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Abstract: The article deals with the churches of the 12" century found out by
the materials of the archaeological excavations in Kyiv, Pereiaslav-Ruskyi, and
Chernihiv. The study of these materials made it possible to specify the
development of the arch-gabled church in the 12" century. Finding out the
porches that complemented the main volume of St. Michael’s Golden-Domed
Cathedral in Kyiv by the archaeological excavations in the 1990s allows to
consider this cathedral not only a complete model of the arch-gabled church,
but also the initial stage of the development of pillar-shaped church. The
peculiarities of Kyiv and Pereyaslav-Ruskyi churches of the second quarter of
the 12" century illustrate the initial stage of spreading Chernihiv variant of the
arch-gabled church and thus transforming it from local to interregional. In
addition, it is established the emergence of a new variant in the second quarter
of the 12" century in Kyiv on the basis of Chernihiv one. It was Kyiv-Chernihiv
variant, which in the second half of the 12" century became interregional. The
characteristic features of the planning solution of Kyiv and Chernihiv churches
in the second half of the 12" century allow the fact that the pillar-shaped
church gradually emerged on the basis of the arch-gabled church.

Keywords: architecture, Kyivan Rus, 12% century, arch-gabled church, pillar-
shaped church, materials of the archaeological excavations.

The arch-gabled church is the most widespread type of church
architecture in Old Rus of pre-Mongol period. The defining feature of the
arch-gabled church is the continuous rows of arch gables located above all
the fagades, which complete not only the wall parts corresponding to the ends
of the ramen of the spatial cross, but also the small bays of all the corner
compartments, regardless of the nature of their overlap. So, in such churches,
only one part of the arch gables is constructive, that is, they fill the ends of
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the cylindrical vaults that overlook the facades, and the other part of the arch
gables is decorative, as their semicircles are located next to the slopes of the
vaults. Therefore, the arch-gabled completion of the fagades should be
considered as an aesthetic principle independent of the structural design of
the vaults.

Since the end of the 19™ century, in the Russian Empire, the opinion has
prevailed in science that the arch-gabled church was borrowed from
Byzantium in its completed forms. The highest stage of arch-gabled church
development was considered to be the cathedrals of Moscow Kremlin
(15" century), which testified the hereditary connection between the
Byzantine empire and Moscovia, and later the Russian empire®. The features
of the local originality of pre-Mongol architecture began to be determined
only in the Soviet period in the churches of pillar-shaped compositions,
which were first noticed in the 1930s®. During that period, features of
originality were also found in St. Sophia Cathedral in Kyiv (chronicles give
two dates of its foundation: 1017 or 1037), such as its multi-domed and
pyramidal composition, which has no analogues in Byzantine architecture*. A
concept emerged that built the line of development of the local Old Rus
architectural tradition from the pyramidal St. Sophia in Kyiv to the pillar-
shaped churches of the 12 century, and from them to the Russian tent
churches of the 16" and 17™ centuries®. The arch-gabled church fell out of the
development line as a Byzantine borrowing that had no local specificity.

Although back in the 1930s, Aleksey Nekrasov first drew attention to the
fact that decorative arch gables were unknown in Byzantine architecture.
From the context of his thoughts, it is implied that the arch-gabled church
was formed in Byzantium due to the use of cross vaults. But in the Kyiv of
the 11" century, cross vaults were not known, as a result, decorative arch

2 Aunpeii lasnunos, Hemopus pycckoii apxumexmypot, Tuno-murorp. T-sa ULH. Kyunepes
K°, Mocksa, 1894, c. 1-96, 130-137. Anexceit HoBunkuii, Mcmopus pycckozo uckyccmsa c
Opesgnetiwux spemen: 6 2 m., Tom 1, V3n. B. H. Jluaa, Mocksa, 1903, c. 34-50, 69-88, 158—
177, 184-200. Urops I'pabaps, HUcmopua Pycckoeo Hckyccmesa, Tom 1. Apxumexmypa.
HUcmopusa apxumexmypwi. [Jo-Ilemposckas snoxa, W3n-Bo. U. Kuebenb, Mocksa, 1910,
c. 145-254, 303-330.

3 Hukonait Bpysos, K eonpocy o camocmosmensuvlx uepmax pycckoii apxumexmypol X—
XII s6. in the edition Pycckaa apxumexmypa. [Joxnaovl, npouumanmsie 6 c6s3u ¢ 0eKaAOHUKOM
no pyccxou apxumexkmype ¢ Mockee 6 anpene 1939 2., I'oc. apxuTekryp. u3n-Bo Akaf.
apxurextypsl CCCP, Mocksa, 1940, c. 123-126.

4 Ibid., c. 121-123.

3 Ibid., c. 126. Later, similar views were expressed by Nikolay Voronin (Hukonait Bopouun,
“Y HCTOKOB PYyCCKOr0 HalMOHAIBHOTO 3014ecTBa” in “Apxurekrypa CCCP”, 5/1944, c. 32—
37. Huxonaii Bopouun, ¥ ucmokoé pycckozo mayuonanvhozo 300uecmea (M3 ucmopuu
300uecmsa nepuooa @eodanvhoii pazopobrennocmu XI-XV 6s.) in the edition Edwcecoonux
HUnemumyma ucmopuu uckycems: 2Kueonuce. Apxumexmypa, U3n-so Axanemun Hayk CCCP,
Mocksa, 1952, c. 257-316).
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gables emerged there®. However, in the 1930s, the ideas of Aleksey Nekrasov
were not developed. It was only in the 1970s and 1980s that Aleksey Komech
determined that the arch-gabled church had not been borrowed from
Byzantium, but was formed in Kyiv in the second half of the 11" century on
the basis of transplanted Byzantine forms. Thus, the arch-gabled church is
one of the first innovations of the Kyivan Rus architectural tradition’.
However, the researches by Aleksey Komech are chronologically limited in
the early 12 century, when regional variants of the arch-gabled church were
only beginning to be formed. After his researches being published, the
problems of the development of arch-gabled church were not dealt with in
detail.

