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OHRID TRICONCH CHURCHES AND THE BALKAN
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Abstract: The study of the architectural features of the Ohrid triconch
churches of the turn of the 9th—10th centuries allowed us to show their con-
nections with a wide range of monastic architecture of that time. Like other
buildings on the lands of the First Bulgarian Kingdom during the time of the
baptism and enlightenment of the Bulgars, these monuments fit in well with the
architectural process of the entire region, which was in the state of stagnation in
the 9th—10th century, oriented to old patterns. However, there was an attempt to
create original solutions in the conditions of the provincial flow of life in these
areas, with their still weak links with Constantinople. Thus, in the 9th—10th
centuries, there were no separate regional schools in this part of the Balkans,
but there were some areas, such as the Adriatic, that quickly emerged from the
crisis and actively participated in the cultural renewal.
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The article is devoted to the analysis of the architectural features of the
tomb churches erected by Saints Clement (c. 835-916) and Naum (c. 830-910)
of Ohrid at the turn of the 9th — 10th centuries. The spiritual authority of the
clients who continued the mission of the enlightenment of the Slavs, started
by the brothers Cyril (the Philosopher) (827-869) and Methodius (815-885) of
Thessalonica2, made these small monasteries especially revered throughout the
medieval period until the Turkish conquest of the region, when in the 17th cen-
tury both churches were destroyed. The buildings have reached an archaeologi-
cal state, but they serve as the most important evidence of the development of
the architectural tradition of the First Bulgarian Kingdom, which is still one of
the hard-to-read pages of the medieval architecture of the Balkans. The histori-

I The research was support by Russian Science Foundation, project No. 20-18-
00294 (Artistic Traditions, Church and Stage Ideology in Medieval Art and Architecture of
the Balkans: The Macedonian Issue).

2 B.H. ®nops, A.A. Typunos, C.A. Usanos, Cyov6ur Kupunno-Megoduesckoii
mpaouyuu nocie Kupunna u Megoous, Canxt-IlerepOypr 2000, 316.
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Fig 1. Church of the St. Pantaleon (ground
plan), the end of the 9th, Ohrid (after D.
Koco)

Cn. 1. pxksa Cs. IlanTaneona (ocHoBa),
kpaj 9. Beka, Oxpup (o J]. Koro)

Fig. 2. Church of the Archangels at the
Monastery of St. Naum (ground plan), begin-
ing of the 10th, Lake Ohrid, (after S. Cur¢i¢)

Ca. 2. Llpksa CB. Apxanrhena y MaHacTupy
Cg. Hayma (ocHoBa), mouetak 10. Beka,

Oxpuacko jezepo (o C. Rypuuhy)

ography on this topic offers many hypotheses and reveals many contradictions
in the position of the researchers3. We hope that an appeal to even partially
preserved architectural material will bring us closer to a better understanding of
the genesis of the centric buildings of the First Bulgarian Kingdom in the late
9th — 10th centuries.

For the Bulgarians, the beginning of the construction of Christian church-
es dates back to the adoption of Christianity from Byzantium in 864, under
the rule of Tsar Boris Mikhail (852-889). Pliska was the cultural and political
center of that time, which soon gave way to the dominant position of the new
capital Preslav, where starting 893, the construction of Christian churches con-
tinued until the city was ruined in 971 by the Russian Prince Svyatoslav, who
fought in alliance with Byzantium4. Ohrid, as well as Preslav, was included in
the Christian history of the Bulgarians already under the reign of Boris’s heir,
Tsar Simeon I the Great (893-927), during whose rule the First Bulgarian king-
dom flourished and expanded geographically to the point of the largest state
in the Balkans. Due to the activity of the Slavic teachers, Saints Clement and
Nahum of Ohrid, the city where one of the oldest Christian bishoprics was lo-
cated regains its importance, and becomes the center of the development of

3 C.B. MansueBa, []epkosnas apxumexmypa Ilepeoco Boneapckoeo yapcmea: uc-
cnedosanus u ucciedogamen, AKTyanbHbIe TPOOIEMBI TEOPUH U UCTOPHH UCKyccTBa 9, ed.
A. B. 3axaposa, C. B. Manbiiesa, E. 0. Cranrokouu-/lenncosa, (Cankr-IletepOypr 2019),
350-365; For Serbian historiography cf. M. Pakormja, I{pxea Cs. Josana usnao Iopree
Mamejesya u wena apxauuna mpuxonxaina ocrosa, Hum n Buzantuja 18, 300pHuK pagoBa
800 roxuna ayrokedannocti Cprcke npkse (1219-2019): upkBa, MOTUTHKA U YMETHOCT y
Buzanrtuju u cycennuM 3emsbama, Hum 3. — 5. jyn 2019., Hum (2020), 121 — 158.

4 ILE. JlykuH, Cnassne na Bankanax ¢ Cpednesexogve. Quepku ucmopuu u Kyivimy-
pot, Mocksa 2013, 64-93.
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Slavic writing and theology. There are two very small triconch churches taken
by us as the early examples of the church construction during the baptism of
Bulgaria period. The Bulgarian tsars Boris and Simeon5 along with the Slavic
apostles are mentioned as the ktetors of those churches. The first church, dedi-
cated to St. Panteleimon, was erected by St. Clement, one of the closest dis-
ciples of St. Equal-to-the-Apostles Methodius. The construction of the church
was mentioned in the hagiographical text on the life of St. Clement of Ohrid,
written at the turn of the 11th — 12th centuries and attributed to Theophylact
of Ohridé. The exact date is unknown, but the period after the return of St.
Clement from Moravia in 885 and before his ordination as a bishop in Preslav
in (approximately) 893 would be a convenient moment for the foundation of the
monastery; however, we cannot exclude the possibility of the later construction
(even in 916, the time of the saint’s death). The site on the very top of the pla-
teau of ancient Lychnidos chosen for construction testifies to the plan to revive
the tradition of Christian architecture, interrupted here with the appearance of
barbarians at the beginning of the 6th century.

