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Question of origins of rosettes on churches in Morava Serbia (second half
of the 14th - first half of the 15th century) has initiated very interesting debate
among scholars. Over a century ago complexity of such problematics has been
recognized and since then thoroughly discussed by many researchers. Various
proposed theses took in consideration Romanesque artistic trends from the
Adriatic region and analogies in Islamic, Byzantine and Georgian architecture.!
Morava rosettes are modest in scope and, most likely, their primary function was
not to serve as window openings but to present the most distinguished elements
of facade decoration. In some cases, these stone carved ornaments were just
partially perforated or even not even perforated at all. For that reason they seem
to look more like decorative roundels and, to a certain extent, have similarities
with roundels on monuments of Fatimid architecture in Egypt.2 Influence of
Romanesque artistic tradition is still evident, especially in positioning of such

I Here we are citing only selected bibliography: M. Vasi¢, Zi¢a i Lazarica: Studije iz
srpske umetnosti srednjeg veka, Beograd 1928, 134; A. Deroko, Monumentalna i dekorativna
arhitektura u srednjovekovnoj Srbiji, Beograd 1953, 217; V. J. Djurié¢, Nastanak graditeljstva
Moravske skole: fasade, sistem dekoracije, plastika, Zbornik Matice srpske za likovne umet-
nosti I, (Novi Sad 1965), 39 — 42. (with earlier bibliography); J. Maksimovi¢, Vizantijski i
orijentalni elementi u dekoraciji moravske Skole, Zbornik Filozofskog fakulteta VIII, (Beo-
grad 1964), 380 — 381; V. Risti¢, Moravska arhitektura, Krusevac 1996, 131 — 135; S. Curdié,
Architecture in the Byzantine sphere of influence around the middle of the fourteenth century,
Decani i vizantijska umetnost sredinom XIV veka, ed. V.J. Djuri¢, (Belgrade 1989), 62; J.
Trkulja, The Rose Window. A Feature of Byzantine Architecture? Approaches to Byzantine
architecture and its decoration, Studies in honor of Slobodan Cur¢i¢, ed. Robert Ousterhout,
(Farnham, Surrey; Burlington, Vermont 2012), 143-161.

2 Good example are various decorative roundels on spandrels of the As — Salih

Tala’i mosque in Cairo from the 1160. K. A. C. Creswell, The Muslim architecture of Egypt,
Volume I, Ikhshids and Fatimids a. d. 939 — 1171, Oxford 1952, plates 106 — 107.
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Fig. 1 Kaleni¢, rosette on south facade, 1407 — 18, photo author
Cax. 1 Kanenuh, posera Ha jyxHoj dacamu, 1407 — 18, doro aytop

elements under decorated blind archivolts (fig. 1). However, application of cir-
cular ornaments and openings under the arch or archivolt on building facades
has not been reserved only for decoration of Romanesque monuments, but it
was widespread in Byzantine and Islamic architecture.

It was noticed by several researchers that positioning of rosettes on
Morava churches has relation with application of decorative roundels and oc-
uli on Byzantine monuments.3 During 14th century such architectural trends
have been introduced from Byzantine to Serbian lands. Examples are many: St.
George at Polosko, St. Archangel Michael at Lesnovo, Marko’s monastery near
Skopje, Holy Archangels in Kuceviste, St. Nicholas in Ljuboten, St. Nicholas
Sisevski on Treska, Mateji¢ monastery and St. Andrew monastery at Matka.4
Since most of these monuments were erected during the first half and around
the middle of the 14th century, it seems possible that rosettes on facades of
Morava churches have derived from the same artistic tradition.5 For application
of decorative and utilitarian circular elements in Serbian architecture during
14th century Vladislav Risti¢ saw influence of Northern Greece (Arta, Kastoria,
Thessaloniki).6 Slobodan Curéié, on the other hand, considered monuments of
Lascarid architecture on Chios Island as a potential role model and pointed to-
wards similarities with decoration of Tekfur saray1 in Istanbul.”

Local artistic practice also presented important factor in genesis of
Morava architectural decoration. There are archaeological evidence that impe-

3 Risti¢, op. cit.; Curdié, Architecture in the Byzantine sphere, 62; Trkulja, op. cit.

4 For more information and also other examples in Byzantine architecture see Trkul-
ja, op. cit.

5 ibidem.

