Pascal Androudis

THREE EARLY SHALLOW-BUTRESSED TOWERS
OF THE MONASTERY OF CHILANDAR,
ON MOUNT ATHOS

In our paper we present three early butressed towers of the monastery of
Chilandar on Mount Athos: the tower of St Sava, part of the monastic enclosure,
the remains of the so-called “Albanian tower”, near the monastery of Chilandar,
on the way to its western port of Giovanitsa and the ruins of a deserted tower in
the vicinity of the monastery of Zographou. In these towers the external pilas-
ters are of relatively small dimensions (shallow buttresses) and are located on
all sides of the towers, but not at the corners.

Tower of St. Sava

The great tower of St Sava, built around 1200 outside the older enclosure
of the Chilandar, is part of the defensive monastic walls (fig. 1-8)!. The con-
solidation works in the tower (2000-01) were carried out after our study;2 the
special needs for our technical description and proposals led us to conduct a
complete investigation and recording of the building. The restoration works
proceeded with a detailed investigation and documentation in every part of the
building, where an intervention was required.

I D. Boskovi¢, Svetogorskj Pabirci, Starinar 14 (1939), 82-89; S. Nenadovi¢, Od-
brana manastira Hilandara, Zbornik za Likovne Umetnosti 8 (1972), 91-116; P. Theocharides,
The byzantine fortified enclosure of the monastery of Chelandariou, Hilandarski Zbornik
7 (1989), 59-70; S. Nenadovi¢, Osam vekova Hilandara gradjenije i gradjevine, Beograd
1997, 226-233; M. Kovasevi¢, Fortification Walls and Towers, Hilandar Monastery, Beograd
1997, 133-144. See also P. Theocharides, O mopyog Tov Ayiov Zapfa otn M. Xehavdapi-
0V: TPOAEYOLEVE. TNG KTIPLOKNG TOL dtepevvnong, To Apyaioioyiko Epyo oty Maxedovio kou
Opaxn 13 (Thessaloniki 1999), 317-325; P. Theocharides-1. Papaggelos, O mdpyog tov Ayiov
2appa g I. M. Xehavdapiov, Ot ITopyor rov Ayiov Opouvg (ed. KE.D.A.K.), Thessaloniki
2002, 62-65; P. Androudis, MeAétn Arnoxataoraons tov Iopyov tov Ayiov Xaffa (unpubli-
shed study of restoration), Thessaloniki 2000; Idem, ["0p» amd T1¢ epyacieg amokatdoTaong
GTOVG OYLPMUOTIKOVG THPpYoLs TS Movig Xelavdapiov oto Ayiov Opog, 15 ypovia épywv
amoxordotaons oty Meooiwviky I1oAn e Podov (Podog, 14-18 Noepppiov 2001), Athens
2007, 528-535, pl. 427-433.

2 P. Androudis, Melétny Amokotdaraons tov [Topyov tov Ayiov Zaffo, op. cit
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.7 Fig. 1 The tower of St Sava
i from the S.-E. (1989)

Ca. 1 Kyna Cs. Case ca
cesepouctoka (1989.)
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Planned and built as a part of the defences of Chilandar, the tower of St
Sava is not an independent fortification. Constructed on a rock ledge, it is a
dominant feature (fig. 1, 3a- 5), the main defending tower of the monastery. Its
western side (fig. 4a), adjoining the defensive wall, faces the courtyard. Judging
by the remains of walls in this section, the tower of St. Sava was located in
the northeast part of the monastic fortress, adjoining its east wall. In size and
ground plan (fig. 20~ d), the tower resembles the great tower of Transfiguration
of the monastery of Vatopedi (fig. 9).3 At present, the tower of St Sava consists
of the basement, the ground-floor, four storeys with the chapel of St. John the
Forerunner and an attic (fig. 2a— 93).

According to D. Boskovi¢ (1939), the tower had three main building phas-
es (fig. 3a- b). The first one, from the the ground up to the second storey (fig.
4a- 5), was associated to the founding of Serbian Chilandar by Saints Simeon
and Sava (end of 12th century). The second comprises the next two storeys, in-
cluding the roof of the chapel and dates to the beginning of the 14th century. It is
ascribed to the Serbian king Stefan Uro$ Milutin (1282-1321), who, according
to the Serbian Archbishop Danilo II, built in Chilandar not only the catholicon
but also “many imperial palaces and excellent cells..., battlements around this
Holy Place with a great fortress because of the imminent threat of the godless
pirate”. The third phase of 1682-84, in fact a phase of repairs, comprises the
superimposed arches within the tower, the crenellations and the wooden roof, as
well as reconstructions in the chapel.4 The access between the floors is gained
by wooden stairs.

