ITPMHOCHU KbM B bATAPCKATA APXEOAOTI'HA, TOM X
CONTRIBUTIONS TO BULGARIAN ARCHAEOLOGY, VOLUME X

COMMENTS ON THE INTERPRETATION OF THE
SO-CALLED SUPPORTS FOR PHIALAE FROM THE
TOWN OF BREZOVO, PLOVDIV REGION'

Petar Minkov

National Archaeological Institute with Museum, Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, 2 Saborna Str., 1000 Sofia, Bulgaria;
petraki_orlovski@abv.bg

ABSTRACT

This report discusses and analyses two ceramic objects defined as supports for a pair of phialae discov-
ered together with other artefacts in a tumulus located in Radnev geran area near the town of Brezovo,
Plovdiv district. The presence of objects similar to the supports, dated at the Middle Ages, provide grounds
for a debate on their interpretation and chronology.

The supports are stored at NAIM — BAS, recorded in the inventory books under a common number
— No. 1714. They are triangular in shape and the end parts of each of the shoulders are rectangular/rectan-
gular-oval in shape and with a trapezoid cross-section. Their thickness is 1.1 cm and 0.9 cm, respectively.
On one side, the surface is flat and their even part is carelessly smoothed with visible oblique/diagonal lin-
ear traces. On the other side, pyramidal low feet are modeled at the ends of the stilts. On the tips of one of
the objects, there are visible traces of fired glaze, while on the other, in individual places, there are traces of
present-day chipping — also at the tips of the feet. On the inner surface of the shoulders, there are noticeable
shallow grooves and edges which stop before the zone of the feet and show that they were moulded.

Objects from the Middle Ages are similar to the supports under review. In literature these objects are
known as ,Tpuxpaku mopcraBku/croauera“ (tripod supports/stools), ,rpunoru/Tpunoxku” (tripods),
“tripod-stilts”/“props” or “earthenware supports”. They are characteristic of the lands of continental Greece
where they first appeared, and the territories of the Balkan Peninsula and Transcaucasia. These finds are
widespread in Bulgarian lands. There are well-known examples from Vidin, Melnik, Veliko Tarnovo, Shu-
men fortress, Cherven, Veliki Preslav, Varna, Sultantsi, Markovcha, Sozopol, and Nesebar.

The presented data about the stilts from Brezovo and their Medieval analogues from the present-day
lands on the Balkan Peninsula, Asia Minor and Transcaucasia, as well as the presence of glaze on the surface
of the legs of one of the tripods allow their more certain dating at the beginning of the 13* c. at the carliest.
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This report discusses and analyses two ceramic objects defined as supports for a pair of phialae

discovered in a tumulus near the town of Brezovo.? The presence of objects similar to the supports,
dated at the Middle Ages, provide grounds for a debate on their interpretation and chronology.?
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Research history

The two phialae and the supports thereof belong to a group of objects found in a tumulus
near the town of Brezovo, Plovdiv region (fig. 1). It is located in the Radnev Geran area and was
disturbed by looters in November 1897 (®uaos 1919, 3). Some of the discovered objects were
hidden or thrown away, while others were taken in and kept for an year at the National Library in
Plovdiv. Later, V. Dobrusky was sent to research the find on site, as well as three other mounds near
the first one. From the excavations carried out, there is no report documentation or description
of the circumstances of the excavations of the other tumuli (®usos 1919, 3). Brief information
about the newly discovered antiquities was reported by the district engineer L. Machas to the
Skorpil brothers. According to it, there was a “foursquare” tomb in the center of the tumulus,
whose dimensions did not exceed those of a sarcophagus (Puaos 1919, 4). The other information
amounts to details on the location of the individual objects, about which Filov has certain reserves.
Nevertheless, it is worth mentioning that the two phialae (originally called “basins” by B. Filov)
were discovered by the right arm of the skeleton of an individual (®uaos 1919, 4).

From the information available, it becomes clear that there are no reliable data about the way the
objects were discovered, their exact position in the grave space, or evidence whether the supports
really belong to the set of silver objects. No additional details are known whether the tumulus was
disturbed in later archacological periods. There is no information about the presence of secondary
graves and/or finds and materials with later dating (including from the Middle Ages).