6 Risti¢, op. cit., 135.

7 Curéi¢, Architecture in the Byzantine sphere, 62.
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Fig. 2 Heraldic
symbol on coinage
of Stefan Dusan,
around the middle
of the 14th century,
drawing author

Ci. 2 Xepananuku
cuMO0IT Ha
koBanunu Credana
Jymana, cpenuna
14. Beka, pTeK
ayTop
Fig. 3 Hilandar
exonarthex, north
facade, built around
the middle of the
14th century or
around 1380, photo Miodrag Markovié

Cn. 3 ExcoHapTekc KaToMMKoHa XuiIaHaapa,
carpalhen cpeanHom 14. Beka mim oxo 1380.
roauHe, poro Muoxpar Mapkosuh

rial mausoleum of Stefan Dusan, church of Holy Archangels near Prizren (mid
14th century), has been decorated with stone carved rosettes.8 Various sorts of
ornaments in the form of rosette are also appearing, around the middle of the
14th century, on heraldic symbols of House of Nemanji¢ and their aristocracy.
The first examples of coins with such presentation were produced during the
rule of Stefan Dusan (1331 — 1355) (fig. 2).9 Moreover, Slobodan Cur¢ié posed
that exonarthex of Hilandar katholikon has been erected around the middle of
the 14th century under the patronage of the same ruler (fig. 3).10 This, according
to Cur¢ié, first structure decorated with Morava rosettes remains contraversial
topic among scholars since it is often dated around 1380, during the reign of
Prince Lazar Hrebeljanovié.1! Following Curéié’s arguments, about ktetorship

8  Fragments of two rosettes have been discovered. However, it is not possible to
presume where exactly they have been positioned on church facades. Moreover, it is not clear
if excavated rosettes belonged only to the church of Holy Archangels or perhaps also to the
other church (of St. Nicholas) in this complex from the same period. S. Nenadovi¢, Dusanova
zaduzbina manastir svetih Arhandjela kod Prizrena, Beograd 1967, 44 — 46.

9  For more information see D. M. Acovi¢, Heraldika i Srbi, Beograd 2008, 196 —
200. It doesn’t mean that these two phenomena are related. Still it is interesting to notice that
application of rosettes in the architecture is corresponding with presentation of this ornament
on coinage from the same period.

10 S, Curéi¢, The Exonarthex of Hilandar: The Question of its Function and Patron-
age, Osam vekova Hilandara. Istorija, duhovni Zivot, knjiZevnost, umetnost i arhitektura, ed.
V.J. Kora¢, (Belgrade 2001), 477 — 488. I would like to express my gratitude to professor
Miodrag Markovi¢ for providing me with photographs of Hilandar katholikon.

11 V. Kora¢, Outer Narthex, Hilandar Monastery, ed. G. Subotic¢, (Belgrade 1998), 159.
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Fig. 4 Examples of roundels on
Byzantine monuments in Istanbul: a,
% b. Eski imaret camii (church of Christ

. Pantepoptes); c. Fethiye camii (church of
2 Virgin Pammakaristos); d, e, f. Gateway
| of Mangana complex, photo author
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of Emperor Dusan, Jelena Trkulja considered possibility of closer relation be-
tween architecture and sculptural decoration of Hilandar exonarthex and impe-
rial endowments in Constantinople.!2

According to Vladislav Risti¢ potential origins of decorative roundels in
Byzantine architecture are to be found in the capital.l3 Risti¢ noticed that fa-
cades of several remained Byzantine structures in Istanbul are decorated with
such type of ornament.!4 These are: Fenari Isa camii (churches of Constantine
Lips monastery), Eski imaret camii (church of Christ Pantepoptes), structure
incorporated in Marmara seawalls, part of Mangana complex and Fethiye camii
(parekklesion of Virgin Pammakaristos) (fig. 4).

As we may notice, remaining examples with analogous decoration in
Constantinopolitan architecture are few. However, Byzantine practice of de-
piction of circular ornaments on building facades continued during late me-
dieval period in the region not so far from the capital. During 14th and at the
beginning of the 15t century in Ottoman Bithynia (nowadays Bursa Province)
many structures have been erected under the influence of Late Byzantine archi-
tecture.!5 In several cases it is possible that Byzantine architects and artisans
were employed to work on these projects together with Ottoman master build-
ers.16 Early Ottoman structures in Bursa region were composed as synthesis
of earlier Seljuk architecture and decoration of facade in Byzantine manner.!7
Beside recognizable Byzantine building technique on facades of these pious
foundations there are various depictions of decorative roundels, similar to those
on monuments in Constantinople. They are appearing on following structures:

—_

2 Trkulja, op. cit., 158.
13 Risti¢, op. cit., 135, footnote, 332.
4 ibidem, 134.

15 R. Ousterhout, Ethnic identity and Cultural Appropriation in Early Ottoman Ar-
chitecture, Muqarnas, Vol. 12, (1995), 48 — 62; Cur¢i¢, Architecture in the Byzantine sphere,
66 —67.