3 For the tower of Transfiguration of Vatopedi see: A. Katsaros, O wdpyog tng Me-
TapopPdoems ™G lepdc Moviig Batormaidiov, Or [Tipyor tov Ayiov Opovg, op. cit., 44-49.
4 D. Boskovi¢, Svetogorskj Pabirci, op. cit.
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The two main building phases are easily
visible on the facades (fig. 4a— 5). The older
zone with some early byzantine spoliae was
built with stone blocks and roughly cut pieces
of stone with pieces of thin black slate put one
above the other (fig. 7- 8). The walls in the up-
per zone were constructed with stone of various
sizes, along with bricks and black thin slates.
These different ways of construction can also be
seen on the inner faces of the tower. The joint
between the two faces (fig. 4a) runs between the
second and the third floor.

As we said, the tower was built in con-
tact with the eastern wall of an already existing
building (a tower?) of the ancient Greek monas-
tery of Chelandariou (fig. 20— B). The original
tower entrance was created lower, on its old ad-
joining wall (fig. 3a). Now it is walled-up (fig.
4a, 6) with a stone threshold and has the same
dimensions with the original entrance of the tow-
er. The actual doorway, created above the older
one,> is accessible through a staircase leading
over the originally higher wall. The creation of
anew doorway took place after the third phase’s
works (construction of the internal pilasters and
their arches, repairs of the wooden floors). It
seems that crenellations were constructed on the
wall for the protection of the new entrance.

There is no doubt that the lower part pre-
dates the tower. The external corners are built
with well carved stones, in contrast to the near-
by structure of the tower, the surface of which
consists of irregularly placed stones and mortar,
so that today it appears exactly as though it had
been built in contact with an older wall which is
no longer extant.

As we said above, it is worth remarking
that the tower of St Sava is similar in plan to
the tower of Transfiguration in the monastery of
Vatopedi, which retains three building phases
(fig. 9). The plan of the latter is similar to the
one of the tower of St. Savas (except the lack of
piers on the western elevation of St. Sava). It is
possible that Saint Sava copied, in his newly-re-
stored Chilandar, the tower of Vatopedi, where

Fig. 2 Plans of the tower of St
Sava (P. Androudis):
o. At the level of the basement
(end of 12th ¢))
f. At the level of the entrance (end
of 12th ¢,)

v. At first floor (end of 12th ¢.)

3. At the level of the chapel (early

14th ¢.)
Cu. 2 [Tnanosu kyne C. Case (P.
Androudis):
o Ha mauBoy noapyma (kpaj XII
BEKa)
. Ha mpBoM HuBOY ynasza (Kpaj
XII Beka)
v. Ha npBom cnparty (kpaj XII
BEKA)
6. Ha HuBOy Kamene (paHu
XIVBek)

5 P. Theocharides, The byzantine fortified enclosure, op. cit.
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Fig. 3a Tower of St Sava. Longitudinal sec-  Fig. 3b : Tower of St Sava. Cross section (P.

tion (P. Androudis) Androudis)
Cn. 3a Kyna Cs. Case. ¥Y3ayxuu npecek (P.  Ca. 306. Kyna Cs. Cage. [lonpeunu mpecek
Androudis) (P. Androudis)

ANATONKH_Q¥H 9 2 4m

Fig. 4a Tower of St Sava. West elevation (P.  Fig. 4b Tower of St Sava. East elevation (P.
Androudis) Androudis)
Cn. 4a Kyna Cs. Cage. 3anagno y3pumeme  Ci. 46 Kyna C. Cage. VICTOUHO y3BHILEHE
(P. Androudis) (P. Androudis)
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Fig. 5 Tower of St Sava. North and south eleva- ~ Fig. 6 The first entrance of the tower,
tions (P. Androudis) pierced in an older byzantine wall (2000)
Cax. 5 Kyna C. Case. CeBepHO H jy>KHO Cu. 6 TIpBu yna3 y Kyity, mpodujeH y

y3sumiene (P. Androudis) crapuju Buszantujcku 3un (2000.rom.)
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Fig. 7 First phase of the tower: detail of Fig. 8 First phase of the tower: detail of
masonry (2000) masonry (2000)

