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RADOSEAW KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI

THE ROMAN FORT IN BALAKLAVA AND ITS SURROUNDINGS

Keywords: Balaklava, Chersonesos, Crimea, Roman
army, Roman fortifications

Introduction

Archaeological excavations in Balaklava in the
quarter of Kadykovka have been carried out for several
times and have concerned various features. Until 1996,
researchers from the “Chersonesos Taurica” Museum in
Sevastopol worked independently in the discussed area.
Later excavations were carried out jointly by archacologists
from this museum and from the Institute of Archacology of
the University of Warsaw. Oleg Savela was the expedition
director from the Ukrainian partner. From the Polish side,
the investigation were initially led by Tadeusz Sarnowski,
and from 2009 - by the author of the present paper.

Before regular excavations were started, several
unexpected discoveries had been made in Kadykovka in the
previous century. Finds which were gathered at that time
could have been related to settlement activity in the first
centuries of our era and perhaps also to the presence of
the Roman garrison in the neighbourhood. In 1928 the
Sevastopol Regional Museum received stray finds as a do-
nation — these were two pithoi and a fragment of a Greek
inscription mentioning a tribune L. Arrius Alcibiades.
Neither circumstances nor find places of the mentioned
artefacts are known. However, there are premises that they
come from the centre of the quarter of Kadykovka
(SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA 2000: 31; SAVELJA 2000: 187-189).
In 1974 near the majolica factory grave pits carved in
the rock were recorded in remains of WWII trenches
(Fig. 1:1). These graves were dated to the Roman Period;
however, there were no archacological excavations in this
place thereafter (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA 2000: 31-32). In
the same area the joint Polish-Ukrainian expedition which
was carrying out investigations uncovering the ruins of the
temple of Jupiter Dolichenus (1997-1999) also recorded
two grave pits. They were carved in the rock and plunder-
ed. In 1980, in the course of preparation works for the
construction of garages to the south of School No. 33
(Fig. 1:2), a tombstone buried in the ground was found.
It belonged to Iulius Vales, 2 Roman cavalryman from
a detachment called ala Atectorigiana (ZUBAR, ANTONOVA,
SAVELA 1991; SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA 2000: 31; SAVELJA,
SARNOWSKI 2000: 191-196). According to information
provided by Oleg Savela, yet another block of limestone
was found in the vicinity at that time. This uninscribed
stone was in all probability also part of grave monument.
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Furthermore, it was also from Balaklava that an aureus of
Emperor Nero found its way to the “Chersonesos Taurica”
Sevastopol Museum in 1986 (ZUBAR, KOSTROMICEVA 1990;
SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA 2000: 24, 31).

Residents of Kadykovka and workers employed at
local building sites sometimes also provided information
on architectural remains, destroyed in the course of various
ground works. It was usually impossible to verify such pieces
of information. Based on descriptions it was somtimes
possible to conclude that these were remains from the first
centuries of our era. A few mentions of this kind were taken
into consideration in the next pages of the present paper.

In 1992, a fragment of a building, which was
provisionally marked with the letter “A” or No. 1, was
discovered. Remains of this building were found in the
course of construction works of a future market place and
shops (Fig. 1:3). In this place, excavations were only intend-
ed to secure the remains discovered during the construc-
tion works and were not continued in the subsequent years.

In a similar way, in the course of digging of found-
ation trenches, a corner of another building was discovered
in 1996. This building was later identified as the temple of
Jupiter Dolichenus (Fig. 1:4). The temple and its closest
surroundings underwent systematic investigations in the
years 1997-1999. Among others, Latin inscriptions,
architectural details, fragments of statues and sculptural
decorations were acquired in the course of excavations. On
this basis it was possible to state that the sanctuary was
built by Roman soldiers. Furthermore, a reconstruction of
the building and its interior was also created (SARNOWSKI,
SAVELJA 2000). Numerous finds of stamped roofing tiles
allowed to specify the chronology and periodisation of
the presence of various Roman contingents in Taurica
(SARNOWSKI 2006d).

After discovering the whole temple, yet another
season of excavations at the same plot was held (in 2003).
In the course of works remains of an unidentified building
came to light. Its major part is situated under the surface of
a modern street which neighbours the excavation area on
the west (Fig. 1:5). It turned impossible to establish its
function and relation to the neighbouring temple. All that
can be said is that the building also comes from the Roman
Period. At modern building sites in the vicinity archaeolo-
gical observations were held in the course of ground works.
Regrettably, it was not always possible for archaeologists
from Sevastopol to be present there from the very begin-
ning of building works. In 2010, in the course of construc-
tion of new multi-family houses near the market place in
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Kadykovka — between the streets of “40-let Oktabra”
and “Nevskad” (Fig. 1:6) — inspections of already prepared
foundation trenches revealed the presence of a 0.3 and
0.5 m thick cultural layer. Remains of walls were also
noticed. These were made from the same stone and using
the same technique as in the case of other buildings related
to the Roman garrison. The latest ceramic finds from the
mentioned layer are dated to the 3rd ¢, AD. Furthermore,
one fragment of a roofing tile with a VEMI stamp is also
known from this building site.

In the years 2004-2007 a field survey was carried
out in Balaklava Valley under the supervision of the author
of this paper. In result of it, an archaeological site with
a surface of a dozen or so hectares was identified in a vine-
yard in the peripheries of Kadykovka (Fig. 1:7). Ceramic
finds gathered from the surface of the ground allow to date
these settlement traces to the first centuries of our era. One
can suppose that these remains represent large settlement.

This site neighbours an area where graves dated to
the first centuries AD had been previously discovered (Fig.
1:1). A bit farther off to the south there is the mentioned
area of the modern school. In its neighbourhood the tomb-
stone of the Roman horseman of ala Atectorigiana was
discovered (Fig. 1:2).

Already during excavations at the site of the temple
of Jupiter Dolichenus, the location of the Roman garrison
in Balaklava was debated (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA 2000: 31,
fig. 4:3). Researchers supposed that the mentioned Build-
ing “A” was to be considered as part of external buildings
of the searched fort. Previous stray finds which were
mentioned before also suggested the location of the Roman
military base somewhere in the neighbourhood of the
temple.

Excavations of Building “A” were undertaken again
in 2009 (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2011;
2012; 2013; 2014). Five excavation seasons allowed for
uncovering of the major part of the building and parts of
neighbouring streets with remains of buildings and fortifi-
cations which were situated at a farther distance away.
Thanks to the excavations it was possible to identify build-
ing phases and to propose their chronology. Furthermore,
the first attempt at reconstructing the plan of the Roman
fort and its surroundings was undertaken.

Extra muros — traces of extramural
settlement from the first centuries
AD around the fort

Apart from the temple of Jupiter Dolichenus,
a fragment of the aforementioned Roman Period building
was discovered in the closest vicinity. Other unidentified
architectural remains were found a few dozen metres
farther off (to the south) in the 1990s. These ruins were
incidentally discovered in the course of construction works
near a multi-storey block of flats (Fig. 1:8). Regrettably,
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the discovery was concealed from archacologists at that
time and the only evidence we have are pieces of informa-
tion from building workers. It is therefore difficult to draw
any far-reaching conclusions on this basis. Based on rather
chaotic reports one is allowed to suppose that the destroy-
ed structure was a hypocaust cellar with surviving supports
(pilae) which were made from bricks.

Somewhat farther off (to the ecast of the temple)
near School No. 33 the tombstone of a cavalryman from
the ala Atectorigiana detachment (SAVELJA, SARNOWSKI
2000: 191-196) and probably a fragment of another stela
with no surviving traces of an inscription were found.
Before that, inhumation burials were believed to have been
found in the course of construction of the aforementioned
school; however, this is yet another piece of information
known from local residents only. On the basis of data
gathered by O. Savel4 which has not been published yet, it
can be said that a single grave was incidentally discovered
during planting shrubs near the school building in 1990. It
was an inhumation burial with no grave goods; the skeleton
was aligned with the head to the west. However, the local
researcher is in doubt whether this burial can be related to
the Roman Period. In his opinion it was in all probability
an 18th or 19th ¢, grave.

Even farther off to the north-east of the temple
of Jupiter, remains of the aforementioned extensive set-
tlement were recorded in the nearby vineyard in the course
of a field survey. On the basis of pottery shards gathered
from the surface, the settlement is dated to the first centu-
ries of our era. In the vicinity of the settlement, to the north
of buildings of present-day Balaklava, remains of pit graves
were previously recorded. Apart from the area near School
No. 33, this is another trace of a cemetery from the Roman
Period (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA 2000: 31-32, fig. 3:7,8). In
the same area there is the present-day ceramic factory,
which uses local clay deposits (Fig. 1:9). Analyses of this
raw material and clay used to manufacture roofing tiles
with stamps of Roman detachments stationing in Crimea
proved that Roman soldiers manufactured building
ceramics at Balaklava (SARNOWSKI 2006d).

Intra muros — Building “A”
and its surroundings. Surviving
remains, building phases, dating

The Hellenistic Period

In the course of excavations no traces of layers and
architectural relics which could be dated to the Hellenistic
Period were found. However, in later layers (levelling layers
of the Roman Period, fills of Modern Period pits) indivi-
dual earlier artefacts do occur, e.g., a terracotta woman’s
head (Fig. 2). This find was discovered in one of pits
which were remains of a Tatar settlement (KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012: fig. 7) from the 14th-15th c.
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Fig. 1. Balaklava-Kadykovka, central part of the dis-
trict (present-day plan) with marked places of
archacological finds (Drawing O. Kubrak). 1 - grave
pits carved in the rock, dated to the Roman Period;
2 - find place of the tombstone of a Roman cavalry-
man lulius Vales; 3 - Building “A” (Building 1) in
the edge of the present-day bazaar; 4 — temple of
Jupiter Dolichenus; 5 - fragments of an unidenti-
fied building from the Roman Period; 6 — building
site where cultural layers and architectural relics
dated to the Roman Period were found; 7 — settle-
ment from the Roman Period, identified in the
course of field survey; 8 — building site where
remains of the hypocaust cellar were most probably
found (remains of therms?); 9 — present-day ceramic
factory which uses local clay depots.

Puc. 1. barakaasa-KaapikoBka, meHTpasbHas JacTh
paitona (Texymuit maan) ¢ 0603HAYEHHBIMH Mec-
TAMM APXCOAOTHYECKMX HAXOAOK. 1 — BBIpE3aHbI
B CKaA€ I[POGOBBIC SIMBI PUMCKOTO IEPHOAR; 2 — Mec-
TO HAXOAKH HaATPOOUsI PUMCKOTO KaBaACPHCTA
FOaus Baaeca; 3 — aom ,A” (aom 1) Ha oxpaune
COBPEMEHHOTO PHIHKA; 4 — xpam [Omurepa Aoau-
XeHa; 5 — (QparMeHT HEMACHTHUIMPOBAHHOM
HOCTPOHKH PUMCKOTO IIEPUOAL; 6 — TepPUTOPHS
CTPOMKH, Ha KOTOPOH HaTOAKHYAHMCh Ha KyABTyp-
HbIC CAOM M apPXUTEKTYPHBIE PEAHKTBI PHMCKOTO
NEPHOAQ; 7 — MMOCEACHHE PHUMCKOTO IIEPHOAQ, Hail-
ACHO BO BPEMsI HCCACAOBaHMUI (pa3BEAKH) B BUHO-
IpaAHHKe; 8 — TEPPUTOPUSL CTPOIKH, HA KOTOPOH,
BEPOSITHEE BCETO, HATOAKHYAHMCh Ha OCTATKH THITO-
KayCTHYECKOTO MoABaAa (ocTaTku TepM?); 9 — coB-
PEMEHHBIE KEpaMUECKHUIT 3aBOA, KOTOPBIII TOAB3Y-
€TCsI AOKAABHBIM MECTOPOXXACHHUEM TAMHBL.

Ryc. 1. Balaklawa-Kadykovka, centralna cze$¢ dzielnicy (aktualny plan) z naniesionymi miejscami odkry¢ archeologicznych. 1 - jamy
grobowe wykute w skale datowane na okres rzymski; 2 — miejsce znalezienia plyty nagrobnej rzymskiego kawalerzysty Juliusza Valesa;
3 - budynek ,,A” (budynek 1) na obrzezach wspéfczesnego placu targowego; 4 — $wiatynia Jowisza Dolicheniskiego; 5 — fragment nie-
zidentyfikowanego budynku z okresu rzymskiego; 6 — teren budowy, na ktérym natrafiono na warstwy kulturowe i relikty architekto-
niczne datowane na okres rzymski; 7 — osada z okresu rzymskiego odkryta podczas badan powierzchniowych; 8 — teren budowy, na ktérym
najprawdopodobniej natrafiono na pozostaloéci piwnicy hypokaustycznej (pozostalodé term?); 9 — wspédiczesne zaklady ceramiczne

korzystajace z miejscowych ztéz gliny.

e

100 150m

Fig. 2. Woman’s head made of
terracotta. One of the finds
coming from the Modern Period
pits (Photo R. Karasiewicz-
-Szczypiorski).

Puc. 2. ToroBa >XEHIIUHBI, BbI-
noaHeHHas u3 raunbsl. OaHa 13
HAaXOAOK, OOHAPY)XCHHAS B COB-
PEMCHHBIX sIMax.

Ryc. 2. Gléwka kobieca wykona-
na z terakoty. Jedno ze znalezisk
pochodzacych z nowozytnych
jam.
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The “Pre-Roman” Period

This term is conventional. Almost everywhere in
the excavated area a few centimetres thick layer of burning
with traces of charcoal and burnt clay (cob) was observed
(KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2011: 174; 2012:
175, fig. 2; 2013: 123, fig. 7:1). Foundations of later stone
buildings, identified as remains of buildings of the Roman
fort, cut through this level of destruction in many places. It
is perhaps a trace of a short-term occupation, which could
be dated to the 15t c. AD based on finds of two iron fibulae
of Avcissa type (cf. TREISTER 1994; NOWAKOWSKI 2015:
382). The scason 2013 brought an additional interesting
discovery. Below the aforementioned layer of burning it
was possible to detect the presence of a ditch with its cross-
-section resembling the letter “V” (Fig. 3:3).