St. Clement literally builds his small church into the ruins of a once ma-
jestic complex of ancient basilicas (Fig. 1), the bishops of which were well
known among the active participants of the first Ecumenical Councils in Nicaea,
Constantinople, and Chalcedon’. Having reestablished the Christian church at
this place, St. Clement found his rest in it. From Theophylact of Ohrid, we learn
about the location of the tomb arranged for the saint in the southern vestibule
of the church8; however, due to the poor preservation of the western parts of
the triconch damaged by several later reconstructions, it is not possible to de-
termine the structure of the burial. The archaeological data do not give us a
complete picture, but allow identifying the general plan of the building and the
lower tiers of the original masonry rising low above the ground mainly in the
southeastern parts®.

The other church, with an initial dedication to Archangel Michael, the
patron saint of Tsar Boris, was built by the second of the Slavic teachers, Saint
Naum of Preslav-Ohrid, the successor of Saint Clement after 893 at the Ohrid

5 . I'posnanos, Ceemu Haym Oxpuocku, Cxomje 1995, 24.

6  ®deodumakr bonrapckuit (Oxpunckuit), Kumue u desmenvrocmo, a maxdice uc-
nosedaHue u OmMpuvlEOUHbIL pacckaz o (Hekomopwix) uyoecax Ceamoeo omya Hawezo Knu-
menma (Apxu)enuckona boneapcrozo, borocnoBckuii BectHuk 2, No7-8 Uronb-ABrycr. 7.
XXI1II, Ctux 92, ed. M.JI. Mypetos, (MockoBckast JlyxoBHast Akanemusi, Ceprues Ilocan
1913), 423-474.

7 . Kouo, Panoxpucmujancku 6asuiuku 6o obnacma na Oxpudckomo jezepo,
300pHUK Ha TPYJOBH: MOCeOHO M3maHue Mo 1moBoj 10-roguIIHMHATA Ol OCHOBYBAaH-ETO HA
My3ejoT, mocBeTeHo Ha XII MeryHaponeH KoHrpec Ha Bu3aHTono3ure, (Oxpun, 1961), 15-33;
B. Burpaxosa-I'pozganosa, Cmapoxpucmujanckume cnomeruyu 60 Oxpudcko, Oxpug 1975.

8 M. PajkoBuh, Kumuje Knumenma Oxpuockoz, BU3aHTUCKH W3BOPHU 33 UCTOPU]Y
Hapona Jyrociasuje I, (beorpanx 1955), 297-302.

9 JI. Kono, Pezyrmamu 00 apxeonowikume uckonysarwa Ha Haymosama ypksa,

IIpenaBama na VII CemMuHap 3a MakeJOHCKH ja3HK, TUTeparypa u Kyinrypa, (Cxomje 1974),
152-156.
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Fig. 3. Tetraconch on Plaosnik (ground plan), end of Fig. 4. Triconch in Lin (ground plan), end

the 5th — 6th century, Ohrid (after C. Grozdanov) of the 5th — 6th century, Lake Ohrid (after C.
Ca. 3. Terpaxonx Ha [Inaomuuky (0cHOBa), Kpaj 5. Grozdanov).
— 6. Beka, Oxpuz (1o I1. I'posnanosy) 4. Tpukonxoc y Jluny (ocHoBa), kpaj 5. — 6. Bek,

Oxpuzcko jesepo (o 1. I'po3nanosy).

Grammar School!9. Both editions of the well-known Life of St. Nahum tell us
of the second triconch church!! dated to 900-905 by both sources, built on the
southern shore of Lake Ohrid (Fig. 2). The churches erected by the Slavic teach-
ers have a lot in common: there are two monastic churches built at the same
historical time, located closely to each other, and surrounded by special venera-
tion throughout the medieval period. They are connected by the sad history of
destruction at the hands of the Ottoman conquerors and the later reconstruction,
which complicates even the archaeological reading of the plan.

The triconch churches were not common in the architecture of the
Bulgarian capital cities of Pliska and Preslav!2, so the first researchers of Ohrid
churches concluded that they originated from the monuments of the early
Christian time!3 known in these territories. Indeed, in the Balkans, from the
banks of the Danube to the Adriatic, in the first Christian and early Byzantine
layers, there are enough remains of triconch churches, which, as a rule, served
as tomb churches!4. In addition, next to the St. Clement church, also in Ohrid,
on the Plaoshnik, there are ruins of a large-scale, richly decorated with floor

10 A. D. H. Taxuaoc, Ceamoie 6pamvs Kupuin u Meghoouii npoceemumenu ciaeés,
Casaro-Tpounxkas Cepruesa Jlaspa, 2005, 155-156.

11 I1. I'pozmanos, Ceemu Haym Oxpudcku. (Cxomje 1995), 24.

12 Cr. Muxaiinos, Paskonxu ¢ ITnucka npes 1945—1947 200una, Pa3korku u mpoy-
yBanus 3, (Codus 1949), 203.

13 1. Kono, Tpurouxarnume ypreu 6o Kiumenmosomo eépeme, CIOBEHCKa MUCMe-
HoCT. 1050-roqumauna Ha Kimument Oxpunacku, (Oxpun 1966), 91-100.

