110 IPOGAEMa, Ce OKa3Ba, Y€ AKO ce CYMUPAT BCHIKU U30pOeHH B MOHOTpadusiTa
SIPABUAHU MHEHMUSI, TO npa61>Arap1/1Te B M3TOYHOEBPOIEHCKOTO CTEMHO MpocTpaHcTBo npes VII u
VIII B. 3aemat Ha ceBep Teputopunte Mexxay Cpeaen Anenrsp u Cpeana Boara, a Ha ror — A0 Aoaen
Aon, Aoaen Kyban u sanapuus 6psr na Kacrmiicko mope. B Tesn tepuropun te umar pasaudes
norpebaseH o0pes — TPYHOMSIapsT ce, TPYHOIIOAAraT ce, MMAT PAasAMYCH CbCTaB Ha IPOOHM
HHBCHTAp U 32 TSAXHOTO ,IIPHUCHCTBUE" CBUACTCACTBAT PASAMYHU IO CBOSI XapaKTCP M3TOYHUIIH, OT
KOMTO B MOHOTpadusTa (06EKTHBHO) IIPUAOKEHHTE APXCOAOTHIECKH Ca HAH-MaAKO.

O6parno Ha maay6ara Ha Apro! Ot censanonHo otkpurara npadbarapcka Koaxuaa koM Aoaen
Aynas. O30Basn ce BEAHBK Ha BUCOKOTO IIAATO, CEBEPHO OT ChbBpeMeHHMA baaunk, Haii-Maako 15
oT HoBoAomAHTe nIpabbarapu ymupar (7,28% ot paskputute rpo6oBe) 3a ChBCeM KPaTbK MEPUOA
ot BpeMe. [ Bcuuku Te ca IOAOXKEHHU € HaM-MaAKO €AMH IIPEAMET, KOHMTO Ce sIBSBA XPOHOAOTHYECH
HHAUKATOP 3a terminus ante quem. Ye 3a HAKOHM OT TsX TOBA Ce € CAYYHAO TO4HO mpe3 681 r., ce
OnuTBa Ad HH YOeAH XPOHOAOTHYHATA CKaAa Ha METAAHHTC M CTBKACHHTE mpeamern (AomHuesa-
ITerkoBa u ap. 2016, O6p. 59). OcobeHO MHTEPECHO ¢ KaK NPH 3aTBOPECH KOMIIACKC, KAKBBTO €
rpo6 148, eAHH mpeAMeTH AaTHpaT BpeMeTo Ha ToBa morpebenue B 681 r., a METAAHOTO KoITYe OT
ChILMS TPOO B XPOHOAOTHYHATA CKaAa ¢ rmoctaBeHo B 750 r. OcBeH ako 3a Te3u 70 TOAMHH pasAHKa
€3UYHUKDT HE € TOYUHAA ABA ITbTH.

B 6auso 10 cBou nmyGauKaiuu, U3AAACHH 3a IIEPUOA OT EAHO ACCETHACTHE AO II0SIBATa HA MOHO-
rpadusita, A. Aondena-IleTkoBa MOBTapsi MHOTOKPATHO €AHU U CBIIU APTYMEHTH 32 HAYaAHATA AATa
Ha BaAunikust HeKpoIoA. 3a TO3H He MAABK IIEPHOA OT BPEME TsI BHACS HE3HAYHUTCAHH KOPEKIIHU
U TpUAAra HSKOM HOBH aHAAOTMH, IPEAUMHO OT I'bprims u, Haii-ceTHe, caea Kaskas u Kpum - or
bearapus.

»OT CBIIECTBEHO 3HAYCHME 32 AATATA HA HEKPOIOAA” (A,OH‘ICBa-HCTKOBa u aAp. 2016, 134)
Cca HSKOAKO TOKH, KOUTO CIIaAaT KbM IPyIlaTa Ha T.Hap. XCPAAAMMHU YKPAcH, YMSTO yrotpeba mo
IIpe3yMIILKsl, 0e3 TOBa A € M3PUYHO CIIOMCHATO B TEKCTA, 3aBbPIUBA B PASAUYHHUTE PETMOHU OKOAO
kpast Ha VII — xpas na VIII B. Beuuxu Tesu Toxu, KOUTO aBTOPBT ONPEAEAS KATO BU3AHTUHCKH HAH
TEXHHU MOAPKAHNS (ACPHBATH ), ca HAMEPEHH B IPOGOBE € KPEMALMSL B IMU 1 HE HOCSIT CACAM OT TOPEHE
( Bk 06p. 9 ). Benukw Te, OCBeH e ca caMo eAMHUYHH 9aCTH OT KOAQHHH FapPHHUTYPH, €2 HPETHPIICAH
PeMOHT U ca aepopmupanu (KpbcTOBUAHATa TOKa OT rpob 185 — Bk Iposaanosa 2017, 94) (06p. 8),
cuynen (Tokara tun ,,Kopunt® ot rpo6 119 — Brwx Mukosa 2017, 94) (06p. 6 2), a moske 61 1 ¢ anrc-
Baw 1wt (B-o6pasnara toka o1 rpo6 243 — 06p. 9 1). OTCHCTBUETO Ha CACAH OT TOPEHE 03HAYABA, Y€ TE
He ca GMAM YaCT OT IPUHAAACKHOCTHTE KbM KOCTIOMA, C KOHTO MBPTBUTE €2 OMAM TOAATaHU Ha KAAAATA.
I npeACTaBAHETO UM B TEKCTa Karo 4acT oT obaekaoro (Aomuesa-Ilerkosa u ap. 2016, 131) e comun-
teaHO. OTKPHBAHETO Ha IIOBEYETO OT TE3H TOKHU IPH YCTHTA Ha IMUTE IIPEAIIOAATa, Y€ TE €A IIONAaAHA-
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AML TaM CACA 3QITbABAHETO HA TPOOHOTO IPOCTPAHCTBO ChC CHABPKUMOTO OT KAaaaTa. CAeAOBaTeAHO Te
Ca MOCTaBEHH TaM Kato rpoben Aap. O6esArmueHI HAU HBHOCCHH, CUyIICHH HAH 3AC3AH OT yIoTpeba ca
U [IOBEYCTO METAAHU U CTBKACHU IIPECAMETH, YHSATO HAN-BEPOSITHA QYHKIIMS € HA alOTpoIeH. Takusa
ca BKAIOUUTEAHO U HPO6I/ITI/IT€ AHTUYHU MOHETHU OT rpo60Be 105u 198 (,A,OquBa—HeTKOBa uap.2016,
129). Bu MOra0 Aa ce MHCAH, Y€ IPEA HaC ce PasKpHBa eAHA CeLUUIHA XapaKTCPHCTUKA Ha 00peAa,
KOSITO CE CPEllla ¥ BbB BCUYKH APYTH OUPUTYaAHH HEKPOIIOAH, M KOSITO BKAKOYBA TOCTABSIHETO HA H3AC3-
Au ot ynotpeba npeamern. Cuura ce, e OCBEH METAAHHU M CTHKACHHU TakuBa (mocaepAHHTE 6e3 chMHe-
HHE Ca aHAXPOHU3BM) B IPOGOBETE Ca IIOCTABAHH U ChAOBE, KOUTO, CACA IPOABAKHTEAHO H3IIOA3BAHE,
Ca M3AC3AH OT ©KCAHCBHMS OMT, MAHM IIBK Ca OMAM CIICLIMAAHO HAIPABEHU 32 HY)KAUTE Ha oOpeaa.
I3BecTeH B TOBa OTHOLICHHUE € IPUMEPBT C PA3IIOAOKEHHUSI ChbBCEM OAM30 APYT OUPUTYaACH HEKPOIIOA
npu ¢. Tornoaa, Y4MUTO Pa3KOIKU B IIOCACAHHUTE TOAMHH CE IOAHOBHXA, OTHOBO IIOA PBKOBOACTBOTO Ha
npo¢. A. Aonuesa-Ilerxosa.

Axo ce abcTpaxupame OT rope KasaHOTO U IIPUEMEM, Y€ BBIIPOCHUTE YaCTH OT KOAAHHU TapHUTY-
PH ce SIBABAT HAACKAHH XPOHOAOTHYHU HHAUKATOPH 32 HAYAAHATA AATA HA HEKPOIIOAA, HAM-CUTYPHH
cpea Tsx 61 caeABaAO Aa ca Tokata Tull , Kopunt® ot rpo6 119 (06p. 6 1) 1 KpbCTOBHAHATA TOKA OT
rpo6 185 (06p. 8). [TocaeaHaTa BCHIUIHOCT Ce SIBSBALIE AO HEOTAABHA CAMHCTBEHHUSIT IPEAMET, KOHTO
ce couelle B AOKa3aTEACTBO Ha TOBA, Y I'bPBUTE IPOHOBE B HEKPOIIOAA Ca OCTABEHU TOYHO npes 681 r.,
a CAMHSAT HEKPOIIOA, ACOEAO IIOAYEPTAHO, Oellie OIIPEACASH KaTo ,Hail-panHmsT” (Aonuesa-ITerkoBa
2009, 83). Cera ,Haii-paHHHAT OTNaAA, HE3ABUCHMO, Y€ B CpaBHUTEAHATA 6a3a, KOATO € OA3BaHa
npu o6o0waBamara myOAMKaLHs, IPEALIECTBAILA MOHOTPAUsITa, IPUHIIUIIHO HOBA HHPOPMALIHS
HE € IIOCTBIINAA.

ABroposara Hameca B ,criopa“ (KaBHIKHTE MOU — 6. a.) 32 AATHPOBKATA HA KPHCTOBUAHHUTE TOKHU
mexay Meaxuaa [lyane-Apopaam u Asekcanabp Ait6abun 3Bydn Taka (MapkupaHa B IpubaBeH oT
MeH KprI/IB): »Cropea kaacuduxanusra u npusepeHute npumepu Ha M. Ilyane- Apopaam maskuTe
KPBCTOBUAHU TOKHM ca oOeanHeHu B Tun D 22 1 ce AaTupar B IbpBara A0 paHHATA BTOPA IIOAOBHHA
Ha VII B. (Schulze-Dérrlamm 2002, p. 192-193, Tail. I). ITosBara um ce cBbpsBa ¢ BpeMeTO Ha
umneparop Mpaxawuit (610 — 641), c MoneTa oT unero panHo ynpasaenue (610 — 614) ca otkputn
Ha 0-B Camoc. ABTOpKATa ¢ 0CH08AHME HE € CBIAACHA C IPpeAAaraHaTa oT A. Ail0a0UH AaTa — HAYAAOTO
Ha IX B. (ABe ToKH oT XepcoHec npousaunsar ot rpo6 ¢ monera Ha A V — 813 — 820 r.), samomo
scuuxu Ipyen Haxodxu om muna nooxpensm npedioxcenama om ues damuposxa” (Aomdesa-ITerkosa
u Ap. 2016, 138). 3anosHarure ¢ npobaemaTukara u ocobeHo ¢ moHorpadusra Ha [llyane-Apopaam,
caMu Ouxa MoraH Aa 3abeaexar, ue ,mosunuara’ Ha A. Aonuesa-ITerkosa e IPEEKCIIOHUPaHA, 110
O0eKTHBHATA IPUYUHA, Y€ TAKBB CIIOP HE CHIECTBYBA, HAH-MAAKOTO B TE3U CTPAHUIIN, KOUTO 33CAHO
c aBTOpa cU ca HekopekTHO utupanu. Onosa, koero Ilyane-Apopaam muiue e, 4e: ABe TOKU OT
tun D 22 ca Hamepenu B rpobuuna 18 B XepcoHec, OCBEH ¢ MOCOYEHHUTE MOHETH, U C OLIE €AHA
Toka ot THn D 25. 32 A2 MOSICHM KOHTEKCTA Ha Te3H HAaXOAKH, Ts LUTHPa (AOCTOBEpHO) B beaekka
noa AuHUs 835 nmybaukanusata Ha AiGabun, uspascHa npes 1982 r. 1 pombasa, e MoHeTHTE HE
MOTaT AQ Ca YacT OT TO3H KOHTEKCT, 3apaAl TsXHara o-KbcHa Aata (Schulze-Dérrlamm 2009, 197).
Ot noraecaa Ha 3aII03HATUTE HEIIOCPEACTBEHO ¢ paboTtara Ha [Ilyarie-Apopaam eaa au 61 ybernaao
U HEIIIO APYTO, C KOCTO U 3aI0YBA AMCKYTHPAHHAT IIACAXK: ,CBLICCTBYBA CAMO CAHO CBHACTCACTBO,
KOETO HEOCIIOPHMO AOKa3Ba, Ye TokuTe OT THIl D 22 ca 6uAn HOCeHM M Ipe3 BTOpara IOAOBHHA Ha
VII B. 1 ToBa ¢ rpo6 1 ot karakom6a 257 B Ecku Kepmen® (Schulze-Dérrlamm 2009, 197), xoiito e
PA3IIOAOXKEH HEIIOCPEACTBEHO A0 BXOAA Ha KaTakoMbara u Tokata oT i D 22 e HamepeHa in situ B
nosicHaTa 06AaCT Ha morpebaHus.