Phase 1 - “Trajanic” (Fig. 4)
Also in this case the name is conventional and it

merely suggests a possible chronology. This phase includes
remnants of buildings which were in all probability

dismantled and the terrain was levelled to create a new flat
area for Phase 2 structures. Relics of Phase 1 were also
destroyed by later foundation trenches. Recorded remains
of these early buildings are first of all a shallow canal (a sort
of gutter) and a bottom of a small container (an inspection
chamber?). Both structures are made of small rubble
stones, bonded with lime mortar mixed with ceramic dust
(KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012: 174, figs.
1:6,7, 3-5). Some fragments of walls (partition walls of
rooms?) which are aligned at an angle to the buildings,
belonged to the later phases (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI,
SAVELA 2012: 174, fig. 1:5). Due to applied masonry
technology, all the aforementioned relics can be related to
building activities of the Roman army. The chronology of
later phases provokes no reservations. On the basis of it and
in connection with a general chronology and periodisation
of the Roman presence in Taurica the discussed remains
can be dated to the first decades of the 27 ¢. Finds which
can in all probability be related to the presence of Roman
garrisons in the same period were previously recorded in
Chersonesos (BORISOVA 1964: 48; ANTONOVA 1994: 31;

Fig. 3. Balaklava-Kadykovka, Building “A” (Photo R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski). 1 — fragment of foundations of the room from Phase 2,
preserved up to the level of the usage surface of the courtyard from Phase 3; 2 — layer of burning — trace of destruction of the “Pre-Roman”
phase; 3 — V-shaped pit or ditch — remains of the “Pre-Roman” phase.

Puc. 3 Baraxaasa-KappikoBka, spanue ,A”. 1 — pparmeHT PpyHAAMEHTA IOMELIEHHUS ¢ $pasbl 2, COXPAHUBIIHICS AO YPOBHSI XKHAOH IIOBEPX-
HOCTH ABOpa C $asbl 3; 2 — CAOM FOPEHUSI — CACA YHUUTOXKCHUSI < AOPUMCKON>» (asbl; 3 — sAiMa HAH POB B BUAC OYKBBI .V~ — OCTaTKH

»AOPHMCKOIL” $asbl.

Ryc. 3. Balaklawa-Kadykovka, budynek ,A” 1 - fragment fundamentu pomieszczenia z fazy 2, zachowany do poziomu powierzchni
uzytkowej dziedzinica z fazy 3; 2 — warstwa spalenizny - $lad zniszczenia fazy ,,przedrzymskiej”; 3 - jama lub réw o przekroju w ksztalcie

litery ,V” — pozostalo$¢ fazy ,,przedrzymskiej”
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Fig. 4. Phase 1 — “Trajanic”. Plan of archi-
tectural relics (Drawing J. Kaniszewski).
1 — canal tightened with lime mortar;
2 — container/inspection chamber?; 3 - re-
mains of walls of an unidentified room;
4 — sewage canal.

Puc. 4. ®aza 1 — ,rpasuckas” [1aan apxu-
TEKTYPHBIX OCTATKOB. 1 — KaHAA, yIIAOTHEH-
HBII H3BECTKOBBIM PACTBOPOM; 2 — CMOTPO-
BOM KOAOAEII?; 3 — OCTaTKM CTE€H HEUACH-
TUULHIPOBAHHOTO OMEILCHUS; 4 — KaHAA
AASL CTOKOB BOABL.

Ryc. 4. Faza 1 — ,trajariska”. Plan pozosta-
tosci architektonicznych. 1 - kanal uszezel-
niony zaprawa wapienna; 2 — studzienka
rewizyjna?; 3 — pozostaloéci §cian nieziden-
tyfikowanego pomieszczenia; 4 — kanal
$cickowy.

0

5m

4

KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2001: 62-63; ANTONOVA,
ZUBAR’ 2003: 43; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2015: 21-55)
and in Cape Ay-Todor near Yalta (Charax) (ROSTOVCEV”
1911: 11-12; IOSPE I* 674; BLAVATSKI) 1951: 288; ORLOV
1978: 366; 1982: 298-299; SARNOWSKI 1988: 141, table
10; ZUBAR’ 2000: 192; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2015:
83-110).

Phase 2 (Fig. 5)

This phase corresponds to the construction of the
nearby Dolichenum and is also dated to the period of rule
of Antoninus Pius. Buildings which were constructed at
that time were still in use during the reign of subsequent
rulers from the Antonine dynasty. The first building in the
excavated area was constructed in the discussed period. Its
extent and plan could partially be recognized and identi-
fied in the course of excavations. It was a house with a small
courtyard and adjoining rooms on the south, east and west.
In the light of hitherto investigations it is not clear whether
additional rooms also existed on the north. On the other
hand, it is known that streets neighboured the house on the
north, south and west. It is possible that porticos supported
by wooden posts were aligned with north and south sides of
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the house. A post-hole was found to the south of the discuss-
ed building (Fig. 5:5). On the opposite side of the western
street there was a defensive wall of the fort, secondarily
thickened from inside. This thickening in the discovered
part of fortifications is probably a trace of a stair giving
access to the top of the wall (ascensus). The defensive wall was
1.3-1.4 m wide and the width of the thickening was also
1.3-1.4 m (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012: 177,
fig.1:1,2; 2013: 124-125, figs. 1:1, 5:3,4). With regard to
building technology, this structure resembles the same solu-
tion applied in the nearby Roman sentry post on Kazatskaya
Hill (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA, KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI
2002; 2009: 60-61). Outside the defensive wall there
went a ditch, which was discovered in one of trenches
(KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 125, fig.
6:12).

To the north of the house with the courtyard it was
possible to identify remains of a street which should go
beyond the mentioned line of fortifications (KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 125, figs. 1:3, 3:4, 10:3). In
the place of an expected gate the terrain was strongly
destroyed by modern pits. On the basis of foundation tren-
ches which were secondarily filled with rubble and mortar
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Fig. 5. Phase 2. Plan of architectural relics
(Drawing J. Kaniszewski). 1 — street and
remains of turrets at the gate; 2 — defensive
masonry wall; 3 — entrance on the defen-
sive wall (ascensus); 4 — rooms of the house
with the courtyard; 5 — trace of a post sup-
porting the roofing of the portico; grey —
traces of new buildings and repairs includ-
ed into Phase 3 and structures discovered
in the course of previous examinations.
Their existence in Phase 2 is uncertain.

Puc. S. ®aza 2. [Taan apxuTeKTypHBIX OCTAT-
KOB. 1 — yAMIa M OCTaTKH GalieH npu Bo-
poTax; 2 — 060pPOHUTEABHAS CTEHA; 3 — BXOA
Ha cTeHy (ascensus); 4 — momeueHus AoMa
C ABOPOM; 5 — CACA ACPEBSHHOTO cTOAGA
B IOPTHKE; CEPBIH LIBET — CAEABI HOBBIX
3AAHUI M PEMOHTOB, KOTOPbIE OTHOCSTCS
K ¢asy 3, a TakKe CTPYKTYpPBI, OTKPBIThIE
BO BpeMsi 0OAce PaHHHUX HCCACAOBAHMIL,
OTHOCHTEABHO CYILIECTBOBAHHE KOTOPBIX
B $ase 2, HET yBEPEHHOCTH.

Ryc. 5. Faza 2. Plan pozostaloci architek-
tonicznych. 1 — ulica i pozostalosci baszt
przy bramie; 2 — mur obronny; 3 — wejscie
na mur (ascensus); 4 — pomieszczenia do-
mu z dziedzificem; 5 - $lad stupa podpie-
rajacego zadaszenie portyku; kolor szary —
$lady nowych budowli i remontéw z fazy 3
oraz strukeury odkryte podczas wezesniej-
szych badan, co do istnienia ktérych w fa-
zie 2 nie ma pewnosci.

and of fragmentarily preserved foundations it can be sup-
posed that the gate was flanked with two rectangular tur-
rets (with external dimensions of ca. 5.5x3.5 m). They
were built on to the circumferential defensive wall from
inside (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 125,
figs. 3:5,6,11,12, 10:1,2). Preserved architectural relics
allow for an assumption that the gate was a single-portal
one. The width of the gateway (2.6 m) corresponded to the
width of the street (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA
2013: 125, ﬁg. 1:3).

Phase 3 (Fig. 6)

The origin of buildings included into this phase is
correlated with the reconstruction (repair?) of the temple
of Jupiter and is related to the period of rule of Septimius
Severus (cf. KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, ZAWADZKA-
-PAWLEWSKA 2014: 119). The end of using of the fort and
the Dolichenum is dated to by a hoard of denars discovered
in one of the walls of the discussed house with the court-
yard. The latest coins from this deposit are issues of the last
rulers of the Severan dynasty (FILIPPENKO, ALEKSEENKO
2000). In Phase 3 the examined house and neighbouring
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features were rebuilt. A considerable part of walls of rooms
around the courtyard were removed. The western wing was
completely pulled down and a row of new rooms was
constructed. These were almost identical as the previous
ones, but the entire wing was moved to the west, thus
occupying part of the street which went along the fortifica-
tions (2.2 m out of the hitherto width which was 4 m). In
result of this rebuilding a much larger room than the re-
maining ones (7.2x7.2 m) came into existence in the south-
ern (main) wing. The usage level in the house was raised
ca. 0.5-0.7 m. This is implied both by recorded traces of
clay floors and by raised thresholds in door openings
(Fig. 7:2,4; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 128,
figs. 4:2, 12:2). Thanks to moving of the western wing, the
courtyard’s width was extended by 1.75 m and its dimen-
sions reached the size of 10x12.5 m. It is probable that
part of foundations of the western wing from the previous
phase were used as a stylobate of the portico (Fig. 6:6;
KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: figs. 2:2, 4:2,
7:2,12:1, 13:1). The extent of roofing tile fill in the court-
yard allows for a supposition that roofed passage exist-

ed along all three wings of the house. The width of the
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Fig. 6. Phase 3. Plan of architectural
relics (Drawing J. Kaniszewski). 1 - canal
draining water off the courtyard;
2 — trace of a pedestal (for a statue?);
3 - stylobate of the portico at the via
principalis; 4 — walled-up passage from
Phase 2; S — room with walls lined with
roofing tiles; 6 — remains of a wall of
rooms from Phase 2, which probably
served as a stylobate of the portico;
7 — room with the supposed hypocaust
cellar; 8 — stylobate of the portico.

Puc. 6. Pasa 3. ITaaH apxuTeKTypHBIX
OCTaTKOB. 1 — KaHaA AAST OTBOAQ BOABI CO
ABOpa; 2 — CAeA OT IOCTaMeHTa (oA
CKYABITYPY?); 3 — cTHAOOaT MOpTHKA
Bo3Ae via principalis; 4 — 3aA0XKeHHBLH
npoxop u3 $assl 2; S — IOMEIEHHE,
CTEHbl KOTOPOTO BBIAOXKEHBI YEPEIH-
neil; 6 — OCTATKHU CTEHBI TOMEIIEHUH U3
¢assl 2, BEPOSATHO, CAY)KHBIIHE, KAK CTH-
A06aT nopTHKa; 7 — IOMEIICHHE C BO3-
MO)XHBIM THITOKAYCTHYECKUM IIOABAAOM;
8 — cTuaobar nopruxa.

Ryc. 6. Faza 3. Plan pozostatosci archi-
tektonicznych. 1-kanal odprowadzajacy
wode z dziedzinica; 2 — $lad po postu-
mencie (pod posag?); 3 — stylobat por-
tyku przy via principalis; 4 - zamuro-
wane przejscie z fazy 2; 5 - pomieszcze-
nie ze $cianami wylozonymi dachéwka;
6 — pozostaloéci $ciany pomieszczen
z fazy 2, prawdopodobnie stuzace jako
stylobat portyku; 7 — pomieszczenie
z domniemang piwnica hypokaustyczna;
8 — stylobat portyku.

porticos may have been 1.2-1.5 m. At the same time the
portico which went along the street to the north of the
house was about 1.3-1.4 m wide (Fig. 6:3).

A shallow canal made from stone with no mortar
was led through the courtyard (Fig. 6:1; KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: fig. 13:4; 2014: fig. 3:1). In
all probability it served for draining of rainwater. The
usage surface was hardened with a layer of fine pebbles and
in the central part of the courtyard a pedestal was placed. It
was possible to record its trace impressed in the lime mor-
tar (Fig. 6:2; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2014:
fig. 3:4). It was not a structure which carried much load, as
no foundations were found under the layer of mortar and
pavement. It was also possible to observe traces of rebuild-
ing and later repairs in the eastern wing. One of new
partition walls blocked the entrance leading from the
courtyard to a room from the previous phase (Fig. 6:4;
KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2014: fig. 5:2). Walls
of a new room (which came into existence after the afore-
mentioned walling up of the entrance) were lined with
ceramic roofing tiles, placed with their upper surfaces
towards the wall (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA
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2014 fig. 5:3). Thanks to this, between the stone face and
the lime plaster there was a layer of ceramic insulation and
an empty space (Figs. 6:5, 8). The plaster covering the
roofing tiles was painted red. Regrettably, it was not pos-
sible to completely discover this part of the house. Based on
gathered data it can only be speculated about the function
of the room. The plaster painted red is an exception among
hitherto recorded traces of wall finish. In other parts of the
house walls were whitewashed only. It can therefore be sup-
posed that it was one of representational rooms. A particu-
lar construction with the use of roofing tiles allowed to
obtain better insulation (not only thermal one) at low
expense. Air chambers and the layer of ceramics also offer
protection against dampness.

To the south and north of the house porticos came
into being. They were supported on stone stylobates run-
ning at the distance of 2.2-2.3 and 1.3-1.4 m respectively
from the walls of the building (Fig. 6:3,8; KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 129, figs. 2:3, 3:7,9,10;
2014: fig. 4:2). There is no evidence to determine
whether pillars in these porticos were made from stone or
wood.
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Neighbouring fortifications enclosing the fort on
the west were dismantled. In their place a structure was built
near the house with the courtyard. Within this structure,
only a corner room with a supposed hypocaust cellar were
discovered (Fig. 6:7; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA
2013: 128-129, figs. 2:1, 5:1, 8:3, 9:3). The following
finds were extracted from the fill of the room: a fragment
of an unidentified sculpture made from local stone
(KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 128, fig.
14:1), numerous fragments of secondarily burnt clay used
to plaster the walls of the cellar and bricks joint with lime
mortar which were used to construct the supports (pilae).
On the secondarily burnt clay plaster it was possible to

identify four handwritten Greek letters (KARASIEWICZ-
-SzczyPIORSKI, LUKASZEWICZ 2015). The dimension of the
bricks used for the supports in the cellar was 23x23%8 cm.
Physicochemical analyses of clay used for the manufacture
of these bricks demonstrated that they were made from the
same local raw material which was used for roofing tiles
signed with the stamp of the 11t Claudian legion (LE XI
CL) and dated to the Severan period; the identification
was carried out by M. Daszkiewicz' and was based on
the results of chemical analysis by wavelength-dispersive
X-ray fluorescence (WD-XRF; see e.g. DASZKIEWICZ,
SCHNEIDER 2014) and using comparative data from the
Schneider — Daszkiewicz database.?

Fig. 7. Balaklava-Kadykovka. Remains of the western wing of the Pracetorium (Photo A. Trzop-Szczypiorska). Phase 2: 1 — foundations
and lower parts of the wall on the side of the courtyard; 2 - entrance to one of rooms. Phase 3: 3 - foundations and lower parts of the wall
on the side of the courtyard; 4 — entrance to one of rooms.