14 C.B. Manbuesa, Tpuxonxu ¢ apxumexkmype banxan IV-XII éexos, Bectnuk Ilpa-
BocIaBHOTO CBATO-THXOHOBCKOTO T'yMaHUTapHOTO YHUBepcuTeTa, Cepus 5, Bonpockr ucro-
PHUH ¥ TEOPHH XPUCTHAHCKOTO MCKyccTBa, 32, (Mocksa 2018), 34-58.
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Fig. 5. Church of
Saint Pantaleon
(ground plan), end
of the 9th cen-

tury, Ohrid (after
Elizabeth Kasapova)

Cn. 5. lpksa

Cg. [TanTaneona
(ocHOBa), kpaj 9.
Beka, Oxpupn (1o E.
Kacarosa)

Fig. 6. Church of the
Virgin Kubelidiki

in the center of
Kastoria (ground
plan), the end of the
9th— 10th (after C.
Grozdanov).

Ca. 6. Llpksa
Boroponune —
Kybenmuoukn y
neHtpy Kacropuje =VEs
(ocHOBA), Kpaj
9-10. Bexk, (o L.
I'po3nanoBy).

AT

mosaics tetraconch church which dates back to the 5th century (Fig. 3). The
foundations of a large triconch excavated in Lina (Fig. 4), on the southwestern
shore of Lake Ohrid, belong to the same period!5.

The presence of ancient prototypes is certainly an important precondition,
but the gap in time, the disproportion of scale, along with significant differ-
ences in the configuration of the buildings do not allow us to see them as direct
prototypes.

During the last large-scale excavations on the plateau of ancient Lihnidos
(1999-2002; 2007-2015) Vlado Malenko and Pasko Kuzman proposed that St.
Clement rebuilt the sixth-century triconch church only. However, it is not pos-
sible to confirm this hypothesis. The latest version of the reconstruction plan
proposed by Elizabeth Kasapova confirms the original version of the Kotso plan
(Fig. 5)!16.

However, back in the 1950s - 60s, Bulgarian and Yugoslav researchers
proposed that the Ohrid triconch churches of the 9th — 10th centuries were the

15 1I. Tpo3nanos, Ceemu Haym..., 28-29.

16 E. KacamoBa, Joepaobume Ha ceemuxiumenmosama ypxea Ha IInaowHux Kaxko
002060p Ha cOBpeMeHUme MEKOSU 60 OOYHOBUSAHMUCKAMA apXumeKkmypad, MUIIEHHyMCKOTO
3paueme Ha cBeTr KimmmenT Oxpuncku: Mefynaposen HaydeH cobup, Ckomje, 28-29 oxrom-
Bpu 2017 romuna, (Cromje 2017), 379-386.
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Fig. 7. Church ,,E
in Cari¢in Grad
(ground plan), the
6th century (after V.
Koraé, M. Suput)

Ca. 7. Lpksa ,,E“y

L) .
Iapuuunom I'pany
L ¥ ® (ocHoBa), 6. BEeK

(o B. Kopahy, M.
ymnyr)

result of foreign adoption, but no concrete examples have ever been offered!7.
As it turns out, the triconch churches, indeed, are often found in the 9th — 11th
centuries in a number of Balkan regions. Before we try to identify the range of
possible parallels and prototypes, we would like to consider in more detail the
plans of the Ohrid triconch churches, which, though similar in size, differ sig-
nificantly in formal features.

The Church of St. Panteleimon built by St. Clement is a small column-
less domed triconch (7.8 x7.8 m without a narthex), formed by two semicircles
of lateral exedras and an altar trapezoidal apse from the east. The dome, tower-
ing above the square naos, rests on the corners of the tetrahedron, reinforced
by the joints of the semicircles of the triconch. The lateral exedras of a clear
configuration, in half a circle, have a rare feature: there are small deep apses
are arranged in their eastern parts, which are also revealed on the facades. The
narthex of the church, which opened from the west, has not been preserved!8.

Built a little later, the Church of St. Naum is a triconch of a different con-
figuration (7.5 x 9.5 m without a narthex), in which the lateral exedras, opening
in semicircles into the interior, are recessed from the facades into rectangular
protrusions, revealing the cruciform structure of that domed church from the
outside. Only in the eastern parts of the lateral protrusions, there are also small,
but rather deep apses, similar to the Church of St. Panteleimon. The narthex of
the Church of St. Naum, modeled after the St. Clement, has been better pre-
served and it gives us at least a partial idea of its structure. However, the details
of the burial in this church are not completely clear!d.

The analogies to the Ohrid triconch churches exist in the Greek region
of Kastoria neighboring with Ohrid. Two small domed triconches of similar
size have been preserved there, which, along with the Ohrid ones, are among
the earliest examples of the continuation of the tradition of the construction of
this type of churches, interrupted in the Balkans in the 6th — 7th centuries. At

17 Kp. Musites, Apxumexmypama 6 cpeonosexosna bvaeapus, Cobus 1965, 103; 1.
Kouo, Tpuxouxarnume ypreu..., 91-100.

18 1. Komo, Kaumenmosuom Manacmup «Cs. [lanmenejmony» u packonkama
npu «HMmapem» 6o Oxpuo, TomuuieHn 30opHuk Ha Duiozodpckuor dakynarer 1, (Cromje
1948),174-182.

19 N. Kouo, Pesyrmamu 00 apxeonowkume uckonyeéara na Haymosama ypkea,
IpenaBama na VII CemMuHap 3a MakeJOHCKH ja3uK, JTuTeparypa u Kyitypa, (Ckomje 1974),
152-156; I1. MuskoBuh-Ilenex, Hexou noznedu ep3 Apxumexmypama na manacmupckama
yprea Ce. Haym xpaj Oxpuockomo E3zepo, Oxpun 1985.
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the same time, the Church of the Transfiguration on the northern shore of Lake
Orestiada and the Church of the Virgin Kubelidiki in the center of Kastoria, also
dating to the end of the 9th — 10th centuries20, give us a different configuration
of the triconch, with three semicircular apses (Fig. 6).