Hexa npunomuum, ge camara A. Aonuesa-IlerkoBa HaMupa 3a OCHOBATEAHO AQ KOHKPETH3HpPa
HaYaAHATA AATA HA HEKPOIIOAQ IIpU DaAumK ,,B IIbpBUTE ACCETUACTHSI HA ObATAPCKATA ABPIKABA IMEHHO
CIIOpeA OTKpHTaTa B KaTakoMba 257 KPbCTOBHAHA TOKA, 3aLIOTO B ChIaTa KaTkoMba ¢ HamepeHa u
MOHETa Ha ,100eAcHust OT xaH Acmapyx ummneparop Koncranrun IV¢ (Aomnuepa-TTerxosa 2009, 83).
KoHTpaapryMeHTH Ha TOBa 3aKAIOYCHHE U HA IOAXOABT, U3IIOA3BAH, 32 Ad CE AOCTHUTHE AO HETO, Bede
ca uskasanu (Komatarova-Balinova 2016, 270). Te ce ocHOBaBaT Ha AaHHHTE, 4e KaTakomba 257
HE ¢ 3aTBOPCH KOMIIACKC U KPBCTOBUAHATA TOKAa U MoHeTara Ha Koncrantun IV npunapaexar kpm
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MaTepUAAHHUTE CACAU OT NOTpeOeHMsI, KOUTO Ca Pa3HOBPEMECHHU (Gavrituchin 2008, 77-79, fig. 19).
KbM Taka M3AOXKEHHTE AAHHU CAEABA AA ce A0DABH olle Helo. BU3aHTHIICKOTO B T€3U TOKH, OCBEH
TEXHOAOTMATA, GpOpMAaTa, a IPH HIAKOU — U YKPACaTa, ¢ ¥ YCTPOICTBOTO 32 3aKPEILIHE KbM PEMbKA.
I'Tpu Bcnukw, sicau or MoHorpagusara Ha Illyane- Apopaam npumepu (HemBeCTHo 3amo A. Aonuesa-
ITeTkoBa € TOCOYMAA CAMO ABA OT TSIX), IPOUSBEACHHUTE BbB BU3AHTUHCKH ATEAMETA KPBCTOBUAHH TOKH
3AKPEISTHETO € OCBHIIECCTBEHO YPE3 METAUK (Schulze-Dérrlamm 2009, 193-196). Coimoto 3aKpeIsiHe
MIMaT U BUSAHTUICKUTE KPbcTOBUAHH TokH 0T Kpum (Ait6abun 1990, puc. 41). CaepoBaTeaHO KpBCTO-
BHAHATa TOKAa OT BaAYMK ChC CBOETO 3aKPEISAILO € IMMIIOBE YCTPOHCTBO Ce sIBsIBa HHKAAHA HaXOAKa (B
MICTUHCKHS CMHCBA Ha TOBA OTIPEACACHHE), KAKTO 32 KyATYPHO-HCTOPHYECKOTO IIPOCTPAHCTBO Ha €3HU-
gecka bparapus, Taka u 3a BUSAHTHICKMS CBSIT, C YHUTO MPEAIOAATACMH ATCAUETA TS 3ACETA HE MOXKE AQ
ce cebpke. OT Tyk 61 MOTAO A2 ce AOITyCHE, Ue T51, TOAOOHO Ha ToKaTa TUl , KOpUHT, chI1jo € AcpuBar.

IlpuBeaenure aHasoruu Ha ToKara Tun ,KopuHT® OTHOBO ca MHOro6poiHH, OCOGEHO
uHPOPMATUBHU CPpeA Tsx campuMepute oT I'sprnst. I TocouennTe skeAe3HH €K3EMITASPH, OTKPUTH ITPU
paskonkute Ha Kopunt (Aonuesa-TTerkoBau ap. 2016, 137) He ca HeusBecTHHY, He ca M HeobndaiiHuy,
3aI0TO MMEHHO TaM € LICHTbPBT, C KOUTO CE CBBP3Ba II'bPBOHAYAAHOTO PA3IPOCTPAHCHIE HA MOAATA.
HansaHO 04akBaHO € U IbPBUTE MOAPDKAHUS A2 €A U3PAOOTEHH Ha CHILOTO MSICTO HAU B OAU3DBK AO
Hero ueHTbp. [Toao6Ha e cutyanmsita u Ha Kpum.

Or uurupanute MHOrOGpOiiHN npuMepu (0COOEHO aKO Te ca AOCTOBEPHO IIPHAOXKEHH) CTaBa
SICHO, 4€ BCUYKH TE3U TOKH, OCBCH Y€ MMAT LIHPOKO PAa3IPOCTPAHCHHUE U Ca ,U3BECTHU OT Typuus,
Cupus, Kpum, Xspsarus, Yarapus, Mraaus u .1 (Aonuena-TTerkosa u Ap. 2016, 135), umat u
AOCTATBYHO LIMPOKH XPOHOAOTHYECKU IPaHHLIM, KouTo Ha Kpum pAocrurar a0 xpas va VIII . (Nall-
bani 2005, 666). He craBa sicHo 06ade, ¢ KaKBO BCHIKH Te3H H30POCHH aHAAOTHH AOTIPUHACST 3aTOBa
HaYaAHATa AATa Ha DaAYHIIKIS HEKPOIIOA AQ CE CTECHHU AO IIBPBUTE ACCETHACTHSI OT ChICCTBYBAHETO
Ha ObATapcKaTa Abp>KaBa H AOPH C I'bPBATa TOAMHA Ha HEHHOTO OCHOBABAHE.

ApXCOAOTHYECKHUTE APTYMEHTH 3 TOBA TBBPACHHE UMAT ChBCEM YMO3PHTEACH XAPAKTED U B U3AOIKE-
HUETO, CACA OOLIMPHIUST 0630 Ha AHAAOTHUTE, Ca [IPEACTABCHH B CACAHATA [IOCACAOBATCAHOCT : , BIpexu
OCHOBATCAHHTE MHCHHSI, Y€ TOKUTE MOTAT A C€ HOCST ABATO CACA AATATA HA TAXHOTO IIPOU3BOACTBO,
PA3TACAAHHTE CK3CMIIASPH OT DaAuHINKHSI HEKPOIOA ITOACKA3BAT, Y€ HE IIPOMUBAM3AT OT 3aB3CTUTC
tepuropun Ha Maaka CKUTHS, KbPACTO >KHBOTBHT B PAHHOBHU3AHTHUICKHUTE KPEIIOCTH IIPEKBCBA B
nppBuTE AcceTnaeThs Ha VII B, (ITaerrboB 2008, 26-29, 56-74 1 IIUT. AUT.) ¥ KBAETO P AOCETALIHUTE
IIpOy4BaHHs TOKU THII ,KopunT He ca sacBuaereacrsanu. Te nasi-6eposmuo (kypcusst Moii — 6. a.) ca
AoHecenu B kpast Ha VII B. ot Texuute npurexarean” (Aonuesa-Iletkosa u ap. 2016, 139). C tosa ce
cAara KpasiT Ha apxeosormdeckute apryMeHTH. CAea TAX 3aI10YBAT HCTOPUYECCKUTE PEKOHCTPYKLIUH U
A0Dpe mo3HaTHTE IIacaku OT , X poHorpadus“ Ha Teodpan F3noBeaHNK, KOUTO BCHIIHOCT €A TE3U, KOUTO
U ,,OLIPEACAAT  Ha4aA0TO Ha ,] Ipabbarapckus Hekpornoa npu baaunk® npes 681 r.

AOKOAKO BCHUKM T€3M AHAAOTHH U APTYMCHTH Ca AOCTATBIHU IIPH OMHUTHTE AA CC OIIPCACAST
»(pasuTe B pasBUTHETO HA HEKPOIIOAA®, KOUTO Ha OOLIMS IAQH Ca ITOKA3aHU YpPe3 PasAMdHO OLiBE-
tenn netHa (Aonuesa-ITerkosa u Ap. 2016, 06p. 61) 1 BaAHAHH AM ca Te IIPH Pa3pabOTBAHETO Ha
THIIO-XPOHOAOTMYHATA CKaAa Ha Kepamukata (Aonuesa-Ilerkosa u ap. 2016, 06p. 60), ocobeno B
HelHATa XPOHOAOTUYHA YacT — HeKa TOBA peluar ,0bAemure npoyusatean . KoM 1sx ce 06pbma A.
AonueBa-ITerkoBa B 3aKAIOYUTEAHATA YACT HA MOHOTPAPUIHOTO CH U3CACABAHE, 32 Ad IPOABAXKAT TC
HelHUTe ycuaus. BeposiTHO Te ,,1ie ce Hacoyar u e ThpCAT MOA0OHY nameTHULH KakTo B KybaHo-
YepromopckaTa 06AACT, TaKa U B TEPUTOPUHTE Ha ChbBpeMeHHa Ykpaiina u Moaposa® (AoHuesa-
I[TetkoBa u ap. 2016, 171).

I[To-ckenTHYHO HACTPOCHHTE CPEA TSIX, MOXKE OH CBIIO CACA AbATA PabOTa, LIe Ce YCHMHSIT B MUTA
sanpabwarapckara Koaxuaa. M toa coMHeHHe eaBa AM 1ie UM 6bA€ pocTeHO. BeposiTHo Tyk € Msic-
TOTO Aa CE CIIOMCHE, Y€ 3a [IOCACAHUS IOAOBHH BEK CACA H3AABaHETO Ha ,, PanHue Tiopku Ha CeBepHOM
Kasxase® Ha SI. ®epopos u I'. PeaopoB, ¢ KOSATO 3aImOYBa 3aKAIOUCHHETO HA MOHOIpadusTa, €
HATPyIaHa 3HAYUTEAHA IO 00eM AuTeparypa. K HUTO €AMH OT ChBPEMECHHHUTE M3CACAOBATCAU Ha
T.Hap. KaBKa3Ka IPOOACMATHKA He € CPEeA, AACIITHTE Ha 3aMUCACHUsL B cpeaara Ha XX B. KaBkasu mut
(Bwx Hanpumep Kazanski, Mastykova 2003).
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Pa3paboTBaHETO Ha HEroBHsl G'BATAPCKH BaPHAHT, KOAKOTO M OPUIMHAAHO A2 3BY4H TO, 32 Kpas
Ha Broporto Accernaetue Ha XXI B. e aHaxponuseM. CAes HEMMOBEPHHTE YCUAMA M IPOABAXKHU-
TeaeH TPyA (BKAIOUHTEAHO U Ha ,IIOCTOSHHHS, CHTYCHMasUpaH®, HO Haii-Bede — ,caM" —eKMIl Ha
TepeHa) ,,Hpa6LArapc1<H;1T Hekponoa npu baadnk® Hu BpbIIa 06paTHo B cpepara Ha 70-Te roAnHH,
npu xoHnenuute Ha JKuska Buxaposa. 3amoro u Tyk $opMHpaHETO HA ABp)KABaTa M HEHHATA
CAMOCTOSITEAHA KYATYpa Ca CBEACHH OTHOBO A0 pOpMyAHpaHHTEe OT BmxapoBa ABa ChbBCEM IPOCTU
IpoLieca: IPUABIDKBAHETO HA HACEACHHE OT EAHO MSICTO HA APYTO M 3a[1a3BAHETO HA HETOBATA MATEPUAAHA
KYATypa B HOBUTE 3eMH. S[CHATA TOCACAOBATEAHOCT Ha TE3U IPOLICCH, 32 OHA3H, BeUe UBKUBSIHA, CIIOXA
cera ,Bb3KPBCBA" C HOBH ,APIYMEHTH' 1 H3BOAH, KOUTO BCHIIHOCT Ca B3AUMHO H3KAK04Baiy ce. OT Tsix
Hal{-3aIIOMHSIIU B 3aKAKOYCHHETO Ha MOHOTpadusTa Ca: 4e ,,00eKTUBHUTE AQHHU CBUACTECACTBAT 32
eAHO HaceaeHue, koeto oule Ha Cesepen Kaskas e ,,ipemunano kbMm yceanasoct (Aonuesa-ITerkosa
u Ap. 2016, 167), Ho HadaA0OTO Ha GbATAPCKATa KYATYpa C ,OCHOBaHHE" CE ,,CBbP3Ba C TAMETHHIIUTE
ot rpynara Cusamoska“ (Aonuesa-Iletkosa u ap. 2016, 170), kosTo 6¢3 ChbMHEHHE € OCTaBEHA OT
HOMAACTBAILO HaceacHHUe, U To B crenute Ha CeBepHoro UepHoMopue; ye aomaure npu basunk or
Kaskas npabbarapy-seMeAeALH ca 3aIa3MAH BCE NIAK CIIOMEHA 32 OHE3H MHHAAM BPEMEHA, B KOUTO Ca
HOMAACTBAAU HEH3BECTHO KbAE, 3AllIOTO €A IPOABAKHAU AQ IIOUUTAT KOHS KATO CBEILICHO )XHBOTHO
U 10 Ta3W NPHYMHA B DaAdMIIKMA HEKPOIIOA AHMIICBAT KOHE (Aonuena-ITerkosa u Ap- 2016, 172);
qe Te, OUACHKH 3eMEAEALIH, CA AOHECAU ChC ceOe CH, OCBEH ITOYHUTAHHETO KbM KOHS, OIje JACTUTE OT
XEPaAAMYHU KOAAHHU TAPHUTYPH, YUUTO AaHAAOTUH, 00ade, IPOUSXOXKAAT HE OT TCPUTOPUHTE, B KOUTO
ce Tbpcu Beanka Boarapust nan apesHara npaObarapcka Koaxuaa, a or AHeumHuTe Teputopun Ha
Anbanus, I'spuust n Cupus; 4e B IPUABIDKBAHETO CH Ha 3aI1aA TE CA YBACKAU CACA ceOe CH M MECTHO
HACEACHHE, CBUACTEACTBO 32 KOCTO ca (HE)CHILECTBYBALIUTE aHAAOTHU Ha cbaOBe T IlacTupckoro
IPAAHMIIIE, 2 CAMOTO TO, B IIOCACAHATA CTPAHUIIA OT 3AKAKOYCHHETO, € IIPEMECTEHO OT MAAKHS IIPUTOK Ha
p. Tsiemun Ha p. Axenrsp (Aonuesa-TTerkosa u Ap. 2017, 174). Y muoro APYTH, H MHOTO APYTH.

