Dimitrios Liakos

RECENT INFORMATION ABOUT THE BUILDING
HISTORY IN THE ST PAUL’S MONASTERY, MT ATHOS
THE CONTRIBUTION OF A SMALL SCALE EXCAVATION*

The St Paul’s monastery, located on the south-eastern coast (fig. 1) of
athonite peninsula, was founded, according to the literacy sources, in the late
10th — beginnings of 11th century. The early Byzantine monastery is almost
unknown; probably concerned a small establishment restricted in the top of a
rock! and depended on the Xeropotamou monastery. This early structure can
be identified with the monastery of the late Paul (zov xvpod Ilaviov), dedicated
to Our Lady? and already mentioned in the texts from the second half of 11th

I * The excavation was carried out by Ephorate of Antiquities in Chalkidike and
Mt Athos (Ministry of Culture, Education and Religious Affairs, Greece) from May until
November 2013, in the framework of the new sacristy’s construction. The costs were covered
by the Regional Operational Programme Macedonia - Thrace [National Strategic Reference
Framework (NSRF) 2007-2013]. Angelos Zannis and Zacharias Lamprinos, archaeologists,
were head of the personnel. The author had the supervision of the excavation. Mr. Ioannis
Kanonidis, director of the Ephorate of Antiquities in Chalkidike and Mt Athos, who had the
overall responsibility, permitted me to study the revealed material; I extend my sincerest
thanks to him. Also, I express my deep gratitude to the holy abbot of the monastery,
archimandrite Parthenios and the whole brotherhood, especially father Nikodemos, for the
warm hospitality and the permission to study the unpublished Codex no 227, which is kept
at the monastery’s library. To Mr. PL. Theocharides, architect-restorer, who provided me with
digital copy of the Codex, I am very grateful. The drawing published here, was prepared by
Charalampos Zygoulis, architect. A further digital elaboration was done by George Tentonis,
civil engineer, loannis Mourtos, architect and Konstantinos Peppas, graphic designer; to all
of them I am thankfull. T also owe thanks to my friend George Pallis, Lecturer of Byzantine
Archaeology and Art, University of Athens, for his useful remarks about some middle
Byzantine architectural members.

PIL. Theocharides, “ITapatmpncelg oty owkodopukn woropio e M. Ayiov ITadrov
610 Ayio Opog”, in: Oydoo Zvumdoio Bvlovriviigc kar Metofolavuivic Apyoroloyias xa
Teyvne, mpoypouua xou mEPIARYEIS elonynoewy kai avokorvaoewv, Abva 1988, 41; D.
Papachrysanthou, O afwvikog povayiouog. Apyés kor opyavawon, Adive 20042, 187, 191; S.
Binon, Les origines légendaires et [’histoire de Xéropotamou et de Saint - Paul de 1’Athos,
Louvain 1942, sporadically.

2 Theocharides 1988, op. cit., 41; Pl. Theocharides, “Renewal of building stock
(Construction of Mount Athos in the 15th — 16th centuries)”, in: Mount Athos in the 15" and
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Fig. 1. St Paul’s monas-
tery; general view from
. the sea

Cn. 1. Manactup Csetor
[TaBna, oty u3ren
MaHacTHpa

century. From this phase neither building remains have been preserved nor is
the location of the katholikon known. However, the few marble architectural
members kept at the monastery could have come from the structures of the
middle Byzantine monastic establishment; in this small ensemble are included
two mullions3 (120x55 cm, 55x65 cm respectively) (fig. 2) and a part of pier
with integrate colonette from a templon screen4 (35x25x10) (fig. 3). A common
origin must be assumed for the two parts of an opus sectile pavement kept at the
monastery and for the parts of the similar pavement reused in the St George’s
chapel> as well (fig. 4).

In the beginnings of 14th century the monastery was already ruined, prob-
ably due to the attacks of Catalans, and consequently fell into the state of a

16t centuries. Spiritual Life - History - Art, Thessaloniki 2011, 116.

3 The first one (fig. 2) is almost entire, while the other is partially preserved. A
similar mullion, unpublished, has been reused in the prothesis of the church from the St
George’s cell at Provata (1631), dependency of the Greatest Lavra monastery (personal
observation).