Puc. 7. Basakaasa-Kappikoska. Ocrarku 3amaaHoro xpsiaa Praetorium. ®asa 2: 1 — $yHAAMEHT 1 GPArMEHTBI HUKHEH YACTH CTEHBI CO
CTOPOHBI ABOPa; 2 — BXOA B OAHO 13 noMenenuil. Pasa 3: 3 — pyHAAMEHT U QpparMeHTBI HIKHEH 9aCTH CTEHBI CO CTOPOHBI ABOPa; 4 — BXOA
B OAHO M3 IIOMCIICHHUI.

Ryc. 7. Bataklawa-Kadykovka. Pozostalosci zachodniego skrzydta Praetorium. Faza 2: 1 — fundament i dolne partie $ciany od strony dzie-
dzifica; 2 — wejécie do jednego z pomieszczen. Faza 3: 3 — fundament i dolne partie $ciany od strony dziedzifica; 4 — wejécie do jednego
z pomieszczen.

! Freie Universitit Berlin, Excellence Cluster 264 TOPOI, Berlin,
Germany/ARCHEA, Warszawa, Poland, m.dasz@wp.pl.

> This is currently the joint Schneider — Daszkiewicz database,

detailing published and unpublished analyses results for
34,000 ceramic fragments. For further questions please contact
G. Schneider or M. Daszkiewicz.
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Fig. 8. Balaklava-Kadykovka. Season 2013. Phase 3: 1 — part of the room with walls lined with ceramic roofing tiles (Photo R. Karasiewicz-
-Szczypiorski).

Puc. 8. Baraxaasa-Kaasikoska. Ceson 2013. Pasza 3: 1 — yacTb HOMEIECHHUS, CTEHBI KOTOPOTO BHIAOXKEHO KEPAMHUYCCKOMH YePENHULICH.

Ryc. 8. Balaklawa-Kadykovka. Sezon 2013. Faza 3: 1 — cz¢é¢ pomieszczenia ze $cianami wylozonymi dachdwka ceramiczna.

To the north of the house with the courtyard and
farther off to the west the street still existed in the place of
dismantled fortifications and the gate. However, this new
traffic route was much wider than that from Phase 2. Its
width with the portico (which went along the aforemen-
tioned house) was 8.5 m. A stylobate built in parallel to the
wall of the building is a trace of this portico (Fig. 6:3;
KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2014: fig. 4:2). In
all probability the main exit from the house with the
courtyard led to this street. On the opposite side of the
street there was another building, of which only a fragment
of a masonry wall along the street could be uncovered so
far. In the present stage of research it is not certain whether
this is a stylobate of an opposite portico or an external wall
of the house.

The location of the fort in Balaklava

Visual sources from the time of the Crimean War
(middle of 19th ¢.) show Kadykovka as a small settlement.
Sparse houses concentrate around an Orthodox church
situated on a hill. This hill was clearly visible at that time,
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as the area around it was not built-up yet (Figs. 9, 10). Part
of diversity of the local land relief disappeared as ruins of
the Orthodox church and nearby houses were removed
after the Second World War. Further levelling works were
carried out on the occasion of construction of nearby
blocks of flats and the market place. The latter feature
occupied part of the area of the Roman fort. Land survey
measurements and numerical terrain modelling, done on
the occasion of excavations of the house with the courtyard
confirm the existence of a lonely hill in this place. The ter-
rain model also demonstrated that in the past the hill was
situated in the confluence of two streams. One of these still
flows to the west of the site.

Paintings from the Crimean War also indicate that
the port in Balaklava was perfectly visible from the neigh-
bourhood of the Orthodox church in Kadykovka. There
are no natural terrain obstacles between them, and later
buildings which were accompanied by high trees did not
exist at that time yet (Figs. 9, 10).

However, the hill with a view towards the bay and
the port was situated in a depression of the terrain. On the
west, the Karan Hills start just nearby, and at the distance
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Fig. 9. Balaklava Valley. View from the time of the Crimean War. Kadykoy — the Orthodox church and other buildings can be seen in
the background (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2015: fig. 32).

Puc. 9. barakaasckast aooanna. Bup Bpemen Kpeivckoit Boitusr. Kaabikoit — 11epkoBb 1 Apyrue coopy>KeHHUsI BUAMMbIE Ha BTOPOM IIAGHE.

Ryc. 9. Dolina Balaktawska. Widok z okresu wojny krymskiej. Kadykoj — cerkiew i inne zabudowania widoczne na drugim planie.

_.;‘ —-‘.‘A : % ’%. M‘%‘ e .__ A .‘.-

Fig. 10. Kadykoy - road leading towards the port in Balaklava. The Orthodox church and other buildings can be seen in the second
plan. View from the time of the Crimean War (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2015: fig. 35).

Puc. 10. Kappixoit — popora, koTopas Beaa, B cropony nopra B basakaase. Ha Bropom maase — 1iepkoBs 1 Apyrue coopysenus. B,
BpemeH KpboiMckoii BOIHBL.

Ryc. 10. Kadykoj — droga prowadzaca w strong portu w Balaklawie. Na drugim planie cerkiew i inne zabudowania. Widok z okresu
wojny krymskie;j.

62



THE ROMAN FORT IN BALAKLAVA AND ITS SURROUNDINGS

LIRS
AN
DI

W
AN
RN LR
e
\ \\\.'\\ —

SR
S

N

NN

Fig. 11. South-western part of the Crimea, Heraclean Peninsula and vicinity of Balaklava. Fragment of a map from the time of the
Crimean War (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2015: fig. 36). 1 - roads converging near Kadykoy and Roman watchtowers on the Sapun-
-ridge; 2 — Karagatsch (proposed location); 3 — Kavkaz Bair; 4 — Kazatskaya Hill.

Puc. 11. ¥Oro-3amapnas yacrs Kpeima, I'epakaeiickuit moayocrpos u oxoanns basaxaassr. @parment kaprer Bpemen Kpreivckoit BOfHBI.
1 — caustaue popor okoao Kaabikoit u Pumckue croposkesbie 6amnu Ha Canyn-rope; 2 — Kaparau (npeasaraemast Aokaansanus);

3 — ypounme Kaskas; 4 — oicora Kasanxas.

Ryc. 11. Potudniowo-zachodnia cz¢$¢ Krymu, Pétwysep Heraklejski i okolice Bataktawy. Fragment mapy z okresu wojny krymskie;j.
1 - zbieg drég koto Kadykoj oraz rzymskie wieze straznicze na grzbiecie Sapun-gory; 2 — Karagacz (lokalizacja proponowana);

3 — uroczysko Kavkaz; 4 — wzgérze Kazackaja.

of less than 1 km to the east the first hills in the foreground
of the Crimean Mountains are visible (Fig. 11:1). Due to
a natural depression among the mountains, the most con-
venient road on the side of Chersonesos (and then
Sevastopol) went in the neighbourhood of the mentioned
hill. It can be clearly seen not only in paintings from the
time of the Crimean War, but also in maps from that period
(Figs. 10, 11). In Kadykovka, to the east from the buil-
dings of the village, two roads converged. One went north-
-westwards to Sevastopol, while the other went north-
-eastwards, via Balaklava Valley to a crossing through the
River Cérnaa (“Black”; Tatar — Corgun).

To the north of Kadykovka there was only a view
towards the neighbouring part of Balaklava Valley. The
land relief of the bottom of this valley is quite diversified
and hills render surveillance difficult. At a somewhat far-
ther distance one can see southern slopes of Sapun-ridge,
which towers over the valley. The southern part of this for-
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mation, called Karagatsch, was perfectly visible from
Kadykovka.

The presence of a Roman watchtower on
Karagatsch (Figs. 11:2, 12), in the vicinity of a present-day
Orthodox monastery, would secure connection with other
posts located farther off to the north - in Kavkaz Bair
(Figs. 11:3, 13) and on Kazatskaya Hill (Figs. 11:4, 14, 15)
(cf. KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2012). These two hitherto
discovered watchtowers were not visible from Balaklava
(SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA, KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2002;
2009). It should also be pointed out that the land relief
(Sapun-ridge and a network of deep ravines in its direct
hinterland) rendered a direct attack from the east against
the rural territory of Chersonesos practically impossible.
The only road which was convenient for invaders would
require to pass round the hills to the south, which
would imply going in the neighbourhood of the fort in
Balaklava.
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Fig. 12. Karagatch — plan of the “watchtower” which was drawn
and described by Dubois de Montpéreux (1843: 189-190).

Puc. 12. Kaparad — naan ,Haba0aaTeAbHON GamHu” KOTOPYIO
Hapucosaa 1 onncaa Dubois de Montpéreux.

Ryc. 12. Karagacz — plan ,wiezy obserwacyjnej’, ktora narysowal
i opisal Dubois de Montpéreux.

Balaklava - interpretation of finds
(Figs. 1, 17)

Extra muros — the direct surroundings
of the fort

Iconographic sources from the Crimean War times
demonstrate that centre of Kadykovka with Orthodox
chuch were situated on a small hill (Fig. 9). This was
confirmed by present-day surveys (Fig. 16:a,b). In all
probability the road from Chersonesos passed by the hill
on the east, as it was the case in the 19th ¢, (Figs. 10, 11:1).

To the east of the Roman fort which should be
situated on the discussed hill there was also the temple of
Jupiter Dolichenus. There were also other buildings near
the temple, i.a., supposed therms. The hypocaust destroyed
in the course of present-day construction works may have
been a trace of these therms (Figs. 1:8, 17:6). At least one
building (discovered in the course of excavations) was also
situated between the Dolichenum and the fort (Fig. 1:5).
It seems justified to assume that around these buildings
there was an accompanying settlement (vicus). The sug-
gested location of the settlement beyond the walls is
even more probable due to the fact that a road next to
which the temple of Jupiter was situated went there. This
road in all likelihood led from the east facing gate of the
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Fig. 14 Kazatskaya Hill - reconstruction of the Roman post (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA, KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2009: fig. 3).

Puc. 14. Bricora Kazankas — PEKOHCTPYKIIMS PUMCKOTO IOCTA.

Ryc. 14. Wzgé6rze Kazackaja — rekonstrukeja posterunku rzymskiego.

e

Fig. 15. Kazatskaya Hill - plan
of the remains of the Roman
post (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA,
KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI
2009: pl. VI:4). 1 - tower;
2 — ditch; 3 — wall.

Puc. 15. Bricora Kasaukas —
IIAQH OCTaTKOB PUMCKOTO IOCTA.
1 - Gawns; 2 — poB; 3 — obopo-
HUTEAbHAS CTEHA.

Ryc. 15. Wzgérze Kazackaja —
plan pozostatosci posterunku 0 5 10 15m
rzymskiego. 1 — wieza; 2 — fosa; —

3 - mur obronny.
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fort (Fig. 17) and went towards the neighbouring hill where
the tombstone of a cavalryman Iulius Vales was found. The
discovery of this stela with an inscription and probably the
other grave stone and the inhumation burial mentioned in
this paper point out that it may have been a place of burials
of Roman soldiers stationing in the fort (Fig. 1:2).

The road connected the fort and the vicus which
developed at the same time. Traces of that settlement were
discovered in the nearby vineyard in the course of field
surveys (Fig. 1:7). To the west of the fortifications there is
only a marshy rivulet valley, and immediately beyond it
there are rocky slopes of the Karan Hills. A choice of this
area for the extension of the fort at the beginning of the
3rd ¢. may also imply that the terrain beyond the defensive
walls on this side was not developed.

Intra muros

The house of the garrison commander (Fig. 6)

Based on gathered data it is possible to consider
the house with the courtyard from Phase 3 as an example of
a house with a peristyle. In Roman forts similar buildings
were quarters of the garrison commanders (practorium).
Function and plan of this building in Phase 2 is not clear. It
is evident that the extension carried out in Phase 3 was clear-

BALAKLAVA b
\ (KADYKOVKA)
e
50 m Itl

ly intended to raise the standard of the feature. The house
was enlarged at the expense of a neighbouring street (via
sagularis). Thanks to this, among others, a larger courtyard
and a large room in the southern wing came into existence.
A series of details, such as: placing a pedestal in the court-
yard (perhaps for a statue?), painting the walls also in red
(and not only ordinary whitewashing), and finally the de-
position of the hoard of coins demonstrate a high status of
the owner. Such discoveries also provide new arguments for
a possible function of the neighbouring building with the
supposed hypocaust cellar. The location next to the house
of the commander rather does not allow for an interpreta-
tion of discovered remains as an oven or other household
structure (KLENINA 2015: 362, fig. 6). On the other hand,
small therms for the garrison commander may have been
situated in the neighbourhood of the Praetorium. Such a so-
lution is known, i.a., from the fort of Housesteads (Verco-
vicium) in Hadrian’s Wall in Britain (BOSANQUET 1904:
239; RUSHWORTH 2009: 6, 271, ﬁg. 14 - Building XI). In
Balaklava, the construction of the supposed therms simul-
taneously with the extension of the neighbouring house with

the peristyle seems to confirm that the entire premise was
built for the needs of an officer of tribune rank, probably
the commander of the Roman troops stationing in Crimea.

250 m

Fig. 16. Balaklava-Kadykovka. Topographical plan (a) and model of the land relief (b),
surroundings of the fort, prepared based on laser measurements (Drawing
P. Zakrzewski).

Puc. 16. Banakaasa-Kaasixosxa. Tonocbemxa (a) u nudposast moseas aanamadra (b),
OKPEeCTHOCTU (OPTa, BHIIOAHCHHAs HA OCHOBE AQ3CPHBIX H3MEPCHHUIL.

Ryec. 16. Balaklawa-Kadykovka. Plan warstwicowy (a) i model rzezby terenu (b)
okolic fortu wykonany na podstawie pomiaréw laserowych.
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Fig. 17. Balaklava-Kadykovka. Attempt at reconstructing the plan of part of the fort and its surroundings (Drawing J. Kaniszewski). Phase
3 (early 31 c.): 1 — Praetorium; 2 — principia (probable location); 3 — horrea (probable location); 4 — barracks and/or stables in the
retentura (probable location); 5 — temple of Jupiter Dolichenus; 6 — therms (probable location).

Puc. 17. basakaasa-KappixoBka. [Tonsrrka pexoHcTpykipiu naana yactu Gpopra u ero okpyxenus. Pasa 3 (Haqamo 111 B.): 1 — I'lperopuii;
2 — wrabHoe 3panne (principia) (BeposiTHas AokasusaLus); 3 — am6apsl (BepOsATHAS AOKAAH3ALHs); 4 — KasapMbl H/HAM KOHIOLIHH B 3aA-
neit yacrmu opra (retentura) (BeposiTHas sokaansauus); S — xpam IOnurepa Aoauxena; 6 — TepMbl (BepOSTHAS AOKAAM3ALIMS).