16 M. Tunay, Masonry of Late Byzantine and Early Ottoman periods, Zograf 12,
(Belgrade, 1981), 76 — 79; Ousterhout, op.cit., 53.; Curci¢, Architecture in the Byzantine
sphere, 66 — 67; S. Cagaptay, Frontierscape: Reconsidering Bithynian Structures and Their
Builders on the Byzantine — Ottoman Cusp, Muqarnas: An Annual on the Visual Culture of
the Islamic World 28, (2011), 166 — 168.

17" Qusterhout, op.cit., 53.

—_
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Fig. 5 Gazi Orhan Bey camii in Bursa, 1339 — 40, photo author
Can. 5 I'asu Opxan berosa namuja y bypeu, 1339 — 40, dpoto aytop

Fig. 6 Roundels on Gazi Orhan m Se— i

Bey camii in Bursa: b, c. lateral — S 3

facades; a, d. facade of portico,
photo author |/

Cn. 6 luckosu Ha ['azu Opxan g
Berosoj namuju y Bypeu: b, &

c. boune dacane; a, d. pacana
Tpema, (HoTo ayTop

Gazi Orhan Bey camii in Bursa (mosque of Orhan Bey), Niliifer Hatun ima-
reti in Iznik (charitable foundation of Niliifer Hatun), Seyyid Mehmed Dede
zaviyesi in Yenisehir (tekke and charitable foundation), Yildirim Dariigsifasi
in Bursa (hospital of Sultan Beyazit I), Giil¢igek Hatun tiirbesi in Bursa (mau-
soleum of Giil¢igek Hatun), Lala Sahin Pasa tiirbesi in Mustafakemalpaga (ma-
usoleum of Lala Sahin Pasa), Timurtas camii (mosque of Emir Timurtas paga)
and Muradiye medresesi (madrasa of Sultan Murad II), both in Bursa.18
Architectural decoration of Early Ottoman monuments in Bithynia pres-
ents important analogy for further understanding of Palacologan architecture.
Very interesting example is Gazi Orhan Bey camii which was erected in 1339-
40 by Orhan Bey, second ruler of the Ottoman dynasty (fig. 5). Mosque was
damaged in 1413 and then restored in 1417 and 19t century, but most of its
wall construction today is original.19 It has been suggested both by Cur¢ié¢ and

18 S, Kalfazade, Erken Osmanli mimarisindeki tugla rozetler hakkinda, Sanat tarihi
aragtirmalar1 dergisi, cilt: 1, say1: 1, (Istanbul 1987), 12.

19 D. Yavas, Orhan Gazi kiilliyesi, Bursa’da XIV. yiizyilin birinci yarisinda insa edi-
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Fig. 7 Roundel on facade of portico of Gazi  Fig. 8 Kaleni¢, rosette on north and south
Orhan Bey camii in Bursa, drawing author facade, drawing author

Cn. 7 luck Ha dpacagu tpema ['a3u Opxan  Cu. 8 Kanennh, po3eTa Ha C€BEpHOj H jy’KHO]
Berose pamuje y bypen, uprex aytop (hacanu, uprex ayTop
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Fig. 9 Milentija, reconstruction of rosette Fig. 10 Al-Agmar mosque in Cairo, geo-
from National museum in Belgrade, end of = metrical ornament on facade, 1125, drawing
the 14th beginning of the 15th century, draw- author
ing author Ca. 10 An-Axmap namuja y Kaupy,
Cn. 9 MusneHTHja, PEKOHCTPYKITHja PO3ETe TEOMETPUjCKH OpHaMEHT Ha dacanu, 1125,
u3 Haponnor myseja y beorpany, kpaj 14. LPTEK ayTOp

noyerak 15. BeKa, IPTEK ayTop

Ousterhout that Byzantine builders, or Ottoman artisans trained in Byzantine
building workshops, have been involved in the construction of Gazi Orhan
Bey camii in Bursa.20 There are several decorative roundels on facades of this