4 For similar examples see indicatively, A. Grabar, Sculptures Byzantines du
Moyen Age, Il (Xle — XIV e siecle), Paris 1976, pl. XXXVIlla; E. MnAiton, “Tufuoata
pecofulovtiveov téumiov and v Ko”, in: La sculpture byzantine VIle - Xlle, BCH
Supplement 49 (2008) 443. The same decoration is also found in a marble slab reused in
phiale of the Greatest Lavra monastery [for the sculpted slabs of phiale see in general L.
Bouras, “Some observations on the Grand Lavra Phiale at Mount Athos and its Bronze
Strobilion”, in: dedtiov ¢ Xpiotiavikig Apyoirotoyikic Etoupeiog 8 (1975-1976) 95-96; S.
Voyadjis, “Zréyelg Kot eikooiec yopw and ) erdAn g epds povig Meyiotng Aavpag oto
Aylov Opog”, in: Eikooto évaro ovumoaio folovtviig kar petafoloavivig apyaioloyiog kol
éyvng. Tlpoypoyuo, ko TEPIAYELS 161YNoEWY Kal avoxovaoewy, AOMva 2009, 26-27; idem,
“The initial phase of the katholikon of the Greatest Lavra Monastery, Mount Athos through
evidence of its phiale”, in: Proceedings of the 22nd [nternational Congress of Byzantine
Studies, Sofia 22-27 August 2011, v. Ill. Abstracts of free communications, Sofia 2011,
113], as well as in a marble architectural mamber, partially preserved (probably part from
architrave on templon screen), reused in the bell tower (1725) annexed to the southwestern
side of the katholikon at Iviron monastery (personal observation); the latter, unpublished,
was recently disclosed.

5 D. Liakos, «ITapatnpnoeig ota Pulovtivd dameda oe te)viKn opus sectile tov
vamv 1oV Ayiov Opovgy, in: Bolavziva 31 (2011) 109.
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Fig. 3. St Paul’s
monastery; part of
marble pier with
integrate colonette
from a templon
screen, kept at the
monastery

Cn. 3. Manactup
Cseror IlaBina; neo
MepMepHOT cTy0a
ca HHTErPUCAHOM

B cell (keAdiov). The latter was given
by the predominant Xgropotamou KONOHETOM
monastery to the Serbian monks ., revmpona,
Gerasimos Radonja and Antonios gparmenr ce uysa

. Pagas in 1383-1384. Under their fi- y manactupy

- | nancial support the cell was gradu-

ally upgraded and reconstructed®.

At the same period either a new katholikon was erected

Fig. 2. St Paul’s monas-  or the older one was rebuilt.

tery; marble mullion, kept A new dynamic construction activity took place

at the monastery by the funding of the Serbian ruler George Brankovié¢

Ca. 2. Manactup Csetor  (1427-1456)7. In his era the St George’s chapel was

Hasna, mepmeprit cTyOuh, oroctods. Moreover, a large and tall building was con-

(I)paFMif[{:HI;(():J;IHCG YBAY " structed, with the new katholikon (dedicated both to St

i George and Our Lady) on the highest level; its erection

was completed, according to the inscription above the

entrance, in 1446/79. “’In 1860 this building collapsed due to the static prob-

lems, at a time when in the monastery had been preceded renovation works and

expansions!9. It is possible that the katholikon on the Brankovié¢’ edifice coex-

isted for a long time with the earlier one, rebuilt or built anew by the Serbian
monks Gerasimos Radonja and Antonios Pagas!!.

The monastic complex was renewed during the next century by tak-

ing care of the some prominent rulers from the Dunabian Principalities. The

6 F. Kotzageorgis, H AQwvixiy Movij Ayiov Tadlov kata v oBwuaviki wepiodo,
®gocarovikn 2002, 31; G. Subotié, “Obnova manastira Svetog Pavla a XIV veku”, in:
Zbornik Radova Vizantoloskog Instituta 22 (1983), 216-254; @noovpoi tov Ayiov Opovg
(xatdroyoc’Exbeong) Thessaloniki 19972, 556 (15.1) (A. - Aim. Tachiaos); K. Chryssochoidis,
“Iepa Movn Aylov IMaviov. Katdroyog tov Apyelov™, in: Bolavriva Zouueixro 4 (1981),
267-268 (no 16).

7 R. Samardzi¢, Istorija srpskog naroda: Doba borbi za ocuvanje I obnovu drzave
1371-1537, Beograd 1892, 239.

8  PL Theocharides, “’To owodopkd cuykpdtnpo g Movig Ayiov TTaviov kot
10 mapekkAotlo Tov Ayiov ['ewpyiov”, in: Iepd Mov Ayiov [Tavrov. Ot Toryoypagieg Tov
noapekkAnciov Tov Ayiov I'ewpyiov £pyo Tov {oypdpov Avimviov (ed. E. Tsigaridas), Mount
Athos 2014, 56-63.