Ryc. 17. Balakfawa-Kadykovka. Préba rekonstrukeji planu czeéci fortu oraz jego otoczenia. Faza 3 (poczatek III w.): 1 — Praetorium;
2 - principia (lokalizacja prawdopodobna); 3 — horrea (lokalizacja prawdopodobna); 4 — baraki i/lub stajnie w rezentura (lokalizacja praw-
dopodobna); 5 — $wiatynia Jowisza Dolicheniskiego; 6 — termy (lokalizacja prawdopodobna).

The proposed interpretation of the function of sumption it is possible to suppose that to the east of the
the house with the peristyle opens new opportunities with Praetorium there are relics of the headquarters building
regard to the reconstruction of the plan of the fort in (principia), which await discovery. Even farther off to the
Balaklava in the last phase of its existence. cast there should be the porta principalis dextra. If we left

the fort via this gate, we would pass by the temple of Jupiter

Fort — an attempt at reconstructing the plan on the left side of the road. Perhaps there were therms

in Phase 3 (Fig. 17) situated somehow closer on the right side. In this place it is

In the vicinity of the house with the peristyle from worth stating that the course of the via principalis and the
Phase 2 there was a gate (Fig. 5:1). However, architectural alignment (in relation to the four cardinal points) of the
relics from the same phase did not allow for an unequivo- temple of Jupiter beyond the defensive walls enable us to
cal statement which main street and which gate of the fort assume that the road in front of the temple and the men-
were uncovered. After the completion of excavations in tioned street in the fort made a straight line.

2013 it can be assumed that one went out from the Inside the castellum on the opposite side of the via
Practorium to a portico near the via principalis (the street principalis (opposite the Praetorium) there was obviously
to the north of the house). Then, one turned left and the practentura of the fort. Therefore, the porta pracetoria
reached the porta principalis sinistra. Under such an as- would lead towards Balaklava Valley, that is, towards
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the borderland and Sapun-ridge which was visible from
faraway and on which Roman watchtowers were situated
(Figs. 11:2-4, 12-15).

In the course of excavations it was possible to
observe that in Phase 2 fortifications went in parallel to
buildings on the opposite side of the via sagularis.
Although this observation was carried out within a rather
short segment, it still allows for proposing a hypothesis of
the regular plan of the fort in Balaklava. Considering other
known places of stationing of Roman garrisons in Scythia
and Taurica, it would be the first example of construction
of the fort on a regular plan (perhaps on the plan of a “play-
ing card”). In other places, even if undeveloped terrain was
seized, fortifications with irregular course were construct-
ed. The best example of this is the fort in Cape Ay-Todor
(NOVICENKOV, NOVICENKOVA 2002).

The location and the size of the Praetorium, in
relation to the land relief and analogies from other forts,
allow for an estimation of dimensions of the castellum
in Balaklava. It is possible to propose several hypotheses
concerning the distribution of various structures which
were typical for garrison buildings. Taking local conditions
into consideration, we could speculate that the retentura
was rather not longer than 50 m. In this case, there was
a possible building plot with its width not exceeding 20 m
in the back of the Practorium. This is not much, especially
if we assume that the via sagularis went between buildings
and the defensive wall. Relatively small dimensions of the
retentura also enable us to suppose that the plan on which
the fort was founded was closer to a square and not to
a rectangle.

The dimensions of the plot in the back of the
Praetorium demonstrate that within this space it was pos-
sible to construct no more than 4 barracks, two on each side
of the supposed via decumana (Fig. 17:4). However, it must
be remembered that only two garrison buildings were situ-
ated there. Stables may have also been located in this part
of the fort. A considerable role of cavalry in the personnel
of this garrison is suggested not only by the tombstone of
asoldier from the ala Atectorigiana. Attention is also drawn
to elements of horse harness from the area of the fort
(GawRONSKI, KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, MODZELEWSKI
2014: 57, fig. 6:1; GAWRONSKI, KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI
2015: 331, figs. 5:1, 6). No matter the function of these
buildings, it is almost certain that they were aligned with
their longer axes in parallel to the via principalis. This
alignment is conditioned by the lie of the land. It could be
supposed that the discussed part of the fort was situated
low enough in relation to the via principalis that a separate
(situated on a lower level) terrace was shaped for con-
struction purposes. It can also be assumed that the entire
interior of the fort was divided into three terraces. The
highest one was occupied by the praetentura, the middle
one — by a row of buildings with the Praetorium and the
principia, and in the lowest one there were the mentioned
barracks or stables in the retentura. It is not certain whether
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the fort had a back gate (porta decumana). A small size of
the garrison and a limited space available for buildings in
the retentura in all probability did not require the con-
struction of the fourth gate. The existence of the remaining
three gates seems to be more important with regard to con-
nection with local roads. On the other hand, two water-
courses converged in the back of the fort. They rendered
access to the defensive walls from this side difficult.
Therefore, the fortifications were perhaps not provided
with a porta decumana or it may have only had the form of
a postern. It is also worth noting that the pora principalis
sinistra, which also led towards one of the aforementioned
streams, was in Phase 2 in all probability a single-portal gate
with its width not exceeding 2.6 m. Questions and doubts
concerning the development of the retentura will in all
probability remain unanswered as the mentioned part of
the remains of the fort became situated under the present-
day bazaar and it is almost certain that its remains were
destroyed.

With regard to a standard spatial layout of Roman
fort and the aforementioned connection of the streets in
the fort with the local network of roads, one can also
speculate on the location of a granary (borreum). We know
that the settlement accompanying the fort was situated to
the east of the fortifications. It is probable that, as it was the
case in the 19th ¢, two main roads converged in this area.
They went farther off together towards the Balaklava Bay
(Fig. 11:1). It is also known that the Praetorium was
situated to the west of the principia. One can therefore sup-
pose that the space to the east of the headquarters was
occupied by one or two granaries. This assumption is all
the more justified that in such a case the storage space
would neighbour the gate (porta principalis dextra). Supplies
could be most conveniently delivered via this gate, making
use of the nearby road to the port.

It should also be added that on the basis of hither-
to discoveries and calculations which were done based on
them it can be said that the total size of the fort (inside the
fortifications) should be no less than ca. 80x80 m (includ-
ing ca. 50 m for the retentura). The extension to the west in
the early 3rd c. (Phase 3) may have led to widening of the
fort by about 10 m. We do not know whether the line of
the fortifications with the porta praetoria was not moved
and whether the praetentura was not enlarged at that time.

It may seem that the above conclusions go too far.
So far, only a small part of the fort has been excavated. It
must be underlined, however, that a considerable part of
the area to which the discussed hypotheses refer has long
been lost for research. The above proposals result from
comparative studies, done with the use of data from other
places of stationing of the Roman army. Of course, there is
still a chance for limited verification research to the north
of the area of hitherto excavations. It can therefore be
hoped that discoveries in the supposed praetentura will
help us complete the proposed image or will contribute to
its change.
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The fort in Balaklava

and the watchtowers on Sapun-ridge
- organisation of garrisons

in the borderland of the chora

of Chersonesos

Due to the selection of place situated on the hill
but in the valley for the construction of the fort, the view
towards the foreground must have been limited even from
the level of the fortifications. It was certainly possible
to control the port in Balaklava (which was situated on
a lower level) and the road which went from the side of
Chersonesos. However, it was no question impossible to
carry out effective observation of the entire Balaklava
Valley, which was cut through with ranges of hills. The
view was also blocked by the southern extremity of Sapun-
-ridge (Karagatsch). Therefore, posts in Kavkaz Bair and
on Kazatskaya Hill which were situated farther off to
the north could in no case be visible from Balaklava-
-Kadykovka. This observation implies a necessity of exist-
ence of a third watchtower in the southern extremities of
Sapun-ridge (cf. KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2012).

It was only thanks to the posts on Sapun-ridge that
the fort in the valley could be warned in time about the
oncoming danger. It can therefore be said that the system of
watchtowers fulfilled an analogous role to present-day radar.

In this place a question could arise: why was the
fort in Kadykovka built at an apparently inconvenient site?
It seems that control over the only convenient road to the
port in Balaklava was a priority in the selection of the site
for fortifications (cf. SARNOVSKI, KOVALEVSKAA 2004: 47).
Since the earliest times the Balaklava Bay offered the best
natural shelter for seamen sailing along the coast of Taurica.
A place was selected for the port where hills on the side of
the Heraclean Peninsula (on the west) and on the side of
the foreground of the Crimean Mountains (on the east)
leave the narrowest lowland isthmus (cf. Fig. 11). The very
fort on a low hill was between two streams, one of these
flowing in the neighbourhood until present. Such a loca-
tion also secured easy access to water for men and animals
(cf. Fig. 16:b).

To sum up, it can be stated that the fort location
was first of all determined by the control over the commu-
nication route and by availability of water. Furthermore, it
is worth stressing that the location must have been very well
selected, as all the subsequent Roman contingents station-
ing in this part of Taurica were deployed there. Based on
results of hitherto research we can be sure that the garrison
sent in the period of rule of Septimius Severus occupied the
site after the vexillatio exercitus Moesiae inferioris (VEMI)
from the period of Antoninus Pius and his successors. We
can be almost sure that this detachment constructed their
base while levelling remains of buildings left by troops sent
during the rule of Trajan. However, was the garrison from
the early 27 ¢. which constructed buildings included into
Phase 1 the first Roman detachment in Balaklava?

69

In scholarship there is still a debate on the Roman
intervention in Taurica around the mid-15t c. AD (ZUBAR’
1988: 22; 1994: 26-29; 1998: 43; 2000: 190—192; contra
SARNOWSKI 2006a; 2006b; 2006c¢). In the newest publica-
tions the early presence of the Romans is considered
highly probable and one points out, i.a., a horizon of finds:
weaponry and gear of cavalry (GAWRONSKI, KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, MODZELEWSKI 2014; GAWRONSKI,
KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2015), as well as traces of mod-
ernisation of fortifications of Chersonesos which come from
the same period (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2014). To
these arguments we can also add observations concerning
the so-called “Pre-Roman” phase which was a trace of a short-
-term occupation of the area of the later fort in Kadykovka.
Directly under the layer of burning (defined as a trace of
the “Pre-Roman” phase) there are remains of the V-shaped
ditch (Fig. 3:3). It is worth noting that this is a typical shape
of moats and ditches which were part of Roman fortifica-
tions (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA, KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI
2002: 169, figs. 3,8, 10, 14; 2009: 60, ﬁgs. 3,8).

According to the last interpretation, one of iron
fibulae dating the aforementioned layers is an example of
a type which was widespread in the Roman detach-
ments stationing in the 15t c. AD in Danubian provinces
(NowAKOWSKI 2015: 383-384).

Therefore, perhaps it was already the garrison
which constructed the first stone buildings (Phase 1) that
chose a site of the carlier Roman field camp from the 1% c.?
We can hope that future excavations in Balaklava will bring
us closer to a response to this question.

Conclusions

To sum up these considerations, it must first of all
be stressed that the Roman fort in Balaklava-Kadykovka
was in all probability the only regular shape castellum
constructed in the northern coast of the Black Sea, that is,
beyond the Lower Danubian frontier of the Empire. The
existence of the Praetorium, which has been testified to by
excavations, and the enlargement of the fort in the early
3rd ¢, is a strong argument in support of the hypothesis on
significant reinforcement of the Roman military presence in
Crimea during the rule of Septimius Severus. The discovery
of the Praetorium also points out that at least periodically
the headquarters of the Roman troops in Scythia and
Taurica was located exactly in Balaklava. It seems perfectly
justified, considering the location near the best natural port
in Crimea and the connection to the system of watchtowers
in the borderland of the rural territory of Chersonesos.

Translated by Grzegorz Zabiriski
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Abbreviations
AO — “Arheologiceskie otkrytid”.
IAK — “Izvestid imperatorskoj Arheologi¢eskoj kommissii”.

IOSPE I’ - B. Latyschev, Inscriptiones antiquae Orae Septentrionalis Ponti Euxini. Inscriptiones Tyrae, Olbiae, Chersonesi
Tauricae aliorum locorum a Danubio usque ad regnum Bosporanum, Petropoli 1916.
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PapocAaAB KAPACEBUY-IIIBITTEPCKI

Nagrobok rimskogo kavalerysta z okolici Balaklavy, “Arheologia

Rimskad krepost’ Haraks, “Stratum plus” 2000/4: Vrema velikih migracij, 176-200.

TAY

(Kiev) 1991/3, 102-108.

Novyj aureus iz okrestnostej Hersonesa, “Kratkie soobSenia Instituta arheologii Akademii Nauk SSSR” 197,

PuMCKU ®OPT B BAAAKAABE U ETO OKPECTHOCTHU

B KaapikoBke, patione baaakaaBer, B XX Bexe
6b1A OOHAPYXKEH psiA HAXOAOK, BOSHHKHOBCHHE KOTOPBIX
Ha OAHOH TEPPUTOPHU MOXET IIOKA3bIBATh, YTO TAE-TO
B OKPECTHOCTSIX B APEBHOCTH BPEMCHHO PaCIIOAAraACs
pumMckuil rapHu3oH. CpeAn MaMSTHHKOB, HaHACHHBIX
CAYYaIHO, IIPEXKAC BCETO, CACAYET OOPATHTh BHUMAHHUE, Ha
(1)P3,I‘MCHT Ipe4eCKOM HAAIMCH, BCIIOMUHAIOIEH Tpn6yHa
A. Appust AaxkuBHasa (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA 2000: 31;
SAVELJA 2000: 187-189), a Taxxe HaArp061/Ie PHMCKOTo
kaBaaepucra HOaus Baaeca us orpsapsa ala Atectorigiana
(Pmc. 1:2; ZUBAR, ANTONOVA, SAVELA 1991; SARNOWSKI,
SAVELJA 2000: 31; SAVELJA, SARNOWSKI 2000: 191-196).

B 1992 roay Bo Bpems cracaTeAbHBIX PacKOIIOK
Ha MECTE CTPOMTEABCTBA PBIHKA Oblaa OGHAPYXEHA 4YacTh
TaK HA3BIBAaEMOTO 3AaHHA ,A” nau spanus 1 (Puc. 1:3).
ITepBble cHcTeMaTHYECKHE HCCACAOBAHMS B Daaakaase-
Kaapikoske mpoBoauance B 1997-1999 ropax moabcko-
-YKPaHHCKOH 3KCIICAULIHEH, 110A pykoBoactBoMm T. Cap-
HoBckoro u3 MHcruryra apxeosorun Bapiasckoro yxu-
BepeuTera, a Taloke O.5. Casean us HanmonaapHoro samno-
BeAHHKa ,Xepconec Taspuueckuii” B CeBacromoae. Toraa
6b1a oTkphiT xpam IOnurepa Aoauxena (Puc. 1:4). Bo
BpPEMsI APXCOAOTHYECKUX DPACKOIIOK OBIAM OGHAPYXCHSBI,
MEXAY IIPOYUM, AATHHCKHE HAAIMCH, APXUTECKTyPHBIC
A€TaAH, GpParMEHThI CKYABIITYP U CKYABITYPHOTO AEKOpPa.
HaxoaKu mocAy)XHAM OCHOBAaHHUEM AASI YTBEPXKACHUSI, YTO
AoAuxeHHMIT NOCTPOMAH PUMCKHE COAAATBL Dblra Taioke
MOATOTOBACHA PEKOHCTPYKIIMS BHEIIHETO BHMAQ 3AAHHSA
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u ero unrepnepa (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA 2000). Muoro-
YUCAEHHbIE HAXOAKH KAEHMEHHOH YePENUIbl IIO3BOAUAM
YTOYHHTD XPOHOAOTHIO H IECPHOAH3ALUIO MPUCYTCTBHS
PasHBIX PHMCKHUX KOHTHHICHTOB B TaBpuae (SARNOWSKI
2006d). Ynomsnuyroe spanue ,A’, a TaKe CBATHAHILE
¢ynxumronupoBasn Bo Bropoit nososuse Il B. — mepBoix
noaosune 11 B. 1.5.