len ilk Osmanl: kiilliyesi, Islam ansiklopedisi, cilt 33, (2007), 388; Cagaptay, op.cit., 168.
20 Qusterhout, op.cit., 53.; Curdic, Architecture in the Byzantine sphere, 66, footnote, 83.
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mosque. Four are situated on spandrels of portico and three on lateral facades
(fig. 6). One roundel on lateral facade is placed under the archivolt in a simili-
ar manner like Morava rosettes. However, not all of them are executed in the
same form. The main distinction can be established between roundels on lateral
walls of the mosque and front facade of portico. Those on lateral facades were
conducted in the fashion which is close to the examples on Fethiye and Eski
imaret camii in Istanbul (compare fig. 6.b,c and fig. 4.b,c). Two roundels even
have a cross shaped motif in the center that is indicating direct influence of
Byzantine prototypes. Ornaments on main facade of portico are different. One
pair is executed in Byzantine manner, without cross motif in the centre, but with
radiating elements of brick and stone (fig. 6.a). Remaining two roundels are
more original creations and they might have been carried out by the Ottoman
artisans (fig. 6.d). These circular ornaments are made in intarsia tehnique with,
perhaps, combination of bricks in different colour that are creating geometrical
pattern (fig. 7).21

Roundels in the Early Ottoman architecture have two important charac-
teristics. Firstly, they are distributed as individual motifs and not as part of larg-
er decorative vocabulary of facades.22 Also, appropriation of these ornaments
on Ottoman monuments led towards establishment of specific aesthetics. They
were made from painted bricks and sometimes combined with other materi-
als, common in Ottoman art, such as ceramics.23 This is the case with some
roundels on Gazi Orhan Bey camii in Bursa and Niliifer Hatun imareti in Iznik.
Moreover, Gazi Orhan Bey camii in Bursa has several types of “brick rosettes”
which might indicate that different artisans were employed to work together on
their execution. Beside potential participation of Byzantine artists it has been
suggested that Mamluk workers might have been employed to work on front
portico.24 To sum up, circular ornaments of Gazi Orhan Bey camii might be
interesting testimony how on just one structure these decorative elements have
evolved from popular Byzantine models to Ottoman visual expression.

If the scholars are right and Byzantine decorative roundel presents prede-
cessor of Morava stone rosette, in the context of Morava architecture evolution
of this ornament has been far more complicated. Discs made of brick and stone
were transformed into stone carved rosettes flanked with decorated archivolts,
similar to those in Romanesque architecture. This complete change of aesthet-
ics was guided by several factors: local building tradition, desires of patrons,
provenance of employed workshops and synthesis of local and imported artistic
trends. It seems that crutial change occured at the beginning of the 14th century
when Byzantine sculptors were among the artisans who worked on monuments
built under the ktetorship of king Stefan Milutin.25 In such intercultural environ-

21 However, pattern composed in a similar manner is depicted on the ceiling of pulpit
of St. Sophia in Ohrid dated in 1317. A. Grabar, Sculptures Byzantines du Moyen Age Il (XIe
— XIVe siecle), Paris 1976, plate CXXXVI b.

22 Kalfazade, op. cit., 14-17.

23 ibidem.

24 Cagaptay, op. cit., 171 — 172.

25 Good examples are Hilandar katholikon and Banjska monastery. Melvani thinks
about possibility that king Milutin hired two groups of sculptors. One group that conducted
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ment, where local carving tradition has crossed path with imported Byzantine
trends, the foundations of later Morava sculpture were generated. Moreover,
study of depicted motifs is leading towards a similar conclusion. Based on their
composition and iconography Morava rosettes can be divided into the following
groups: wheel type rosettes, rosettes with enclosed palmettes, rosettes with flo-
ral motifs, rosettes with geometrical patterns and rosettes with combined geo-
metrical and vegetative motifs.