9 G. Millet, J. Pargoire, L. Petit, Recueil des incriptions chrétiennes de 1’ Athos,
Thessaloniki 20042, no 426.

10 Kotzageorgis, op. cit., 31; Theocharides 2011, op. cit., 108.
11 Suboti¢, op. cit., 216-254.
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Moldavian ruler Stefan the
Great (1457-1504)12 and his
son, Bogdan III, the so called
“One-eyed” (1504-1517)13, fi-
nanced in the years 1499/1500
and 1500/1501 the construc-
tion of -at least- two fountains
and probably a phialel4. A few
...... ¥ years later, the Walachian ruler
Neagoe Basarab (1512-1521)15
and his son Theodosios (1521-
1522)16, funded the tower’s
erection, which was completed
in 1521/152217. Moreover, 1
suppose that Neagoe Basarab
was also the founder of the ship-
yard’s tower; from this structure
derives, in my point of view, an known inscription, kept at the monastery!8 (fig.
5).

w

Fig. 4. St Paul’s monastery; St George’s chapel; parts
of opus sectile pavement, reused

Ca. 4. Manactup Caeror [laBna; xanena Cseror
Bopha; nemoBu naroca y TeXHUIM opus sectile

The large scale building works at the monastery was continued during
the last decades of 17th century!9, but the next century (18th) is characterized

12 About Stefan the Great see C. Giurescu, Istoria Romanilor 1I, De la Mircea cel
Batrdn si Alexandru cel Bun pana la Mihai Viteazul, Bovkovpéott 1943, sporadically; S.
Papacostea, «La politique extérieure de la Moldavie a I’époque d’Etienne le Grand: points de
repérey, in: Revue roumaine d’Histoire XIV (1975. 3), 423-440; A. Pippidi, Traditia politica
bizantind in tdrile romdne in secolele XVI-XVIII, Bovkovpéott 1983, 144-151; Stefan cel
Mare si Sfant 1504-2004. Portret in Istorie, Putna 2003; Binder lijima, Edda und Dumbrava,
Vasile (Hrsg.), Stefan der Grofe — Fiirst der Moldau. Symbolfunktion und Bedeutungswandel
eines mittelalterlichen Herrschers, Leipzig 2005.

13 About Bogdan IIT see N. Torga, To Bvldvtio usté to Bo{dvtio, Athens 1985, 136.

14 Millet et al., op. cit., no 448, 449.

15 About Neagoe Basarab see N. Stoisescu, Dictionar al marilor dregdtori din Tara
Romdneasca si Moldova, sec. XIV-XVII, Bucharest 1971, 74.

16 About the reign of Theodosios under the regency of his mother, see
E. Turdeanu, Etudes de littérature roumaine et d’écrits slaves et grecs des
principautés Roumaines, Leiden 1985, 9-10.

17 P. Nasturel, Le Mont Athos et les Romains. Recherches sur leurs relations du
milieu du XIVe siecle a 1654, Rome 1986, 245-246- Millet et al., op. cit., no 446.

18 Millet et al., op. cit, no 447; the proposed dating of the tower’s erection
is attested by the archaeological material D. Liakos, “IToloid kot véa gupnpota ond Tig
OVOOKOUPIKEG EPEVVEG OTIS aylopeltikég Hovég Batomadiov, dhoféov kar Ayiov [Taviov”,
To Apyotoroywd Epyo ot Mokedovia kot otn Opdkn”, 28n Emotnpovikh Zovavinon, 5-7
March 2015, Thessaloniki (forthcoming).

19 In this era the monastery was associated to North Balkans and Central Europe,
areas from which some gifts and endowments came. Particular significance have two
embroidered banners (unpublished), dated in the last quarter of 17th century. Both of them
were obviously created by a workshop in Central Europe (Vienna?) and appear the same
decoration. Using a symbolic notation, in my point of view, the victory against the Ottomans
in the battle of Vienna (1683) is depicted. The illustration of one of them you can see in:
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by the construction inactiv-
ity. In the second decade of
19th century a new era of the
monastery’s flourishing began;
then, by the initiative of the ac-
tive archimandrite Anthimos
- Komnenos, the renewal of the
building stock took place. The
bell tower and the refectory
were built (1820) and three,
at least, fountains with marble
Fig. 5. St Paul’s monastery; inscription (removed), ~decoration were constructed
probably from the shipyard’s tower (1816-1817 and 1821)20. In the

Ci. 5. Manactup Cseror IlaBna; Harnmc year 1816 the foundations of the
(M3MeNITeHo), BEpOBaTHO ca Kymne 6pogorpagunumra nhew katholikon were laid, yet

its construction was postponed

due to the dramatic incidents of
the Greek Revolution (1821); the erection of the katholikon was continued and
completed after the end of the Revolution, definitely between the years 1839
and 184421,

The excavation works,
which was carried out in the
northern part of the monastery’s
courtyard (fig. 6), confirmed,
as we will see below, the con-
struction activity under the pa-
tronage of the Serbian ruler
George Brankovic (in the dec-
ade of 1440), until today known
from the literacy sources only.
Moreover, some new elements
related to the monastery’s build-
ing history both in the middle
Byzantine period and in the era
after the Ottoman domination, -
were brought in light. Fig. 6. St Paul’s monastery; the excavated area in the northern

After the removal of the part of the courtyard
current level of the slate-paved Cu. 6. Manactup Caeror Ilana; nCnnTHBaHA €0 Ha CEBEPHO]
courtyard and the upper layers CTpaHu TIOpTe
of the backfill, the continuity of

Moses Monk Athonite, Ilpooxvvnrdpiov g Iepag Movig tov Ayiov Iladlov, Ayov Opog
1997, 85.