In recent years, we have identified in our researches several regional
variants of the arch-gabled church of the 12" century®. The main materials
for these studies were mostly preserved churches, including measurement of
those that were destroyed in the 20" century. The churches known from the
archacological excavations have hardly been considered. However, without
taking into account the archaeological monuments, the picture of the arch-
gabled church development in the 12%century cannot be considered
complete. In this article, we have analyzed the churches of the 12 century
known from the archaeological researches in the southern regions of Old Rus
(Kyiv, Chernihiv, and Pereiaslav-Ruskyi).

To begin with, the stages of the arch-gabled church development put
forward in my researches, determined mainly by the preserved monuments,
are to be considered.

o From the late 10" to the first half of the 11" century

During the archaeological excavations in 1948 (led by Mikhail Karger)
of the first stone church of Old Rus, the Tithe (Desiatynna) Church (989-996,
almost completely destroyed during the Mongol invasion of 1240) in Kyiv, a
masonry block with a fragment of the arch gable and the remains of the
dogtooth cornice along its semicircle was found. The dogtooth cornice was
covered in plaster and painted with a decorative fresco. The remains of a tile
covering (the size of one tile being 60x30 cm)’ have been preserved on the
arch gable, which proves that the arch gable dated back to the original period

¢ Anexceii Hekpacos, Buszawmuiickoe u pycckoe uckycemeo, Wsn-Bo Toc. yHmBepcai.
marasuHa, Mocksa, 1924, c. 55-56.

7 The final monography Anekceit Komeu, /Jpesnepycckoe 300uecmeo xonya X — navana XI 6.
Busaumuiickoe nacnedue u cmanoeienue camocmosmenvhou mpaouyuu, Hayka, Mocksa,
1987, c. 260-285.

8 Karepuna Mixeenko, 3axomapnuii xpam. Pezionanoui mpaouyii in the edition Vxpainucora
akademia mucmeymea. Hocnionuyvki ma Haykoso-memoouuni npayi, Bum. 27, Kuis, 2018,
c. 33-43.

® Muxaun Kaprep, /Jpesnuii Kues. Quepku no ucmopuu Mamepuanbholl — KylbMypol
opesnepycckozo eopooa: 6 2 m. Tom II. Ilamamnuxu xueeckozo 300uecmea X—XIII 6., 131-Bo
akagemuu Hayk CCCP, Mocksa-Jlenunrpan, 1961, c. 51-54, puc. 14-16.

26



ANASTASIS. Research in Medieval Culture and Art Vol. XI, No. 2/November 2024
WWWw.anastasis-review.ro

of the church construction (end of the 10™ century), in the 11" century Kyiv
churches were covered with lead sheets. The location of the arch gable
indicates that it was a fragment of the facade of the second floor of the
western gallery, its side bay adjacent to the central one from the north.
Therefore, this arch gable belongs to the western part of the church (the
western gallery), so it does not provide information if there could have been a
continuous arch-gabled completion of all the church fagades.

In the preserved Kyivan Rus churches of the first half of the 11™ century,
arch gables in situ are known only in the Transfiguration Cathedral (founded
before 1036) in Chernihiv. Here, the arch gables are only located at the ends
of the spatial cross. They are all constructive and are connected to the
typically Byzantine horizontal cornices above all bays of other
compartments, which have retained the horizontal ending brought under the
cornices'’. In St. Sophia Cathedral in Kyiv (chronicles give two dates of its
foundation: 1017 and 1037), semicircular arch gables have been preserved at
the arms of the transept ends (the western one has been completely lost), and
the shape of the five-naves core corner part edges under the small dome
drums have not been clarified. None of the inner galleries has preserved
either the overlap or the facade walls of the second floor, so it is unknown
what the original completion of the fagades of St. Sophia of Kyiv looked
like!!.

The history of the formation of the arch-gabled church began with
St. Sophia Cathedral in Novgorod (1045-1050/52), that preserved the earliest
known arch gables over the small bays of the fagade walls of the main core,
including one decorative arch gable. In addition, the western gallery of the
cathedral ends with constructive arch gables (similar to the narthex of
Byzantine churches). Analysing the composition of St. Sophia of Novgorod,
Aleksey Komech notes that a system of arch-gabled completion has not been
developed here yet, as arch gables were combined with horizontal cornices,
triangular gables, and quarter circle completion'?. Nevertheless, the process
of forming the arch-gabled completion in St. Sophia of Novgorod has already
begun, so it may be considered a “proto-arch-gabled” church. It is possible
that the process of the emergence of arch gables over small bays of the fagade
walls, similar to those in St. Sophia of Novgorod, might also take place in
Kyiv in the middle of the 11" century in St. Iryna’s Church, St. George’s
Church and the Church in the Manor of the Metropolitan House. But these

19 Hukonaii Xonocrenko, Hccredosanus Cnaccrkozo cobopa 6 UYepnuzose in the edition
Pecmaspayus u uccneoosanus namamnuxos Kyremypsl, Buin. 3, Ctpoitnsnat, Mocksa, 1990,
c. 8.