HesaBucumo ot uaeitaust cu pocer ¢ ,aemona Ha Kocuna® ako ce BbpHeM kbM MeTadopara Ha
®aopun Kypra, ,00pasbr Ha npabbarapuna® B Monorpadusita Ha JKuska Boxaposa usraexaa no-
AOCTOBEPEH, BEPOSITHO 3alllOTO TOTaBa U ,AHLIETO HA ACMOHA He ¢ OMAO TOAKOBA CHAHO U3KPUBEHO.

XoanT u mpoabakuTeAHOCTTa Ha KOCHHOBaTa ,,ucTOpHYecKa HEM30EKHOCT ca HEIIPEABHAUMU.
Or ,6pacIuTE IPOyYBaTEeAN “ 3aBUCH AAAM, CTHIIMAH Ha Bede yOAMKYBaHaTa eMIIMpHYHA 0a3a, Te 1ie
51 U3IIOA3BAT PALIMOHAAHO, HAU LIE AOPA3BUAT eAUH MUT. Fan abeypa.

Uskaszeam ceosma npusnamernocm na Anexceii [1snxos u Hnea Apyscununa sa npedocmasenume

mpyono Qocmennn  APXUBHU MAMEPUALU U AUINEPAINYPA, 34 MHO200POUHUME  KOHCYAIMAYUL,
npodeancuiu 6 nepuoda 2012 — 2014 2., 1o npedu cuuxo — 3a 0moeseHomo om msx peme.
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“The Protobulgars” at Balchik and the nomads
in the field of “the Protobulgar” archaeology

Evgenia Komatarova-Balinova

Amicus Socrates, sed magis amica veritas

In the mid-19* century, while Romanticism in Europe was going through its final decades, an
explorer was born in Eastern Prussia. His views, by virtue of “historical inevitability” would have a
considerable impact on European archacology of the following century. In a few remarks, Gustaf
Kossina’s biographers present to us a controversial persona who led a complicated life, and those who
analyze his work add the peculiar, provocative and polemical manner of his expression (Veit 2000,
40-42). Few of his contemporaries remained indifferent to his written work, and even one of his
most distinguished ideological opponents — Sir Gordon Child — was of the opinion that there was
no other person so memorable in German archaeology, whose contributions could be compared only
to those of Oscar Montelius (cit. after Veit 2000, 41).

Apart from being among the founders of the culture-historical school with his concept of “cul-
tural provinces”, Kossina and his work are most often referred to as an example of political (mis)use
of archaeology in the times of National Socialism and other totalitarian regimes.

Opver a century after the publication of one of his most popular monographs, Kossina is remem-
bered by present-day generations mainly with one of the points of his concept: “Sharply defined
archaeological cultural areas correspond unquestionably with the areas of particular people or tribes”
(Kossina 1911, 3), which in turn correspond to historically documented (ethnic) communities'.

Until the turn of the 21* century, quite a few representatives of European archaeology invested
efforts in liberating it from “Kossina’s demon” (quot. after Curta 2008, 163). By using concrete ar-
chaeological material as proof, Sebastian Brather made an attempt to separate archaeological from
historical knowledge and this led him to the conclusion that the establishment of “ethnic identity is
beyond the possibilities of archacology” (Brather 2002, 175)

Not long after Kossina’s death, his demon, if we use Curta’s metaphor, began to possess various
“individuals” who, in the countries of Eastern Europe turn out to be the founders of the so-called
archacological history. Its followers, especially in the then-Soviet Union, considered archacology as
an auxiliary historical discipline whose main task was to “reconstruct historical past in all its aspects”
(Kaeitn 1993, 39). Among the trademark characteristics of archacological history are the rudimenta-
ry conceptual apparatus and the methodology borrowed mostly from other branches of history — e.g.
source analysis and ethnography (Kaeiin 1993, 39). The roots of archaeological history are usually
traced back to the pre-Revolution period, when Alexander Spitsin started mapping different types of
earrings originating from early medieval graves, in order to identify the tribes mentioned in “IToBects
BpemeHHBIX AeT [Povest’ viemennykh let]”. In this manner he, almost simultaneously with Kossina,
put forward the hypothesis that the mapped cultural areas corresponded to the ethnic communities
that inhabited them (Kypra 2009, 33).

Mainly in the period of the 50s-60s of the 20™ century, the so-called archacological ethnogenetics
developed as a branch of archacological history. It reached its prime with the archacological research
of Scythians and Slavs. Related to it is the wide use (in the second half of the 20" century, well beyond
the borders of the Soviet Union) of the term “ethnic significance of cultural similarities* (Kaeiin

! A comprehensive review of the relevant bibliography, including an analysis of Kossina’s theories can be seen in: Trigger

1980, 25; 1989, 76 -78, 157; Veit 1989, 35-56, Arnold 1990, 464-478, Kypra 2009, 32-37; Hakenbeck 2016, 11-14.
* More on the discussion Curta — Brather on this problem see in: Curta 2008, 163-173.
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1993, 43). There are a number of main tasks for the “archacologists of ethnogenesis”: establishing
the emergence of archacological cultures, their genetic connection (which is also a genetic connec-
tion of the ethnos), their decline and transformation in new ethnos. In this sense, the components of
cach culture are understood as ethnic indicators (Kacitn 1993, 44), and are used for the outlining of
different ethnic areas. Again in that time, through the sanction of the Soviet national policy, another
concept started developing which, in time, would reach the same mythological dimensions as the leg-
endary tale of the Argonauts and the Golden Fleece. Two are the main “plot lines” which formed the
so-called Caucasian myth of early medieval archaeology: the first one is that the region of Northern
and Central Caucasus was inhabited by a homogenous ethnic community whose roots can be traced
back to prehistory, and the other — that amidst this monolith group of people should be sought the
direct ancestors of a number of cultures (Gadjiev, Kohl, Magomedov 2007, 122-124). Among them,
as it shall be discussed below, is also that of the First Bulgarian Kingdom.

In the 70s of the 20™ century, when “the meltdown era” started in the East and “the material form
of artefacts started losing its historical content” (Kaeiin 1993, 36), a wave of “new archacologists”
came from the West and reached as far as Central Europe. Again at the same time, an impressive
monograph appeared in Bulgaria — “Slavs and Poroto-Bulgarians according to cemeteries data, 6™ -
11* century”. According to the author, Zhivka Vazharova, the book had a single main goal - to solve
“by means of archacology” “the problem of the ethnogenesis of the Bulgarian people” (Bpxaposa
1976, 5). Her theoretical concepts involved the statement that “a certain archaeological culture can
expand or disintegrate into a number of related cultures... to mix with or even be assimilated by other
cultures, but in any case it reflects the life of the ethnos that represents it” (Byxaposa 1976, 5). Thus,
repeating Kossina on the one hand, and the Soviet “ethnogenesis archaeologists” on the other, Vazha-
rova illustrated to us (or herself) this genesis as a result of two very simple processes — the movement
of population from place to place, and the preservation of its material culture in the new lands. In
this way, the protobulgars turn out to be representatives of the Saltovo culture, since they carry the
Saltovo ceramic tradition and burial rites, and the Slavs, if we follow Vazharova’s logic from her other
works (Bwxaposa 1986, 8-15), bear the Central Moldovan Hlincha-1 culture, as it is assumed that
in their movement towards the Lower Danube, the protobulgars passed also from today-Moldova’s
lands and took with them the local Slavic population on the way®. The routes of this movement
are considered mainly through the much repeated historical record, most often “Chronographia” by
Theophanes the Confessor, quoted from a translation.

Four decades later, another impressive monograph was presented to the attention of Bulgarian
and foreign academic community. It was dedicated to an undoubtedly interesting monument which,
according to the main author, was “one of the few archacological testimonies confirming the data
from written sources (especially that by Theophanes — my note) related to the beginnings of the Bulgar-
ian state” (Aonuesa-Iletkosa et al. 2016, 174).

“The Protobulgar necropolis at Balchik” is only the second monograph that shed light on the re-
sults from long-lasting excavations since 1948, when the study of this group of early medieval monu-
ments started, and in that sense, it is a delightful precedent for Bulgarian early medieval archacology*.

Its many positive highlights include the solution to the important problem of the beginning of
Bulgar culture as a natural continuation of the culture of the population in the Kuban-Black Sea
arca (Aonuesa-ITetkosa et al. 2016, 169). They also include the settling of other crucial issues, such
as: the origin of burnished pottery in the area outlined by the Middle Dnieper to the west, until
the Middle Volga to the east, and the Central Caucasus to the south, as well as the establishment
of direct continuity in the elements of burial rites in the said lands for a period of around 500 years

3 This concept by Zhivka Vazharova is not original cither, as it is based on the hypotheses of Svetlana Pletnyova (ITaetnésa
1967, 188) and Maria Comsa (Comsa 1972, 9-28).

#1 am grateful to the director of excavations Lyudmila Doncheva-Petkova for the fact that in the period 2004-2008
I was part of the “persistent, enthusiastic team which alone (quite alone — my note), without any noise or showing-
off” (Aonuepa-ITerkosa ct al. 2016, 9) conducted the excavation, and had the opportunity “to carry out the graphic
documentation of most of the graves” (Aonuesa-ITerkosa et al. 2016, 9).
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(half a millennium): from the beginning of the 5* to the 9* century. The discussion of these issues
occupies a considerable place in the monograph. One can even say that the total amount of informa-
tion dedicated to the necropoleis of the Kuban-Black Sea group, also known as Northern Caucasian
group, is approximately equal to all works published on the same topic (including those missing in
the bibliography) for the last century, and that number includes also a recently defended dissertation
(Yemencxuit 2015).

Following the structure and contents of the monograph, the discourse below will introduce some
clarifications to the established facts and the grounds for their interpretation, as well as their cultural
and ethnic attribution, with no intention whatsoever to overshadow or diminish the value of the
monograph’s achievements.

From the carly medieval necropolis at Balchik (fig. 1) 290 graves are known, 206 of which were
studied by the expedition directed by Prof. Lyudmila Doncheva-Petkova. The published plan
(Aonuesa-TTerkosau ap. 2016, 13, O6p.5) reveals that some of the burials are cremation graves (119
or 57,76 %), while others are inhumations (87 or 42,23%). Both types are relatively evenly distribut-
ed, so there can hardly be established, or at least declared with certainty, any actual patterns in terms
of layout, as long as only the southern border of the necropolis is clearly determined.