20 The only preserved fountain (1816-1817) is located in the courtyard, yet the other
two (1821) have not survived; Liakos 2000, op. cit., 34, 54, 83, 84, 85; Millet et al., op. cit.,
nos. 441, 442, 451, 453.

21 Theocharides 1988, op. cit., 42; Kotzageorgis, op. cit., 34-35; Millet et al., op.cit.,
no 428; Liakos 2000, op. cit., 34.
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Fig. 7. St Paul’s mon-
astery; the revealed
architectural remnants
on the upper layers of
_the backfill

| Ca. 7. Manactup
Caeror [1aBna;
OTKPHBEHH OCTaIl

| apXUTEKType y TOpHEeM
clojy

the revealed part of the
Brankovi¢’ building and
the part of the older stone-
paved floor

Can. 8. Manactup Csetor
[TaBna; oTkpUBEHU 1€0
rpal)eBUHE YMjU j& KTUTOP
‘Byphe bpanxosuh u neo

the rock (in which the monas-
tic complex had been laid) was
disclosed in the eastern part
of the excavated area. In the
remaining area an older solid
level from soil, a shallow cir-
| cular dent and the remnants of
some stone-built water pipes
as well, were revealed (fig. 7).
The older level from soil, but
also the dent, could be dated
in the period in which the new
© =% katholikon was built (1839-
Fig. 9. St Paul’s monastery; Brankovi¢’ building; part 1844)22, while the water pipes

of the northern wall (into the northern wing) seem to be newer (first half of
20th century).

o

Cx. 9. Manactup Cseror I1aBna; npksa bpankosuha,
JIe0 CEBEPHOT 31J1a (Y CeBEPHOM KPHILY)

22 Millet et al., op. cit., no 428; Liakos 2000, op. cit., 34. "However, the greater part
of the masonries were completed in 1830.
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Fig. 10. St Paul’s monas-
tery; the old metallic choros
placed in the new katholikon;
a newer additional element [
(double headed ecagle) B

Cn. 10. Manactup Csetor &
IMaBna; crapy MeTaaHu g
MOJIHjeNej CMEIITEH Y HOBOM  [§
KaTOJIMKOHY; HAKHAJIHO J0AAT
eJIEMEeHT (IBOIIaBU 0pao)

Undoubtedly, the revealed remnants of a rectangular, as implied, building
(fig. 8, drawing 1) with direction east - west are of the greatest interest. A large
part of the eastern wall with the semicircular apse, as well as the southeastern
cut-of corner were unveiled; additionally, a limited part of the building’s north-
ern wall (fig. 9) was partially excavated in the auxiliary room next to the current
bakery within the northern wing. These architectural remnants come securely
from the large edifice, the erection of which was funded by George Brankovic
in the decade of 1440.

Our knowledge about this structure until now was only derived from
the literacy sources23 and the old drawings by the Russian traveller and monk
Vasilje Barskij (1744) and Nikolaj Efimov, fellow-traveller of Vladimir Davidov
(1835)24. According to the above mentioned data, was recently suggested a re-
construction plan of the building within the current monastic complex25. This
assumption was actually confirmed by the archaeological material, as we will
see below.

Some serious elements about the Brankovic’ building are registered in the
unpublished Codex 227. By the short description of the building we know that
the lower part was used as a larder (doyeidv); in the immediately above floor
existed the sacristy and finally, in the highest level, was located the katholikon,
the construction of which was completed in 1446/726. In the texts is also noted
that the katholikon was very high and was roofed with domical vault, covered
by lead sheets?7.

As regards the decoration and the internal equipment of the old katholikon,
the available information is also poor. The church was frescoed, but only one
fragment of the wall paintings, with the figure of St Athanasios, is preserved?2s.

23 V. Barskij, Ta talidia tov oro Ayrov Opog, 1725-1726, 1744-1745. Me v gpovtida
Ko ta. ayodia tov axadnuaixod Hovlov Mviwva, Thessaloniki 2009, 558-559; Kotzageorgis,
op. cit., 31.

24 Theocharides 2011, op. cit., 132-133.
5 [bidem, 131.
26 Codex no 227, 19, 54.
27 Kotzageorgis, op. cit., 31-32; Codex no 227, 19; Barskij, op.cit., 558.
28 @noavpot, op. cit., 43, no 1.4 (E. Tsigaridas).