Taking into account the information about the scattering of the find and the place where some
of the preserved objects from the masonry tomb were stored, it can be speculated that they were
mixed by looters with other finds from later periods (also stored at the National Library of Plovdiv).
They were collectively presented and reviewed by V. Dobrusky in this way, without taking into
account their origin and original context.*

The ceramic supports®

The supports are stored at NAIM —
BAS, recorded in the inventory books under
a common number — No. 1714 (fig. 2, fig.
3). It is mentioned that: “...These basins were
placed maybe on the two clay tripods, abour 2
cm high, which corvespond in size and were
found together with them in the grave...”
(Punos 1919, 11, 12, 06p. 10). The dating
proposed for them is the time between the 4"

- 3" ¢. BC and is based on the chronology

Fig. 1. Brezovo. Silver phiala on a ceramic support

(after ®unoe 1919, 12, 06p. 10) of the bronze situla discovered in the same
06p. 1. Bpe3oso. Cpe6epHa duana evpxy kepamuyHanocmaska  complex (Puaos 1919, 14, Ne 11, o6p. 11).
(no @urnoe 1919, 12, 06p. 10) In more modern times, based on the seals

# Evidence of this is also the later “addition” of an iron object in the form of a knife with a chain attached to its
handle. About it, Filov mentions: “According to a note in the museum inventory, this object was not found in the
tumulus itself, but in its immediate vicinity. This is also confirmed by the information about the find provided by the
Skorpil brothers..” (Puaos 1919, 13, 06p. 12 a).

> The photo images of the tripods were made by Krassimir Georgiev, photographer at NAIM — BAS, for which I
would like to express my gratitude.
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of the eponym Megon I on
two amphorae from the tomb
complex, a more precise date
for the tumulus from Brezovo
was proposed — the first half of
the 4* c. BC, more specifically -
around 360 BC, and the phialae
were referred a slightly earlier
date (Crosmos 2017, 12, 40).
The ceramic supports are
triangular in shape and the end
parts of each of the shoulders are
rectangular/rectangular-oval in

Fig. 2. Brezovo. Ceramic tripod stilt (Photo Krassimir Georgiev, NAIM - BAS)
06p. 2. bpe3zoso. KepamuuHa mpuHoza (homo Kpacumup leopaues, HAVIM — bAH)

Fig. 3. Brezovo. Ceramic tripod stilt. Details with preserved traces of glaze (Photo Krassimir Georgiev, NAIM — BAS)

06p. 3. bpesoso. KepamuyuHa mpuHoeaa. [lematinu cec 3anaseHu csiedu om enasypa (epomo Kpacumup leopeues, HAVIM — bAH)

shape and with a trapezoid cross-section (fig. 4). Their thickness is 1.1 cm and 0.9 c¢m, respectively.
The clay they were made from is light brown to beige in colour. The fabric of the second item is
mixed with mica and fine particles (with sizes up to 0.1 cm). On one side, the surface is flat and
their even part is carelessly smoothed with visible oblique/diagonal linear traces. On the other side,
pyramidal low feet are modeled at the ends of the stilts. On the tips of one of the objects, there are
visible traces of fired glaze (fig. 3: 1 - 3), while on the other, in individual places, there are traces
of present-day chipping — also at the tips of the feet (fig. 2). On the inside surface of the shoulders,

there are noticeable shallow grooves and edges which stop before the zone of the feet and show that

they were moulded.
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To present day, there are no
analogous objects from the Late
Classical or Early Hellenistic Age
in modern Bulgarian territory.