Since that time, single-nave triconch and tetraconch churches have be-
come widespread in various parts of the Byzantine world, including the capital:
the Churches of the Virgin in Veljusa near Strumica (c. 1080) 21, of St. Nicholas
in Platani near Patras (11th — 12th centuries) 22, of St. Sozon in Orchomenus
(12th century)?3, the Constantinople churches of the Virgin Muholiotissa and
Kamariotissa (11th century)24, the triconch of the Molivdoskepastos monas-
tery in Epirus (11th century), etc. The tradition of the construction of triconch
churches after the era of the Slavic teachers continued on the shores of the
lakes Ohrid, Prespa, and Skadar, where the similar churches were built on the
model of monasteries (the Church the Virgin in Zlesti, [zdeglavje, and Gorica
on the southern shore of Lake Ohrid)25. Although many triconch churches were
erected between the end of the 9th and 12th centuries, they never became the
main stream of the Byzantine architecture.

In the 9th century, when the church architecture in the Balkans was just
being revived from the ruins after the barbaric devastation, the situation looked
quite different. The main direction of further development was the focusing on
old architectural patterns, including triconch churches.

In this regard, it is not surprising that the configuration of the triconch
with semicircular lateral exedra and trapezoidal apse erected by St. Clement
turns out to be more similar to the churches of the 6th century (the Church ,,E*“ in
Cari¢in Grad (Fig. 7), the Church of the Virgin in Kur§umlija (rebuilt in the 12th
century)) than to the Kastorian parallels of the same time. The sizes of the Ohrid
triconch churches are also quite comparable to the churches of the 6th century,
in contrast to the large-scale early Christian triconch and tetraconch churches.
It is hardly possible to assume a direct connection here, for the considered early
Byzantine examples during the construction of the Ohrid triconch churches
were already in a ruined state, but the appeal to this typology continued in the
study of other 9th century monuments.

20 N. Movtcomoviog, Exxinoics e Kaoroprag, 9o¢—11o¢ orcdvag, Oeccalovikn
1992, 3-20, 87-109.

21 TI. MusskoBuk-Ilenek, Bewyca. Manacmup Cs. bocopoouya Murocmusa o Ce-
nomo Bewyca kpaj Cmpymuya, Cromje 1981.

22 TI. BokotdmovAog, O tpikoyyos vaog tov Ayiov Nikoidov oto ITAatave tng Ayoiag,
Appog. Tyuntikog topog atov kabnynt N.K. Movtodnovro 1, @ssoarovikn 1990, 383—405;
A. Ophévdoc, O Ayiog Anuitprog tne Bapaoofog, Apyeiov Bulavtivav pvnpeiov EAAGSog 1,
(AbMva 1935), 109-117.

23 S. Curdié, Architecture in the Balkans from Diocletian to Suleyman the Magnifi-
cent, Yale University Press 2010, 419-420.

24 A. 10. Bunorpanos, llanaeuu Kupuomuccer monacmeipsv, [lanacuu Myxauomuc-
cvl monacmuipy, Ianazsuu Ilammaxapucmoc monacmuips, [IpaBocnaBHast sHUMKIIONEIUS 54,
(Mocksa 2019), 369—400.

25 1. Koo, Tpukouxannume..., 91-100.
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Fig. 8. Church of St. Andrew in
Perestera (ground plan), the end of
the 9th (after V. Kora¢, M. Suput)

Ca. 8. IlpkBa CB. AHzpeja y
[epectepu (ocHOBa), Kpaj 9. Bek,
(o B. Kopahy, M. LlymyTy)

Not far from Ohrid, in Greek Macedonia, in the Church of St. Andrew
in the Peristeri near Thessaloniki (Fig. 8), we find a detail similar to the tri-
conch of the St. Clement monastery26.The altar part of this church is formed
by a triconch, the side semicircles of which are the same as in the monastery of
St. Panteleimon, combined with a triangular trapezoidal apse. Analyzing pos-
sible connections, it seems interesting that the builder of the church in Peristeri,
erected just a few years earlier than the one in Ohrid (about 871), was St.
Euthymius the New (824-898) who arrived in the Balkans from Asia Minor.
As you know, since the iconoclastic period, the Asia Minor regions, especially
the regions of Bithynia close to Constantinople, became a site for architectural
experiments, where many interesting projects related to the architecture of the
Byzantine capital, including the triconch churches?7, have been developed.

The Asia Minor monks often became the conductors of these new ideas.
The brothers of Thessalonica, Saints Cyril and Methodius, took monastic
vows in the same place as Monk Euthymius, in one of the monasteries of the
Bithynian Olympus?8. Saints Clement and Naum of Ohrid, the closest of the
disciples and associates of the Slavic enlighteners, were certainly involved in
this environment.

The fairly large church in Peristeri consists of several small (same as
the Ohrid ones) domed triconches, cruciformly encircling a square naos with a

26 N.K. Movtcomovrog, Iepiotepd. O opervog oikioudg tov Xoptiarn kai 0 vaodg 100
Ayiov Avopéa, Oeocahovikn 1986.

27 A. YO. Bunorpanos, Agorckuil xpam unu apabekuil 0sopey? Kpecmoso-kynoino-
Hblll MPUKOHX U HOBAS APXUMEKNYPHAsSL UOeHMUYHOCMb uMnepuu, Busantuil u Busantust:
MPOBUHILHAIN3M CTOJIUIBI U CTOIMYHOCTH poBuHLUH, CankT-IletepOypr 2020, 91-127.