HccaepoBanne 3paHust ,A” GBIAO MPOAOAXKEHO
B2009-2013 roaax (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA
2011;2012;2013; 2014). Co croponst Bapmasckoro yuu-
BEPCHUTETA APXECOAOTHYCCKUMHU PACKOIKAMH PYKOBOAHA
aBTOp AQHHOTO TeKcTa. Bo Bpemst pabor 6bian Taxoke o6Ha-
PYKEHBI OCTATKH HECKOABKUX 3AQHHH. AHAAN3 3THX HAXO-
AOK TTO3BOAHA BBIABUTb (a3bl XKH3HEAEATCABHOCTH, A TAIOKE
OIIPEACAUTh XPOHOAOTUYECKUE PAMKH KaKAOH U3 HUX.

DAAMHHCTHYECKHH IIEPHOA

BO BPCMH aperAomqecxnx pacxonox HE 6I)IAI/I
HaﬁACHbI CAC€ABI >KH3HCACATCABHOCTHU, KOTOPI)IC MOJ>XHO
,A,aTI/IPOBaTb IAANMHHUCTUYCCKUM HCPI/IOAOM. OAHaKO, B HU-
BCAI/IPOBO"IHI)IX CAOAX PI/IMCKOFO l'ICpI/IOAa, a TaKKE B 3a-
IIOAHECHUAX COBPCMCHHI)IX M, BCTPC‘IQIOTCX, CAMHUYHBIC
6OA€C PaHHI/IC apTCq)aKTI)I. HpI/IMCPOM MOJXXET I'[OCAy}KI/ITb
JKECHCKasA TCpPaKOTOBaﬂ TOAOBKa, HaﬁACHHaﬂ B OAHOI‘/JI Hus
SIM, HpCACTaBA}IIOH.lCI;I C060ﬁ CACADBI TaTapcxoro ITIOCEACHU A
(Puc. 2; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012: puc. 7),
KOTOpOC CyIlICCTBOBaAO Ha 3TOM MECTE, I10 MCHbIHCI‘;I MCPC,
c XIV B.
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nAopumckasn” dpasza

HasBanue ycAOBHO, OTHOCHTCS K HECKOABKO CAHTH-
METPOBOMY CAOIO 30ABI CO CACAAMU APEBECHOTO YTAS, 4 TAK-
Ke MePEOKeHHOM TAHBL. CAOI YAOBHUMBIH IIOYTH BE3AE HA
uccaepyemoit Tepputopun (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI,
SAVELA 2011: 174; 2012: 175, puc. 2; 2013: 123, puc. 7:1).
DyHAaMEHTH! KAMEHHBIX 3AQHUI, KOTOPbIe HACHTUHIIU-
PYIOTCS KaK OCTATKH 3aCTPOHKH pUMcKoro ¢popra (cMotpu
HIKE), IPOPE3AIOT ITOT YPOBEHb PaspyLIECHHsA BO MHOTHX
MecTax. BrioAHe, BO3MOXHO, 4TO 3TOT CAOI! PEACTABASIET CO-
60i1 cACA KPATKOBPEMEHHOTO IPOXUBAHUS, KOTOpBIE Gaaro-
Aapsi HAXOAKAM JKeAe3HbIX GUOYA THIIA ,aBLUCCA’, MOXKHO Ad-
tuposats | B. 1. 3. (cpaBn. TREISTER 1994). Cpean ¢pubya
OAHA SIBASICTCSI IPUMEPOM THITA, PACIPOCTPAHEHHOTO B BOCH-
HOI CpeAe B OTPsIAAX, KOTOpbIe B I B. H.3. 106bIBaAH B AyHAii-
cxnx nposunuusax Mmnepun (NOWAKOWSKI 2015: 382).

Ceson 2013 rosa npusec eué 0OAHO HHTEPECHOE
OTKPBITHE — HUXKE CAOSI 30ABI YAAAOCH OGHAPYXKHUTb yIaCTOK
PpBa KOTOPBII B paspese umeet popmy 6anskyio Gykse ,V”

(Puc. 3:3).

®asza 1 - ,Tpasuackan” (Puc. 4)

B AAaHHOM Cquae Ha3BaHHUC yCAOBHO Hu yKaSbIBaCT
BCE€ro AHIIb Ha BO3MO)KHy}0 AaTI/IpOBKy. PC"IB HACT 06
apXI/ITCKTyPHbIX OCTaTKax, KOTOPI)IC ITIAOXO COXPaHI/IAI/ICb
Hn3-3a CTPOI/ITCAI)CTBQ. 60ACC ITIO3AHHX KaMCHHBIX BAQHHﬂ.
O6HapyxeHHbIe caeabl $pasbl 1 — aTO mpexae Beero, gppar-
MCHT KaHaAa U HWXHAA 4aCTb CMOTPOBOTO KOAOALTA (D)
O6¢ cTpyKTypbI BBIIOAHEHBI U3 GyTa, YIIAOTHEHHOIO H3Be-
CTKOBBIM paCTBOpOM C HpI/IMCCbIO TOAYEHOH KCP&MI/IKI/I
(KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012: 174, puc.
1:6,7, 3-5). K ynomuHaeMoil $ase MPUIHCACHBI TAKXKe
(l)paI‘MCHTbI CTEH (CTCH HOMCmCHHﬁ?), KOTOprC PaCHOAO-
JKEHBI II0A yI‘AOM K 6OACC IIO3AHHUM HOCTPOﬂKaM (PI/IC.
4:3,4; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012: 174,
puc.1:5). YauToiBask TeXHUKY CTPOMTCABCTBA, 3TH PaHHHE
KAAAKH TAaKOKEC HAaAO CBA3BIBATH CO CTPOI/ITCAI)HOI‘/'I AKTUB-
HOCTBIO pI/IMCKI/IX BOMCK. 3A21HI/I$I, 06 OCTaTKax KOTOPI)IX
peqb IITAQ BBIIIEC, BOBHUKAU, BCPOHTHCC BCEro, B HA4YaA€ II B.
TaKI/IC BBIBOABI MOKHO ACAATh HAa OCHOBAaHHHU CTpaTI/II‘Pa—
(I)I/I‘ICCKOFO aHaAH3a, a TaKXE AaTI/IpOBKI/I CACAYIOU.[I/IX
CTPOHTCAbeIX (1)3.3. CTOI/IT TAaKOKC HAIIOMHHTD, YTO HAXOA-
KU, KOTOPI)IC, BCPOHTHCC BCE€ro, MO>XXHO CBs3bIBaTh C le/l-
CyTCTBI/ICM PI/IMCKI/IX I‘aPHI/IBOHOB B TOT XK€ CaMbIH HepI/IOA,
6b1AH paHee 3aperucrpupoBanbl B Xepconece (BORISOVA
1964: 48; ANTONOVA 1994: 31; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI
2001: 62-63; ANTONOVA, ZUBAR' 2003: 43; KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI 2015: 21-55), a Taioke Ha Mbice Afi-Topop
okoao Sater (Xapaxc) (ROSTOVCEV” 1911: 11-12;
IOSPE I* 674; BLAVATSKIJ 1951: 288; ORLOV 1978: 366;
1982: 298-299; SARNOWSKI 1988: 141, table 10; ZUBAR’
2000: 192; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2015: 83-110).

®aza 2 (Puc. 5)
OTHOCI/ITCﬂ K HCPI/IOAY HpaBI/ITCAbCTBa AHTOHI/IHa
HI/Iﬂ, a TaxoKE BPCMCHI/I HOCACAYIOH.[I/IX HpaBHTCACﬁ H3
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AuHacTHH AHTOHMHOB. B 9TO BpeMs BOSHHKAeT 3paHHE
»A7, Ha HCCACAYEMOM YYacTKe BBICTPOCH AOM pasMepaMu
okoao 18,8x21,6 M ¢ HebOABIIUM ABOPOM, K KOTOPOMY
C 10Ta, BOCTOKA M 3aIIaAd NPHUAETaAM MoMeleHus. B cere
IIPEKHUX MCCACAOBAHUI IIOKA HE SICHO OBIAM AH B 3TOH
gase AOCTPOCHBI AOMOAHHUTEABHbBIC IOMELICHUS TAKKE
c ceBepa. 3aTO U3BECTHO, YTO C CEBEPA, OTA U 3aI1aAd K AOMY
HPUACTAAU YAULIBL BeposiTHO, BAOAB IIEPBOM U BTOPOI M3
YIOMSIHYTBIX YAHL, HAXOAMAMCH ITOPTHKH, ITOAAEPXKHBA-
eMble ACPeBSHHBIMU cTOAOaMu. SIMa, ocTaBAeHHast TakuM
cToAGOM, 6bAa HallACHA HA IOT OT 0OCY>KAAEMOIO 3AAHUS
(Puc. 5:5). Ha yaune, c 3anasHoii cTopoHsl, He o6Hapyxe-
HO aHAAOTHYHBIX CACAOB.

C mpOTHBOIOAOXKHOIH CTOPOHBI 3TOH YAMIIbI Ha-
XOAMAACh OGOPOHUTEAbHAS CTeHA QOPTA, YTOAILICHHASL
BTOPHYHO M3HYTPU. Y TOAICHHE HA OTKPBITOM OTPE3KE
YKPEIIACHHIH, BEPOSITHO, IPEACTABASIET COOOIT OCTATKH BXO-
Ad Ha CTEHY (ascensus). Crena umeaa wupuny 1,3-1,4 M,
wupuHa yroamenus — takxe 1,3-1,4 m (KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012: 177, puc. 1:1,2; 2013: 124~
125, puc. 1:1, 5:3,4). C Touku 3PEHHUS CTPOUTEAbHOH TEXHH-
KH, 10 KAGAKE OHA HAIIOMHMHAET CTEHY PUMCKOTO ITOCTa, Ha
soicote Kasarkas (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA, KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI 2002; 2009: 60-61). CHapyku oT cTeHBI
HaXOAUACS POB, CACABI KOTOPOTO ObIAM OGHAPYXKEHBI B OA-
HoM H3 packornos (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA
2013: 125, puc. 6:12).

K ceBepy or A0Ma ¢ ABOPOM yAQAOCH OOHAPYXKUTBH
OCTaTKH YAULIbL, KOTOPAsi AOAKHA ObLAA [IEPECEKATD YIIOMSI-
HyTble yKpenacHus Qopra (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI,
SAVELA 2013: 125, puc. 1:3, 3:4, 10:3). Ha mecte npeano-
AAraeMbIX BOPOT TCPPHTOPHs OblAa CHABHO MOBPEKACHA
coBpeMeHHOM 3acTpoiikoii. Ha ocHoBanum Herarusos
QyHAAMEHTA, a TAIOKE COXPAHHUBIUHMXCS OCTATKOB (yHAA-
MCHTOB MOXXHO AOIYCTHTb, YTO II0 CTOPOHAM BOPOT HAXO-
AHUAHUCDH ABC pr{MOerAthIe 63]_HHI/I (PaaMCPbI II10 BHCIIHE-
MY IIEPUMETPY OKOAO 5,5%3,5 M.), IPHCTPOCHHbIE UHYTPH
Kk oboponuteabnoit crene (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI,
SAVELA 2013: 125, puc. 3:5,6,11,12, 10:1,2). Coxpanen-
HBIE OCTATKH MO3BOASIOT IIPEAIIOAAIATD, YTO BOPOTA ObIAH
OAHOCTBODYATBIMM, a MX IIMPHHA MOTA2 OBITH paBHa
UmHpHHE YAHUBL — 2,6 M (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI,
SAVELA 2013: 125, puc.1:3).

®asza 3 (Puc. 6)

BosHukHOBeHUE 3AaHUI, 3aYUCASIEMBIX K 9TOH
dase, KOppeAHpYeTCs C BOCCTAHOBACHHEM (PeMOHTOM?)
xpama IOmurepa AoAuxeHa M OTHOCHTCS K NEPHOAY
npasuteabctsa Cenrumus Cesepa (cpasn. KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, ZAWADZKA-PAWLEWSKA 2014: 119).
Omnymenne popra u coceaHero AOAUXECHUS AATHPYETCS
KAQAOM ACHApHEB, OOHAPYKCHHBIM B OAHOH H3 CTCH
obcyxpaemoro aoma ¢ Aopom. CaMble IO3AHHE MOHETHI
— 3TO YMHCCHUHU NOCACAHHX NPABUTEACH M3 AMHACTHU
Cesepos (FILIPPENKO, ALEKSEENKO 2000). B aToit mocaea-
Hell $ase HCCACAYEMBIH AOM U COCCAHHE OOBEKTHI Iepe-
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CTPauBAAMCh. ¥ CTPAaHEHA 3HAYUTEABHAS YaCTh CTEH IOME-
weHui BOKpyr aBopa. IToanoctsio pasobpano samapHoe
KPBIAO, KOTOPOE OBIAO IEPEMELICHO HEMHOIO HA 3allaa,
3aHHUMas 9aCTh yAI/IL[bI, KOTOPQ.H HPOXOAI/IAa BAOAB yKPCH'
aeHuil. Ha atom MecTe BOSHHK psia HOBBIX ITOMEILCHHI,
IIOYTH HMACHTUYHBIX IpEABIAyIIMM. B pesyabraTe mepe-
CTPOMKH YBEAHYHMAACh ITOBEPXHOCTh ABOPA, a B IOXKHOM
(rAaBHOM) KpblA€ BO3HHKAO IOMEUIEHHE, 3HAYUTEABHO
6oabute Apyrux (7,2X7,2 M). YpoBeHb XUAOH MOBEPXHO-
cru BHYTpU AoMma nmopHsiacs Ha 0,5-0,7 M. YkassiBatoT Ha
3TO KaK CACABI TOAOB, TAK U ITIOABBILICHHbIC IOPOTH B ABEP-
HBIX IIpOEMax (Puc. 7:2,4; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI,
SAVELA 2013: 128, puc. 4:2, 12:2). Asop, 6aaroaaps me-
PEMELICHUIO 3aIIaAHOTO KpbIAa 6bIA yBeamdeH. BeposTHo,
4acTh (yHAAMEHTA HOMELICHHH M3 IHpeAbIAyiei ¢assl
NOCAYXHAA CTHAOGaTOM oaHOTO M3 noptukos (Puc. 6:6;
KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: puc. 2:2, 4:2,
7:2, 12:1, 13:1). Yepes ABop 6blA HPOAOKEH MEAKMEX
KaHaA us KamHei 6e3 pactsopa (Puc. 6:1; KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: puc. 13:4; 2014: puc. 3:1).
BeposiTHee Bcero, OH CAYXKHA AASL OTBOAQ AOKACBOI BOABL.
JKuaas moBepxHOCTD GblAA YKPEIIACHA CAOEM MEAKUX KaM-
HEH, a B LIEHTPAAbHOM YacTH ABOpPa MOMEINEH ITOCTAMEHT,
CA€A OT KOTOPOTO, OTTHCHYTHIH B M3BECTKOBOM PacTBOPE,
yAasoch saduxcuposath (Puc. 6:2; KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2014: puc. 3:4). DTa KOHCTPYK-
LM, He HecAa GOABIION HArPY3KH, IIOTOMY 4TO IIOA CAOEM
pacTBopa u KamHell He 06Hapyxuau pyHpamenTa. Caeabt
HepecTPOHKH U 6OACE TOSAHUX PEMOHTOB TAKKE YAAAOCH
BBUSIBUTb B BOCTOYHOM Kpbiae. OAHA M3 HOBBIX BHYTpPEH-
HUX [IEPEropoAOK 3a0AOKHMPOBaAa BBIXOA, KOTOPBIH Bea
paHee BO ABOp (Puc. 6:4; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI,
SAVELA 2014: puc. 5:2). [Tomemenue (BosHuxIuee nocae
YIIOMSHYTOTO BBIIIE PA3ACACHHUS) GBIAO BHLAOKEHO Kepa-
MHYECKOH YEPENHUIiel, OIITYKATYPEHO M3BECTKOBBIM pac-
TBOPOM H MOKpallleHo KpacHoi kpackoii (Puc. 8:1).