' The analysis of different variants of reconstructing the original appearance of St. Sophia
Cathedral in Kyiv is presented in the publication by Yurii Koreniuk (FOpiit Kopenioxk,
“IIpobaemu nocuipkenHs Codilicekoro cobopy: icropis Ta cydacHicts” in “Tlam’sTkn
VYxpainu: icTopis Ta Kyiaprypa”, Crensum. 1/2013, c. 10-17).

12 Anexceit Komeu, [pesrepyccroe 300uecmeo konya X — navana Xl 6. ... c. 248.
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monuments are known only from the materials of the archaeological
researches, which do not give any idea of the nature of the completion of
their facade walls.

* The second half of the 11" century

The Dormition Cathedral of Pechersk Monastery in Kyiv (1073—-1087) is
considered to be the first arch-gabled church. Its main volume is an elongated
west-east parallelepiped, topped by a single dome. During the dismantling of
the cathedral ruins (after the explosion in 1941), a fragment of the
composition of a window and two niches from the plane of the arch gable
was found, which became the basis for the reconstruction of the arch-gabled
completion (Mykola Kholostenko)'®. The three-dimensional composition of
the Dormition Cathedral is characterised by the lowering of side apses, so the
arch gables of the eastern corner compartments were lowered accordingly
(Aleksey Komech) ',

St. Michael’s Church (1070-1088) of Vydubytskyi Monastery in Kyiv,
built almost simultaneously with the Dormition Cathedral of Pechersk
Monastery, has preserved only the western part. The narthex of St. Michael’s
Church was completed with arch gables, it is proved that the remains of the
lower parts of windows or niches that have been preserved in the semicircles
that were supposed to complete the southern bay of its western wall and the
southern end wall. The existence of the arch gables above the small bays of
the naos is demonstrated by the preserved remains of double ledges on the
lesenes, that are the lower parts of the profiling of the arch gable semicircles
starting from the level of the springers of the small arches of the vaults over
the choirs'.

« The first decade of the 12" century

Built in 1108-1113, St. Michael’s Golden-Domed Cathedral represents
the completed form of the arch-gabled church with a narthex. The volume of
St. Michael’s Golden-Domed Cathedral is the same as that of the Dormition
Cathedral of Pechersk Monastery, an elongated horizontal parallelepiped
topped with a single dome (Fig. 1). St. Michael’s Golden-Domed Cathedral is

13 Mukona Xonocrenko, Ycnencoxkuti cobop Ileuepcokozo monacmups in the edition
Cmapooasniii Kuis, Hayxosa nymka, Kuis, 1975, c. 151-153.

14 Anekceit Komeu, /Ipesnepyccroe 300uecmeo xonya X — nauana Xl 6. ... ¢. 272. According
to the reconstruction proposed by Mykola Kholostenko, all the vaults of the corner
compartments of the Dormition Cathedral were lowered, and the small arch gables were
lowered accordingly, their crowns were located at the level of the springers of the large arched
gables in the ends of the arms of the spatial cross (Mukona XonocTeHko, Ycnencokuii cobop
Ileuepcokoco monacmups ... c.153. Mukona Xonoctenko, Hosi oOocniosxcenus loanwo-
Ilpeomeuencokoi yepxeu ma pexoncmpyxyis Ycnencvrkoeo cobopy Kueso-Ileuepcvkoi nagpu
in the edition Apxeonociuni Oocnidscenns cmapooasnvoco Kueea, HaykoBa mymka, Kuis,
1976, c. 144, puc. 14, 15). However, in reality, such a lowering of the vaults was fixed only in
the eastern part of the church (Muxoma Xonocrenko, Ycnencoxuii cobop Ileuepcorkozo
Monacmups ... ¢. 151-154).

15 Anekceit Komeu, [pesnepyccroe 300uecmeo konya X — nauana Xl 6. ... c. 265.
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sometimes called a smaller copy of the Dormition Cathedral. However, in
St. Michael’s Golden-Domed Cathedral, according to measurements and
photographs by Ipolyt Morhilevskyi, when the side apses were lowered, the
springers of all arch gables were on the same level'®, unlike the Dormition
Cathedral, that had lowered eastern arch gables. Nevertheless, the niches on
the eastern arch gables were noticeably lower than those of the other small
arch gables, which approximately corresponded to the level of the lowered
eastern corner vaults. Thus, the rise of the eastern bays by the addition of
decorative arch gables was obviously due to new tastes, while the
preservation of lower niches was in line with the old tradition. Emphasising
this, Aleksey Komech calls the niches on the eastern arch gables of the side
facades of St. Michael’s Golden-Domed Cathedral a “double decoration”!”.
The horizontal static volume with a narthex characteristic of St. Michael’s
Golden-Domed Cathedral would later become the most widespread
compositional variant of the arch-gabled church.
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Fig. 1: Golden Domed

16 Hauionanbhuii 3anoBinank «Codis Kuisceka», Haykoso-ponnosuit Bimrin, H-875, H-884,
H-1807. Muxaun Kaprep, [Jpesuuti Kues. Ouepku no ucmopuu MamepuanibHOU Kyibmypol
opesHepycckoeo 20pood ... ¢. 279, Tadbn. XLVIL

17 Anexceit Komeu, [pesnepyccroe 300uecmeo konya X — navana Xl e.... c. 280.
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At the same time with St. Michael’s Golden-Domed Cathedral, the arch-
gabled church without a narthex emerged. The Trinity Gate Church (after
1106) of Pechersk Monastery was the first to represent that variant of
church'®. The Trinity Gate Church has a square plan and its fagades have the
same centrally symmetrical build, creating a new composition with a vertical
orientation of the church volume, in contrast to the elongated parallelepiped
of the churches with narthex (Fig. 2). In the three-dimensional solution of the
Trinity Gate Church, the composition of the newly formed arch-gabled
church undergoes certain transformations, which may be interpreted as the
initial stage of the development of churches with a vertical composition. This
stage is limited to increasing the height of the main volume of the church and
the vertical orientation of the decorative elements of the fagades.