]



278

Dimitrios Liakos

Fig. 12. Monastery of Philotheou; western wing;
the structure with the refectory on the highest
level; the northern wall with the apse

Cux. 12. Manacrup ®unorej; 3anaaHa cTpaHa,
CTPYKTypa ca TpIE3apHjoM Ha CIIpaTy; CeBEpPHHI

3U Ca aliCuJI0M

Fig. 11. St Paul’s
monastery; the revealed
part of the Brankovi¢’

| building

Cax. 11. Manactup
Cseror IlaBna;
OTKPHBCHH JICJIOBH
npkse bpankosnha

The later phase of the mural dec-
oration is dated in 1686/7, when
the frescoes of the narthex were
completed?9. A wooden cross was
created in 1619/1620 in order to
be impacted on the apparently
wooden iconostasis30. Moreover,
the preserved metallic choros3!,
mentioned by Vasilje Barskij32,
was made in 1669 at Dresden33,
in the framework of the renewal
of the interior space in the katho-
likon, as was usual in many at-
honite churches in 17th century.
“’Before the collapse of the
Brankovic’ building (1860), the
choros had been moved into the
new katholikon with taking place
the addition of the moulded me-
tallic double-headed eagles in the
rim (1850)34 (fig. 10).

The revealed part of the

Brancovic’ structure, as has been ascertained, is built with massive stonema-
sonry and mortar, without interposition of bricks, at least at the lower parts (fig.
11). The maximum total dimensions are 5.60 m. in length and 6.80 m. in width.
The preserved height of the masonry is fluctuated from 0.70 to 2.00 m. (external

29
30
31
32
33
34

Kotzageorgis, op. cit., 32; Millet et al., op. cit., no 427.

Millet et al., op. cit., no 432.

Nowadays the choros is placed within the new katholikon.

Barskij, op. cit., 558.
Millet et al., op. cit., no 433a, b.
Ibidem, no 433c.
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Fig. 13. St Paul’s monastery; the preserved part of the older

stone-paved courtyard Fig. 14a, b. St Paul’s
Ci. 13. Manacrtup Cseror [laBna; cauyBanu ocranu naroca y monastery; sherds of
Iznik pottery

HOpTH
Cun. 14a, 6. Manactup
Cseror [laBna; ynromuun

kepamuke u3 M3Hnka

side) and from 2.45 to 2.70 m. (into interior); the width is fluctuated from 1.60
to 2.00 m. Based on all the above and taking into account that a part of the semi-
circular apse has been survived, as well as the limited part of the northern wall,
partially excavated, can be safely calculated only the width of the building,
circa 8 m. This element is in accordance with the information given by Vasilje
Barskij, who mentioned that the width of the old katholikon was about sixteen
steps33 (equivalent to 8 m. approximately).

The semicircular apse obviously wasn’t only restricted to the highest lev-
el of the building (where the katholikon), but was running through the eastern
wall, over the entire height36; this feature is also found in some other buildings,
with the refectories in the highest floors, at the monasteries of Xenophontos37
and Philotheou38 (fig. 12). Moreover, is obvious the differentiation on the qual-
ity of the masonry in the preserved apse’s part, compared to the other ones, of
which falls short. This fact probably indicates a later reconstructed apse, how-
ever at unknown time.

A stone-built pier, partially revealed, is adhered to the inner side of the
southern wall of the building. Apparently, another pier there should be in the
northern wall respectively.

The restricted downwardly stone-paved floor (fig. 13) is the only pre-
served part from the old courtyard of the monastery (15th century).

[9%)

5 Barskij, op.cit., 558.

36 The apse wasn’t depicted by Vasilje Barskij.

37 Tt was built in the late 15th century, Theocharides 2011, op.cit., 117.
38 The refectory was rebuilt in 1540, Millet et al., op. cit., no 304.
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\ =

Fig. 15. St Paul’s monastery; sherds of glazed Fig. 16. St Paul’s monastery; Ottoman

bowl coin
Cn. 15. Manactup Csetor Ilapna; ymomiu Cu. 16. manactup Caeror ITagna;
NIa3upaHe KepaMUYKe IIOCye OTOMAaHCKH HOBUMh

The small scale of the
disclosed architectural rem-
nants doesn’t permit to draw
general conclusions concern-
ing to the morphological ele-
ments of the building (con-
figuration of exterior surfaces,
decoration etc). Nevertheless,
it was claimed that the
Brancovic’ structure appears
to have contained elements
from the last phase of the
medieval Serbian architec-
Fig. 17. St Paul’s monastery; plaster’s fragments, ~ ture, the so called “Morava

painted School”39.
Cu. 17. Manactup Caertor [lasna; gpparmentu GojeHor The ?ontinu§q over the
ManTepa time building activity at the

monastery and the uninter-
rupted use of the courtyard, contributed as is logical to the disruption of the
backfill. This fact is obviously reflected by the context, mainly the pottery find-
ings. Sherds of unglazed and glazed wares dated from 15t century onwards,
were found together in all of the layers of the backfill; I indicatively quote two
sherds of Iznik plates, dated in 15th (fig. 14a) and 16th century (fig. 14b) respec-
tively40, as well as the fragments of a glazed bowl dated in the early 19th cen-