B ¢ase 3 na ror u ceBep OT AOMa BOSHUKAHU HOPTH-
KU Ha KaMeHHBIX cruaobatax (Puc. 6:3,8; KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 129, puc. 2:3, 3:7,9,10; 2014:
puc. 4:2). He yaaaoch 06HapYXUTb cA€AOB, KOTOPBIE 103-
BOAUAU OBl YCTAHOBUTH, OBIAH AH IIOAIIOPBHI B IIOPTHUKAX
KAMCHHBIC, HAH ACPCBSIHHBIC. DAKHUE ykpenaeHus, 3a-
MbIKaoLue GOPT € 3aI1apa, B 3TU BpeMeHa Obiau pasobpa-
Hbl. Ha ux Mecre HampoTuB AOMa ¢ ABOPOM IOCTPOCHO
3AaHUE, B KOTOPOM AO CHX IOP HCCACAOBAHO BCETO AMIIb
YTAOBOC IOMEIIEHHE C IPEAIOAATACMBIM THIIOKAYCTHYC-
CKHUM NOABAAOM (Pnc. 6:7; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI,
SAVELA 2013: 128-129, puc. 2:1, 5:1, 8:3, 9:3). B sacbiu
THITIOKAYCTa HAMACHO: GParMEeHT HEUACHTUPUIIPOBAHHOI
CTaTyH, BBIIOAHEHHOH U3 MecTHOTO KaMHs (KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 128, puc. 14:1), MHOrO4HC-
ACHHBIE (PArMEHTBl BTOPHYHO IICPEIOKCHHOH TAHHBL,
KOTOPOH OBIAM OIITYKATypeHBI CTEHBI, 4 TAKKE KHPIIHYH,
COCAMHSIEMBIC H3BECTBIO, U3 KOTOPBIX OBIAH CACAQHBI IIOA-
nopsi (pilae). Ha BTOpHIHO nepesokeHHON TAMHAHOM IITy-
KaTypKe YAAAOCh HAHMTH YEThIpE HAIMCAHHBIC OT PyKH Ipe-
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geckue 6yxsot (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, LUKASZEWICZ
2015). Kupnuuu, HafiAeHHbIE B THIIOKAyCTe, ObIAM pasMe-
pom 23x23x8 cM. PUIHKO-XUMUYECKHUI aHAAU3 BBISBHA,
9TO OHU OBIAM BBIIOAHEHBI U3 TOH Xe MECTHOMH TAHHBI, U3
KoTopoil aesasu yepenuny c kaciimamu XI Kaasaesa
aeruona (LE XI CL), aaruposanHble nepuopom CeBepos.
Waentudukanuio nposesa M. AarkeBuy Ha OCHOBaHUH
xummdeckoro aHaansa Texunkoit WD-XRF (wavelength-
-dispersive X-ray fluorescence) onnpasice Ha 6asy AaHHBIX
Schneider — Daszkiewicz.

K ceBepy oT A0Ma ¢ ABOpPOM, a Taike AAAbIIE Ha
3amaa, Ha MECTe pasoOpaHHBIX YKPEIIACHHH M BOPOT, IO-
HpeXHEMYy cyuiecTBoBaAa yauua. Hoeiit komMmyHuKa-
LMOHHBIHA IyTh OBbIA, OAHAKO, 3HAYUTCABHO LIMpE, €M
B pase 2. [[lupura BMecTe ¢ TOPTHKOM (BAOAD YIIOMSHYTO-
ro aoma) pasusaace 8,5 M (Puc. 6:3; KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2014: puc. 4:2). BeposTHee Bcero,
Ha 3Ty YAHUILy BEA TAQBHBIH BBIXOA U3 AOMa ¢ ABopoM. Ha
[POTHUBOIIOAOXKHOH CTOPOHE YAHIIBI HAXOAHAOCH APYroe
3AQHME, OT KOTOPOTO AO HACTOSAIIErO BPEMEHH YAAAOCH
BCKPBITh AUINb OAMH ¢parmeHT creHbl. Ha HbiHemnem
aTalle HCCACAOBAHHH HET YBEPEHHOCTH SIBASIETCS AU ITOT
PparMeHT cTHA0GATOM IIPOTUBOIOAOKHOIO IOPTUKA HAH
BHEIIIHEIH CTEHOH AOMa.

HuTepnperanusa

CobpaHHble AaHHbBIE MO3BOASIOT HPEAIIOAATATS,
4TO 3AAHHE C ABOPOM $asbl 3 — 3TO IpUMEP AOMA C IEPH-
cruaeM. B pumMcknx Gpoprax 3AaHHS € TAKMM [AQHOM SIBAS-
AMCh KBAPTHPOH KOMAHAYIOIIETO FAPHU30HOM (pmetorz’um).
EcAn roBoputs 0 npepHasHadeHHUH STOrO 3AaHUA B pase 2,
TO €CTh ClIi¢ ONPEACACHHBIC COMHEHHS, OAHAKO, IeEpe-
CTpOIiKa, OCylIeCTBAEHHAA B $pase 3, BHAYUTEABHO YAYULIH-
A2 CTaHAAPTHI OOBEKTa. AOM YBEAMYCH 32 CYCT COCCAHEH
yAuLbl. Baaropapst sToMy BOSHHK, MEKAY MpoYnM, 60Ab-
LIMI ABOP, 2 TAKOKE HOABIIOE TOMEIIEHHE B OKHOM KPBIAC.
Psia Takux moApo6GHOCTEH, KaK yCTAHOBKA BO ABOPE IIOCTa-
MeHTa (I10-BUAMMOMY, TIOA KaKYIO-TO CKyABIITYpPY?), OKpac-
Ka CTEH B IIOMEIIEHHUAX HE TOABKO B OEABIH, HO TAIOKE U B
KPAaCHBIII [IBET, 4 TAIOKE YKPBITHE KAAAQ MOHET, CBHACTCAD-
CTBYIOT O BEICOKOM CTATyCE BAAACABLIA.

Takast HTEpIIPETaLMs A2CT HOBBIC APTYMEHTBI B AU
CKYCCHH Ha TeMy IIPEAHA3HAYCHHS COCEAHETO 3AAHHS C TUIIO-
KayCTHYEeCKUM ToABasoM. Paciosoxenue okoao Iperopus
yMEHbIIACT HpaBAOHOAO6HOCTb XO3SIHCTBEHHOM q)yHKLu/m
(KLENINA 2015: 362, puc. 6). Brioane BoamoxHo, 4T0 OKO-
Ao Ilperopust MOraM BBICTPOMTH GaHIO KOMaHAYIOLIETO
FapHU30HOM. MeXAy HpPOYHM, TAKOH NPHUMEpP HM3BECTCH
B ¢popre Bunposanaa (Vercovicium), KOTOPBIH HAXOAUTCS
B Bpuranuu na crene Aagpuana (BOSANQUET 1904: 239;
RUSHWORTH 2009: 6, 271, puc. 1.4 - Building XI).
OcHoBaHHe peaTIoAaraeMor 6aHn 0AHO-BPEMEHHO ¢ Iepe-
CTPONIKOH COCEAHETO AOMa C IIEPHCTHACM, [O-BHAUMOMY,
HOATBEPXKAQCT, YTO LEABIH OAOK MOCTPOCK BO3HUK HA
Hy>XABI odHIIepa TPUOYHCKOTO paHra — BEPOSTHO, KOMaH-
AYIOLIIEro pUMCKUMH Bofickamu B TaBpuke.



THE ROMAN FORT IN BALAKLAVA AND ITS SURROUNDINGS

ITpepsaraemas mHTepnperanus (YHKIUH AOMa
C TIEPUCTHUAEM OTKPBIBACT HOBBIE BO3MOXKHOCTH B cdepe
pexoHcTpykuuu maaHa gopra B barakaase B mocaepHed
¢ase ero cymecrBoBanus. M3 Ilperopust Brixopanau
K IIOPTHUKY NIpHU via principalis (yAuLia K ceBepy OT AOMa).
CBOpa‘lI/IBaﬂ BACBO, AOXOAUAU AO poria prl'ncz'p/,zlz's sinistra.
I'Tpu Takoit 3acTpoiike MOXHO AOIYCTHTb, YTO K BOCTOKY
ot IIperopus 0XKHMAAIOT Ha CBOE OTKPBITHE OCTATKH LITA6-
HoTO 3aaHus (principia). Aasblie Ha BOCTOK AOAXHA HaXo-
AMTBCS porta principalis dextra. Ecaun 6p1 Mb1 ocTaBuan dopr,
YXOAA HMEHHO 4epe3 3TH BOPOTA, TO MO AEBOH CTOPOHE
Aoporu ocraacst 6b1 xpam HOmuTepa Aosuxena (Puc. 1:4,
17:5). HemHoro panbuie, cipaBa, HAXOAMAMCH, TTO-BUAU-
MOMY, TEPMBI (Pnc. 1:8, 17:6). CTOUT B 3TOM MeCTe OTMe-
TUTb, YTO HAIIPABACHUE Vid primipalis U OpPUEHTALUS CBA-
tuania Onurepa 3a creHaMH O3BOASIIOT AONYCKATh, YTO
AOpora IepeA XpaMOM CO3AaBaAa C YIOMSHYTOH yAHUIIEH
B dopre npsmyio aunuw. Porta praetoria Bbixosuaa Obl
3aTO B HaIpaBACHUH basakaaBckoil AOAMHBI, TO €CTh B CTO-
POHY OTPaHHYHOI 30HBI U BUAUMOM BAaAH CaIyH-ropsl,
Ha KOTOPOII HAXOAMAHMCh PHMCKHE CTOPOXEBble GaiHu
(Puc. 11:2-4, 12-15).

Bo BpeMs apXcOAOrHYECKHMX PAaCKOIIOK YAAAOCH
HabAIAATh, 9TO B (ase 2 00OpOHHTEAbHAs CTeHa OblAa
3aA0KEHA ITAPAAAEABHO K 3aaHMI0 [Iperopus Ha nporuso-
IIOAOXKHOH CTOpOHe YAHUBI (via sagularis). Xors ato Ha-
GaroAeHHE OBIAO POBEACHO Ha OTHOCHUTEABHO KOPOTKOM
OTpE3KE YKPENACHHH, OAHAKO, MOXHO AOHYCTHTh, YTO
¢opt B baraxaase umea peryaspusiit naan. [Ipunumas Bo
BHHMAaHHE APYTHE U3BECTHBIE MECTA PACIIOAOXKEHHS PUM-
ckux rapuusonos B Cxkudun u Taspuke, 310 6514 GBI ICP-
BBIH IIPUMED COOPYXEHHUs GpOPTa MPSAMOYTOABHOTO B IAA-
He (BepOSsTHO Ha NAaHe ,KapThl K urpe”). B Apyrux mecrax,
A®KE 3aHUMasi HCOOXUTYIO TeppUTOpHIO, PuMasine crpou-
AU HEPETYASPHBIC YKPEIIACHMS, HAHAYYIIMM HPUMEPOM
KOTOPBIX siBAsteTcst GpopT Ha Mbice Aii-Topop (NOVICENKOV,
NOVICENKOVA 2002).

IMpexxnue mccaeAOBaHMA U HU3MEPEHHs II03BO-
ASTIOT YCTAHOBHTD, 4TO KpenocTs B KaabikoBke pasmerieHo
Ha XOAME, B MECTe CAMSHUS ABYX motokos (Puc. 9, 16:b).
I[ToceaeHue okoao Qopra (vicus) HAXOAUAOCH, BEPOSITHEE
BCEro, K BOCTOKY OT YKPEIACHHUI, BOKPYT CBATHAHILA
IOnurepa Aoauxena (Puc. 1:4, 17:5). Boamoxno, B6auzu
Taoke 6p1a1 pacniosoxens! Tepmbl (Puc. 1:8, 17:6), a paab-
LIe Ha BOCTOK, HA XOAME — KAaaAbuIle, Ha KOTOPOM XOpo-
HHUAU PUMCKHX COAAAT (Pnc. 1:2, 17:7). Eme aaapme
HaxoAHAOCh 6oabmoe noceaenne (Puc. 1:7), o coceAcTsy
¢ mecToMm Ao6brau rauusl (Puc. 1:9). Ha teppurtopun
noceaeHus (vicus) AOPOTY, BEAYIYIO Ha BOCTOK, Iepe-
ceKkaaa Apyras, KOTopas Beaa M3 XepcoHeca K IOPTY
B basa-xaaBckoit Gyxre (Puc. 10, 11:1). ITpexae Bcero,
3Ty AOPOTY M AOCTYIl K IIOPTy OXPaHSIA PHUMCKHII rap-
HH30H. DTHUM IIyTeM BEPOSTHO OCYLIECTBASIAOCH CHabKe-
HHE, KaK M3 XePCOHECa, TaK U CO CTOPOHBI OAMKHEH
OyXTbL.
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Pematomyio poab B BeiGope MecTa Aast $opra,
B IIEPBYIO OYEPEAD CHIIPAAU COCEACTBO KOMMYHHUKAIIHOH-
HOTO NYTH U AOCTYIIHOCTb BOABI (cpaBH. SARNOVSKI,
KOVALEVSKAA 2004: 47). MecTo 6b1A0 0MEHB XOPOIIO BHI-
6paHO, IOTOMY YTO Pa3MEIAAKCH B HEM BCE IIOCACAYIOLIHE
PHUMCKHE KOHTHHIEHTHI, KOTOPBIE PACIIOAAraAHCh, B 3TOM
gactu TaBpuasl. Onupasich Ha pe3yAbTaTHl IPEKHHUX HC-
CACAOBAHHUH, MBI MOXEM C YBEPEHHOCTBIO TOBOPHUTH, YTO
rapHusoH, npucaansiil npu Centumue Cepepe ((pasa 3)
3aHHMaA TEPPUTOpHUIO TocAe vexillatio exercitus Moesiae
inferioris (VEMI) Bpemen Anronuna Ilns u ero Hacaea-
HuKoB (Ppasa 2). Mbl MoxkeM GbITh TaKKe MOYTH YBEPEHDI,
YTO 3TOT OTPsiA, B CBOIO OYEPEAb, CTPOUA COOCTBEHHYIO
6a3y, HUBCAUPYsI OCTATKM Aarepsi, BEPOATHO, €Ie CO Bpe-
men Tpasna (¢asa 1). Oanako, 6bIA AU ITOT TapHH3OH
c Havaaa II B. mepBBHIM PUMCKHMM BOICKOM, KOTOpPOE Bpe-
MEHHO pacroaarasoch B baaakaase?