109
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Fig. 2: Trinity Gate Church

18 The earliest known four-pillared church without a narthex is the Church of St. John the
Baptist (late 11" century), which was adjacent to the northern end of the narthex of the
Dormition Cathedral of Pechersk Monastery. But the Church of St. John the Baptist was not a
separate church. The baptistery adjacent to the southern end of narthex of St. Michael’s
Golden-Domed Cathedral had a similar planning solution. The first known separate church,
not an addition to the cathedral, was the Trinity Gate Church of Pechersk Monastery, which,
probably, followed the planning solution of the church on the Golden Gate, that has not been
preserved.
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Similar features are inherent in another Kyiv church, the Church of the
Saviour on Berestov (1113-1125). Having a narthex, the plan of this church
was elongated, but its considerable height gave its three-dimensional
composition a certain vertical orientation (Fig. 3). It was emphasized by the
composition of windows arranged in vertical tiers between the lesenes. In
addition, three porches emerge in the Church of the Saviour on Berestov,
which are the elements of a stepped composition. It should be emphasized
that a trefoil arch was fixed for the first time in the overlap of those porches
(traces of the junction of the vault of the western porch in the form of a trefoil
arch have been preserved on the western wall of the narthex). This trefoil
form began to be widely used in pillar-shaped churches from the end of the
12" century. It should also be noted that the Church of the Saviour on
Berestov was built only of brick with a recessed row (recessed brick
technique), unlike other Kyiv monuments of the early 12% century, which
used the “opus mixtum” masonry technique of stone and bricks with a
recessed row. The “opus mixtum” remained unchanged in Kyiv from the time
of the construction of the Tithe Church in the late 10% century to the first
decades of the 12™ century.

Fig. 3: Berestov
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« The first quarter of the 12" century

Almost simultaneously, in the early 12" century in Kyiv, with the
emergence of completed forms of the arch-gabled church in two
compositional types: with a narthex and without a narthex, the first regional
variants of the arch-gabled church were formed in Novgorod and Chernihiv.
Both of these regional variants are characterized by the location of the
springers of all arch gables at the same level, with no lowering of the eastern
part. Novgorod variant is a transformation of the aesthetic model of the arch-
gabled church represented in St. Michael’s Golden-Domed Cathedral under
the influence of St. Sophia Cathedral in Novgorod. All Novgorod churches of
the first quarter of the 12" century have narthex, but compared to Kyiv
churches, they are higher, which gives their volumes a vertical orientation.
The churches of Novgorod, like those of Kyiv, were built of stone and brick
using the “opus mixtum” masonry technique'®. Chernihiv variant very closely
follows the horizontally oriented three-dimensional composition of Kyiv
St. Michael’s Golden-Domed Cathedral, but implements this composition in
the masonry technique “opusisodos”. At the same time, Romanesque
constructions (cross vaults) and decorative elements (Lombard band, deeply
recessed portals, semi-columns on lesenes) emerged in Chernihiv churches.
In addition, in those churches the staircase to the choirs is located in the
thickness of one of the walls, unlike Kyiv and Novgorod churches, where the
staircase to the choirs is located in a tower attached to partially or completely
incorporated into the narthex.

» From the middle of the 1120s to the 1150s

Chernihiv variant of the arch-gabled church widespreads to the southern
and southwestern regions of Old Rus (Kyiv, Pereiaslav-Ruskyi, Smolensk,
Volodymyr-Volynskyi, and Staraya Ryazan) and becomes interregional.
Accordingly, the masonry technique “opus isodos” is also spreading with it.
Along with Chernihiv variant spreading, regional variants of the arch-gabled

19 The local transformation of the masonry technique “opus mixtum” is associated with using
large quantities of limestone in Novgorod (IlaBen Pammomnopt, 300uecmeo [pesneii Pycu,
Hayxa, Jlenunrpaznckoe otaenenue, Jlenunrpaz, 1986, c. 68).

20 The location of the staircase in the tower adjacent to the narthex is typical for Novgorod
churches of the first quarter of the 12" century. In the 11" century, this can be seen in the
Transfiguration Cathedral in Chernihiv and St. Sophia Cathedral in Polotsk. In other churches
of the 11" century, stair towers are located in the narthex or built into galleries, in particular in
St. Sophia of Kyiv and St. Sophia of Novgorod. A stair tower is partially included in the
volume of the narthex in St. Michael’s Church (1070-1088) of Vydubytskyi Monastery in
Kyiv. And in Kyiv St. Michael’s Golden-Domed Cathedral (1108—1113), the stair tower is
completely included in the volume of the narthex, its shape is not visible from the outside. It is
not known how the staircase to the choirs in the Dormition Cathedral (1073—1087) of Pechersk
Monastery looked like and where it was situated, according to which different opinions have
been expressed (ITaBen Panmomnopt, Pycckas apxumexmypa X—XIII 6s.: kamanoe namamuuxos,
Hayxa, Jlenunrpanckoe ornenenue, Jleaunrpan, 1982, c. 24).
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church without a narthex emerged in the second half of the 1120s. At that
time, one of the first variants probably emerged in Halych land. It was
distinguished from all the others by its building materials: instead of break it
is limestone, carefully squared and laid on very thin mortar joins. But all the
monuments of this variant are known only from archaeological excavations.