28 A. 1O. Bunorpanos, Onumn, IlpaBocnaBuas suikinoneans 52, (Mocksa 2018),
597-604; KonbuoB A. H. Kupuan u Meghoouii, CoBpeMeHHBIE TyMaHUTAPHBIE UCCIIEIOBAHUS
2, (Mocksa 2014), 14-21; Taxuaoc A. 3. H. Ceamuie 6pamvs Kupuin u Megoouii npocse-
mumenu ciassau, Ceprues [locan 2005, 51-59.
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dome of large diameter standing on columns. Such an original solution made it
possible to create a cruciform composition dominated by a central dome core.
It is likely that the idea of using triconches in the composition of the Church
of St. Andrew was due to the Byzantine metropolitan practice of introducing
them into the structure of larger Constantinople churches. For example, in the
Northern church of the Lips Monastery (907), a typologically similar solution
with the inclusion of small tetraconches?® was used for the arrangement of pas-
tophoria and galleries of the second tier (choir).

For the Balkans of this time, particularly for Thessaloniki, the monas-
tery catholicon of Peristeri was a large-scale phenomenon. However, the large,
compositionally clear, and very artistically original church has been made in
provincial construction techniques, which especially affected its appearance.
Here, as in most of the buildings of the First Bulgarian Kingdom, we find loose
masonry made of local crushed sandstone and limestone.

In the 9th and 10th centuries, it was not always possible to invite metro-
politan craftsmen, who worked in various versions of the opus mixtum tech-
nique, with interleaving of stone and plinth, to Balkan regions. Despite the fact
that the Christianization and enlightenment of Bulgarians were blessed directly
from Constantinople, and Patriarch Photius (820-896) repeatedly came into
conflict with Pope Nicholas on this issue (863, 867), in the architecture of this
era, as we see, the influence of the Byzantine capital was weak and indirect.

Here, as well as in the architecture of other Byzantine regions, various
approaches have been found30: in some cases, craftsmen and their clients were
limited to structural durability and functional support, so they built three-nave
or single-nave basilicas reduced in size; in other cases, they were guided by
artistic and symbolic priorities, where the cruciform composition and the dome
turn out to be very important. The new typological variants of the cross-domed
church that meet these requests (from the inscribed cross on four columns type
to the compact one without freestanding supports) and the octagon on tromps
were still being formed in Constantinople and Asia Minor, they would become
widespread much later, in the 10th — 12th centuries.

During the baptism of the Bulgarians, in the second half 9th - beginning
of the 10th century, on the periphery of Byzantine, architectural objectives were
achieved using the experience of previous centuries, often in original way31.
The capabilities of the early Byzantine period, with large-scale structures and
complex engineering solutions, were gone. The domes, hemispherical conches,
and exedras were firmly included in the arsenal of the Christian architecture
back in the 5th — 6th centuries and found a constructive use. Their curved out-
lines, as well as artistic and symbolic interpretation, attracted the architects
not only from the Byzantine capital32, but also from other Balkan regions (tri-

29 B. Kopah, M. Ulynyrt, Apxumexmypa Buzanmujckoe ceéema, Beorpan 2005, 139-
141; C. Mango, Byzantine Architecture, New York 1976, 199-203.

30 T1. A. Bokotoémovrog, H exklnoiootikn apyitextoviky €ic v Avuknpv Xtepedy
Eliéda kor v Hrepov. Ano tov tédovg tov 7ov uéypr tov téAovg tov 1000 oudvog,
®gocarovikn 1975.

31 8. Curti¢, Architecture in the Balkans..., 322-327.

32 A.YO Bunorpanos, A.B. 3axaposa, [I.A. Yeproriazos, Xpau Cesmoti Cogpuu Kon-
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Fig. 9. Triconch
in Doljanji
(ground plan),
the end of the
9th — 10th (after
Jankovi¢)

Cn. 9.
Tpukonxoc

y Homamy
(ocHOBA), Kpaj

9. —10. Bexa, (1o
JankoBuhy)

conch and related tetraconch churches were erected in Perushtitsa and Beroe
near Stara Zagora (Bulgaria), in Lychnidos (Northern Macedonia), in Lina, in
Butrint (Albania), a polyconch with six exedras in Philippol (Plovdiv) 33, etc.).

Theophylact of Bulgaria, describing in the Life of St. Clement the church
created by the Slavic teacher, aesthetically examines its shape and reveals its
meaning: ,,although much smaller than the cathedral, but its oval and round ap-
pearance is more pleasant than that. He (Clement) tried in every possible way
to eradicate the indifference of the Bulgarians in religion and to attract them to
(liturgical) meetings with the beauty of the churches, and in general to tame the
cruelty of their hearts, savagery, and rudeness in their knowledge of God.* 34

It is remarkable that after two centuries since the construction of the
church, the Byzantine intellectual, the Archbishop of Ohrid, compared the small
triconch of the beginning of 10th century with a cathedral and gave the primacy
in artistic evaluation to the aesthetics of the curvilinear outlines of the small
monastic church of his predecessor, Archbishop Clement of Ohrid.

It is obvious that due to a certain universality of centric structures, when
structural integrity is successfully combined with artistic and symbolic expres-
siveness, different variants of rotundas and polyconches were in demand. This
happens where there was a close connection with early Christian and Early
Byzantine traditions, in turn, rooted in Roman building practice35. Similar trends
are well known in the church architecture of Transcaucasia, where they have
been gaining strength since the 7th century36. Most of the large centric build-
ings of this trend are associated with the construction of monasteries37. That is

CMaHMUHONONLCKOU 8 ceeme uzanmuiickux ucmounuxos, Cankr-IlerepOypr 2018, 26-56.

33 H. Yanesa-JleueBcka, PanHoxpucmusHckama apxumexmypa 6 bvicapus IV-VI 6.,
Codust 1999.

34 ®eodunaxt bomrapekuii (Oxpunckuit) Kumue u oessmensHocme..., 471.