Ca. 7 Ilpea da3za kyne: nerasb ca msrpaame  Cii. 8 [pBa dasa kyne: geTasb ca U3rpajme
(2000.) (2000.)
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Fig. 9 Great tower of the monastery of Vatopedi (P.  Fig. 10 Ruined tower of the athonite

Androudis) monastery of Katzaris
Cn. 9 Bennka kymna manactupa Baronena (P. Cn. 10 YHUITEHA KyJa aTOHCKOT
Androudis) maHactupa Karszapuc

he had been a monk up to that time together with his father, Saint Simeon. Or
it cannot be excluded that the tower of Vatopedi was built, or restored, by Saint
Sava himself, since the sources mention that he founded a chapel in the tower.
The older byzantine phase of the tower of St. George, in the NW corner of the
monastery of Vatopedi, has a plan which is a variant of this type of tower.6

Some meters to the south of the tower of St Sava, in the base of the pres-
ent bell-tower, we can still see remains of a smaller tower,’ built in the same
manner as the first phase of the tower of St Sava. The plan of the complex (the
extended old wall stretching south from the tower of St Sava is a “connection”
with this smaller building) clearly indicates that this tower was also a part of an
older system of defense.

The tower of the former athonite monastery of Katzaris (fig. 10),8 which
was founded in the second half of the tenth century, belongs also to the same
type of tower with shallow butresses.

6 On these towers see: P. Theocharides, Ot fulavtivoi mepiforor Tov povdv Bato-
nediov ko Meyiomng Aavpac, To Ayiov Opog. XO0és-onuepa-avpio, Thessaloniki 1996, 105-
118; Idem, To cvykpdtnpa tov mepPdrov, lepa Meyiotn Movi Batomediov. lopadoon-Ioro-
pio-Téyvy, t. A’, Mount Athos 1996, 150-156; Idem, Recent Research into Athonite Monastic
Architecture, Tenth-Sixteenth Centuries, Mount Athos and Byzantine Monasticism (Papers
from the Twenty-eighth Spring Symposium of Byzantine Studies, Birmingham, March 1994,
ed. A. Bryer-M. Cunningham), Aldershot, Hampshire 1996, 208, 212; Idem, Observations on
the Byzantine Butressed Towers of Macedonia, Byzantine Macedonia. Art, Architecture, Mu-
sic and Hagiography, Papers from the Melbourne Conference, July 1995, ed. By J. Burke-R.
Scott, Melbourne 2001, 20-27.

7 M. Kovasevi¢, Fortification Walls and Towers, op. cit., 135 (plan) and 140.

8 A. Papazoétos, Recherches topographiques au Mont Athos, Géographie Historique
du Monde Méditerranéen (Byzantina Sorbonensia 7), Paris 1988, 154-155, 166, 174. The
tower was in use until the first half of the fourteenth century.
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The so-called ‘Albanian’ tower

The ruins of the so-called ‘Albanian tower’ (‘arbanaskij pirg’), are situ-
ated a few kilometres south of Chilandar, on the way to its western port of
Giovanitsa.” This free-standing tower (fig. 11- 15) is generally attributed to
loannis Kastriotis, ruler of northern Albania and father of Georgios Kastriotis
(the so-called “Skanderbeg”, 15th c.), who bought it as an adelfaton for him and
his family 10 . Repos, one of the sons of loannis, lies in the grave which was
built in the south wall of the narthex of the catholicon of Chilandar.

It is clear that Repos at least, lived for a period within the tower and its
complex which existed at his time. This tower, at present deserted, is of almost
rectangular plan with a later cistern adjacent to its northern wall. It seems likely
that this pyrgos is a very old structure. Not only the plan of the tower itself, but
also its building techniques led us to propose this different interpretation. We
have already published all the archaeological and written evidence on the tower
and thus proposed its dating to the middle-byzantine period.