From the end of the 1120s, a deliberate search for a vertical composition
was carried out within the churches of the arch-gabled type, the centre of
which was Polotsk. There emerged several variants of “proto-pillar-shaped”
churches, which are known mainly from the archaeological excavations?'. A
characteristic feature of Polotsk churches is that they were built of brick
using the recessed brick technique, as in Kyiv Church of the Saviour on
Berestov.

« From the 1160s to the end of the 12" century

The construction of the arch-gabled churches with a narthex is almost
completely stopped. Instead, the arch-gabled churches without a narthex have
become widespread, with several regional variants emerging. The churches
that have the features of Chernihiv variant but do not have a narthex were
built in Kyiv, Chernihiv, and Smolensk. The earliest preserved monuments of
this variant are known in Smolensk and can be considered interregional in the
second half of the 12" century, replacing Chernihiv variant, which used to be
interregional from the middle of the 1120s to the 1160s.

In addition to the interregional variant of the second half of the
12™ century, local variants of the arch-gabled church without a narthex also
emerged. In Novgorod land, this is Staraya Ladoga variant, which has been
developed from Novgorod one of the early 12" century, where the lack of a
narthex differs Staraya Ladoga variant from Novgorod one. Another local
variant of the arch-gabled church without a narthex, that did not go beyond
the region of its formation, emerged in the middle of the 12" century in
Vladimir-Suzdal land. Its characteristic features are the using of carefully
squared limestone as building material and Romanesque decoration (a band
of blind arcading supporting on ornamental colonettes, deeply recessed
portals and archivolts of windows, and the introduction of exterior sculpture).
It can be assumed that the basis for Vladimir-Suzdal variant of the arch-
gabled church was Halych one, which emerged in the second quarter of the
12" century and was also characterized by using carefully squared limestone
as building material. So, in science it is widely believed that in the middle of
the 12" century craftsmen from Halych land came to Vladimir-Suzdal land**.

2! For more details, see Karepuna Mixeenko, “3 icropii xpamoOynysanns Kuiscbkoi Pyci” in
“Ykpaincbkuii icropuunnii xypnan”, 4 (565)/2022, c. 214-230.

22 Huxonaii Boponun, 300uecmeo Cesepo-Bocmounoti Pycu XII-XV eexos: ¢ 2 m., Tom .
XII cmonemue, I3n-Bo AH CCCP, Mocksa, 1961, c. 107-110. Oner HMoanuucsn, 300uecmeso
nepeoti nonogunvl — cepeounst XII 6. in the edition Mcmopusa pycckozo uckyccmsa: ¢ 22 m.,
Tom 2/1. Uckyccmeo 20—60-x 20006 XII eéexa, ' ocynapCTBEHHBII HHCTUTYT UCKYCCTBO3HAHHS,
Mocksa, 2012, c. 143-144.
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In the 1180s—1190s, churches with a set of typical features of pillar-
shaped compositions emerged in different cultural centres (Smolensk, Kyiv,
Ovruch, and Bilgorod), including a vertical volume with a trefoil walls
completion, as well as vertically oriented elements of facade decoration,
primarily figurine-shaped lesenes. During that period, there was the
standardisation of the pillar-shaped type, which at the turn of the 12® and
13" centuries almost completely replaced the arch-gabled type and became
interregional until 1240, when the development of architecture was
interrupted by the Mongol invasion.

skesksk

Focusing on the defined stages of the development of the arch-gabled
church, we turn to the churches of Kyiv, Pereiaslav-Ruskyi, and Chernihiv,
known from the archaeological materials, to detail the process of
development of the arch-gabled church in the 12 century.

* The first decade of the 12" century

St. Michael’s Golden-Domed Cathedral in Kyiv, founded by Prince
Sviatopolk Iziaslavych in 1108 (he was buried in this church in 1113), was
apparently completely preserved after the Mongol invasion of 1240. During
the 17" and 18" centuries, additions were made to the Old Rus building and
the cathedral got a Baroque look. The church existed in this form until 1937,
when it was destroyed by the order of the Soviet authorities. In the 1970s and
1980s, Aleksey Komech determined that St. Michael’s Golden-Domed
Cathedral represented the complete form of the arch-gabled type of church,
because springers of all arch gables were located on the same level?. Such an
aesthetic model would become the basis for the development of regional
variants of arch-gabled church during the 12% century.

The materials for the study of St. Michael’s Golden-Domed Cathedral
during the 20™ century was based on the researches by Ipolyt Morhilevskyi,
made before the destruction of the church in 1937%. Based on those
materials, Aleksey Komech defined the role of St. Michael’s Golden-Domed
Cathedral as the key stage in the development of the arch-gabled church.
However, new important materials for specifying the role of St. Michael’s