39 Theocharides 2011, op. cit., 116. About the “Morava School” see: V. Ristic,
Moravska arhitectura, Krusevac 1996.

40 Similar examples you can see in: Movogio Mnevakny. Oonyos tov Movoeiov
loloyurcnc téyvng, Athens 2006, 125 (fig. 164), 141 (fig. 182); Earthy Art-Heavenly Beauty.
Art of Islam, St Petersburg 2000, 170-171,n0 91 (A. Anamosa), 235-236, no 182 (A. lBaHOB),
284-285,n0 259 (A. Amnamosa), 260 (A. AxamoBa).
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Fig. 18. St Paul’s monastery; fragments of Fig. 19. St Paul’s monastery; fragment of
marble slabs derived from the pavement of sculpted marble slab
the old katholicon Ci1. 19. Manactup Cseror IlaBina, ocranu
Ca. 18. Manactup Csetor Ilasna; CKYNTOPCKH 0BGpakeHOT MepMepa
(parmenTH Mepmepa ca naroca mpBOOUTHOT
KaTOJIMKOHA

Fig. 20. St Paul’s
monastery; part of
door frame

Cn. 20. ManacTtup
CaerTor maBia;
OCTaIlu Bpara

Fig. 21. St Paul’s
monastery; part of
door frame

Cn. 21. ManacTtup
Cseror [1aBna;
ocraiy Bpara

tury4! (fig. 15). The disturbed stratigraphy is also attested by a coin4? dated in
the era of the Sultan Abdul Hamid I (1774-1789)43 (fig. 16); the coin was found
above the preserved part of the old stone-paved courtyard.

The few plaster’s fragments with painted decoration should be recog-
nized as the frescoes’ remains of the old katholikon (fig. 17). Unfortunately, all
of these are fragmentary preserved and come either from the partition frames or
from the background of the scenes.

41 For a similar example from Didymoteichon, see: R. Ousterhout - Ch. Bakirtzis,
The Byzantine Monuments of the Evros / Meric River Valley, Thessaloniki 2007, 142.

42 Two coins were only found. The other coin cannot be identified due to the poor
state of preservation.

43 OBwpovire vouiouaro oto. Balkavia, Thessaloniki 1995, 107-108.



282 Dimitrios Liakos

Fig. 22. St Paul’s monastery; voussoir of Fig. 23. St Paul monastery; pilaster-capital
cornice

Cu. 23. Manactup Cseror IlaBia;
Cn. 22. Manactup Csetor [laBna; yHyTpamma MUJIACTeP-KaHuTel
CTpaHa BEeHIa

The fragments of the undecorated marble

. slabs (fig. 18) were brought in light, certainly

belonged to the pavement of the old katholikon;
' this fact is in accordance to the information of the
literacy sources, in which is mentioned that the
church’s pavement was composed by plain marble
slabs44.

Another fragmentary marble slab with exer-
| gue strip and foliate ornament (fig. 19) could be
associated with some kind of the decoration from
the katholikon. Its small size does not help to iden-
tification and accurate dating; however the natural-

: 8 istic rendering of the foliate decoration appears to
Fig. 24. St Paul’s monas-  have similarities with some sculptures in Serbian

tery; unfinished architectural  chyrches, dated in early 15th century4S.

members The architectural members found in the
Cn. 24. Manactup Ceetor  excavated area, have particular interest. Among
IlaBa; HexoBpUICHH these are distinguished three marble parts of dif-
APXHTCKTOHCKH ACTOBH ferent door frames with a strong rib (68x17x9,5
cm, 28x9x13 cm and 31x25x10 cm.) (fig. 20, 21),
a marble voussoir (54x40x29 c¢cm) from a cornice (either from a door frame or
a wall-opening) (fig. 22), a pilaster-capital (22x27x9,5 cm), which could have
come from a door frame (fig. 23), two unfinished stone architectural members
with pointed edge (52x10x25 cm) (fig. 24) probably from the upper part of
fountains, two parts of stone water conduit, many fragments of marble vessel

(phiale?) and a marble slab with the engraved chronology 1896 as well.