The building survives to a height of 6 m. Its plan (fig. 13) measures 6, 40
by 6, 70 metres (the external pilasters not included), with a wall thickness of
approximately 1, 50 metres. Its entrance was opened in the eastern wall, some
metres above the ground (fig. 11, 12). The walls (fig. 11, 15) were built with
rough-cut stone and abundant reddish lime mortar. A wooden staircase would
have been required to gain access to it, as was necessary at most of the byzan-
tine free-standing towers.

The tower belongs also to the same type as the tower of St Sava, in which
each side of the building is strengthened with external piers, but not at the cor-
ners. It is certain that the tower had initially three storeys at least. We do not
know whether its upper storey had crenellations or not. There is a lack of any
sort of decorative ornamentation.

Faced with a lack of documents regarding the tower from the medieval
period prior to Kastriotis, the problems of date and function will be examined

9 V. Petkovi¢, ‘Arbanaski pirg’ u Hilandaru , Arhiv za arbanasku starinu, jezik i et-
nologiju I/1-2 (1923), 197-199 ; P. Androudis, [oTopikég Kot apyatoAoyiKég LapTupies yio. ToV
«ITvpyo tov AABovovy g Movng Xehovdapiov oto Aytov Opog, Bolavmiaxa 22 (Thessalo-
niki 2002), 219-245; B. Bojovi¢, Mont Athos, les princes roumains, Jean Castriot et la Tour
albanaise (Arbanaski pirg) dependence de Chilandar, Balcanica XXXVII (Beograd 2007),
81-98. Mentions of the tower in: S. Nenadovi¢, Hilandar na grafickim prikazima X VIII 1 XIX
stole¢a, Zbornik zastite spomenika kulture XV1 (1965), 105-106; Idem, Odbrana manasti-
ra Hilandara, op. cit., 94 (fig. 3), 113-114; Idem, Osam vekova Hilandara, op cit., 242,
fig. 303. See also: M. Zivojinovié¢, Svetogorske kelije i pirgovi u srednjem veku, Beograd
1972, 106, 117; C. Pavlikianov, The Medieval Aristocracy on Mount Athos (Monumenta
Slavico-byzantina et medievalia europensia vol. XV), Sofia 2001, 29-31.

10 On the meaning of the byzantine term adelfaton see: E. Hermann, Die Regelung
der Armut in den byzantinischen klostern, Orientalia Christiana Periodica 7 (1941), 406-
460; M. Zivojinovié¢, Adelfati u Vizantiji i srednovekovnoj Srbiji, ZRVI 11 (1968), 241-270;
1. Konidares, Nouikn Occopnon twv povoaotypioxov tmixov, Athens 1984, 223-230; P. Le-
merle (nouvelle édition), Archives de 1’ Athos 11, Actes de Kutlumus, Paris 1988, 51; P. Mag-
dalino, Adelphaton, The Oxford Dictionnary of Byzantium, t. 1, N. York-Oxford 1991, 19;
1. Karagiannopoulos, Aeéiké Bolavtiviig Opoloyiog. Oikovopuroi Opot, t. A’, Thessaloniki
2000, 70.
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Fig. 11 The “Albanian
tower” seen from the
East (2001)

Ci. 11 ,,Anbancka
KyJa” TIIeaHo ca
ucroka (2001.)

Fig. 12 “Albanian
tower”. East elevation
(P. Androudis)

Cn. 12 ,,Anbancka
kyna”. Mctouano
y3Buuieme (P.
Androudis)
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Fig. 13 : “Albanian tower”. Plan
(P. Androudis)

Cn. 13 ,,Anbancka kyna”. [Inan
(P. Androudis)

Fig 14 “Albanian tower”. Section (P. Androudis)
Cn 14 ,,An6ancka xyna”. [Ipecek (P. Androudis)
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Fig. 15 “Albanian tower”. South elevation (2001)
Ca. 15 ,,Anbancka kyna”. JyxxHo y3umemse (2001.)

by seeking formal parallels for our tower which might shed light to the date and
function of the tower. The major questions, which may not be subject to a defi-
nite resolution, are when exactly was the tower built and why it was built.

In our opinion the tower was erected as a defensive structure either of
a non-identified old Greek monastery of the region of Mileai, or of Chilandar
itself, at the time of St. Sava. Thus, a date of 11th or end of 12th century is quite
probable.