23 Anekceit Komeu, Jpesnepyccroe 300uecmeo xonya X — navana Xl 6. ... c. 280.

24 The materials by Ipolyt Morhilevskyi (photos taken before and during the destruction of the
cathedral, and photos of his measurement drawings) are kept in the National Conservation
Area “St. Sophia of Kyiv”’ (HaykoBo-¢donmosuit Biguain, H-320, H-387, H-436, H-437, H-549—
H-551, H-759-H-765, H-781-H-792, H-808-H-838, H-870-H-873, H-875-H-878, H-880-H-
893, H-958, H-1115, H-1508, H-1807, H-1925, H-4242, H-4250-H-4255, H-4258, H-4260, H-
4284, H-4305, H-4306, H-4310-H-4313, H-4315, H-4333-H-4342, H-4355-H-4359). Some
of these materials were published by Mikhail Karger (Mwuxawn Kaprep, Jpesnuii Kues.
Ouepku no ucmopuu MamepuaibHol Kyibmypsl OPEGHEPYCCKO20 20podd.... ¢. 276277, 279,
281-282, tabm. XLVII-L).
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Golden-Domed Cathedral in the development of Old Rus architecture was
provided by the archaeological researches in the 1990s (1992—-1994 led by
Viktor Kharlamov?®, and 1996-1997 by Hleb Ivakin®). At that time, the
entire area of the church plan was excavated. One of the most important
results of which was the finding out of the additions to the main Old Rus
church volume, that was a four-pillared with a narthex (Fig. 4). The Church
of the Entry of the Lord into Jerusalem (often called the baptistery in the
scientific literature) was added to the southern end of the narthex. In addition,
porches were built next to the western and northern portals. While the
baptistery was known in the scientific literature (the remains of its
foundations were firstly recorded by Petr Lashkarev in 18882%"), the porches
were firstly found out during excavations in 1996-1997. Based on the
masonry technique and building materials, the additions (baptistery and
porches) were built shortly after the construction of the main volume of the
church?.

25 Bixrop Xapnamos, Bosnomumup onuap, Tenmaniii Tpopumenko, 3BiT Hpo  PpO3KOIKH
nam’satkd  apxitektypu XII cr. MuxaiiniBcbkoro 30110TOBEepXoro cobopy Ha TepHTOPii
KONMHMUIHBOTO J[MHUTpiiBChKOTO-MuxaiiniBcbkoro MoHactupst y 1992 p. Haykosuii apxie
Incmumymy apxeonoeii HAH Vikpainu, @ono excneouyiti, 1992/1, 74 apk. Bikrop Xapiaamos,
Bonoxumup 'ondap, 3BIiT mpo apXiTeKTypHO-apXeOJIOTIUHI PO3KOIKH MaM’SITKU apXiTeKTypu
XII-XVIII ct. MuxaitniBcekoro 3010TOBEpX0oro cobopy Ha TepHTOpil KOJHMIIHLOTO
JmutpiiBcekoro-MuxaitmiBcbkoro MoHactupst 'y 1993 p.  Haykosuii  apxie Incmumymy
apxeonoeii HAH Yxpainu, ®@ouo excneouyiii, 1993/13, 39 apk.

26 T'ni6 Isakin, Teopriit Kozy6oscbkuit, Bitaniit Kosio6a, Cepriit ITosnskos, Haykosuii 3BiT
PO apXiTEeKTYPHO-apXEOJOTiYHI JOCIDKEHHS KOMIUIeKCy MuxailmiBcbkoro 30J0TOBEPXOTo
MoHacTups B M. KueBi y 1996-1997 pp. Tom 1. OcnoBna uactuna. Haykosuil apxie
Incmumymy apxeonoeii HAH Yxpainu, @ono excneouyiti, 1997/103, 201 apk. I'ni6 IBakiH,
[eopriii KosyOoBcbkuii,  Biramiit Kosto6a,  Cepriii  IlomskoB, Towm Illa.  Amsbom
¢dorolmocTpariif 10 HAYKOBOTO 3BITy NP0 apXiTEKTYpHO-apXEOJOTiYHI JTOCITiIKEHHS
KOMIUIeKCY MuxaimiBcbkoro 3omoTroBepxoro MoHactups B M. KueBi y 1996-1997 pp.
Hayrosuii apxie Incmumymy apxeonoeii HAH Yxpainu, ®@ono excneouyiit, 1997/103, tabm. 1—
88. I'mi6 IBakin, ['eopriit Kosyboscekuii, Birainiit Koszo6a, Cepriii Ilomskos, Towm III6.
AnpboM (oToimocTpaliii 10 HAyKOBOTO 3BITY MPO apXITEKTypPHO-apXEOJIOTiYHI JOCTIKEHHS
KoMIUIeKcy MuxainiBcbkoro 3omoToBepxoro Monactups B M. Kuesi 'y 1996-1997 pp.
Hayxosuii  apxie Incmumymy apxeonocii HAH VYxpainu, ®@ono excneouyit, 1997/103,
Tabn. 89-163. I'mi6 IBakin, I'eopriit KozyOooschkuii, Bitamiit Ko3to6a, Cepriit [lomsikos,
Tom IV. Kpecnennkun 100 HayKOBOTO 3BITY IIPO apXiTEKTYPHO-apXeOoJOTi4HI JOCITiIKEHHS
KOMIUIEKCY MuxaiimiBcbkoro 3o070TOBepXoro MoHactups B M. Kuesi 'y 1996-1997 pp.
Hayrosuii  apxie Incmumymy apxeonocii HAH Yxpainu, @ono excneouyit, 1997/103,
82 kpecnennku. Some materials were published in the article by Hleb Ivakin (I'ni6 IBaxis,
“ApxeonoriuHe BUBYeHHS MuXaifiiBCbKoro 30J0TOBEpX0ro MoHacTupsa B 1996-1998 poxax”
in “ITam’ Tk YKpainu: icTopis Ta Kyasrypa”, 1/1999, c. 52-59).

2 Terp Jlamkapes, [lepkosno-apxeonozuueckue ouepKu, UCCie008anus u  pegepamol,
Tun. U. Y. Yokososa, Kues, 1898, c. 238-239.