44 Barskij, op.cit., 559; Codex no 227, 19.

45 See indicatively, Byzantium. Faith and power (1261-1557), ed. by H. C. Evans,
Exhibition Catalogue, The Metropolitan Museum of Art, New York 2004, 84, no 40 (M.
Suput).
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Fig. 25a, b. St Paul’s
monastery; capitals,
kept at the monas-
tery

Cn. 25a, 0.
Manactup Caetor
[Tapina; kanurenu
KOJH CE 9yBajy y
MaHacTUpy

. e o TR T

The parts from the marble door frames dated in 11th century46, but also
the aforementioned marble architectural members kept at the monastery and the
parts of the opus sectile pavements could be derived from the structures (katho-
likon?) of the middle Byzantine monastery.

The fragment of the stone water conduit is similar (in material, shape and
width) to some survived parts either kept at the monastery or reused in a newer
structure. According to a very bold assumption, these parts of stone conduits
could be connected to the great water projects, which were carried out in the
first years of 16th century with the financial support of the Moldavian ruler
Stefan the Great and his son, Bogdan III, as was before mentioned4’. It’s also
noteworthy that a similar water conduit is depicted in the known water colour
drawing by Nikolaj Efimov (1835)48; however, it’s unclear whether a wooden
or stone conduit is.

The other architectural members (voussoir from a cornice, pilaster-capi-
tal, unfinished upper parts probably from fountains etc), were apparently carved
in the last years of the second decade of 19th century (c. 1820) in the framework
of the serious constructional activity, which took place at the monastery. The
voussoirs’ reverse ogge and flat crosscut is also found in other examples dated
in the first decades of 19th century49, while the same type of pilaster-capital
characterizes the door frames after the middle of 19th century30. A careful ex-
amination both in the manufacturing level and the state of preservation indicates
that these architectural members have never been used. As regards the unfin-

46 The existence of a strong rib characterizes the door frames before 1100, L. Bouras,
O ylortog didroopog tov vaod s Havayiag oto povaotipt tov Ociov Aovka, Athens 1980,
110; Ch. Bouras - L. Boura, H eldnvikn vaodouio xoza tov 120 ai., Athens 2002, 529. Also,
see the parts of middle Byzantine door frames (with similar crosscut), reused in the bell tower
at Vatopedi monastery, D. Liakos, «I[lapatmpioelg 6tov yAuntod d1dkocpo tov Bulavtivond
kodmvootaciov g povig Batomediovy, in: 330 Zvundaio folavavie ko pstofvlovavic
0pPYOI0A0YIaS KOl TEYVHG, TPOYPOLYLO KOl TEPIANYEIS EIGNYHOEMY KoL avokoivwoewv, Athens
2013, 63-64.

47 See above, note 14.

48 Theocharides 2011, op. cit., 133.

49 Similar crosscut have the voussoirs from the frame surrounded the marble curved
slab immured in the courtyard’s fountain (1816-1817), Liakos 2000, op. cit., 83.

50 Liakos 2000, op. cit., 60-61; I. Demakopoulos, AvBoloyia EAMnvikiic Apyitektovikig.
H kazoixia atnv EAGdo omo tov 150 arov 200 cucdrva, Athens 1981, fig. 165.
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Drawing 1. St Paul’s monastery; ground plan drawing of the revealed remnants (scale 1:50)

ptex 1. Manactup Csetor [laBna; ocHOBa ca yIpTaHuM ocTaruMa rpalheBune (pazmepa
1:50)

ished architectural members with pointed edge, were apparently destined to be
impacted on the top of fountains, created in 19th century, as indicated by other
similar examples dated in this period>!.

The aforementioned newer architectural members, in my point of view,
were carved in the framework of the large order, which were taken by an active
stonemasons’ workshop, probably from Chios Island, in order to be decorated
the bell tower and the refectory (both of in 1820), some fountains32 and the
katholikon. The latter is adorned by marble sculpted slabs (northern, southern
and eastern facade); all of these were created in 1820 (namely a few years after
its foundation), however were immured in the katholikon when it was finally
constructed (1839-1844)33,

Based on all the above, I summarize my observations and thoughts.

The revealed remnants in the St Paul’s monastery attest the existence
of the large building erected under the patronage of the Serbian ruler George
Brankovic; this structure was only known from the literacy sources and the old
drawings. The few fragments with painted decoration and the marble slabs of
pavement, which were found, are related with the katholikon on the highest
level. All the above provide a serious evidence of the monastery’s evolution in a
very crucial period on Mt Athos, just a few decades after the Ottoman conquest
(1423/4); it’s noteworthy that our knowledge about the monastery’s history in

51 N. Kara Pilehvarian, N. Urfaloglou, L. Yazicioglou, Fountains in Ottoman
Istanbul, Istanbul 2000, 151, 168, 175.

52 Liakos 2000, op. cit., 34, 54, 83 -85.
53 Ibidem, 34-36.
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this era is mainly known from the written sources. Additional, one more struc-
ture certainly dated, can be registered in the short catalogue of the buildings
constructed in 15th century on Mt Athos54.