Similarly to many other early medieval biritual cemeteries, the burial structures hosting the
cremated human remains and grave goods were “cremation in pits and chambers” mainly (Doncheva-
Petkova et al., 2016, 14). Their depth varies and the published plans show that they were all dug
into the soil (fig. 2) (Doncheva-Petkova et al., 2016, Figs. 8, 9). No special device was used, and the
depths were measured from the level of the modern surface, which was levelled many times during the
construction of the airport landing strips. As the construction activities changed the original surface
numerous times, it was not possible to document the level of the ancient surface from which the pits
were dug in.

It has been correctly recorded that the outlines of the burial structures are difficult to define
because of the characteristics of the area and that the pits containing the cremated bones are very
shallow and dug completely into the dark soil. For that reason, the shape of the pits was defined
according to the scattered bones (Aonuesa-ITetkosa u ap. 2016, 17). The pits with “well defined
plans” (my quotation marks) are elliptical, rectangular, round and square in plan as it is diligently
illustrated by Table 2 (AonueBa-TTetkoBa u Ap. 2016, 17). Their total number is 79. However, there
are significant discrepancies in the recording of burials of a certain size and “plan” with quite different
position of the bones. These include the following burials with an elliptical plan of the grave pit: 118,
143, 144, 150, 158, 183, 200, 202, 210 (Tables: LXXVII, C, CI, CVIII, CXVI, CXLVI, XLVII,
CLXXI, CLXXXI); burials with a rectangular plan of the grave pit: 165 (fig. 7), 177, 267 (Tables:
IV, CXLII, CCXLVIII); burials with a round plan of the grave pit: 146 (Table IV, CIII); burials
with a square plan of the grave pit: 199 (Table CLXVIII). The relative share of the above mentioned
graves is 19% and their exact number is 15°.

Even a quick glimpse of the photos, the plans and the drawings confirms that the shallow pits with
their small capacity are not large enough to host the cremated bones and grave goods. This can be the
reason they were dispersed outside the mouth of the pit on a surface larger than that of the pit, which
narrowes considerably at the bottom. Therefore, the plan of this “dispersal” of cremated bones does
not reflect the actual shape and size of the grave pits with cremation burials®.

> The field record for the period 2004-2008 kept in the archive of the National Archacological Institute with a museum—
BAS provide quite a different information about the shape of these pits. According to this record, at least 15 cremation
burials were in pits whose shape is described as “undefined” or the outline is not described at all. The “oval” pits are
related to burials NN 129, 130, 132, 158, 183, 218, 225, 246; the “rectangular” — to burials NN 157, 165 (fig. 7), 178, 182,
254; the “round” - to burials NN 168, 187. The shape of some of the pits was defined in the field record as round and in
Table 2 of the monograph as oval (e. g. burial N 129) or pear-shaped (burial N 158), whose shape was also transformed

into oval.

¢The cross-sections of all pits with cremation burials are not real because they do not reflect actual cross-sections of burial
structures. For that reason they are missing in the photo documentation and the colour illustrations.
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It is believed that the orientation is one of the most conservative elements of the burial ritual
because it is “an evidence for established religious beliefs for any length of time” (Aonuesa-ITerxo-
Bau Ap. 2016,43). The orientation of the cremation burials in pits and chambers is summarized in a
table and in a diagram (Aomuesa-ITerkosa u ap. 2006, Ta6a. 3, O6p. 10). “The desire to document
the exact orientation of each burial” (Aonuesa-ITetkosa u Ap. 2016, 43) excludes square and
round in plan structures, reducing the total number of the grave pits to 102. Despite the diligent
research effort, the text does not provide detailed explanation of the method used to document the
orientation of each burial. To some extent, it is possible to guess that it was determined according
to the “longitudinal” axis of the grave pit (Aonuesa-ITletkoBa n ap. 2016, 18). This offers a possible
explanation why the “elliptical” and “rectangular” in plan pits were found mainly in the North-
South sector. Certain confusion is caused by the fact that burials of similar shapes, sizes and plan,
which are the most numerous— the elliptical and the “elongated axis’, have a different orientation.
This is best illustrated by burials 95 (fig. 3) and 96 (fig. 4) as visible in the general plan (Aon-
gesa-TTetkoBa u Ap. 2016, 302, 303, O6p. 5, Tabaa LXII, LXIII). Here, the ceramic vessels are
the only artifacts which “look towards” the directions corresponding to the “precisely directed
orientation”. The same principle has been used to define the orientation of other cremation burials
in pits, which is also clearly illustrated by the documentation (see for example fig. 5). Of course,
the direction in which the vessels are slanting was hardly a result of a ritual activity. Since no
correlation table is available, the comparison between the information provided by Tables 2 and
Table 3 allows to reach another conclusion, namely that the pits of undefined shape (burials 184
and 189), the cubic chambers (burials 226 and 281), the chambers with undefined plans (burial
85) as well as the “square and undefined plans” of the “special” burials 149 and 272 have also had
north-south orientation. This suggests that the assemblages whose orientation can be regarded
unreliable constitute at least 24% of all 29 burials, and this is the documented situation not in the
North-South sector only.

In the context of all other biritual cemeteries, in the Dobrogea region mainly, the parallels of
“the cremation burials in pits” from Balchik are listed in a paragraph (Aonuesa-ITerkosa n ap. 2016,
20), probably because for the leading author of the monograph, the discussion on revealing “the
secrets of biritualism” seems more important. Following the waves of Argo, the area of its forma-
tion is sought on the mythical Caucasian territories, the Eastern Black Sea and the Lower Kuban
River. The publications of Kamen Klisuranov on the comparative analysis of the cremation burials
in the steppes of Eastern Europe and the Lower Danube are the only correctly referred to sources
among the diverse but regrettably very short and incomplete list of references (Kancypanos 2013,
113-124). The same refers to Nurbii Lovpache’s publications on the location of the ceramic ves-
sels in the burial ritual of the Addigas (Aosnaue 1984, 128-146). Based on the first publication, L.
Doncheva-Petkova stated that “there is no information about reliable cremation burials made by
the Turkic people dated back to the 6th-7th century” (Aonuesa-ITerkosa u ap. 2016, 20). In fact, a
considerable part of the cremation burials in Abrau Durso is related to the migration of the Turkic
groups to the Western Caucasus in this period (Amutpues 1978, 48-49; Axurynosa 2000, 7).

The definition of the Kuban-Black Sea group of cemeteries (fig. 10) as a starting point for the
formation of biritualism is based on Alexey Pyankov’s statement that “there is information about a
hundred medieval cemeteries yielding cremation burials in this region at the end of the 20 century”
(ITbsirkoB 2002, 13; Aonuesa-Tletkosa u ap. 2016, 21. Gea. 22). Apart from the fact that most of
them were not published, on the next page of this very short report the author states the following:
these cemeteries are dated back to the 8"-13" century, they are divided into two chronological
groups and they are “left by different tribes” (ITbsinkos 2002, 14). It has to be mentioned that some
of the cemeteries were flat and the others yielded cremations in urns with a subsequent burial in a
tumulus (Yerenckuit 2012, 389).

At present, information, although incomplete, is available about 43 cemeteries out of the “hun-
dreds”. The relative share of the cemeteries from the First Chronological group 8"—10" century is
only 23% (or a total of 10) (Yenenckuii 2012, 388). Two of them — Borisovo (fig. 10 13) (Caxanes
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1914) and Durso (fig. 10 7) (Amurpues 1979, 52-57; 2003, 200-207) are partially published. The
statement that this is a biritual cemetery, or more precisely, a sector of the cemetery with burials
made according to two different rituals has to be accepted with skepticism because the cremation
burials excavated at Borisovo in 1913 were not drawn on the general plan. The reference to a publi-
cation about the pre-Saltovo and Saltovo chronological levels in Eastern Europe states: “A. Komar
also points out to the fact that the cremations and inhumations burials in the early phase of the
cemetery are contemporary” (Aondesa-ITetkosa u ap. 2016, 21). In fact, in the quote, with incor-
rectly referenced pages, Alexey Komar literally stated in two consecutive sentences that only two
cremation burials (NN 28 and 47) were contemporary to the inhumation burials based of the
B-shaped belt-buckles found there. However, these two burials, do not confirm the practice of biri-
tualism; they confirm the “smooth change of the inhumation ritual with cremation ritual”, which
was the only practiced in the late phase of the cemetery (from the so-called Khazar period - mzy
note) (Komap 1999, 133). In Igor Gavrituhin and Alexey Pyankov’s publication, quoted many times
by L. Doncheva-Petkova, on the same page she refers to in her article, the authors have stated quite
clearly in Russian that the introduction of this ritual on the territory of the Northern Caucasus “has
no local origin” (Aonuesa-ITerxosa u ap. 2016, 21; Tapuryxun, [Tesuxos 2003, 195). Therefore,
there is no reason for trying to trace back “the traditions” (my quotation marks — author’s note)
of its practicing to the early 5th century based on fragmentary information, which is incorrectly
referred to. Some of the researchers who studied these cemeteries, such as the well-known cemetery
at Leninahabl, Krasnodar region, point out that there are two assemblages that can be dated back
to the 5% — 7% century, one of which is a cenotaph. Researchers argue that their “genetic” relation-
ship with the latest cremation burials in urns dated back to the 12 century is problematic, not only
because the grave goods date back to various periods but also because of their different burial ritual
(Hockosa 2002, 172-173). There is not sufficient information about the 5®-7% century because
although the written sources throw light on certain political events, “they do not provide enough
information about the migration of groups of people in the Northern Caucasus, especially in its
western part” (Hockosa 2002, 169).

A number of elements of the ritual in the cemeteries with cremation burials of the Kuban-Black
Sea group dated back to the 8" — 10* century remain completely unknown to the Lower Dan-
ube. These elements comprise the deliberate fragmentation of the objects used as grave goods, their
placement at the funeral pile together with the human remains and the considerable number of
cenotaphs (Tasputyxun, [Tesuxos 2003, 195). The complete lack of animal bones has to be noted
as well (Yenenckuii 2015, 148).

Without any evidence, it has been claimed that “the incomplete information provides ground
to believe that both inhumation and cremation burials were also practiced in the 7-9% century in
other cemeteries (like Borisovo, Dyurso, Moldavanskoe, Vosmaya Shtell, Kazazovo II)” all of which
are situated in the region of Krasnodar (Aonuesa-ITerkosa u ap. 2016, 21). However, the presented
finds from Moldovanka (unpublished and with incorrectly cited year) (Aonuesa-ITerkosa u ap.
2016, 21, 6ea. 20) do not provide a chronological marker pointing to a date preceding the mid 8*
century (fig. 10 12). Also, the distance between the only inhumation burial N 28 and the rest of
the cremation burials is rather big by the general plan kept in the same archive of Victor Tarabanov
(Tapabanos 1989, Apxus MIA-PAH, P-1 14148, Uaa. 1; P-1 14149, Vaa. 365, 366)%. Specifically,
the belt buckles with an open-work design are among the earliest artifacts from Moldovanka ceme-
tery. Such belt buckles were found in assemblage N 25 (defined as cenotaph) (ITbsikos, Tapa6anos
2004, puc. 7 16-18) and in burial Ne 23 (fig. 11) (Tapa6anos 1989, Apxus MA-PAH, P-1, 14149,

7 For some unknown reason this information is not shared and Lyudmila Noskova’s publications are not listed in the
bibliography.

8 The director of the excavations has written by his own hand on the general plan: “Kp. A9 89 (Krasnodar archacological
survey — my note), the village of Moldovanskoe, flat cemetery with cremation burials”.
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Waa. 269, 272)°. They are defined as Tepsen type or Type 2a in the above mentioned Alexey Ko-
mar’s publication, “well-known” to L. Doncheva-Petkova. These belt buckles are diagnostic for the
Stolbishte—Starokorsunska horizon (named “Early Saltovo” as well) and are dated back to 740-770
(Komap 1999, 123, 132, taba. 2 11-12). The date is supported by the W-shaped pendant with zoo-
morphic decoration as well as the iron fibula, based on their parallels from Borisovo, Kazazovo II,
Sukhaya Gomolsha and Topoli (ITesikos 1990, 163).