35 P. Vezié, Dalmatinski trikonhosi, Ars Adriatica. Casopis Odjela za povijest umjet-
nost i SveuciliSta u Zadru Br. 1, (Zadar 2011), 27-66.

36 A.1O. Kazapsin, []eproenas apxumexmypa cmpan 3axaskazes VII eexa: @opmupo-
sanue u pazeumue mpaouyuu, [4 1.], Mocksa 2012.

37 B. Kopah, Apxumexmymypa panoe cpedree eexa y Jykwu u 3emu. IIpoepam npo-
cmopa u nopexio obnuka, N3mehy Buzantuje u 3anaga: ogadpaHe cTyauje 0 apXUTEKTypH,
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Fig. 10. Church of St. John

at Backwater on Lim River
(ground plan), end of the 9th —
10th (after B. Jankovi¢)

Ca. 10. Ilpksa Cetor JoBana
y pykaBiy Ha Jlumy (ocHo-
Ba), kpaj 9. — 10. Bek (mo b.
JankoBuhy)

also confirmed by the aforementioned catholicon of the monastery in Peristeri,
the project of which was inspired not only by the Church of the Apostles in
Constantinople, as the researchers believed38, but, perhaps, to a greater extent
by some Asia Minor models, towards which the Church of St. Constantine on
Lake Apolloniatis in Bithynia (9th century), also a monastic tetraconch39, could
also be oriented. The catholicon of the large monastery complex in Karaach
Teke near Varna (Bulgaria), dating to the end of the 9th - beginning of the 10th
century, should be attributed to the same circle of monuments49. This tetraconch
is formed by the addition of exedras to the ends of the arms of the cross (the so-
called church of the inscribed cross of the transitional type). Another example
that fits well into this series leads us to the shores of the Dalmatian Primorje
region, where no later than the 9th century the Church of St. Thomas was erected
in Préanj near Kotor4!.

The original idea of the composition brings this church closer to the ex-
amples discussed above. A squared in plan tetrahedron, with a dome standing
on columns, is surrounded on three sides by identical specifically elongated
exedras, recessed into the masonry of rectangular ledges, creating a cruciform
composition. Thus, from the facades, the lateral exedras of this triconch turn
out to be unexpressed. This feature resembles the configuration of the Church
of St. Naum and allows us to connect this Ohrid triconch, the exedras of which

Beorpazn 1987, 30.
38 B. Kopah, M. lllynyT, Apxumexmypa Buzanmujckoe céema..., 107-109.

39 M. Kappas, S. Mamaloukos, The Church of St. Constantine on Lake Apollonia,
Bithynia, Revisited, DChAE 38, (A6nva 2017), 87-103.

40 K. Popkonstantinov, R. Kostova, Architecture of conversion: provincial monaster-
ies in 9th -10th c. Bulgaria, Tpynsl [ocynpactsennoro Opmutaxa LIII. Apxurexrypa Buzan-
tun u Jpesueit Pycu IX-XII BexoB, Marepuaisl MexxayHapoaHoro ceMurapa 17-21 Hos0ps
2009 rona, ed. /1. J. Enumn, (Canxr-Tletep6ypr 2010), 118-132.

41 B. Kopah, J. Kosauesuh, I[pxsa ce. Tome y [Ipuarsy y Boxu Komopckoj, 300pHUK
@unocodcekor dakynrera bp. XI-1, (beorpaxg 1970), 107-114; B. JankoBuh, Cpncko Ilo-
mopje 00 7 0o 10 cmoneha, beorpan 2007, 106-108.



302 Svetlana Maltseva

are also hidden in the thickness of the facade wall, with the traditions of the
architecture of the Primorje region, where such a feature was quite common in
various types of churches during the medieval period42.

Here, in the Primorje region, we meet another typological branch of tri-
conch churches, with three round exedras. The churches of exactly the same
configuration and of different sizes were actively built in these areas during the
early Byzantine period. Therefore, most of the identified buildings were attrib-
uted by the researchers to the 6th century. However, in the light of new data, the
Serbian researcher Djorje Jankovic convincingly attributed the triconch ,,a* in
the Doljan, Duklja (Roman Dioclea), as a princely church with a baptismal cha-
pel and a tomb in the narthex (Fig. 9). The study of the archaeological layers of
this large-sized triconch and the neighboring early Byzantine basilica led to the
conclusion that the church was built much later, in the 9th -10th centuries43. In
our opinion, the confirmation of the new dating lays in many specific architec-
tural details. Such a configuration of exedras, which turn out to be deeper than
half the circumference, along with the specific arrangement of bearing supports
have never been found in the monuments of ancient and early Byzantine times.
The western supports are formed here by the joints of large lateral exedras and
small ones placed at the corners in the vestibule of the narthex, while the east-
ern supports are formed by wide walls diagonally deployed between the lateral
exedras and the apse. Thus, the dome receives asymmetrical supports and, as a
result, the elongated shape of the drum and skufia. The powerful lesenes, which
fixate the angles of the building from the east, also testify to the early medieval
methods of architecture, which can be found in a number of monuments, includ-
ing Bulgarian territories.

Analogoius to the Doljan church exedras, the diagonally placed asym-
metrical supports in combination with semicircular niches arranged in the thick-
ness of the wall can be found in a smaller (6.2 % 6.2 m.) poorly dated triconch in
Drivost, as well as in another triconch church of St. John in Zaton on Lim River
(10th century) (Fig. 10). The latter was built on the territories that were part of
the First Bulgarian Kingdom and has a remarkable feature: small apses in the
eastern parts of the lateral exedras, which bring it closer to the triconch churches
of Saints Clement and Nahum of Ohrid.