HenocpeacTBeHHO 10 cAOEM 30ABI (OTIpEACACHHO
KaK CACABI ,AOPUMCKOH~ ashl) HaXOAATCS OCTaTKH pBa
B BUAE 6yKBbI A% (Pnc. 3:3). Crour 06paTm"b BHUMaHMUE,
4TO TO THNHYHASA GOPMA PBOB, BXOAAIIUX B COCTAB PHMC-
xux popruuranuii (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA, KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI 2002: 169, puc. 3, 8, 10, 14; 2009: 60, puc.
3, 8). Cpean sxeaesHbIX PUOYA, AATHPYIOLIUX YIIOMSAHYTbIE
HACAOCHMS, OAHA ABASIETCS IIPUMEPOM THIIA, PACIIPOCTPA-
HCHHOTO B PUMCKHX OTPsiAaX, Kotopsie B I B. H.3. no6siBa-
AU B AYHaMCKMX npoBuHLUAX Mmmepuu (NOWAKOWSKI
2015: 382).

BeposiTHO, rapHKH30H, KOTOPBIII CTPOHA ITEPBBIE Ka-
MeHHBIe 3AaHUA ((asa 1), moceAHAH Ha paHbIIe 0BXUTOM
Mecte. BoamoxHo, 6b140 BhI6paHO MecTo Ha KOTOpOM B I B.
HAXOAMACS PUMCKUH IIOAEBOM Aarephb? Haaeemcs, uro no-
CACAYIOIIIHE APXEOAOTHYECKHE packorky B barakaase mpu-
GAMSSIT HAC K OTBETY Ha 9TOT BOIIPOC.

BrIiBOABI

IToABOASI HTOTH, CACAYET, IIPEXKAE BCETO IOAYCPK-
HyTb, 9T0 puMckuil ¢popt B baraxaase-Kaspikoske Obia,
BEPOSATHEE BCETO, EAMHCTBEHHBIM PETYASPHBIM (HPS[MOYTOAI:-
HBIM?) ykpenaeurem B CesepHoM IlpuuepHomopse, cae-
AOBaTEAbBHO BHE HUDKHEAYHAMCKOM T'PaHHUIIbI I/IMHCPI/II/I.
baaropapst apxeoAOrHYECKMM PACKOIKAM ITOATBEPXKACHO
cymecroBanue Ilperopus, a rtaioke yBeamueHue $popra
B Havaae III B., aTO mpeAcTaBAsIET BaKHBIN apTYMEHT AAS
HOATBEPXKACHHS TMIIOTE3bI O 3HAYMTEABHOM YBEAHYCHHUH
pumckoro BoerHoro npucyrcrust B Kpeimy npu Cenru-
mun Cesepe. Otkportue Ilperopust ykassiBaer Taroke Ha
TO, 4TO, II0 KPaiiHEH Mepe, IIEPHOAMYECKH KOMAHAOBAHHE
pumckux Borick B Cxudun u TaBprke HAXOAUAOCH HMECHHO
B Basakaase. [Ipunnmas Bo BHHMaHKE OAOKEHUE BOAM-
3U HaMAY4IUEro ecrecTBeHHOro mopra B KpeiMy u cBsisp
¢ HabAK0AATEABHBIMH OAIHAMY B IIOTPAHMYHOM 30HE XOPbI
XepcoHeca, 3Ta BEpCHs KAKETCS BIIOAHE 0GOCHOBAHHOIL.

Ilepesod Hamanrus Pydvixa
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FORT RZYMSKI W BAEAKEAWIE I JEGO OTOCZENIE

W Bataklawie, w dzielnicy Kadykovka, w XX w.
dokonano szeregu znalezisk, ktdrych wspétwystepowanie
moglo wskazywaé, ze gdzie§ w poblizu w starozytnosci
stacjonowal rzymski garnizon. Wiréd zabytkéw pozyska-
nych przypadkowo nalezy wymieni¢ przede wszystkim frag-
ment greckiej inskrypcji wzmiankujacej trybuna L. Arriu-
sza Alkibiadesa (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA 2000: 31; SAVELJA
2000: 187-189) oraz nagrobek rzymskiego kawalerzysty
Juliusza Valesa z oddzialu o nazwie ala Arecrorigiana
(Ryc. 1:2; ZUBAR, ANTONOVA, SAVELA 1991; SARNOWSKI,
SAVELJA 2000: 31; SAVELJA, SARNOWSKI 2000: 191-196).

W 1992 podczas wykopalisk ratowniczych na
miejscu budowy placu targowego odstonieto cz¢é¢ budynku
oznaczanego roboczo literg ,A” lub numerem 1 (Ryc. 1:3).
Pierwsze systematyczne badania w Bataktawie-Kadykovce
prowadzita w latach 1997-1999 wspélna polsko-ukrairiska
ckspedycja kierowana przez T. Sarnowskiego z Instytutu
Archeologii Uniwersytetu Warszawskiego oraz O.A. Sa-
velje z Muzeum ,,Chersonez Taurydzki” w Sewastopolu.
Odkryto wéweczas $wiatynie Jowisza Dolicheniskiego (Rye.
1:4). Podczas wykopalisk pozyskano m.in. inskrypcje ta-
ciniskie, detale architektoniczne, fragmenty posagdw i de-
koracji rzezbiarskiej. Na tej podstawie mozliwe bylo stwier-
dzenie, ze przybytek zbudowali zolnierze rzymscy. Powstala
takze rekonstrukcja budowli oraz jej wnetrza (SARNOWSKI,
SAVELJA 2000). Licznie znajdowane stemplowane dachéw-
ki pozwolily na dopracowanie chronologii i periodyzacji
obecnosci réznych kontyngentéw rzymskich w Taurydzie
(SARNOWSKI 2006d). Wspomniany budynek ,,A” oraz $wig-
tynia funkcjonowaly w 2. potowie II w. — 1. potowie III w.

Badania budynku ,,A” podjeto na nowo w latach
2009-2013 (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2011;
2012; 2013; 2014). Ze strony Uniwersytetu Warszawskie-
go wykopaliskami kierowal autor niniejszego tekstu.
Podczas prac terenowych odstoni¢to m.in. pozostatosci
kilku budowli. Analiza tych reliktéw umozliwita wyrédz-
nienie faz ich uzytkowania oraz okreélenie ram chronolo-

gicznych kazdej z nich.

Okres hellenistyczny

Podczas wykopalisk nie natrafiono na $lady osad-
nictwa, ktdre mozna by datowaé na okres hellenistyczny.
W warstwach niwelacyjnych okresu rzymskiego oraz w wy-
pelniskach nowozytnych jam zdarzajg si¢ jednak pojedyn-
cze starsze artefakty. Za przyklad moze postuzy¢ gléwka
kobieca z terakoty znaleziona w jednej z jam stanowiacych
pozostalo$¢ osady tatarskiej (Ryc. 2; KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012: ryc. 7), ktéra istniala w tym
miejscu co najmniej od XIV w.
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Faza ,,przedrzymska”

Nazwa jest umowna, odnosi si¢ do kilkucentyme-
trowej warstwy spalenizny ze $ladami wegla drzewnego
oraz przepalonej gliny (polepy). Warstwa jest uchwytna
niemal wszedzie na badanym terenie (KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2011: 174; 2012: 175, ryc. 2; 2013:
123, ryc. 7:1). Fundamenty budowli kamiennych identyfi-
kowanych jako pozostalosci zabudowy fortu rzymskiego
przecinajg ten poziom zniszczenia w wielu miejscach. Jest
to prawdopodobnie $lad krdtkotrwalego zamieszkiwania,
keory dzigki znaleziskom zelaznych fibul typu Aucissa
mozna datowaé na I w. n.e. (por. TREISTER 1994). Wréd
zapinek jedna jest przykladem typu rozpowszechnionego w
oddziatach rzymskich stacjonujacych w I w. n.e. w prowin-
cjach naddunajskich (NowAKOwsk1 2015: 382).

Sezon 2013 przyni6st dodatkowe interesujace od-
krycie — ponizej warstwy spalenizny udalo si¢ odstoni¢ frag-
ment rowu o przekroju zblizonym do litery ,V” (Ryc. 3:3).

Faza 1 - ,trajaniska” (Ryc. 4)

Takze w tym wypadku nazwa jest umowna i wska-
zuje jedynie na prawdopodobne datowanie. Chodzi o Zle
zachowane relikty architektoniczne poprzecinane funda-
mentami pézniejszych budowli kamiennych. Uchwycone
$lady fazy 1 to przede wszystkim fragment kanatu i dno
zbiornika (studzienki rewizyjnej?). Obie struktury sa wy-
konane z drobnego lamanego kamienia, uszczelnionego
zaprawga wapienng z domieszka mialu ceramicznego
(KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012: 174, ryc. 1:
6,7, 3-5). Do omawianej fazy zaliczono takze fragmenty
muréw ($cian pomieszczeni?), kedre sa utozone pod katem
do pdzniejszych zabudowan (Ryc. 4:3,4; KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2012: 174, ryc.1:5). Ze wzgledu na
zastosowang technike murarska wszystkie wspomniane
relikty s wigzane z aktywnoscig budowlang wojska rzym-
skiego, za$ datowanie p6zniejszych faz nie budzi watpliwo-
$ci. Na tej podstawie oraz w powiazaniu z og6lna chrono-
logia i periodyzacja obecnosci Rzymian w Taurydzie oma-
wiane pozostalosci moga by¢ datowane na pierwsze dziesie-
ciolecia II w. Znaleziska, ktdre najprawdopodobniej mozna
wiaza¢ z obecnoscia garnizonéw rzymskich w tym samym
okresie, byiy wczes’niej rejestrowane w Chersonezie (BO—
RISOVA 1964: 48; ANTONOVA 1994: 31; KARASIEWICZ-
-S2CZYPIORSKI 2001: 62-63; ANTONOVA, ZUBAR' 2003:
43; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2015: 21-55) oraz na
przyladku Aj-Todor kolo Jaley (RosTOvCEV” 1911: 11-12;
IOSPE I? 674; BLavATSKY 1951: 288; ORLOV 1978: 366;
1982: 298-299; SARNOWSKI 1988: 141, tab. 10; ZUBAR'
2000: 192; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2015: 83-110).
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Faza 2 (Ryc. 5)

Faza ta jest datowana na okres rzadéw Antoninusa
Piusa. W tym czasie powstaje budynek ,,A”, a takze poblis-
kie Dolichenum. Wzniesione wéwczas budowle byly nadal
uzytkowane za panowania kolejnych wladcéw z dynastii
Antoninéw. W omawianym okresie na badanym obszarze
wybudowano dom o wymiarach ok. 18,8 x21,6 m z nie-
wielkim dziedzirficem, do ktérego od poludnia, wschodu
i zachodu przylegaly pomieszczenia. W swietle dotychcza-
sowych badan nie jest jasne, czy w tej fazie dodatkowe
pomieszczenia dobudowano takze od péinocy. Wiadomo
natomiast, ze od pdtnocy, potudnia i zachodu z domem
sasiadowaly ulice. Prawdopodobnie wzdhuz pierwszej i dru-
giej z wymienionych arterii biegly portyki wsparte na drew-
nianych stupach. Dolek po takim stupie znaleziono na
potudnie od omawianej budowli (Ryc. 5:5). Na ulicy od
strony zachodniej nie natrafiono na analogiczne lady.

Po przeciwnej stronie wspomnianej arterii biegl
mur obronny fortu, pogrubiony wtérnie od wewnatrz.
Pogrubienie, na odkrytym odcinku umocnien, prawdopo-
dobnie stanowi $lad wejécia na korong muru (ascemsus).
Mur mial szeroko$¢ 1,3-1,4 m, szeroko$¢ pogrubienia
takze wynosita 1,3-1,4 m (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI,
SAVELA 2012: 177, ryc.1:1,2; 2013: 124-125, ryc. 1:1,
5:3,4). Pod wzgledem techniki budowlanej konstrukcja
przypomina takie samo rozwigzanie zastosowane na
pobliskim posterunku rzymskim na wzgérzu Kazackaja
(SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA, KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI 2002;
2009: 60-61). Na zewnatrz muru biegt réw, ke6ry zostat
odkryty w jednym z sondazy (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIOR-
SKI, SAVELA 2013: 125, ryc. 6:12).

Na pétnoc od domu z dziedzincem udato si¢
uchwyci¢ pozostatoéci ulicy, ktdra powinna przecinaé
wspomniang lini¢ umocnie (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIOR-
SKI, SAVELA 2013: 125, ryc. 1:3, 3:4, 10:3). W miejscu spo-
dziewanej bramy teren byl bardzo zniszczony przez nowo-
zytne wkopy. Na podstawie negatywéw po fundamentach
oraz fragmentarycznie zachowanych fundamentéw mozna
przypuszczaé, ze brame flankowaly dwie prostokatne
baszty (o wymiarach zewnetrznych okoto 5,5%3,5 m).
Dobudowano je od wewnatrz do muru obronnego
(KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 125, ryc. 3:5,
6,11,12, 10:1,2). Zachowane relikty pozwalaja domysla¢
sie, ze brama byta jednoprzelotowa, a szerokos¢ wrét mogta
by¢ réwna szerokosci ulicy i wynosi¢ 2,6 m (KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 125, ryc.1:3).