Parallels
Objects from the Middle

Ages are similar to the supports
under review. In literature these
objects are known as ,,rpukpaku
noactasku/crosdera’  (tripod
supports/stools)  (Ieopruesa
1985, 139; Liserxos 1989, 131),
,TpuHOrH/TpuHOXKHK * (tripods)
(Aackasos 2010, 727), “tripod-
stilts”/“props”  (Charalambous
2014, 281) or “carthenware sup-
ports” (Vroom 1998, 520). They
are characteristic of the lands of continental Greece where they first appeared, and the territories
of the Balkan Peninsula and Transcaucasia (see below). These finds are widespread in Bulgarian
lands. There are well-known examples from Vidin,® Melnik (Llsetxos 1989, 131, 06p. 196), Veliko
Tarnovo (FeoereBa 1974, 11; Aoamosa 1985, 10 — 20, 06p. 1 - 2; Aoamosa-Aykanoscka 2007,
224, Taba. VII, 254, 328, taba. XVII), Shumen fortress (Antonosa 1995, 85, o6p. 88 — 89/38, 39,
40, 41), Cherven (Teopruesa 1985, 133 — 165), Veliki Preslav (Illepesa u ap. 1999, 45, 47, 143 -
145; Manososa-Boiixosa 2009, 217, 06p. 4/1), Varna’ (Aumutpos 1960, 114 — 115, 06p. 4; Kyses
1975, 155 - 159), Sultantsi and Markovcha (Kyses 1983, 130, Taba. IV — 1, 1aba. IX - 5),% Sozopol
(,A,pa>1<eBa 1992,293 - 302), Nesebar (Aackasos 2010, 721 — 732), etc.’

They are thought to have appeared at the beginning of the 13% ¢., and their use in Bulgarian lands
has been connected with the appearance of sgraffito decoration and glazed ceramics (Aoamosa
1985, 14; Iepesa u Ap. 1999, 45; Aackasos 2010, 731). They spread on a wide territory, includ-
ing the lands of the Balkan Peninsula, Byzantium and Transcaucasia (Aoamosa 1985, 14), and in
Bulgarian lands they are found in the popular ceramic centers.

Information about these objects has been presented in a number of studies dedicated to tools
used in firing glazed ceramics, some of which have been used in this study (ITamovicéha-Mmaxiptiy
1987, 641 — 648; Papadopoulos 1992, 203 - 221; Charalambous 2014, 279 — 298). Some publi-
cations state that such tripods were used by ceramic masters at the beginning of the period of the
“Three Kingdoms” in China and have been dated at 220 — 265, after which they travelled through
Persia, the Middle East and Egypt and infiltrated Byzantium (Morgan 1942, 22 - 23, fig. 17h, i, n,
o; Papadopoulos 1992, 208; Vroom 1998, 520; Zckos 2003, 455).

Fig. 4. Brezovo. Ceramic tripod stilts, graphic representation
O6p. 4. bpe3zoso. KepamuyHu mpuHoau, 2paguyHo u3obpakeHue

¢Unpublished materials from the exposition of RMH - Vidin.
7 For the data on Varna and Veliko Tarnovo — See [amavicéha-Mmexipt{i 1987, 644.

$The cited examples are from the 17 - 18 c., but they are technologically similar to the finds from the 13® - 14%
c., which illustrates the long-term use of the ceramic tripods.

? Other types of supports have been reviewed in Bulgarian literature, but they are not relevant to the ones under
review here (KyseB 1975, 157 - 159, Taba. I1I; Aoamosa 1985, 15 — 19, 06p. 4; Apaxesa 1992, 300, 06p. 9; Aackasos
2010, 723, 06p. 2).

180



COMMENTS ON THE INTERPRETATION OF THE SO-CALLED SUPPORTS FOR PHIALAE...

According to the crafting method, these objects can be divided into three groups, two of which
are relevant to the aims of this study: 1. Handmade; 2. Made by casting in a mould.'® They are tools
with a triangular/star-like shape and three small pointed legs (ITamavicéra-Mmaxiptly 1987, 642,
Charalambous 2014, 281). Their dimensions vary: Width = 6/8 cm; thickness of legs = 0.8/2 cm
- 1.8/3 cm (Papadopoulos 1992, 209).

They were used as separating supports in the firing of open glazed vessels, arranged on grates
in the firing chamber of the kiln (Papadopoulos 1992, 209)." It is accepted that the practice of
separating vessels during firing using this type of supports can be dated after 1200 at the earli-
est, and its quick adoption supported the development of glazed ceramics, its “mass production”
and the generation and creation of new trends in glazed ceramics from the Late Byzantine period
(IMamovucdha-Mmexiptl) 1987, 643; Charalambous 2014, 281). According to the author, this tech-
nological innovation had an impact on the development of ceramics from the Palaiologan period
and Post-Byzantine ceramic production (ITomavicsho-Mraxiptly) 1987, 643).