The change in the dating of the triconch in Doljan allowed Jankovic to sug-
gest that this church could be a direct prototype for all early medieval triconch
churches, including the ones at Ohrid. The large size of the Doljan church, the
masonry technique, and the usage of plinths from previous buildings certainly
distinguish this princely church from the rest, usually smaller in size and built of
rough stone. However, the lack of precise dating and significant differences in

42 T. Marasovi¢, Dalmatia preromanica: Ranosrednjovjekovno graditeljstvo u Dal-
maciji 1, (Split 2008); A.A. BopoHoBa, OcobenHocmu apxumexkmypvl GU3AHMUUCKUX NPO-
eunyuii na Aopuamuxe IX=XII séexos, Tpynsl ['ocynapctBennoro Opmutaxa LIII, Apxurek-
Typa Buzantumn u [pesneit Pycu [X—XII BexoB, Matepuanbl MeXIyHapOIHOIO CeMUHapa
17-21 nosiops 2009 rona, (Cankr-IlerepOypr 2010), 214-226.

43 'B. Jankosuh, Cpncko Ilomopje..., 125-126; B. Kopah, Jowanu koo Tumozcpaoa.

Panoxpuwhancka yprea, Crapunap IX-X, (beorpan 1959), 383-385; S. Curéié, Architecture
in the Balkans..., 239.
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the configuration of the plan do not allow us to consider the Doljan triconch as a
direct prototype for the churches of the Slavic teachers. Obviously, we are talk-
ing about parallel phenomena of the same architectural trend. A small triconch
church in the Zaton shows us how the Primorje and Ohrid architectural motifs
meet at the crossroads of the Balkan routes44.

In our opinion, the Primorje region monuments can give us a clue to the
features of other architectural projects of the First Bulgarian Kingdom as well.

Ceemnana Manyesa
(pxaBuu yHuBep3utet, Cankr IletepOypr)
OXPUJACKE TPUKOHXOCHE IIPKBE 1 BAJIKAHCKA APXUTEKTYPA
IX U X BEKA

APXUTEKTOHCKH crioMeHunu [IpBor Oyrapckor napcTsa cadyBaHHU Cy YIIIABHOM Yy ap-
XEOJIONIKOM cTamy. O BbHMa je Majo MUCaHUX CBEI0YeHha, KAKO BU3AHTH]CKUX, TAKO H CIIO-
BEHCKHX, T€ HCTOpHja IPOyyaBama MMa BHIIC PA3IMYUTHX XUIOTe3a. [TodyeTak rpame Xpa-
MoBa Koz byrapa natupa u3 Bpemena kpiurema 864. roqune noa napem boprucom Muxauniaom.
Tana je y npBoj npectonniy, y [lnucku, 3a [pKBy aganTHPaHO HEKOJIMKO PaHOXPUIThaHCKUX
U PaHOBU3AHTHjCKUX 3rpaja. IlojaBa LEHTPATHUX TPUKOHXHAIHUX Trpal)eBHHA TOBe3aHa je
ca IpyruM TEpHOJIOM, KaJia Cy LEHTPH JyXOBHOT U ITOJUTHUYKOT )XUBOTA NpeHeTH y Ipecias
n Oxpun. ¥V IX-X BeKy CIOBEHCKH je3HK [10CTaje JIUTYPTUjCKU, pa3BHja ce€ YHHKAIHA CUTY-
alMja - cTBapa Ce CIOBEHCKA EMHCKOMMja Koja 00jeuibyje EeIOKYITHO CIOBEHCKO TOBOPHO
nozipy4ja 6e3 003upa Ha emapXHjcKe ¥ MOIUTHYKE TPAHHUIIE.

MomnacTupcke IKpBe ca KpunTaMa koje cy noxuriu ceetit Kimument n Haym Oxpuncku
Ha npenasy u3 IX y X Bek cy HajBa)KHUjU JOKa3H O pa3BOjy apXUTEKTOHCKE TpaauLuje [Ipsor
Oyrapckor 1apcTBa, Koja je U Jajbe jeHa Off 3aTOHETHUX TeMa CPEAOBEKOBHE apXUTEKType
Ha bankany. Tunonomky nosesane nojase e TpukoHxy Ceeror KimMenra Hana3umo n
Ha CyceTHUM OalKaHCKUM Teputoprjama, y Kactopuju (Koctyp). MehyTum, oBe mpkBe Hako
nsrpaljeHe y CIMYHOM BPEMEHCKOM PACIIOHY MMajy Apyrauujy KOH(QHIypauujy TPHKOHX0Ca,
ca TpH MOJTYKPYKHE arcue.