The direct contact with the record from the archacological excavations at the Moldovanka cem-
etery allows to note additional observations about the typical features of the burial ritual, such as
the extremely low number of ceramic vessels among the grave goods. The Crimean imported ware
comprises a significant share (known also as baklinski jugs after the name of the production center)
together with the typical Saltovo vessels. The technological typical features of these jugs differ sig-
nificantly; one such feature is that they were thrown. They were yielded by the Moldovanka cemetery
(fig. 13) as well as by the Skalistoe cemetery on the Crimea and the only reliable biritual cemetery at
Krasnaya Gorka, Kharkov region, Ukraine, to which little attention has been paid. The introduction
of the Crimean imports in Moldovanka can be dated back to the second half of the 8" — the early
9 century based specifically on the parallels from Krasnaya Gorka and Skalistoe (Axcenos, Muxees
1998, 344-357; Akcenos 2003, 182; Beitmapn, Aii6abun 1993, 191). At present, there is not a single
publication, especially by the researchers who excavated the Moldovanka cemetery, which dates back
its beginning within the broad frames of the 7 century (in addition to the archive finds see also:
IbsiaxoB, Tapabanos 2004, 281 and ref.).

Kazazovo II cemetery is defined as completely Saltovo related and single ritual cremation burial
cemetery (fig. 10 20) (ITesirxo 1990, 158-165; Ibsnkos, Tapa6anos 2008, 277). 130 burials were
excavated there. It is especially interesting that there is a high relative share (40.6%) of the crema-
tion burials in urns. The ashes were put in turned pots made of sandy clay and covered with incised
decoration (Yenenckwuit 2015, 137). These burials are related to a time span and space that can hardly
be linked to Slavic groups of people since these elements of the burial ritual are also regarded ethnic
markers.

Vosmaya Shtell cemetery (fig. 10 4) also yielded cremation burials in pots dated back to the same
period, but it is not possible to make firm conclusions about the plan of the cemetery because the
site is significantly damaged. To what extent it was a “biritual” cemetery is implied by the fact the
25 cremation burials are contemporary to 12 inhumation burials but the latter were horse burials
(Ibskos, Tapabanos 2008, 277)™°.

The disparities, omissions and factual errors in the “references” raise many questions about the
intentions of the authors of the monograph “The Protobulgar Cemetery at Balchik” The leading
author has either chosen a selective approach to the sources to support a pre-established thesis or has
not read the referred publications thoroughly. It is also possible that, similarly to some of the medi-
eval analysts, she transmits information from the only source she has read, which she prefers to pres-
ent as anonymous. In any case, all conclusions based on such “information” can hardly be considered
reliable.

Of course, the discussions of the above issues among Bulgarian specialists did not start with “The
Protobulgar Cemetery at Balchik”. The “Caucasian Connection” (my quotation marks — author’s
note) is not a fresh or original concept and for unknown reasons, was not presented in the first sum-
marizing publication following the end of the excavations. At the time, a completely different state-
ment was presented on the pages of Arheologiya magazine: “The famous cemeteries with cremation

? The publication of facsimiles of the archacological record of the excavations at the Moldovanskoye cemetery was carried
out with the knowledge and with the written permission of P. Gaidukov, Deputy Director of IA-RAS and U. Yuchkarov,
Head of the Archive of IA-RAS, permission outgoing N¢ 14102/5475-462 of the Office of IA-RAS. A copy of the
permission was lodged on 17.03.2017 at the Academic Secretary of NIAM-BAS. The date on the photocopies I have
made at V. Tarabanov’s archive is 23.06.2009 and they were registered at the Academic Secretary of [A-RAS. I would
like to express my gratitude to the colleagues who contributed to their publication!

1 The referred publication is listed in the bibliography.
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burials on the territory of Russia and Ukraine are quite different and even not contemporary. This
refers to the cemeteries in the Kuban area (e. g. Durso, Kazazovo I, Perekupski (the correct spelling
is Psekupski — 72y note), Moldovanka and the earlier Borisovsky). They are also different in regard to
our cremation burials. There is no information about biritual cemeteries on these territories similar
to the cemeteries on the Lower Danube® (Aonuesa-ITerxosa 2009, 84). Consequently, we are faced
with a phenomenon in the Bulgarian Early Medieval Archeology: the results from the study on the
same sites and the same list of publications related to these sites in 2009 and 2016 are presented in
two completely different ways, one of which certainly does not correspond to the objective truth.
Moreover, the information in the earlier publication is presented relatively precisely in contrast to the
information in the monograph. This is despite the latter referring to a considerably more extensive
list of sources containing additional (almost) 20 titles. This rightfully raises the question about the
two main sources of information in both cases, of which the first one is more reliable.

In the several editions of his monograph “The Protobulgars in the 5* — 7 century”, Rasho Ra-
shev also considers the possibilities for a comparative analysis between the “Cemeteries on the Cau-
casian Periphery of the Steppes” and those in “the Northwest Caucasus” (Pames 2005, 146-153). The
Borisovo cemetery is among these. “The burial chambers typical of the Caucasian tradition made of
stone slabs “!' (Pames 2005, 151) have a high relative share regardless of the practiced burial ritual.
In contrast to the Balchik chambers with cremation burials, which are cubic-shaped predominantly,
the ones from Borisovo are predominantly elongated rectangular in shape. Hence, their elongated
axis could be considered reliable, especially when it is used to determine their orientation. The ori-
entation is north-south mainly as it is pointed out by L. Doncheva-Petkova, with deviations to the
west and east (Caxanes 1914, 142), “because it is similar to the chambers on the Lower Danube”
(Aonuesa-TTerxosa u ap. 2016, 24). However, these words can hardly be attributed to V. Sahanev as
it is suggested by the text, because at the time when the monograph about the Borisovo cemetery was
published, there was not a single early medieval cemetery excavated on the Lower Danube, let alone
a biritual cemetery.

An abundance of “parallels” (my quotation marks — author’s note) are also provided for the
inhumation burials in the Balchik cemetery (Aonucsa-ITetxkosa u ap. 2016, 31-36 with ref.), whose
number is 87. Depending on the construction of the grave structure, they are divided into ordinary
pits and pits marked partially or completely with natural or roughly cut stones (Aonuesa-ITerkosa
u Ap. 2016, 25). The ordinary pits have different outlines, summarized in table 5. Their orientation
is systematized in table 6, and the positions of the bodies are presented in table 7. Rightfully,
considerable attention is dedicated to their parallels, although not in the group of the biritual
cemeteries on the Lower Danube, but among those excavated in the East European steppes within
the modern boundaries of Ukraine and Russia. If we take into consideration the huge amount of the
referred publications and rely on the listed publications, the inhumation burials from Balchik have
parallels in more than 40 cemeteries (the accepted term in Bulgarian is “flat” and not “pit cemetery”
as it is in Russian — author’s note). They are concentrated in several areas, which, due to the lack of
any maps in the text, can be listed as follows: the Northern Black Sea Coast, Crimea, the Northern
Donetsk and Oskol drainage basins, Central Volga, Lower Don, Lower Kuban and the Northern
Caucasus. A simple check shows that the larger part of this area, whose periphery is marked from
west to east by the present-day cities of Kiev, Voronezh, Samara and Krasnodar, occupies an area of
497,792 sq. km'.

If we accept the concept of the mid-20" century archacologists of the ethnogenesis and the main
elements of the ritual defined as ethnic markers, one particular belief should be firmly stated. Name-
ly, that the sum of the “regular” pits dominating in Balchik cemetery, the main north orientation with
different deviations and positions of the buried body, does not have parallels in any of the 40 cemeter-
ies listed above excavated in an area of about half a million square kilometers.

" They can be hardly described as chambers as they do not have stone floors or covers.

12 This information can be checked on: https://www.google.bg/maps
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Here are several examples presented in chronological order. In addition to the regular or, in partic-
ular, elliptical pits, and those with a step (Aomuesa-ITerkoa u Ap. 2016, 32), pits with niches along
the long side were also found in the Sivashovka “culture”. The three types of burial constructions have
a relatively equal share as the second and the third type were not found on the Lower Danube. The
so-called “wooden frame” of the eponymous Sivashovka barrow burial has, of course, to be added
to them. The information provided by Table 6 (Aonuesa-ITetkoBa u ap. 2006, 27) reveals that the
north-south oriented burials and the north-south oriented burials with deviations to the west and the
east represent 91.5%. The comparatively high share of the east-southeast to west-southwest oriented
or from 90° to 240° “Sivashovka” burials (Komap, Ky6eimes, Opaos 2005, ta6a. 50) is also unknown
in Balchik cemetery and is extremely rare on the Lower Danube. Several burials of this type were ex-
cavated in the later cemeteries at the villages of Nikolovo and Batin, Rousse region (I'puropos 2006,
06p. 15, 16), but this information is based on incomplete publications.

All “Sivashovka parallels” from the areas to the west of the Caucasus region referred in Andrei
Atavin’s publications have various orientations, and the ones from Chapaevsky hutor and Krupskaya
(Aonuesa-TTerkosa u ap. 2006, 32) are southeast and east oriented, 107° and 90° respectively
(Komap, Ky6prmes, Opaos 2005, taba. 50). Atavin’s “detailed study” (Aonuepa-ITerkosa n ap. 2016,
32) reveals that data on the construction of these burials does not exist (Arasun 1996, Taba. 1,4), and
of the entire Sivashovka “group” they are the only burials (AtaBun 1996, 229) coinciding with the
short history of Great Bulgaria.

As far as Bulgarian affiliation is concerned, it has to be pointed out that the suggested pages of
Valentina Flyorova’s publication focus on the arguments about the identification of the barrow buri-
als in the Middle Volga region (®aéposa 2001, 176) and not those on the Northern Black Sea coast.
As for the credibility of the other “Caucasian parallels” and among the so-called “later 7 — 9* cen-
tury cemeteries” (Aomaesa-ITerkosa 2006, 33), it was already pointed out that this “data” requires a
more detailed and, more importantly, an objective verification. Here are two examples illustrating the
need for impartial verification: one of the periods of the repeatedly mentioned Pashkovo I cemetery,
according to Vyara Kovalevska’s dates accepted by L. Doncheva-Petkova, is dated back not later than
the 6™ until the very early 7" century (Kosasesckas 1996, 8 with ref.). The Moldovanka cemetery,
apart from being “dated back” to the 7 — 9™ century by L. Doncheva-Petkova, is defined once again
as a biritual cemetery. This statement is based only on the single inhumation burial excavated be-
yond the boundaries of the cemetery. This burial turned into “burials” and “this data” is quoted by L.
Doncheva-Petkova who referred to a publication written by an author, who herself did not excavate
the Moldovanka cemetery (Aomuesa-ITerkosa u Ap. 2016, 33). The examination of this “reference”
in Natalya Aksyonva’s publication (Axcénosa 2007, 223) included in a Bulgarian academic volume,
especially the pages cited by L. Doncheva-Petkova, revealed that this “data” does not correspond to
the truth, as the Moldovanka cemetery is not mentioned by N. Aksyonva at all.

Following the chronologically presented artifacts reveals that the inhumations in “regular pits”
form Balchik also have analogies among burials belonging to the Sokolovski ethno-cultural circle.
It is not the elements of the ritual which support the statement but the fact that some of the burials
yielded coins of “the Emperors Constantine II and Constantine IV” (Aonuesa-ITerxosa 2016, 33)
as well as coins of Leontius II. However, the attempt to clarify their relative chronology does not
specify the coins’ issues; it provides only the reigns of the emperors who issued these coins. Since
the Podgornenski IV cemetery is especially important for the Eastern European relative chronology,
an explanation of the data presented in the monograph is necessary (Aonuesa-ITerkosa u ap. 2016,
33). The Podgornenski IV cemetery is not a flat but a barrow cemetery (the burials were covered
by a primary barrow). Its exact location, according to the administrative system, is the Dubov area,
Rostov (not Voronezh) district'®. The burial underneath Barrow 14 yielded two gold coins issued in
Constantinople; the issues are dated back to 651/2-661/663 (Besyraos, Haymenko 1999, 35). The
burial underneath Barrow 2 yielded alot of grave goods but its date is defined by the latest finds — two

'3 The distance between Boponex and Rostov-on-Don is 487.39 km.
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pierced solides of Leontius IT (695-698). There are also coins of Justinian II dated back to 687-692
and of Constantine IV Pogonatos dated back to 674-681 (this coin is not pierced) and 681-685
(Besyraos, Haymenxo 1999, 36)'.