28 IT'ni6 Isakin, Teopriit Kozy6oscbkuit, Birtaniit Kosio6a, Cepriii [Monskos, HaykoBuil 3BiT
PO apXiTEeKTYPHO-apXeOoJIOTiYHI JTOCIDKEHHS KOMIUIEKCY MuxaiimiBcbkoro 30J10TOBEPXOTO
MoHacTups B M. Knesi y 1996-1997 pp. Tom 1. OcHoBHa wacTHHa ... apk. 8.

35



The 12" Century Arch-gabled Churches in the Southern Region of Old Rus (Kyiv, Chernihiv, and
Pereiaslav-Ruskyi) Based on the Materials of the Archaeological Excavations

A

lL__r-:{r--u.ruI

1
5
'
]
L.

Fig. 4: Golden Domed plan

The foundation remains of Church of the Entry of the Lord into
Jerusalem (baptistery), which was added to the southern end of the cathedral
narthex after its final completion and plastering facade walls, have hardly
ever been preserved. The baptistery was small three-apsed and four-pillared
(about 10.8 m long and about 8.6 m wide)®. Its altar pillars were cross-
shaped (only one row of wall bricks has been preserved)® . The western pair
of pillars were not preserved, but the outline of the southwestern pillar was
fixed from the brick prints on the mortar layer. It turned out that this pillar
was not cross-shaped, but octagonal in shape. The only trace of the
northwestern side, the size of which was approximately 70 cm, has been
completely preserved. Obviously, the northwestern pillar was of the same
shape®!. The octagonal pillars fixed in the baptistery indicate that it is one of
the earliest examples of sub-domed pillars of this form in Old Rus
architecture. Before that, it was believed that octagonal pillars firstly emerged
in the Nativity of the Virgin Cathedral (1117-1122) in St. Antony’s monastery
in Novgorod. Another important feature of the southern wall of the baptistery
of St. Michael’s Golden-Domed Cathedral is the lack of an inner lesene in
front of the western pair of pillars. From the point of view of the scientists
who took part in the excavations, this indicates the specific features of the
monument overlap®?, and the fagades possibly had trefoil completion®.

2 Ibid., apk. 26.
30 Ibid., apk 28.
31 Ibid., apk. 30.
32 Ibid., apk. 29.
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However, according to Aleksey Komech, the baptistery was completed with
arch gables, similar to those of the Church of St. John the Baptist of the
Dormition Cathedral of Pechersk Monastery>*.

The previously unknown porches to the northern and western portals
(located in the central bays of the facades), found out in the archaeological
excavations in 1997, were rectangular in shape in the plan. The northern
porch (internal dimensions: 6.37 m in the east-west direction and 4.98 m in
the north-south direction) has been better preserved. Its eastern and western
walls have been preserved to the height from 3 to 4 rows of brick masonry,
and only the foundation of rubble stone with signinum mortar remains from
the northern wall. Inside the porch there are two pillars, which are square in
the plan. The foundation of the northern wall of the porch, opposite these
pillars, has internal and external lesenes of the appropriate width®*. The
additional pillars near the northern cathedral wall, as well as the
corresponding lesenes on the northern wall of the porch, testify the
peculiarities of the porch overlap. The small distance between the pillars and
the side (eastern and western) walls of the porch allowed the scientists of the
researches led by Hleb Ivakin to assume that it had been covered with a
trefoil vault, similar to the western porch of the Church of the Savior on
Berestov®®. However, Aleksey Komech considers this assumption about the
trefoil completion of the porch to be controversial®’. In addition, it should be
noted that the drawings of the porch plan show that its corners have crosses3?,
which is typical for Kyiv monuments built in the “opus mixtum” masonry
technique and is chronologically mostly limited to the first quarter of the
12™ century.

Another argument in favour of the fact that the main volume of
St. Michael’s Golden-Domed Cathedral and its northern porch were built by
the same craftsmen is that in the corner between the partly ruined northern
lesene of the western facade and the western lesene of the northern fagade a

33 Muxaiino Jlerrsapos, Aunpiii Peyros, Muxaiiniecoxuii 3on10mosepxuii monacmup, Texuika,
Kuis, 1997, c. 149. I'ni6 IBakin, “ApxeosyoridHe BUBYEHHS MUXaiIiBChKOro 30J0TOBEPXOTO
MoHacTups B 1996-1998 pokax™ ... c. 54.

3 Anexceii Komeu, Apxumexmypa emopoii nonosunsl XI — nepeoii uemsepmu XII éexa in the
edition Ucmopus pycckozo uckyccmea: 6 22 m. Tom 1. Hckyccmeo Kuesckoii Pycu IX —
nepeas uemsepmov XII eexa, CeBepHblil nanoMHuk, Mocksa, 2007, c. 385.

35 I'mi6 Isakin, Teopriit Kozy6oscekuit, Birtaniit Kosio6a, Cepriii [Tonskos, HaykoBuil 3BiT
PO apXiTEeKTYPHO-apXeOoJIOTiYHI JIOCIDKEHHS KOMIUIEKCY MuxaitmiBchkoro 30J10TOBEPXOTO
MoHacTups B M. Kuesi y 1996-1997 pp. Tom 1. OcHoBHa yactuHa ...apk. 31-33.