Quite intriguing for further analysis are rosettes composed of combined
geometrical and vegetative motifs since this type of ornament presents im-
portant characteristic of Morava sculpture in general. Similiar decoration was
popular during Late Byzantine period in Byzantine manuscript illumination and
on carvings in Macedonia and Thessaly. Robert Nelson, who studied composi-
tion of ornaments in Palacologan manuscripts, posed that some elements of
arabesque have been introduced from Islamic to Late Byzantine iconography.26
Several other scholars also pointed toward interaction of Late Byzantine and
Islamic art that has resulted with unique iconographic solutions in sculpture
and wood carving. For repertoire of such generated ornaments they have used
terms like koine, Byzantine arabesque and Byzantine cufic pattern.2’7 We may
say that iconography of Morava sculpture follows analogous visual expression
as ornaments evident on carvings in Macedonia and Thessaly around the begin-
ning of the 14th century.28 Particularly close analogies are motifs depicted on
wooden portal of church Panagia Olympiotissa at Elasson, as well as decoration
of capitals of former Cathedral in Veroia and pulpit of St. Sophia in Ohrid.2% As
mentioned, these trends were incorporated into Serbian art during the reign of
king Milutin and exemplified in sculptural decoration of Hilandar katholikon
and church of St. Stephan in Banjska monastery. They have remained popular
around the middle of the 14th century since various combined geometrical and
vegetative motifs are depicted on wooden shrine of his son, Stefan Uros III (ca.
1343).30 However, manuscript illumination has to be taken in consideration as
part of recognizable artistic tendencies during this epoch.3! ,,The importance of
symmetry, geometry, unified design and lively rhythm” are principles of ara-

anthrophomorphic and zoomorphic figures in Romanesque style and other that was familiar
with geometrical and vegetative carvings in Macedonia. N. Melvani, Late Byzantine sculp-
ture, Turnhout 2013, 100.

26 R. S. Nelson, Palaeologan Illuminated Ornament and the Arabesque, Wiener Jah-
rbuch fiir Kunstgeschichte, Band XLI, (Wien — Kéln - Graz 1988), 7 —22.

27 M. Suput, Vizantijski reljefi sa pastom iz XIII i XIV veka, Zograf 7, (Beograd
1977), 40 — 43. (with earlier bibliography); E. C. Constantinides, The Wall Paintings of The
Panagia Olympiotissa at Elasson in Northern Thessaly, Vol. I, Athens 1992, 62 — 63.

28 Suput, op. cit.; Melvani, op. cit., 99.

29 For decoration of wooden portal of Panagia Olympiotissa at Elasson see Constan-
tinides, op. cit., 59 — 66; and for sculpture in Western Macedonia see Melvani, op. cit., 99.

30 D. Popovi¢, Shrine of King Stefan Uros Il Decanski, Byzantium: Faith and Power
(1261-1557), ed. H. C. Evans, (New York 2004), 114-115, no. 59, with plates.

31 Nelson, op. cit.; Direct influence of manuscript illumination on iconography of
Morava sculpture has been suggested by Svetozar Radojci¢. S. Radoj¢i¢, Stare srpske mini-
Jjature, Beograd 1950, 32.
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besque that, according to Nelson, were transmitted to Byzantine manuscript or-
nament. 32 These features are also noticeable in iconography of Morava rosettes
(figs. 8, 9). Interlace patterns of two Kaleni¢ rosettes (figs. 8) are composed in
such fashion that they might be associated with complex Islamic designs, such
as those on mosque of Al-Agmar in Cairo (fig. 10).33

We may conlcude that both artistic phenomena presented in this paper
came to be as a result of cultural interaction that corresponded with other as-
pects of life in late medieval society in Eastern Mediterranean. Decoration of fa-
cades on monuments of Ottoman Bursa, as it was shown by earlier scholars, had
predecessor in Late Byzantine architecture. In the Ottoman context, Byzantine
roundels were sometimes made from other materials then brick or stone, so
they could be appropriated to earlier artistic tradition. Provenance of employed
workshop probably had significant role in this process. However, until the early
14th century, in more or less modified form, they have remained important visual
mark on facades of Ottoman monuments in Bursa Province. At the beginning of
the 14th century in Serbia popular Romanesque sculpture, traditional decoration
of Nemanji¢ mausolea, has integrated new Byzantine artistic models. Roundels
and oculi, that were still in use elsewhere, in the region of Morava got unique
interpretation in stone. Study of iconography of these decorative elements is
revealing relation with features of Late Byzantine ornament in manuscript il-
lumination and carvings in Macedonia and Thessaly. This topic requires futher
insight, especially its connection to Islamic ornament which is evident in Late
Byzantine decorative art and pointed out by Robert Nelson. It remains obscure
if application of such elements on building facades had exact meaning for kte-
tors of monuments. From the point of view of the artisans who use to work on
these projects, appropriation of imported ornaments was opportunity to experi-
ment with new iconographic features. Through synthesis with traditional artistic
forms and materials they were able to create unique visual expression which is
evident on monuments in both of these regions.