Faza 3 (Ryc. 6)

Powstanie budowli zaliczanych do tej fazy jest wia-
zane z odbudow3 (remontem?) $wiatyni Jowisza i odnoszo-
ne do okresu rzadéw Septymiusza Sewera (por. KARASIE-
WICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, ZAWADZKA-PAWLEWSKA 2014: 119).
Kres zabudowan fortu i pobliskiego Dolichenum datuje
skarb denaréw znaleziony w jednej ze $cian omawianego
domu z dziedzincem. Najmlodsze monety to emisje ostat-
nich przedstawicieli dynastii Seweréw (FILIPPENKO,
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ALEKSEENKO 2000). W tej ostatniej fazie badany dom
i sasiednie obiekty przebudowano. Usunigto znaczng cz¢sé
$cian pomieszczen wokél dziedziica. Catkowicie rozebra-
no skrzydto zachodnie, ktdre przesunigto nieco na zachdd,
zajmujac czg$¢ ulicy biegnacej wzdhuz umocnier. W tym
miejscu powstal rzad nowych pomieszezen niemal iden-
tycznych jak poprzednie. W wyniku przebudowy powick-
szyl si¢ dziedziniec, a w skrzydle poludniowym (gléwnym)
powstato pomieszczenie znacznie wicksze od pozostatych
(7,2x7,2 m). Poziom uzytkowy w domu podniesiono
0 0,5-0,7 m. Wskazuja na to zaréwno uchwycone $lady
podlég, jak i podwyzszone progi w otworach drzwiowych
(Ryc. 7:2,4; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013:
128, ryc. 4:2, 12:2). Dziedziniec, dzi¢ki przesunigciu skrzy-
dia zachodniego, zostal powickszony. Prawdopodobnie
cze$¢ fundamentu pomieszezent z poprzedniej fazy po-
stuzyla jako stylobat jednego z portykéw (Ryc. 6:6;
KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: ryc. 2:2, 4:2,
7:2,12:1, 13:1). Przez dziedziniec przeprowadzono plytki
kanal wykonany z kamienia bez zaprawy (Ryc. 6:1;
KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: ryc. 13:4;
2014: ryc. 3:1). Najprawdopodobniej stuzyt on do odpro-
wadzania wéd opadowych. Powierzchni¢ uzytkowa utwar-
dzono warstwa drobnych kamieni, a w centralnej czesci
dziedzinca umieszczono postument, ktérego $lad odcisnie-
ty w zaprawie wapiennej udalo si¢ zarejestrowaé (Rye. 6:2;
KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2014: ryc. 3:4). Nie
byla to konstrukeja przenoszaca duze obcigzenie, poniewaz
pod warstwa zaprawy i bruku nie natrafiono na fundament.
Slady przebudowy i pdzniejszych remontéw udalo si¢ tez
zaobserwowaé w skrzydle wschodnim. Jedna z nowych
$cian dzialowych zablokowala wyjscie prowadzace weze-
$niej na dziedziniec (Ryc. 6:4; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIOR-
SKI, SAVELA 2014: ryc. 5:2). Whetrze powstale po tym
podziale wytozono dachéwkami ceramicznymi, otynkowa-
no zaprawa wapienna i pomalowano na czerwono (Ryc.
8:1).

W fazie 3 na poludnie i pélnoc od domu powstaly
portyki wsparte na kamiennych stylobatach (Rye. 6:3,8;
KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 129, ryc. 2:3,
3:7,9,10; 2014: ryc. 4:2). Brak jest $ladéw, ktére pozwolity-
by ustali¢, czy podpory w portykach byly kamienne, czy
drewniane. Pobliskie umocnienia zamykajace fort od zacho-
du rozebrano. Na ich miejscu naprzeciwko domu z dziedzin-
cem wzniesiono budowle, z ktérej dotychezas przebada-
no jedynie narozne pomieszczenie z domniemang piwnica
hypokaustyczna (Ryc. 6:7; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI,
SAVELA 2013: 128-129, ryc. 2:1, 5:1, 8:3, 9:3). Z zasypiska
hypocaustum wydobyto: fragment niezidentyfikowanej
rzezby wykonanej z lokalnego kamienia (KARASIEWICZ-
-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2013: 128, ryc. 14:1), liczne frag-
menty wtérnie przepalonej gliny, kedrg tynkowano $ciany,
oraz cegly taczone zaprawa wapienna, z ktdrych wykonane
byly podpory (pilae). Na wtérnie wypalonym glinianym
tynku udalo si¢ zidentyfikowa¢ cztery odrecznie napisane
greckie litery (KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, EUKASZEWICZ
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2015). Cegly wydobyte z hypocaustum mialy wymiary
23%23x8 cm. Analiza fizykochemiczna gliny uzytej do ich
produkeji wykazata, ze wykonano je z tego samego lokalne-
go surowca, z ktérego wytwarzano dachéwki sygnowane
stemplem legionu XI Klaudiuszowego (LE XI CL), dato-
wane na okres Sewerdw. Identyfikacji dokonala M. Dasz-
kiewicz, na podstawie analiz chemicznych z zastosowaniem
techniki fluorescencyjnej spektometrii rentgenowskiej
z dyspersja diugosci fal (wavelength-dispersive X-ray
fluorescence — WD-XRF) oraz w oparciu o poréwnanie
z baza danych Schneider — Daszkiewicz.

Na pétnoc od domu z dziedzincem oraz dalej na
zach6d, na miejscu rozebranych umocniert i bramy, nadal
istniata ulica. Nowy szlak komunikacyjny byt jednak znacz-
nie szerszy niz w fazie 2. Szeroko$¢ wraz z portykiem (bieg-
nacym wzdtuz wspomnianego domu) wynosila 8,5 m (Rye.
6:3; KARASIEWICZ-SZCZYPIORSKI, SAVELA 2014: ryc. 4:2).
Najprawdopodobniej na t¢ ulice prowadzilo gléwne wyj-
$cie z domu z dziedzificem. Po przeciwnej stronie ulicy
znajdowat si¢ inny budynek, z ktérego udalo si¢ dotychczas
odstoni¢ jeden fragment muru. Na obecnym etapie badan
nie ma pewnosci, czy jest to stylobat przeciwleglego porty-
ku, czy zewngtrzna éciana domu.

Interpretacja

Zgromadzone dane pozwalaja uznaé budynek
z dziedziricem z fazy 3 za przykiad domu perystylowego.
W fortach rzymskich budowle na takim planie byly miesz-
kaniem dowédcy garnizonu (praetorium). Jesli co do prze-
znaczenia tej samej budowli w fazie 2 mozna mied jeszcze
pewne watpliwosci, to rozbudowa przeprowadzona w ko-
lejnej fazie wyraznie stuzyla podniesieniu standardu obiek-
tu. Dom powickszono kosztem sasiedniej ulicy. Dzigki
temu powstal m.in. wickszy dziedziniec oraz duze pomiesz-
czenie w skrzydle poludniowym. Szereg szczegéléw, takich
jak ustawienie na dziedzificu postumentu (byé moze pod
jaki$ posag?), malowanie $cian w pomieszczeniach nie tyl-
ko na bialo, ale réwniez na czerwono, a takze ukrycie skar-
bu monet, $wiadczy o wysokim statusie wlasciciela.

Taka interpretacja dostarcza nowych argumentéw
w dyskusji na temat przeznaczenia sgsiednicj budowli
z piwnicg hypokaustyczng. Polozenie obok Praetorium
zmniejsza prawdopodobienistwo funkeji gospodarcze;
(KLENINA 2015: 362, ryc. 6). Warto zauwazy¢, ze obok
Praetorium mogly zostaé wzniesione termy dla dowddcy
garnizonu. Takie rozwiazanie jest znane m.in. z polozone-
go w Brytanii na Murze Hadriana fortu Housesteads
(Vercovicium) (BOSANQUET 1904: 239; RUSHWORTH 2009:
6, 271, ryc. 1.4 - Building XI). Budowa domniemanych
term jednocze$nie z rozbudowa sasiedniego domu perysty-
lowego zdaje si¢ potwierdza, ze cale zalozenie powstawato
na potrzeby oficera rangi trybunskiej — prawdopodobnie
dowddcy wojsk rzymskich stacjonujacych na Krymie.

Proponowana interpretacja funkcji domu z pery-
stylem otwiera nowe mozliwosci w zakresie rekonstrukeji
planu fortu w Balaklawie w ostatniej fazie jego istnienia.
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Z Praetorium wychodzilo si¢ do portyku przy via principa-
Jis (ulica na péinoc od domu). Skrecajac w lewo dochodzi-
lo si¢ do porta principalis sinistra. Przy takim zalozeniu
mozna przypuszczaé, ze na wschod od Praetorium czekaja
na odkrycie relikty budynku komendantury (principia).
Jeszeze dalej na wschéd powinna sie znajdowad porza prin-
cipalis dextra. Jedli opusciliby$my fort wlasnie ta brama, to
po lewej stronie drogi miniemy $wiatynie Jowisza. Nieco
wczesniej po prawo znajdowaly si¢ by¢ moze termy. Warto
w tym miejscu zaznaczy¢, ze przebieg via principalis i orien-
tacja $wiatyni Jowisza za murami pozwalaja przypuszczaé, ze
droga przed $wiatynia tworzyla ze wspomniang ulicg w for-
cie lini¢ prosta, porta praetoria wychodzilaby natomiast
w kierunku Doliny Bataklawskiej, czyli w strong pograni-
cza i widocznej w oddali Sapun-gory, na ktdrej znajdowaly
sie rzymskie wieze straznicze (Ryc. 11:2-4, 12-15).

Podczas wykopalisk udalo si¢ zaobserwowaé, ze
w fazie 2 umocnienia biegly réwnolegle do zabudowan po
przeciwnej stronie ulicy (via sagularis). Jakkolwick obser-
wacja ta zostala przeprowadzona na stosunkowo krétkim
odcinku, mozna przypuszczal, ze fort w Balaktawie mial
regularny plan. Bioragc pod uwage inne znane miejsca sta-
cjonowania rzymskich garnizonéw w Scytii i Taurydzie,
bylby to pierwszy przyktad budowy fortu na planie prosto-
kata (prawdopodobnie na planie ,karty do gry”). W in-
nych miejscach, nawet zajmujac niezagospodarowany teren,
WzZnoszono umochnienia o nieregularnym przebiegu, czego
najlepszym przykladem jest fort na przyladku Aj-Todor
(NOVICENKOV, NOVICENKOVA 2002).

Dotychczasowe badania i pomiary pozwalaja usta-
li¢, ze kasztel w Kadykovce usytuowano na pagérku, w wi-
dlach dwdch strumieni (Ryc. 9, 16). Osada przyobozowa
(vicus) znajdowala si¢ najprawdopodobniej na wschéd od
fortu, wokdl éwiatyni Jowisza Dolicheriskiego (Ryc. 1:4,
17:5). W poblizu potozone byly tez by¢ moze termy (Ryc.
1:8, 17:6), a dalej na wschéd, na wzniesieniu — cmentarz,
na kedrym grzebano rzymskich zolnierzy (Rye. 1:2, 17:7).
Jeszcze dalej znajdowata si¢ duza osada (Ryc. 1:7) sasia-
dujaca z miejscem wydobycia gliny (Ryc. 1:9). Na terenie
vicus droge wiodaca na wschdd przecinala druga, prowa-
dzacaz Chersonezu do portu w Zatoce Bataklawskiej (Rye.
10, 11:1). Rzymski garnizon strzegt przede wszystkim tej
drogi i dostepu do portu. Tym traktem doplywato zaopa-
trzenie, prawdopodobnie zaréwno z Chersonezu, jak i od
strony pobliskiej zatoki.

O lokalizacji fortu zdecydowaly wigc w pierwszej
kolejnosci sasiedztwo szlaku komunikacyjnego i dostep-
no$¢ wody. Miejsce bylo bardzo dobrze dobrane, gdyz roz-
mieszczano w nim wszystkie kolejne rzymskie kontyngenty
stacjonujace w tej czedci Taurydy. W oparciu o wyniki
dotychczasowych badan mozemy by¢ pewni, ze garnizon
przystany za panowania Septymiusza Sewera (faza 3) zaj-
mowal teren po wexillatio exercitus Moesiae inferioris
(VEMI) z okresu Antoninusa Piusa i jego nastepcow (faza
2). Mozemy by¢ tez niemal pewni, ze z kolei ten oddzial
budowal swoja baze niwelujac $lady stacjonowania wojsk
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przystanych wczesniej, zapewne jeszcze za panowania
Trajana (faza 1). Czy jednak ten garnizon z poczatkéw I w.
byt pierwszym rzymskim kontyngentem stacjonujacym
w Balaklawie?

Bezposrednio pod warstwa spalenizny (okreslonej
jako $lad fazy ,przedrzymskiej”) znajdujq si¢ pozostalosci
rowu w ksztalcie litery ,,V” (Rye. 3:3). Warto zwrdci¢ uwage,
ze to ksztalt typowy dla fos i rowéw wchodzacych w sklad
rzymskich fortyfikacji (SARNOWSKI, SAVELJA, KARASIEWICZ-
-SzCzYPIORSKI 2002: 169, ryc. 3, 8, 10, 14; 2009: 60, ryc.
3, 8). Wsrdd zelaznych zapinek datujacych wspomniane
nawarstwienia jedna jest przykladem typu rozpowszech-
nionego w oddziatach rzymskich stacjonujacych w I w. n.c.
w prowincjach naddunajskich (NOwAKOWsKI 2015: 382).

Moze zatem juz garnizon wznoszacy pierwsze bu-
dowle murowane (faza 1) nie budowal fortu na surowym
korzeniu? Moze wybrano miejsce dawnego rzymskiego obo-
zu polowego z I w.? Miejmy nadzieje, ze przyszle wykopali-
ska w Bataktawie zblizg nas do odpowiedzi na to pytanie.
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Zakonczenie

Podsumowujac powyzsze rozwazania nalezy prze-
de wszystkim podkreslié, ze fort rzymski w Bataktawie-
-Kadykovce byl najprawdopodobniej jedynym regularnym
kasztelem wzniesionym na pétnocnych wybrzezach Morza
Czarnego, a wiec poza dolnodunajska granica Imperium.
Potwierdzone wykopaliskowo istnienie Praetorium oraz
powigkszenie fortu u progu III w. stanowi wazny argument
na rzecz hipotezy o znaczacym wzmocnieniu rzymskiej
obecnosci wojskowej na Krymie za panowania Septymiu-
sza Sewera. Odkrycie Praetorium wskazuje réwniez, ze
przynajmniej okresowo dowddztwo wojsk rzymskich
w Scytii i Taurydzie znajdowalo si¢ wlasnie w Balaktawie.
Biorac pod uwagg polozenie w poblizu najlepszego natural-
nego portu na Krymie i powiazanie z wiezami obserwacyj-
nymi na pograniczu terytorium wiejskiego Chersonezu,
wydaje si¢ to catkowicie uzasadnione.