The accumulation of these errors (the localization example is particularly significant) and care-
fully selected or fragmented data condemn any interpretation to failure. L. Doncheva-Petkova does
not present counter-arguments to the arguments suggested by the researchers in the publication,
especially O. Bubenok and A. Komar, and this cannot be attributed to lack of research) (Aomuesa-
ITerkoBa u Ap. 2016, 35). Instead arguments of emotive character are used. The inclusion or exclu-
sion of particular sites in the Pre-Saltovo or Early Saltovo period is an important issue indeed. It
seems to be solved after referring to O. Belik’s short report (published in Ukrainian language) as it
is in accordance with the main concept of the monograph. The opinion of both authors mentioned
above is regarded incorrect because “this way the Bulgarian ethnos is completely ignored” (Aonuesa-
ITetkoBa u Ap. 2016, 35). In fact, some Bulgarian archacologists have recently joined the efforts to
date back the Saltovo-Mayaki culture to the late 7* century (Anreaosa, Aonuesa-ITerxosa 1990,
62-63). Are they also ignoring “the Bulgarian ethnos”?

The Bulgarian-Khazar dispute has a short history brimming with opinions and bitter discussions.
There is a reminder of some of Mikhail Artamonov’s hypotheses, the “great Russian archeologist”
of 1940s. They are not listed in the bibliography but quoted by Svetlana Pletnyova stating that “the
multivariate Saltovo-Mayaki culture is the state culture of the Khazar Khanate and not of the ethnic
Khazars” (Aonuesa-ITerxosa u ap. 2016, 35). However, this argument also supports the Khazar con-
cept because Artamonov’s definition is completely valid for the Lower Danube as well. It means that
the cemetery at Balchik is part of the cultural and historical community of pagan Bulgaria since the
“Protobulgars” and “Protobulgarss” concepts are used for population and sites of (and not from the
period of — author’s note) Great Bulgaria, whose identification is very difficult. Their “genetic” rela-
tion with those of pagan Bulgaria is increasingly difficult to prove.

The “Bulgarian” ethnic markers in the burial ritual of the Lower Danube differ from its “Bulgarian”
characteristics in the East European steppes, and the permanent search for parallels between them
takes a lot of time and does not seem optimistic. It becomes evident, again from the publication re-
ferred to in Svetlana Pletnyova’s article (ITaernésa 1981, 9-19), that the elements of the Saltovo “pit
grave” burial ritual reveals an extreme variety. Also, the elements she has systematized in a correlation
table are not valid even for the eponymous Zlivki (“Bulgar”) cemetery.

A good example of this diversity is the only biritual cemetery in Krasnaya Gorka, Kharkov,
Ukraine. Due to insufficient information, the “parallels” are sparsely but categorically referred to
without listing specific publications (Aonuesa-ITerxkosa u ap. 2016, 35). It is written that “the regu-
lar grave pits of the inhumation burials, the positions of the skeletons, the remain of meat put in
the burials, the vessels containing food as well as the cremations (it is not clear whether the burials
in pots and pithoi are also included) make the cemetery similar to the biritual cemeteries in Early
Medieval Bulgaria”. The two facts that are reliable are: the presence of supine burials, with small
number of skeletons extended lower limbs — in the majority of the skeletons, the legs are crossed at
the lower part; and placing clay vessels at the head, with some pots not representative of the local
Saltovo production. Another publication, easily accessible and included in the bibliography, provides
information that from the 189 burials, the total share of those with a wooden structure is 79% and
the so-called “wooden constructions” were put in pits with a step and not in “regular pits”. Their
orientation is to the south-southeast mainly, and the percentage of meat in the burials, apart from
the disarticulated horses, is insignificant (Axcénos 2002, 6-16). The same publication presents the
opinion of one of the excavators who dates back the earliest burials to the second half of the 8"
century (Akcénos 2002, 13) and not “the second half of the 7* — 8% century” (Aonuesa-ITerxosa
u Ap. 2016, 35). The question whether the latter “date” is based on certain chronological indicators
remains open. The quotation which dates the establishment of Krasnaya Gorka in the second half of

14The definition is based on F. Grierson’s classification.
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the 7™ century is taken from the publication of Viktor Mikheev, the first excavator of the site. It states:
“(The marked burials with horses) direct our attention to various traditions, which have parallels in
the Eurasian steppes. The ritual of burying horses above warriors is related to the Presaltovo period
and can be associated with the first wave of the invasion of Bulgar population in the forest-steppe
arca between the Dnieper and Don in the second half of the 7* — 8% centuries, and the horse burials
next to the horsemen are the visiting-card of the Turkic population in the entire Eurasian steppe zone
during the carly and late medieval period” (Muxees 2004, 83).

The other group of the cemeteries defined as “Bulgarian” in the monograph such Lisogorovka,
Novolimarevka and Platonovka (Aomnuesa-ITerkosa u ap. 2016, 34-35) should be excluded because
they are Muslim (Kpasuenko 2005, 153-186, puc. 1) and the main point in their burial ritual is the
confession, not the ethnic group.

No matter how similar they may appear, the Saltovo flat cemeteries differ a significantly from the
inhumation burials on the Lower Danube. Grave pits with a step whose relative share in the cemeter-
ies in the Severski Donets area reaches 39.4% are not found in Bulgaria. The grave pits with niches ex-
cavated at Severski Donets are represented in Bulgarian cemeteries with few examples, e. g. in Devnya
(Komaraposa-basunosa 2010, 28). The considerable accumulation of empirical material and the
large body of literature published over the last 20 years add another sensitive difference to those
discussed above — the orientation in the Saltovo-Mayaki flat necropolises is mainly west-southwest
(Komatarova-Balinova 2016, 273).

Based on the above listed facts, the hypothesis that:

“The differences between the cemeteries of the Bulgars in both areas are a result of not only het-
erogeneous influences but also of the new environment in which they functioned but also of the fact
that they lost contact because they were separated after the fall of the Old Great (or Great) Bulgaria
and were distant in territory” (Aonuesa-ITerxosa u Ap. 2016, 167).

Or:

“3aMeTHBIC OTAMYMS B MOTPeOGABHOM OOpSIAC SBAIOTCS CACACTBHEM PasHOM ITHOKYABTYPHOIL
CPeABI, B KOTOPOI pa3BUBAaAOCh HACEACHHUE, OcTaBuBIIce obe rpymbl Hekponoaci. He moasepras
COMHCHUIO B3TASA, YTO M HIDKHCAYHAHCKHC, M CAATOBCKHC SIMHBIC MOTMABHUKH IIPHHAAACKAT
HACCACHHIO € IIPe0GAAAAIOIINM GOATAPCKHM STHOKOMIIOHEHTOM, HAIIPAIIMBACTCS. BBIBOA, YTO IIOCAE
pacrapa Beanxoit Boarapuu 6oarapel, HaceasBIIME 9TH ABa KyABTYPHBIX apeaAd, TEPSIOT CBSI3b
mexay coboit” (Komaraposa-Baaunosa 2012, 160) has to be revised.

There are several main points which give credibility to the so-called “Caucasian myth”, which was
presented more than half a century ago. Applied to the Bulgarian territory, they sound like this: “The
identical elements of the ritual are repeated at all cemeteries, which shows that the founders of the
Bulgarian state have brought this ritual on the Lower Danube” (Aonuesa-TTerxosa u ap. 2016, 20).
Judging by (the non-existent — author’s note) biritual cemeteries from the East Black Sea region, the
biritualism was brought in a “ready-to-use mode” form the Northwest Caucasus. However, as this is
not enough, another mark is needed to provide an “ethnic meaning to cultural similarities” (Kaerin
199343), and this mark is the pottery. That is why its origin, until recently considered “mysterious”
(Aonuesa-TTerkosa 2009, 82), was discovered in the same place that provided salvation for the “se-
cret of the biritualism” (Aonuesa-ITetkoBa u Ap. 2016, 20). Thus, the jugs and jars (also) from the
cemetery of Kazazovo, Krasnodar region (fig. 14) are described as “some of the few close examples
of the pottery of the Lower Danube, where the Bulgarian potters continued their activities without
interruption” (Aomnuesa-ITerkosa u ap. 2016, 33). Perhaps, in an attempt to preserve these jars for
their household needs during the period of their long migration, nearly half of the population that
buried their deceased in Kazazovo II stopped practicing the cremation burial in pot and brought
these sandy pots in Balchik.

The presented “parallels” (my quotation marks — author’s note) are numerous and come from
various regions of the Caucasus, such as the Northwest Caucasus, Dagestan, the Central Caucasus
(present-day Chechnya), Adigea, Georgia, Azerbaijan, etc., reaching even the Middle Volga to the
north. The sites yielding them comprise cemeteries, villages, structures with unspecified interpreta-
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tion, buildings related to economic activities and a pottery kiln. The entire ceramic repertoire from
Balchik has Caucasian parallels, later the Pastirski parallels, and after that the Kantsirka parallels.
They were scattered over a huge territory but none of them presenting a repertoire similar to the
Balchik assemblage. The repertoire is archaic because it is very modest; it is, in fact, one of the most
distinctive typical features from the Northern Caucasian pottery, and all the titles listed in the bibli-
ography, even the few used correctly, confirm this".

Following the discussion of all these “parallels” is a brief small print footnote which states: “un-
fortunately, we do not know de visu neither the pastirska, nor the Caucasian pottery” (Aomucpa-ITe-
TKOBa U Ap. 2016, 116, 6ea.41).

Therefore, only a few examples will be presented, starting with the technological ones. One of
the most valuable contributions of the monograph comprises the clay analyses carried out by the
Laboratory for Analyses, Conservation and Restoration at the NAIM-BAS. Inconveniently, one of
the results reveals that “the pots made from sandy clay yielded by the Balchik cemetery and by other
biritual cemeteries situated near the Black Sea do not provide evidence for mussel and snail temper
as is the case of the pots from the settlements in the Azov area and the Crimea” (Aonuesa-ITerxkosa
u Ap. 2016, 113). In search of evidence of common technology, which would at least to some extent
confirm the Caucasian hypothesis, a bibliographic reference is made to Svetlana Pletnyova’s article
published in 1976, specifically page 13. The publication is missing from the bibliography, which is
probably a result of technical error. However, an extended bibliographic verification attempted in
view of the importance of the presented information revealed that none of the four articles published
by S. Pletnyova in the same year contained such information, least of all on page 13'. Even if the
non-existent page 13 of the non-existent publication did state that the clay was tempered with shells
and snails, this would have only shown the variety of tempers in the clay used for pottery production
in both regions.

The assumption that “most of the ceramic vessels yielded by the Balchik cemetery were made
of two (certain jars, bowls and buckets) or three parts (jars, jugs, a pitcher and an amphora-shaped
pitcher)” is based on “the different thicknesses of (these — author’s note) parts measured at some ves-
sels” (Aomaesa-TTetkoBa u aAp. 2016, 106). The necks of the jugs were hand-made and the symmetri-
cal shape was achieved by the “slow turning of the potter’s wheel” after they were attached to the body
(Aonuesa-TTerkosa u ap. 2016, 106). The text of the catalogue states that the thickness of the walls
of most vessels varies. Metric (unfortunately without any quantitative) indicators from the lowest to
the highest value of the walls are also presented. However, this information would have been more
reliable (and feasible) if the instrument used for measuring the thicknesses of the complete vessels was
mentioned as well as the possible deviation it gives'”. The latter is very important for the restoration
of the technological process; this is especially relevant for the jugs with high and narrow necks, for
whose production the naked eye observation is found to be insufficient.

The bibliography provides information that this technological process, seemingly specific for the
Balchik cemetery, does not find parallels among the dozens of the listed sites on the territory of the
Caucasus. An interesting observation on the repertoire of the Caucasian potters, based on the pot-
tery yielded by the Mokraya Balka cemetery in the Kislovodsk region (the artifacts are referred to in
the monograph), exposes one more characteristics — repeating uniform reliefs marks on the bases of

5 Viktor Malashev, who has published articles on the so-called Caucasian pottery and who also made reviews on such
books listed in the bibliography, consulted in June 2009 the pottery yielded by Devnya 1, Devnya 3, Bdintsi, Kyulevcha
and Balchik. Due to the fact that this information can be verified because part of the team that excavated (completely
alone) the Balchik cemetery was also present there, I will take the liberty to point out that V. Malashev did not recognize
and define a single ceramic vessel as a Caucasian.

1¢S. A. Pletnyova published in 1976: Xasapsi, Mocksa, 93 c.; Beeaenne//Kamennsie 6a6b1. Karasor. Anenponerposck.
C. 3-6.; BoAOKOHOBCKUIT APEBHEOOATAPCKUIT MOTHABHUK (C. A.Tlaernéna, A.T. Huxoaaenxo) // CA.Ne3. M. C. 279-
298.; Pabots CoBercko-Benrepekoit axeneanunun//AO 1975 roaa. M. C. 80-81.; Ausgrabungen in der Festunq Majaki
// Mitteilungen des acheologische Instituts der Ungarischen Akademie der Wissenschaften. 6. Budapest. S. 119-122.