The old tower was later renewed and, as we said before, was sold to
Ioannis Kastriotis in the course of 15th century. It is quite possible that the cis-
tern adjacent to the north side of the building (fig. 13-14) is also a later addition
of 15th century.

Ruined tower near the frontier with the monastery of Zographou

The ruined tower near the frontier of Chilandar with Zographou that
we discovered in 1991 (fig. 16- 19),11 stands on a small promontory, about 35
minute’s walk from the latter. Unfortunately, we cannot identify the tower with
one of these towers of monasteries mentioned in Greek and Slavic sources.

The tower displays at least two medieval phases of construction (fig. 19).
The first one is the tower itself, with shallow piers on each side. Its dimen-
sions are 9, 35 by 6, 15 meters (the buttresses of a thickness of 30 cm are not
included) and the maximum conserved height is 5, 80 meters. The tower origi-
nally possessed many floors. Its walls are constructed of medium-size stones (as
well as with thin black slates like the masonries of the first phase of the tower
of St Sava) and reddish lime-mortar. As for the internal structure of the build-
ing, a wooden framework was used, the holes of which are still visible. The
tower received later strengthening in its western side, as well as the adjunction

11 P. Androudis, Epseimopévog Pulavtivog mopyog oto Ayiov Opog, Maxedovirka 32
(2001), 355-363.
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Fig. 16 Location of the ruined tower in the Fig. 17 The ruined tower in the frontier of

frontier of Chilandar and Zographou (P. Chilandar and Zographou, from the N. —
Androudis) East (1991)
Cn. 16 Jlokanuja yHHINTEHE KyJe Ha TPaHUALN Ci. 17 YHuTeHa Kyja Ha rpaHULU
Xwunanzaapa ca 3orpadom (P. Androudis) Xwunangapa ca 3orpagom, ca ceBepo-

ucroka (1991.)
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Fig. 18 The tower seen from the East (1991)  Fig. 19 Plan of the tower and its latest adja-

Cn. 18 Kyna menano ca uctoka (1991) cent structures (P. Androudis)

Cu. 19 ITnan Kyne ¥ ’HeHUX HajHOBHjHX
obmmxmux rpahesuna (P. Androudis)
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of a square structure, at present in ruins (probably a cistern, like the so-called
“Albanian tower”). Once again there is a lack of any sort of decorative orna-
mentation.

The entrance does not survive any more. It should have been opened
some meters above the ground level and it could have been reached only by an
exterior wooden stair.

It is clear that our tower is of a defensive intent. Judging by the plan and
its structure, it should be dated to 11th-12th centuries. Either it belonged to an
11th century unknown middle-byzantine monastery or to the late 12th century
defensive structures of Chilandar built in the time of St Sava. It appears that in
the Late Byzantine era the tower was renovated and used as a watchtower for
the monastery of Chilandar.12

Some further remarks on the typology of the towers
with shallow piers on each side

The origin of the typology of the above-mentioned towers — at least for
the present Greek territory — is generally attributed to the athonite military ar-
chitecture of 10th -12th centuries. P. Theocharides grouped the towers with
shallow and strongly projected pilasters in three “basic” types.!3 According to
this classification, our towers belong to the first type, in which the pilasters are
of relatively small dimensions and located on all sides of the towers, but not
at their corners.!4 The towers of the other two types (in type “B”, the piers are
created on all sides and in each corner,!5 while in type “C”, a pier is located in
each corner)!6 are totally different from our towers. For the towers of type “B”
(e.g. tower of St. George, tower of Milutin, tower of St. Basil [“Hrusija”], all be-
longing to Chilandar, tower of Rila in Bulgaria), since they are associated with
the Serbian kingdom, it was supported that they are “descendants” of Western
European towers and that this model was introduced into byzantine Macedonia
via the Adriatic coast.!7 Theocharides rejected this opinion and pointed out that

2 Op. cit., 363.
13 P. Theocharidis, Observations on the Byzantine Butressed Towers, op. cit., 20-27.
14 Op. cit., 20.
5 To this type we may include the towers of St. George, of Milutin and of St. Basil,
all dependencies of Chilandar, the first phase of the tower of Morphonou near Megisti Lavra
on Mount Athos, the tower of the maritime fort of Mandraki of Megisti Lavra, the towers
of Vrasna and Galatista in Halkidiki, the tower of Chandakas and the tower of Eukarpia in
Amphipolis, the tower of Ezevai (Dafni) in Serres, the tower of the monastery of Timios
Prodromos in Serres, the tower of the monastery of Rila in Bulgaria.