Braoumup Boocurosuh
(Puronomxku dakyaret, VicranOyacku yHHBEp3HUTET)
PO3ETE HA CIIOMEHUIIUMA MOPABCKE CPEMJE 1 PAHOOCMAHCKE
BYPCE: APXUTEKTOHCKA JEKOPALIMJA KAO MAHUDECTALIUJA
WHTEPKVYJITYPAJIHOT" IMJAJIOTA TOKOM JEJIHE EITOXE

Posere Ha dacanama 1ipkaBa mopaBcke Cpouje (npyra nojgoBuHa 14 - npBa MojgoBHHA
15. Beka) mpe/icTaBIbajy jeTHO O HAJUCTAKHYTHJHX 00eleKja lIX0Be Oorare apXUTEeKTOHCKE
nexopanuje. CTora je oBa TeMa 4ecTo W3ydyaBaHa y HayllH, a O OPEKIY MOPaBCKHX PO3ETa
BPEMEHOM Cy MpEICTaB/baHEe pPa3IuuUTe Te3e. AHAOTHje 3a TaKkBy BPCTY OpHaMeHara

32 Nelson, op. cit., 17.
33 Creswell, op. cit., plate 83, b.
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CTpYyUHallU Cy IPOHAIA3MIIN Kako y XpUIThaHCKOj, TAaKO M Y HCIaMCKO] YMETHOCTH. M3rena
na ce jaHac BehnHa ncTpakuBada ciaxke Ja crieliu(pryHa apXUTEKTOHCKA IUIACTUKA [[PKaBa
MOPaBCKOT' PErHOHA MOJKE J1a CE aHAJIN3MPa U Y KOHTEKCTY MMO3HOBH3aHTHjCKE YMETHOCTH.

VY Haylu je yCTaHOBJbEHO MHUIBEHE []a MOPABCKE PO3ETE NPE/CTaBIbajy AepHBaTe
JICKOPAaTUBHUX IUPKYJIAPHUX €JIeMEHaTa KOjH C€ jaBJbajy y CKIONY JeKopauuje ¢acaia
BHU3aHTHjCKUX crioMeHuKa y Llapurpany, ceBeproj ['puxoj, Xuocy u Hecebapy. Buzanrujcka
Ipakca yKpauiaBama PKBEHHX (acasia AUCKOBUMA 01 KAMEHA U OIeKe, MOCEOHO HaralneHa
TOKOM HO3HOT CPEIber BeKa, MaHH()ECTOBaIIA Ce U Y PAHOOCMAHCKO] apXUTEKTYpH. Y PETHOHY
Bypce mocrtoju BHIlle OCMAHCKHX Tpal)eBHHA, HACTaJMX TOKOM 14. M y NPBOj MOJIOBHHH
15. Beka, Ha 4njuM ce dacazama Hanase MpeICTaBe CIMYHHX JICKOPATHBHHX €IeMEHara.
VY nojeamHMM ciydajeBUMa IPETHOCTaBIba CE€ J1a Cy BU3AHTH]CKU IPAJUTEIHH U MajcTOPH
y4YECTBOBAIM Y U3rPa/ii OBUX CIIOMCHHKA. 3HA4ajaH apryMEHT 3a TaKBy Te3y MpPeCTaBIba
Ha4uH oOpaje (dacana, aANITEPHALMjOM KaMEHa U OIeKe, 0 CHCTEMY KapaKTepUCTHYHOM 32
[103HOBU3AHTH]CKY apXHTEKTYPY.

VY oBOM pany ce amporpwHjaiyja BH3aHTHjcKe (acajHe OpHAMEHTHKE y MOPABCKOj
U PaHOOCMAHCKO] apXMTEKTYypH aHAJIM3MPa Ka0 jeHa O MOCIEANNA WHTEPKYJITYpaJTHOT
nujanora enoxe. Kpo3 ykpiuTame BU3aHTH]CKUX TPEHIOBA ca TPAAUIMOHAIHUM TEXHHKaMa
U MaTepHjajiiMa yMETHHUIHM Cy ycHenu jaa GpopMHpajy yHHKaTHY JHeKopaTuBHy (opmy Ha
(acamama crioMeHHKa y 00a perHoHa.