Bmku aHanor Hanasu ce y onmsuan OXpuia, y rpukoj Makenonuju, y upksu CBeTor
Aunpuje y Ilepucrepy koq Comyna. Onrap oBOr Xpama YWHH TPHKOHXYC, Ca TPOCTPAHOM
Tpane30nJHOM ancuaoM. AHanm3upajyhn Moryhe Bese, YHHH ce 3aHUMJBMBUM J1a j€ TPaju-
TeJb Xpama y [lepucrepy, MOAUTHYTOT caMO HEKOJIMKO roanHa panudje on Oxpuaa (oko 871),
6uo npenonodun Esrumuje Hosu (824-898), koju je Ha Bankan crurao u3 Mane Asuje.
Kao miro je mo3naro, Manoa3ujcku KpajeBH, IOCEOHO OHU KOju cy 0m3y KoHCTaHTHHOMOIbA
y peruoHy buTnHuja, y To Bpeme cy TepHTOpHja 32 apXHTEKTOHCKE EKCHIEPUMEHTE, IJIe Ce
jOII O MKOHOKJIACTHYKOT TIEPUO/Ia M0jaBJbyjy MHOTH 3aHMMJBUBH IPOjEeKTH BE3aHU 3a ap-
XHUTEKTYpy BH3aHTHjCKE NMPECTOHMIE, YKIbydyjyhu Tpukonxoce. Monacu u3 Mane Asmje
YecTo Cy MocTajanu AUpUreHTH oBux uaeja. ComyHcka Opaha, ceetn hupmino n Mertonuje,
TIOJIO’KHJIM Cy MOHAIIKE 3aBETe Ha MCTOM MECTY Kao ¥ MOHax EBTumuje, y jeqHOM oz MaHa-
crupa butumckor Onummna. Y 0By cpeiHHy Cy HECYMEbHBO OWITH YKJbydeHH cBeTH KinMeHT
u Haym Oxpuncku, HajOIMKH 0 yYCHUKA U capaJHUKA CIOBEHCKUX IMPOCBETHTEIbA. Jou je-
JIaH OXPHJCKH TPUKOHXOC, Ca TOYETHOM ITOCBETOM ApXaHreiy Muxauiy, HeOecKoM 3allTHT-

44 1. Kouo, Tpuxonxannume ypkeu 6o Knumenmosomo epeme, CroBeHCKa muCMe-
HocT. 1050-roqumanna Ha Kimument Oxpuacku, Oxpun 1966, 91-98; B. Kopah, Apxumex-
mymypa paroe cpedree éexka y ykwu u 3emu. Ilpoepam npocmopa u nopexno oonuka, 3-
mehy Buzantuje u 3anana: onabpane cryauje o apxuTektypH, beorpax 1987, 30.



HUKy napa bopuca, nmocraBiba Opyru 01l CIOBEHCKHX yuuTesba, cBeTu Haym IlpecnaBcku
- Oxpuacku, Hacnequuk Ceror KinmenTa nocie 893. ronuHe y OXpHICKO] MIKOJIM KEHK-
HocTH. MeljyTum, TpukoHxoc cBetor Hayma, ¢ modeTka X Beka, HMa JApyraduju OOJIHK, OBJIE
cy OouHM excenpu yrpaheHe y mpaBoyraone usbounmHe (acana M HUCY BHAJBMBH CIOJbA.
VcToBpeMeHO je 3aHUMJBMBO J]a Ce Y HICTOYHUM JAENOBAMAa OOYHUX N3004YHMHA Hajla3e U Maje
arcuse, ciam4He TPUKoHXy cB. KitnmenTa. OBa Kapakrepuctika mnojceha Ha KoHGUTypaiujy
xpama Ceetor Hayma n omoryhasa mpuOnmkaBame OXPHUACKOT TPHKOHXA apXHTEKTOHCKO]
TpaIUIIMjU japaHcke obalie, IJe je TaKBa TEXHHUKA 37akha MPUIHYHO YecTa. Y IPUMOPCKUAM
pernonnma JanManuje cy y paHOM BU3aHTH]CKOM IIEPHO/Y aKTHBHO rpal)eHn XpaMOBH yIpa-
BO OBE KOH(UTypauuje ¥ pa3InuuTHX BeJIMuuHA. HacraBak )KMBOTa OBOT apXHMTEKTOHCKOT
THIIa y UCTOYHMM PErnoHMMa janpanckor [Ipumopja Moxe ce 00jacHUTH OCYCTBOM AYyToO-
pouHor jaza u3mel)y paHOBU3aHTH]CKOT Iepruoaa v 0OHaBJbama rpal)eBUHCKE aKTHBHOCTH Beh
1o VIII-IX. Beka HakoH mpBor UCKycTBO Kpuitemha Crosena y VII Beky. Y Byrapckoj, HakoH
Jonacka BapBapa y Mesujy u Tpakujy, npexu] y TpaJuiuju XpuihaHcke apxXuTeKType 0uo
je 3HavajaH, BHILE Of ABa BeKa. J[MpEeKTHE Be3e IPUMOPCKOT pErHOHa Ca BU3AHTH]CKOM IIpe-
CTOHHMLIOM y PaHOM CPEIHOBEKOBHOM IEPHOAY BpLICHE Cy CIOPaIM4HO, 300T Yera cy mpo-
LIECH THUIOJIONIKe 00HOBe ycrnopeHu. [Touetkom [X Beka. oBe TepuTOpHje, Ha KOjUMa Cy Ce
CrnoBenn, XpBat v ApyrH Beh IyCToO HACENUIH, MTOCTAjy ,,je3rpo cykoba“ uamely pactyher
napcrBa Kapna Benukor u Buzanruje. Ha ouyBanum tepuropujama Busantuja nounme aa
oOHaBJba CBOj KynTypHH yTuiaj. O ITUPEeKTHOM HAcTaBKy apXUTEKTOHCKE TPaJWIHMje Koja
BOJIM CBOj€ MOPEKJIO OJf aHTHKE CBEAOYM KOHTHHYMTET APEBHUX TEXHOJIOTHja rpaljeBHHCKE
IIPOU3BOALE U HUXOB IIOCTEIICHH Pa3Boj.

Jakiie, TpukoHxoHaNHe 3rpajae u3 [X-X Beka mmpe ce TaMmo IJe je MmocTojana ycKa
Be3a ca paHOXpHIThaHCKOM M PaHOBH3aHTH)CKOM TPAIHIHjOM, KOja je OWia yKOpemeHa y
puMckoj rpaleBuHcKoj npakcu. Heke o OMTHHX KyIOJacTHX TPUKOHXA BE3aHE Cy ca TUIIO-
JIOTHjOM MOHACTPCKE TPAJIHhe.