Discussion. Chronology. Conclusion

The stilts belonging to the Byzantine ceramic production can unequivocally be referred to the
time after the beginning of the 13* . This has been tracked in studied workshops in a wide territo-
rial zone covering the southern parts of Macedonia, South Epirus, Thessaly, Peloponnese, Attica
(with finds from Mikro Pisto, Serres, Thessaloniki, Berea, Trikala, Thebes, Corinth, Sparta, the
Athenian agora, etc.) (Vroom 1998, 520; Papanikola-Bakirtzi 1999, 158). Analogous objects have
been registered in Medieval centers in present-day North Bulgaria, almost all of which played the
role of an administrative or metropolitan center for different periods of time (Aoamosa 1985, 12
— 14, 06p. 1 — 3). The usual context in which they are found is the kilns or workshops where the
ceramic production was prepared for firing.

From the data on the crafting methods for stilts, it can be presumed that the finds from Bulgarian
lands were handmade or using a mould. It can be assumed that the objects from Brezovo were made
in a mould, evidenced by the casting ridges on the inside surface of the three shoulders of the stilts.

The interpretation of the stilts from Brezovo is made difficult by the lack of clarity regarding
the exact archacological context they belonged to. Since the tumulus was destroyed, it is not clear
whether there were secondary disturbances and other archaeological materials from the Middle
Ages above the primary grave. At the same time, the scattering of a large part of the objects im-
mediately after they were discovered does not guarantee that the collected materials were in their
entirety or with the same original location.

From the known number of phialae with a certain context from present-day Bulgarian terri-
tory, no similar “sets” including a phiale with a support are known to correlate to the items from
Brezovo. Such are also not known from neighbouring territories.

If the hypothesis is accepted that the discussed objects are from the Late Classical Age, it still
leaves unanswered the question of the wide chronological distance between the group of artifacts
from the 13® — 14" c. and their “prototypes” from around the middle of the 4™ c. BC, what caused
this vacuum of more than a millennium, without a second reproduction of this type of supports
for metal vessels, until the time of the Second Bulgarian kingdom, when their presence is registered
over a broad territorial scope.

1 Some of the objects have printed or incised symbols on their surface, which points to the workshop where they
were made and hint at the size of the vessels to be placed on them (ITamavikéha-Mmapt{n 1987, 645, Zy. 2).

! Trems from closed complexes from the Athenian agora have been dated at the Byzantine or Post-Byzantine period
at the earliest (Papadopoulos 1992, 209, 210, fig. 3).
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The presented data about the stilts from Brezovo and their analogues from the present-day
lands on the Balkan Peninsula, Asia Minor and Transcaucasia, as well as the presence of glaze on the
surface of the legs of one of the tripods (fig. 3) allow their more certain dating at the beginning of
the 13™ c. at the earliest, leaving unsolved the problem of the reasons for their presence in the grave
inventory, comprising iron objects, a bronze situla, ceramic jug, two amphorae and two groups of
silver objects — ornaments and elements from horse harness and “...a small number of banquet ves-
sels...” (Crosinos 2017, 12).
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PE3IOME

CraTusTa H3cACABA U AaHAAM3HPA ABA KCPAMHYHH IIPEAMETA, OIIPCACACHH KATO IIOCTABKU 32 ABOMKA
¢uaru, oTkpuTH B HaarpobHa Mormaa A0 rp. bpesoso, ITaoBauscka obaacr. Haanmunero Ha cxopHu
HA IIOCTABKHTE IIPEAMETH, AaThpaHu mnped (CpeAHOBEKOBHUETO, IMIPOBOKHPAT AMCKYCHs 3a TSAXHATA
HHTEPIIPETALHS K XPOHOAOTHAL.