171 feel inconvenient to name the type of this instrument and the main purpose it is used for.
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different typological and functional groups of vessels (Maaames 2001, 35, 73-74). The comparison
of this feature reveals that there are 12 different relief marks on the bases of the 42 jugs yielded by the
Balchik cemetery. The simplest among them — the circle and the cross inscribed in a circle — are found
only on three and two vessels respectively (Aonuesa-ITetkosa u ap. 2016, 108, 06p. 32). The remain-
ing ten relief marks do not repeat. They are found neither on the jars made from fine clay, nor on
those made from sandy clay. Three jugs can be dated back between 681 (681 exactly — author’s note)
and the carly 8" century based on the type-chronological scale of the pottery (Aonuesa-ITetkosa n
Ap- 2016, 06p 60). There are no relief marks on them, they differ morphologically, their surface is dif-
ferent and the decoration of the surface is as follows: no pattern burnishing, pattern burnishing and
incised lines, plastic decoration and burnished lines.

Of course, the interpretation of all these (fake — author’s note) similarities, would have been much
more convincing if it were supported by detailed direct observations or, at the very least, with additional
applications in the monograph. An excellent example of this necessity is provided by “A very beautiful
jug, fragmented over burial N 165, which is restored” (fig. 7 5, fig. 15 1). “Based on the listed typical fea-
tures (apart from being nice looking — author’s note), the vessel from Balchik is related to a jug (burrow
2, burial 3) yielded by the distant Kaibel cemetery dated back to the 8% century, situated on the main
territory populated by the Bulgar tribes on the Volga” (Aonuesa-ITetkosa u ap. 2016, 94), to the north
of the northern arch of the Samarska Luka Peninsula. The Kaibel jug (fig. 15 2) was handmade and its
rim was shaped differently from the rim of the Balchik vessel. Also, as it has been pointed out in Dmitrii
Stashenkov’s publication referred to by L. Doncheva-Petkova (Cramenkos 2007, 430), it was yielded
by a burial pit whose construction differs completely from that of the other burial pits excavated in the
Balchik cemetery and its upper chronological limit goes beyond the 8 century.

Other early medieval burrow cemeteries and single graves, also excavated by N. Y. Merpert, are
similarly situated very close to the Kaibel cemetery. The fact that the jugs yielded by these cemeter-
ies are (predominantly) handmade (fig. 15 3) and have, in fact, copied the Saltovo shapes becomes
evident by the direct study and a number of publications not listed in the bibliography. However, in-
formation about them is kept in the same archive to which the main author of the publication seems
to have had access, judging by the already “referred to” publications on the Moldovanka cemetery.

The Kaibel jug is another example of the ethnic over-interpretation of the otherwise limited and,
in the case of the medieval sites on the Middle Volga, non-existent cultural similarities. Here, as well
as in the entire text of the monograph, L. Doncheva-Petkova relies completely on the statements of
foreign carefully selected authors for defining the ethnicity. She does not state her opinion in response
to the researchers who hold a different point of view (and as if related to a common conspiracy)
suggesting instead that they are not competent enough by referring to other foreign publications
she even does not seem familiar with. Thus, without revealing her own position on the matter,
based on all “correct” opinions listed in the monograph, it seems that , the Protobulgars on the East
European steppes in the 7% and 8% centuries occupied the territories between the Middle Dnieper
and the Middle Volga to the north and the territories between the Lower Don, Lower Kuban and
the Western Caspian Sea Coast — to the south. The burial ritual on these territories differs — there
are cremation burials and inhumation burials, the grave good yielded by these burials differ, and the
Bulgar “presence” is evidenced by various types of sources, with the archaeological ones presented in
the monograph (objectively) being of the lowest number.

Let’s go back to Argo’s deck! From the sensationally discovered Protobulgar Colchis to the Lower
Danube. Once they climbed the high plateau to the north of present-day town of Balchik, at least 15
of the newly-arrived Protobulgars died (7.28% of the excavated burials) and all of them were buried
with at least one artifact, which is a chronological indicator of terminus ante quem. The chronological
scale of the metal and glass artifacts attempts to convince us that for some of them this happened in
681 precisely (Aonucpa-ITerkosa u Ap. 2016, 06p. 59). It is especially interesting how in a closed
complex, such as burial 148, some of the artifacts dated back the burial to 681, and the metal button
yielded by the same burial is dated back to 750 according to the chronological scale. It could have
happened only if the pagan had died twice during these 70 years.
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In about 10 articles published over a decade until the publication of the monograph, L. Doncheva-
Petkova repeatedly presented the same arguments supporting the establishment date of the Balchik
cemetery. During this long period, she made insignificant corrections and suggested several new par-
allels, mainly from Greece, the Caucasus and the Crimea and finally from Bulgaria.

“Very important for the date of the cemetery” (Aomuesa-ITerxosa n ap. 2016, 134) are several
belt buckles related to the group of the so-called heraldic ornaments, whose use presumably (without
this being explicitly mentioned in the text) ended in the various regions ca. the late 7* - the late 8*
century. All these belt buckles, defined by the author as Byzantine or Byzantine imitations (deriva-
tives), were yielded by cremation burials in pits and displayed no traces of fire (fig. 9 ). All of them,
apart from being only single pieces of belt mountings, have been repaired, are deformed (the cross-
shaped belt buckle yiclded by burial 185 - see I'. I'posaanosa 2017, 94) (fig. 8), fragmented (the
Corinth type of belt buckle found in burial 119 - see B. Muxosa 2017, 94) (fig. 6 2), and perhaps
with a missing plate (the B-shaped belt buckle yielded by burial 243) (fig. 9 1). As they do not display
traces of fire, it can be suggested that they were not elements of the costume in which the deceased
were put on the funeral pyre. Therefore, their interpretation in the text as an element of the costume
(Aonuesa-TTerkosau Ap. 2016, 131) is not reliable. The fact that most of these belt buckles were dis-
covered in the upper part of the grave pits suggests that they have landed there after the burial space
was filled in with the cremated human remains and the burnt wood. Therefore, they were put there
as a grave good. Most of the metal and glass artifacts, whose function was most probably apotropaic,
are also defaced, fragmented or out of use. These include the ancient antique coins yielded by buri-
als 105 and 198 (Aonuesa-ITerxkosa n ap. 2016, 129). It might be suggested that this is a specific
characteristic of the ritual, which is also present in all other biritual cemeteries and includes the use as
grave goods of artifact, which were no longer used in the household. It is believed that apart from the
metal and glass artifacts, ceramic vessels were put in the grave pits. These vessels were either buried
when they have become unusable or have been especially made for the needs of the funeral ritual. A
very indicative example in this respect is the cemetery at the village of Topola, situated very close to
Balchik, whose excavations have been renewed in recent years, again under the leadership of Prof. L.
Doncheva-Petkova.

If we ignore the above facts and assume that the discussed belt mountings can be regarded as
reliable chronological indicators of the establishment date of the cemetery, the most reliable of them
should be the belt buckle (Corinthian type) yiclded by burial 119 (fig. 6 1) and the cross-shaped
yielded by burial 185 (fig. 8). The latter, in fact, was until recently the only artifact supporting the
thesis that the first burials of the cemetery took place in 681 precisely. The cemetery itselfwas defined
as the “carliest one” as heavily emphasised by the authors (Aomuesa-TTerxosa 2009, 83). At present
the “carliest” definition is not relevant anymore, but the comparative data base used by the final
publication preceding the monograph has not in fact been updated.

The author’s contribution to the “dispute” (my quotation marks — author’s note) between M.
Schulze-Dérrlamm and A. Aibabin about the date of the cross-shaped belt states (the italic is mine):
“The small cross-shaped belt buckles are united in type D 22 and are dated back to the first — to the
carly second half of the 7* century according to the classification and the examples provided by M.
Schulze-Dérrlamm (Schulze-Dorrlamm 2002, 192-193, Tail I). They are dated back to the reign of
Emperor Heraclius (610-641) by a coin, found on the Samos island and related to the early period of
the emperor’s reign (610-614). The author rightfully disagrees on the date suggested by A. Aibabin -
the carly 9* century (two belt buckles discovered at the Chersoneses were yielded by a burial, which
was dated back by a coin of Emperor Leo V — 813-820), because all other finds of the type support
the date she has suggested”(Aonuena-ITetkosa u ap. 2016, 138). Those who are familiar with the is-
sue and especially with M. Schulze-Dérrlamm’s monograph, including the Bulgarian colleagues, may
have noticed that L. Doncheva-Petkova’s “opinion” is overexposed as a result of an objective reason.
However, the dispute she seems to address with the comments does not exist, at least on these incor-
rectly quoted pages. M. Schulze-Dorrlamm’s statement is that two belt buckles of the D22 type were
found in tomb 18 at Chersonese together with the above mentions coins and a belt buckle of the D25
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type. To specify the context of these find, she refers (correctly) to A. Aibabin’s publication from 1982,
in footnote 835. She also adds that the coins cannot be related to this context because of their later
date (Schulze-Dérrlamm 2009, 197). Those who have read Schulze-Dérrlamm’s publication will cer-
tainly notice another fact pointed out in the beginning of the discussed paragraph: “There is only one
piece of evidence proving beyond any doubt that the type D22 belt buckles were also elements of the
clothing in the second half of the 7% century, and this evidence is provided by burial 1 in Catacomb
257 in Eski Kermen”(Schulze-Dérrlamm 2009, 197). The burial is situated next to the entrance of
the catacomb and the type D 22 belt buckle was found 77 situ at the waist of the deceased.

L. Doncheva-Petkova herself finds it reasonable to specify the establishment date of the cemetery
at Balchik as “the first decades of the Bulgarian state” based on the cross-shaped belt buckle discov-
ered in catacomb 257 because the same catacomb yielded a coin of “the Emperor Constantine IV
defeated by Khan Asparukh” (Aonuesa-ITerkosa 2009, 83). The counter-arguments to this conclu-
sion and how it was reached have already been presented (Komatarova-Balinova 2016, 270). They
are based on the fact that catacomb 257 is not a closed complex, and the cross-shaped belt buckle as
well as the coin of Constantine IV belong to the artifacts yielded by funerals that are not contempo-
rary (Gavrituchin 2008, 77-79, fig.19). Another fact can be added to this information. The device
for the attachment to the strap is a Byzantine element similarly to the technology and, for some of
the buckles, the decoration.

All examples specified in Schulze-Dérrlamm’s monograph (there is no explanation why Don-
cheva-Petkova presented only two of them) provide evidence that the cross-shaped belt buckles pro-
duced in Byzantine workshops was fastened by a wedge (Schulze-Dorrlamm 2009, 193-196). The
Byzantine cross-shaped belt buckles discovered in the Crimea have the same fastening (Afi6abun
1990, puc. 41). Therefore, the cross-shaped belt buckle from Balchik with its fastener with spikes is
aunique find (in the true sense of this definition), both for the cultural and historical space of pagan
Bulgaria and for the Byzantine world, to whose presumable workshops it still cannot be related. This
allows to suggest that this buckle, similar to the Corinth type of belt buckle, is also a derivative.

The presented parallels of the Corinth type of belt buckle are also numerous, and the artifact from
Greece are especially informative. The specified iron belt buckles found during the archaeological
excavations at Corinth (Aonuesa-IletkoBa u Ap. 2016, 137) are not unknown; they are not unusual
either because Corinth was the center of the distribution of this fashion. It is also expected that the
first imitations would have been produced at the same location or in a center situated close to it. The
same situation is registered in the Crimea.

The numerous references (especially if they are correctly presented) reveal that all these belt buck-
les, apart from being very popular and “found in Turkey, Syria, the Crimea, Croatia, Hungary, Italy,
etc.” (Aonuesa-TTerxoBa u ap. 2016, 135), have sufficiently broad chronological limits. For example,
in the Crimea these extend to the end of the 8" century (Nallbani 2005, 666). However, it does not
become clear how all these parallels provide grounds for setting the establishment date of the Balchik
cemetery to the first decades of the functioning of the Bulgarian state and even to the first year of its
establishment.