16 P. Theocharidis, Observations on the Byzantine Butressed Towers, op. cit., 20.

17 S. Curéi¢, Pyrgos-StI’p-Donjon, A western fortification concept on Mount Athos,
and its sources, Byzantine Studies Conference Abstracts (1981), 21-22. On western buttressed
towers see: A. Chatelain, Donjons Romans des pays d’Ouest. Etude comparative sur les
donjons romans quandrangulaires de la France de |'Ouest, Paris 1973; F. Enaud, Abbayes
fortifiées du Midi de la France, Bulletin de I’Institut International des Chateaux Historiques,
no 35 (1980), Actes du XVe Réunion du Comité Scientifique de I’Institut International des
Chdteaux historiques, Ouranoupolis-Mont Athos : 10-14 Mai 1978, Thessalonique 1980, 166
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there are no examples of these types of towers in other peripheries of the byz-
antine state. Apart from this fact that is true, he also pointed out the presence
of buttressed towers in southern Italy before Byzantium and thus expressed the
opinion for a possible “transfer of this model to Athos at the end of the tenth
century via the monasteries we know that they were founded there by monks of
Southern Italy”.18

Other scholars support that the typology of buttressed towers is exclusive-
ly byzantine 19 . Important is the mention of a tower in the metochion of Volvos
(belonging to the monastery of Iviron) with 14 external piers, in a praktikon of
the sebastos loannis Komnenos of 1104: * m)pyog nsvwnarog nsnowcousvog el
natep@v Kal cavidwv tekexknt®v kal TEPLUPPUYUEVOG Ouong 810 cavidwv, Exov
yvpo@sv Kol to?;oBo?mcrpag, cKsnousvog netd ceap®v Kol keplpmv, yopmdev
5€ €oti ovvdedepévoc UnO mve®v Sekatecchpmy’.20

Although the affinities of the plans of the towers discussed above with
western models are obvious, it seems to me that the typology of the buttressed
towers in Macedonia is clearly greek and there is no trace of influence from the
West. As Theocharides suggested, it is possible that the architectural concept of
this type “type A’ is related to contemporary (11th-12th century) fortification
walls reinforced externally with shallow piers.2!

It is also evident that the towers “of the type A are quite different from
the towers that he grouped in other two “types”. Moreover, we do not have any
evidence on the way of their top part was created, since no one of our towers
conserve its crenellations. The buttressed towers of type “B” (with pilasters at
the corners), which were certainly stronger fortifications, have pilasters that
they are connected by arches running up the entire height of the free standing
facades. It seems to me that towers of the type “B” should be regarded as build-
ings of late 13th and 14th century and not as earlier structures and definitely
constitute an evolution of earlier towers belonging to type “A”. Towers of “type
C” should be dated to later times.

Conclusions

There is no doubt that the three Chilandar towers with shallow pilasters
that we presented above belong to the early history of the athonite monasteries.
Each of these buildings is characterized by the absence of architectural decora-

et suivantes, fig. 11-12).

18 P. Theocharidis, Butressed Towers, op.cit., 26.

19 C. Pavlikianov, Amdmeipa TUTOAOYIKNAG GLYKPIoEMG TV TOTMV EALVOEPQG 1GTONE-
vov mopyov avé tov peifova Bulavivo ydpo kotd v votepofulavivi tepiodo, Bolavti-
vai MeAétar 4 (1992), 473; N. Zikos, Bulavtivol mdpyol 610 KOT® TN TG KOIAAS0G TOL
Zrpopova, diebvég Lovedpio: Or Zéppeg kai ) TEPIOYH TOVS OTO THY opyaio ot LeToLoiovTivi
rxowvawvia. Xéppeg 29 Zerreufpiov- 3 Oktawpfpiov 1993, [lpaxtika, t. A’, Thessaloniki 1998,
323-324.

20 J. Lefort- N. Oikonomides- D. Papachryssanthou- V. Kravari- H. Métrévéli (éds),
Actes d’Iviron, vol. 11, no 52, lines 434-437. It is evident that the tower served as a granary.