The revealed parts of the middle Byzantine door frames, as well as the
other contemporary architectural members kept at the monastery (two mullions
and a pier of templon screen), should be recognized as remains of the structures
from the early monastic establishment, probably the first katholikon. A similar
provenance must also be assumed for the survived parts of the opus sectile
pavements.

The significance of the excavation findings is not limited to the Byzantine
monastery only. The disclosed newer architectural members are related to the
construction activity at the monastery just a few years before the inception of
the Greek Revolution (1821). It seems that the stonemasons who were worked
at the monastery in the end of the second decade of 19th century, didn’t only
undertake the carving of the marble slabs, were incorporated later in the new
katholikon; they also created other architectural members, which however were
not used either in the katholikon, when it was erected (1839-1844) or in the
other structures (e.g. fountains).

Apart from the examples discussed here, in the group of the unused archi-
tectural members are also included two marble capitals with baroque decora-
tion. Both of are kept at the monastery and dated in the two first decades of 19th
century>S. I consider that these capitals were created in order to be used in the
katholikon, grounded in the year 1816. The first one (fig. 25a) is smaller (diam-
eter 23 cm) and was probably indented to be placed on a column of the colon-
nade in the outer narthex. This assumption can be arisen if we take into account
the other capitals with similar dimensions, which were used in the respective
positions in other athonite katholika, constructed in the two first decades of 19th
century; I indicatively mention the similar capitals in the katholika at the mon-
asteries of Xenophontos (new katholikon)36 and Panteleimonos>7. The other
capital (fig. 25b), with larger dimensions (diameter 42 cm), could be destined to
be incorporated in a column supporting the dome in the nave. Apparently, in my
point of view, the changes in morphology of the new katholikon (1839-1844),
compared with that of the initially planned church (1816), did not permit to be
integrated the above mentioned architectural members, finally unused.

54 About the building activity on Mt Athos in 15t century see: Theocharides 2011,
op.cit., 115-121.

55 For the assimilation of baroque in the sculpture during the second half of 18th and
the first two decades of 19th century, see: Liakos 2000, op. cit., 17.

56 The capitals but also the sculpted slabs impacted in external facades of the new
katholikon were created in the first phase of its erection (1819-1820). About the construction
of the new katholikon at the monastery of Xenophontos, see: D. Liakos, “And v avdvoun
GTNV EXTOVOUN YALTTIKT TTopory@yn (1996 at.). “Apdpot” oto Aytov Opog”, in: A Emiotnuoviko
2oyurooto e NeoeAdnvixns Exkinoiaotixng Téyvng, Tpoxtixa, Athens 2009, 526, note 21.

57 The katholikon was constructed between the years 1812 and 1821, Liakos 2000,
op. cit., 59-60, note 417.
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Jumutpuo JInakoc
HOBA CA3BHABA O I'PAJIMTEJLCKHUM AKTUBHOCTUMA V¥ MAHACTUPY
CBETOI I[TABJIA HA ATOCY U JIOITPMHOC 3ATTIOYETHUX APXEOJIOIIKUX
HUCIIMTUBABA

Apxeornolika HCKOIaBama y nopTu MaHactupa Cseror [laBna Ha Atocy 3amouera cy
y Majy, a 3aBpiueHa y HoBeMOpy 2013. roqune. McrmtuBama je nogpxkana Jlecera qupekija
3a BU3AaHTH]CKY yMeTHOCT (MUHHCTapCTBO KYNType U cropTa, Penmyonuka [puka). 3amouera
apXeoJIolIKa UCKOIIaBama JOHea Cy II0JaTKe O OCTojarby cTapyje rpal)eBHHE KOHCTpyHCaHe
3a BpeMe cprickor Bianapa bypha Bpankosuha oxo 1440. ronune. OBa rpaljeBuHa je mo3Hara
JEeIMHO W3 MIHCAHHUX M3BOpA U CTapHjux IpTexa. Ha ropmeM cnpary rpaljeBuHe ce Hamazno
KaTOJIMKOH MaHACTUPA KOjH je IeBaCTHpaH y NpBuM jeneHujama XIX Beka. Mel)y 3HauajHUM
HaJla3uMa MOTY ce ITOMEHYTH M (parMeTH (pecko CIMKapcTBa M YIOMIM MepMepa KOju
Cy HpHUmajany KatonnkoHy. HaBenmena mcnmTHBama Cy Of 3Hadaja 3a 0oJbe MO3HABAE
CPEIICBU3AHTU]CKE U TTO3HOBH3AaHTHjCKE apXMTEKType, a CBAaKaKO JIONPHHOCE U O0oJbeM
M03HaBamYy rpal)eBUHCKUX JIENIATHOCTH KOje Cy ce CIPOBOANIIE Y MaHACTHPY.