The archaeological evidence for this claim is quite speculative, and in the exposition, after the ex-
tensive review of the parallels, are presented in the following sequence: “Despite the well-grounded
opinions that the belt buckles can be worn long after the date of their production, the specified artifacts
yielded by the Balchik cemetery suggest that they do not come from the conquered territories of Scythia
Minor, where the Early Byzantine fortresses ceased to function during the first decades of the 7 cen-
tury (I Taetnpos 2008, 26-29, 56-74 with ref.) and the archacological excavations there did not provide
Corinth type of belt buckles. They were most probably brought in the late7* century by their own-
ers” (Aomuepa-TTetkosa u ap. 2016, 139). This marks the end of the archacological arguments. What
follows is the historical reconstructions and the well-known paragraphs of “The Chronicle” of Theo-
phanes the Confessor, which “set” the establishment of the Protobulgar cemetery at Balchik in 681.

How many of these parallels and arguments are sufficient enough in the attempts to define “the
phases in the development of the cemetery” (Aonuesa-ITerkosa u ap. 2016, 06p. 61), and are they
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valid in the development of the typological and chronological scale of pottery (Aonucsa-ITerxkosa n
Ap- 2016, 06p. 60), especially in its chronological part. Let this be a task for the “future investigators”,
whom L. Doncheva-Petkova addresses in the final part of her monograph, asking them to continue
her efforts. Perhaps they “will survey for such sites both in the Cuban-Black Sea region and on the
territories of present-day Ukraine and Moldova” (Aonuesa-ITetkosa n ap. 2016, 171).

The more skeptical among them, after a while, will probably doubt the myth of the Protobulgar
Colchis. But thisdoubt will hardly be forgiven. Probably thisis the place to mention thata considerable
number of publications have been accumulated over the last half century following the publication of
the “The Early Turkic People of the Northern Caucasus” by Y. Fyodorov and G. Fyodorov, referred
to at the beginning of the monograph’ conclusion. Also, none of the contemporary researchers on
the so-called Caucasian problems is among the followers of the Caucasian myth created in the mid-
20 century (see for example Kazanski, Mastykova 2003).

However, the development of its Bulgarian version is an anachronism for the end of the second
decade of the 21* century, no matter how original it may sound. After the extreme efforts and the
long-lasting work (including the “permanent, enthusiastic” but above all “neglected” team at the
field) “The Protobulgar cemetery at Balchik” brings us back in the mid-1970s and Zhivka Vazha-
rova’s concepts. The formation of the state and its independent culture are again brought to the two
extremely simple processes suggested by Z. Vazharova: the migration of population from one place to
another and the preservation of its material culture on the new territories.

The distinct sequence of these processes, for that already past period, is now “resurrected” by new
“arguments” and conclusions, which contradict each other. The most impressive arguments in the
conclusion of the monograph are that: “objective information” evidence for a population which still
at the North Caucasus “settled down” (Aonuesa-ITetkosa u ap. 2016, 167), although the dawn of the
Bulgarian culture reasonably is “related to the sites from the Sivashovka group” (Aomucsa-ITerkosa
u Ap. 2016, 170), which was undoubtedly left by nomadic population in the steppes of the Northern
Black Sea coast. The Protobulgars-farmers who came to Balchik from the Caucasus still kept the
memory of those past times when they have wandered over unknown territories because they contin-
ued to worship the horse as a sacred animal and for that reason there are no horses in the Balchik cem-
ctery (Aomuesa-ITerkosa u ap. 2016, 172). The fact that they were farmers and brought the horse
worshiping and the parts of the heraldic belt mountings, whose parallels, however, originate not from
the territories in which the investigators seek for Great Bulgaria or the ancient Protobulgar Colchis,
but from the present-day territories of Albania, Greece and Syria. During their migration to the west
they had dragged along local population, evidenced by the (non)existing parallels of ceramic vessels
from Pastirskoe Gorodishte, and the site itself, on the last page of the conclusion, was relocated from
the small tributary of the Tyasmin River on the Dnieper River (Aonuesa-ITetkosa u ap. 2017, 174).
And many others, and many others.

Regardless of the conceptual approach to the “Kossinna’s demon”, if we go back to F. Curta’s meta-
phor, “the image of the Protobulgar” in Z. Vazharova’s monograph seems more reliable, probably
because at that time the “face of the demon” was not so strongly distorted.

The development and the extension of Kossinna’s “historical inevitability” are unpredictable. The
“future investigators” have the responsibility whether, based on an already published artifact, they are
going to use it rationally or will contribute to the development of a myth. Or absurdity.

I would like to express my gratitude to Alexei Pyankov and Inga Druzhinina who provided an access
to archive documents and publications which I would never be able to access as well as for the consultancy
in the period 2012 — 2014 and most of all — for the dedicated time.
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Esrenns Komartaposa-baanHosa

06p. 1. MecmononoxeHue Ha paHHOCPeOHOBEKOBHUA HEKPONO/T NpU banyuk
Fig. 1. The location of the early medieval cemetery at Balchuk.

06p. 2. Yyacmwk om Hekponona npu banyuk, npoyyeH npes 2005 2. Qomo: E. Komamaposa-banuHoaa (cesepHama
NOCOKA € yC/108HO 0603HaYeHa)

Fig. 2. A sector of the Balchik cemetery excavated in 2005. Photograph by E. Komatarova-Balinova (the north is marked).
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,Ipabvarapure” npu barumk u Homaamnte B noreto Ha ,I'lpabbarapckata” apxeonorus
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06p. 3. [pob ¢ kpemauus 95 ¢ Heco8uA UHBeHMAp, npoyyeH 8 nepuoda 1994 — 1995 e. (no [loHyesa-llemkosa u op. 2016,
Tabna ll, LXIl)

Fig. 3. Cremation burial 95 with the yielded grave goods, excavated in 1994—1995(after [JoHyega-llemkosa u dp. 2016,
Ta6na ll, LXI).
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0O6p. 4. [pob ¢ kpemayus 96 ¢ Heeo8us UHBeHMAp, NPoyyeH 8 nepuoda 1994 — 1995 e. (no [JoHyesa-llemkosa u op. 2016,
Tabna ll, LX)

Fig. 4. Cremation burial 96 with the yielded grave goods, excavated in 1994—1995 (after [JoHuega-llemkosa u dp. 2016,
Ta6na ll, LX)
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06p. 5. [pob ¢ kpemayus 97 ¢ He2o08uA uH8eHMap, npoyyeH 8 nepuoda 1994 — 1995 2. (no [loHyesa-llemkosa u op. 2016,
Tabno LXIV)

Fig. 5. Cremation burial 97 with the yielded grave goods, excavated in 19941995 (no [JoHuesa-lTemxkosa u dp. 2016,
Tabno LXIV).
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O6p. 6.[pob ¢ kpemayua 119 ¢ Heeosus uH8eHMap, NpoyyeH 8 nepuoda 1994 — 1995 2. (no [loHuesa-llemkosa u op.
2016, Tabno LXXVIII; MHkosa 2017, 94)

Fig. 6. Cremation burial 119 with the yielded grave goods, excavated in 1994—1995 (no [loHuega-llemkosa u dp. 2016,
Tabmo LXXVII; MHkosa 2017, 94).

84



“The Protobulgars” AT Balchik and the nomads in the field of the “Protobulgar” archaeology

0O6p. 7. [pob c kpemayus 165 ¢ Hezos8us uH8eHMAp, npoyyeH npe3 2005 2., a — 2paguyHo npedcmasaHe, cnopeo
mepeHHama 0okyMeHmayus, nocmanunad 8 HAVIM; b — epaguuHo npedcmassHe 8 MoHoepaguama ([JoHqesa-
Memkosa u dp. 2016, mabno CXXV). ®omo: E. Komamaposa-banuHosa (cesepHama nocoka e yciosHo 0603Ha4eHa)

Fig. 7. Cremation burial 165 with yielded the grave goods, excavated in 2005; a — a drawing based on the field
documentation deposited in the NIAM's Academic Archive; b — a drawing in the monograph ([JoHyega-llemkosa u op.
2016, Tabno CXXV). Photograph by E. Komatarova-Balinova (the north is marked).
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O6p. 8.[pob ¢ kpemayus 185 ¢ HezosuA uHBeHMaAp, npoydeH npe3 2006 2. (no [JoHyeda-lNemkosa u dp. 2016, mabno CL;
[po3oarosa 2017, 94; pomo om mepeHHama dokymeHmauus, npedadeHa 8 Apxusa Ha HAVIM)

Fig. 8. Cremation burial 185 with the grave goods, excavated in 2006 e. (after [JoHuesa-llemkoaa u Op. 2016, Tabno CL;
[po3oaHosa 2017, 94; a photograph from the field documentation deposited in the NIAM's Academic Archive).
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06p. 9. [pob ¢ kpemauyus 243 ¢ Hezosua UHeeHMAp, npoyyeH npes 2008 e. ([JoHuesa-lemkosa u dp. 2016, mabno CCXXIV;
homo om meperHHama dokymeHmauyus, npedadeHa 8 Apxusa Ha HAVIM)

Fig. 9. Cremation burial 243 with the yielded grave goods, excavated in 2008 2. ([JoHdyesa-llemkosa u dp. 2016, Tabno
CCXXIV: a photograph from the field documentation deposited in the NIAM's Academic Archive).
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O6p. 10. MecmonosnoxeHue Ha Hekpononume ¢ kpemayus om KybaHo-YepHomopckama epyna om nepuoda VIl - X e.
(no faspumyxu, lMTearkos, 2003)

1. Cmaryus facmaeaescka; 2. Cenuwie Cy-llcex; 3. JleHuHcku nem; 4. Bocmas Lljen; 5. LlemonduHa; 6. bonwue xymopa;
7. [llopco; 8. bonmur; 9. Hosopocutick; 10. KOxHa o3epelika; 11. Mucxako; 12. MondosaHckoe; 13. bopucoso;
14. Egceescko cmonaHcmao; 15. ObuwiecmaeHu; 16. Xabn; 17. byeaucku 6yeop; 18. Kpiokoscku muc; 19. Taxmamykaescku;
20. Kasazoso, 21. Hekponosn npu ycmuemo Ha p. uw; 22. [Tcekync; 23. Hoso-Boyenwuticku Hekponon

Fig. 10. Location of the cemeteries with cremation burials of the Kuban—Black Sea group dated back
to the 8"— 10" century.
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O6p. 11. PaHHocpeOHoBeko8eH HEKponos ¢ Kpemayus npu ¢. MondosaHckoe, KpacHodapcku patioH, epob 23 ¢
Hez08Us UHBeHmMap (no TapabaHos 1989, hakcumure)

Fig. 11. Early medieval cemetery with cremation burials at the village of Moldovanskoye, Krasnodar region, burial 23
with the yielded grave goods (after Tapabaros 1989).
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O6p. 12. PaHHocpedHo8eK0BeH HEKPONOJ € Kpemayus npu . Mondosarckoe, KpacHodapcku patioH, epob 23 ¢ He2osuA
uHeeHmap (no Tapaba+os 1989, pakcumurne)

Fig. 12. Early medieval cemetery with cremation burials at the village of Moldovanskoye, Krasnodar region, burial 23 with
the yielded grave goods (after Tapabaros 1989).
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O6p. 13. PaHHOCpeOHOB8eKo8eH HEKPONO € Kpemayus npu ¢. MosidosaHckoe, KpacHooapcku patioH, 2pob 34 ¢ Heeosus

uHgeHmap (no TapabaHos 1989, pakcumune)

Fig. 13. Early medieval cemetery with cremation burials at the village of Moldovanskoye, Krasnodar region, burial 34 with

the yielded grave goods (after Tapabaros 1989).
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Obp. 14. Kepamuka om cenuwama u Hekponona
npu Kazazoeo Il, KpacHooapcku patioH (no
TapabaHos 1993)

Fig. 14. Pottery yielded by the settlements and the
cemetery at Kazazovo ll, Krasnodar region (after
Tapabaros 1993).

O6p. 15. 1. KaHa om 2pob 165 om Hekponosna npu
banuuk, 6e3 mawab (homo: PadocmuHa EHyega,
VIM banyuk); 2. KaHa om Kalibenckus mozusneH
Hekponos, 6e3 mawab (no CmauweHkos, 2007);

3 - 5. ce008e om Hekponosia npu bonwue Tapxaru,
6e3 mawab (HayuoHaneH myset Ha Penybnuka
Tamapcman, KazaH, pomo: E. Komamaposa-
banuHoea)

Fig. 15. 1. A jug yielded by burial 165 from the
Balchik cemetery (photograph by Radostina
Encheva, Balchik Historical Museum); 2. A jug
yielded by the Kaibel burrow cemetery (after
Cmauwerkos, 2007); 3-5. Ceramic vessels from the
cemetery at Bolshiye Tarhani (photograph by E.
Komatarova-Balinova).