21 E.g. the part of the western walls above the gate of Cassandreotiki in Thessaloniki.
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tion and any but the most basic architectural articulation, comprised of shallow
buttresses. There is no common origin or patron. The austerity of these build-
ings does however allow them to be considered as parallels for other athonite
towers of the same type. Unfortunately, this characteristic offers no precise ba-
sis for dating, except in so far as such austerity can be considered evidence of an
early (11th- 12th century) rather than a late (13th century) origin. At best, if an
absenceof any obvious later stylistic features (such as big piers) automatically
implies an early date, it suggests that an early date for the “albanian” tower and
the deserted tower near Zographou is quite possible.

In our opinion, the first phase of the ‘albanian’ tower, as well as the one
of the deserted tower near Zographou must have belonged either to some 11th
century middle-byzantine monasteries, or at least to the end of the 12th century
(the time of the Serbian reconstruction of Chilandar). In design they resemble a
lot the towers of other old byzantine monasteries on Mount Athos dating from
the 11th century, like those ones in Vatopedi (in the NW corner and the tower of
the Transfiguration) and the tower of Katzaris.

It is desirable that the excavation of the two deserted towers of Chilandar
should be undertaken and that these important medieval athonite monuments
should receive some measure of protection and conservation before it is too
late.

Tackan Anapoyauc (Pascal Androudis)
TPU PAHE KVJIE CA TUIMTKUM ITOTITOPHUM JIYKOM
MAHACTHPA XMJIIAHAAP HA CBETOJ I'OPU

I{usp Hamier paja je Ja MpeACTaBH TPU paHe Kyle ca IUTMTKMM MOTIOPHHUM JyKOM
manactupa Xunanaapa Ha Cseroj Topu. Crapuja ¢asza msrpagme kyiae Cseror Case
TIOBE3aHa je ca OCHHUBAmEM CpIICKOr Xuianaapa (ca ceeruressuma Cumeonom u CaBoM, Kpaj
XII Beka), IOK ce mheHa apyra (asza mpumnrcyje cprckoM kpasby Credany Ypoury MutyTuny
(panu XIVB.). [To BenMuMHU ¥ OCHOBH, Ky/a mojceha Ha BENUKH jy)KHH TOpalm MaHAacTHpa
Baronenu. /lanac ce kyma Ceror CaBe cacToju oj MOAPyMa, MPU3EMIba, YSTUPHU CIIpaTa
MIOTKPOBJbaA.

»Anbancka®™ Kyna, Hemaneko o XuiaHaapa, je HalylTeHa nmpaBoyraosa rpahesuna
ca LIMCTEPHOM Ha 3a/10j CTPaHH, KOja Ce Hac/lamba Ha BeH CEBEpHU 311, Maja ce nosesyje ca
Joanucom Karpuorucom, Bnagapem ceBepHe Anbanuje u oieM CkeHepoOera (IpBa mojJoBuHa
XV Beka), KyJa je 6ria MHOTO CTapHja a y HheroBo BpeMe je IOHOBO Ouiia y yrnorpedu.

VHHuIITeHA Kylla KOjy CMO OTKPHJIM Ha IpaHuIN XWiIaHaapa ca 3orpadom, OJICIrKaBa
IIBE CpeamoBeKoBHE (ase: jenHa n3 XI Beka (BepoBaTHO je MpHIlaaia HEIO3HATOM CPEeIbe-
BH3AHTH]CKOM MaHACTUPY) U Apyra (oOHaBibabe y MO3HO-BU3AaHTH]CKOj €pH), Kaja je Kyia
TIOHOBO OWJIa y yoTpeOH BepOBaTHO Ka0 OCMaTpavHHIA 3a XWIaHIAp.

TTo HaieMm MHIBEHY, MpBa dasza y ,,andaHcke™ Kyle, Kao U mpsa (asza HalylmTeHe
Kyste Tpebano Ou na ce narupajy nin y XI Bex unu 1o kpaja XII Beka (Bpeme Cpricke o0HOBe
Xwunanpapa). [To npojexty noxcehajy na aroncke xyne (Karzapuc) u3 XI Beka, uin 3umose
ytBphema (Joxenapny, KcenonxoHroc, utn).