ITocraBkute ce Hamupar BbB ponsa Ha HAVIM — BAH xaro B MHBeHTapHUTe KHUTH Ca 3aIIHCaHU
noa 06w Homep — 1714. Kepamuunute nmocraBku ca ¢ TpubsrbaHa $opMa, ¢ TPU IPABOBIBAHH PaMEHA C
TpaIneLoBUAHO HanpedHo cedeHue. OT eAHaTa CTpaHa HOBBPXHOCTTA € IAOCKA, 4 OT APyraTa IPH KpauiiaTa
HAa [IOCTABKHUTE Ca MOACAHPAHH THPAMUAAAHU HUCKHU KpadeTa. [ To BpTperHaTa IOBPXHOCT Ha pAMEHETE Ce
3a0eAs3BaT MAMTKH XKAe00Be, KOUTO IPEKBCBAT IPEAU 30HATA, B KOSITO CE CBBP3BaT, 06pasyBaiiku pbOose.
ITocraBkure ca mupoxu 6 cm u Brucoku 2,2 cM. [To moBbpXHOCTTa UM HMa KOCH/AMATOHAAHU AMHCHHH CA€-
AH OT oraaxaaHe (?). TauHata, OT KOATO ca HampaBeHH, ¢ cBeTAOKadsiBa A0 GexoBa, 6e3 puMecH, KaTo Ha
OTACAHU MECTA HIMA CACAH OT ChBPEMEHHH OTUYIIBAHHS IIPH BPBXUETA HA KPaueTaTa.

B AuTeparypara Tesu mpeAMeTH ca U3BECTHH Kato ,TpHHOXKH . CIIOpeA HauKMHa Ha IIPOU3BOACTBO MOTAT
Aa ObAAT Pa3SACACHH Ha TPH IPYIIH, KaTO 32 LICAUTE Ha H3CACABAHETO MOTAT AA CE CIIOMEHAT ABE OT Tsix: 1. Ha-
IpaBEHU Ha PbKa; 2. U3pabOTEHU Ype3 OTAMBAHE B KaAbIl. EK3eMIIAsIpH OT 3aTBOPEHH KOMIIACKCH OT ATHH-
CKaTa aropa ce AATHPaT B KbCHOBU3AHTUICKHS IEPUOA. e ca mocobust ¢ TpubrbaHa/3Be3A0BHAHA popMa
U TPH MAAKH 320CTPEHH KPAdeTa U ca YIIOTPEOSIBAHY KATO PasTPAHUYUTEAHU IIOCTABKU MEXAY CbAOBETE, 32
A IIOIIPEYaT HA CACIIBAHETO NPH U3NHYaHeTO UM. | JoHsAKOra cAeA M3MIHMYAHETO, IPH OTACASIHE Ha ChAOBETE
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ocTaBaT 6eAC3H OT BHHIIHATA [IOBBPXHOCT HA ChAQ, KOCTO € BHUAHO OT HAAHYHETO Ha CACAH OT FAA3ypa BBPXY
IIOCTaBKHUTE (Charalambous 2014, 281). I'Topaau TsixHATA pOAS HA PABACAHUTEAH IIPH U3IIHYAHETO CE CMATA,
de ca 6uAM M3pabOTBAHU OT MECTHH TAMHH M TEXHHAT XUMHYCH U MHHEPAAOTHYCH ChCTAB € AOCTOBEPEH
M3TOYHUK 32 ChABPXKAHUETO Ha TAMHATA, U3II0A3BAHA OT PAOOTHAHUIIUTE B AAACH PAIIOH.

T'openocoyenuTe AaHHM 32 HAXOAKHTE OT TEPUTOPHATA Ha AHeHIHA I'bPIIHSA AaBAT BB3MOXKHOCT Ad
ce IpueMe C [O-TOASIMA CUTYPHOCT, Y€ IIOCTaBKUTE OT bpe3oBo Morar aa 6bAAT AATHPAHH HAN-PAHO KbM
nasaroro Ha XIII — XIV B., kaTo ocTaBa HepelieH NPOOAECMBT 32 IPUYUHUTE 32 TAXHOTO IPUCHCTBHE B
IpOOHMS MHBEHTAP, ChbCTABEH OT ABE IPYIU OT CPeObPHU IIPEAMETH — AlIAUKALIMU U €ACMEHTH OT KOHCKa
AMYHMILHUSL, U ,...HeroAsM Habop ot 6ankerHu cbpaose...  (Crosnos 2017, 12).

Karouosu aymu: bpesoso, CpeaHoBexosue, puasu, MOCTABKH, TPUHOTH, KEPAMUKA OT [TOCTBU3AHTHI-
CKHUSA TTEPHOA
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