36 Ibid., apk. 33.

37 Anexceit Komeu, Apxumexmypa emopoii nonosunst XI — nepsoii vemeepmu XII éexa ...
c. 385.

3 I'mi6 Isakin, [eopriii Kosy6oscekuii, Biraniii Kosio6a, Cepriit  Ionskos, Tom IV.
Kpecnenukyn 10 HayKoOBOTO 3BITYy IPO apXiTEKTYpHO-apXEOJOTiUHI JOCIKEHHS KOMILIEKCY
MuxaiimiBCcbKOTO 30J0TOBEpX0ro MoHAcTUps B M. Kuei y 1996—-1997 pp. ... kpecnenunk 20.
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diagonally placed brick has been traced*’. The same method was traced in the
main volume of the church, in particular, between the lesenes of the two
western pillars and on the lesenes of the narthex walls. The researchers, who
participated in the excavations, note that such a method of the diagonally
placed bricks of the corners of the walls and pillars at certain intervals (every
4-8 rows of bricks) was a unique feature of the masonry of St. Michael’s
Golden-Domed Cathedral®.

Next to the central bay of the cathedral western fagade (narthex), among
the masonry of different periods, the remains of the foundations of the
rectangular western porch were found. The western porch has hardly ever
been preserved. Only the foundations of the northern and western walls have
been partially preserved, significantly damaged by some reconstructions in
the 17"-19% centuries. This porch had a width (north-south) of about 6.8 m
and a length (west-east) of about 4.7 m*!.

The additions, which were found, significantly change the idea of the
general composition of the volume of St. Michael’s Golden-Domed Cathedral
in pre-Mongol period (Fig. 5) and give grounds to consider this cathedral not
only the first completed church of the arch-gabled type, but also the initial
stage of the formation of a stepped composition (the availability of porches
that gave impetus to the development of pillar-shaped type of church).

Fig. 5: Golden Domed Reutov

3 T'ni6 Isaxin, Ieopriii Kosy6oscekuii, Biraniit Kosio6a, Cepriii ITonsxos, Haykosuii 3BiT
PO apXiTEeKTYPHO-apXeOoJIOTiuHI JOCIDKeHHSI KOMIUIEKCY MuXailmiBchKkoro 30JI0TOBEPXOTO
MoHactups B M. Kuesi y 1996-1997 pp. Tom 1. OcHoBHa yacTHHa ... apk. 32-33.

40 Ibid., apx. 13.

41 Ibid., apx. 33-34.
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* From the middle of the 1120s to the 1150s

It is fundamentally important to understand the development of the arch-
gabled church to study the process of spreading Chernihiv variant, which
from the second quarter of the 12 century began to emerge in other regions,
in particular, Kyiv and Pereiaslav-Ruskyi. Firstly, it is reasonable to consider
the emergence of Chernihiv variant in Kyiv. The preserved monument of this
variant in Kyiv is St. Cyril’s Church (built after 1140, first chronicle mention
in 1171), and in Kyiv land is St. George’s Church in Kaniv (founded in
1144). In addition to them, Kyiv churches of the late 1120s and 1130s known
from the archaeological researches can also be referred to Chernihiv variant.
These are the Church of St. Theodore’s Monastery and the Dormition
(Pyrohoshcha) Church in Kyiv.

The Church of St. Theodore’s Monastery, according to the chronicle,
was founded by Prince Mstyslav Volodymyrovych in 1128, and in 1132 he
was buried in the church. Researchers believe that the church, which was the
central building of the monastery, was probably preserved after Mongol
invasion of 1240 in Kyiv. But in the middle of the 17" century, it was already
in ruins, as evidenced by the drawings made by Abraham van Westerfeld of
16512, Later, the church was dismantled and its building materials were used
for the construction and restoration of other Kyiv churches®. Based on a
comparison of the archaeological excavation materials on Starokyivska Hill
and the chronicle reports, in the early 1980s, Petro Tolochko proposed the
location of St. Theodore’s Monastery*. But the place where the church was
situated remained uncertain until 1983, when Viktor Kharlamov and Yaroslav
Borovskyi found out the masonry foundation of the northwestern corner of
the church in an exploratory pit. In the same year, a significant part of the
foundations of the church western and northern walls were researched®.

4 SIxoB CmupnoB, Pucynxu Kueea 1651 200a no xonusm ux xonya XVIII éexa in the edition
Tpyowr  XIII Apxeonozuueckoco cwesoa 6 Examepunocnase, Tom II, TopapuiiecTBo
tunorpapun  A.W. MamonroBa, MockBa, 1908, c.484-487, tabn. VII, puc.2, tabdn. VIII,
puc. 1, 2. Muxaun Kaprep, /[pesnuii Kues. Ouepxu no ucmopuu mMamepuaibHoll Kyibmypvl
opesuepycckoco  2opoda ... c.431-433. Credanus Kumuesuu, Buxrop Xapnamos,
Hccneoosanue xpama Bomua ®@edoposckoco monacmuipsi Xl 6. 6 Kuege in the edition
Jpesnue crasane u Kuesckas Pycy, HaykoBa nymka, Kues, 1989, c. 186—187.

4 Credanust Kunnesuu, Bukrop Xapnamos, Otdyer o packonkax CTapOKMEBCKOTO OTpsa
Kuesckoii apxeonormdeckoit skcnequnun 3a 1984 r. (ym. Bnagumupckas, 7-9). Haykosuii
apxie Incmumymy apxeonocii HAH Yxpainu. @ono excneouyiii, 1984/18r, apk. 2. Credanus
Kunuesuu, Bukrop Xapnamos, Hccredosanue xpama Bomua Pedoposckozo monacmuipsa XII
6. 6 Kuese ... c. 187.

4 Tlerp Tonouko, Apesnuii Kues, Haykosa nymka, Kues, 1983, ¢. 195-196.

4 Buktop Xapnamos, OT4eT HavalbHHKAa APXUTEKTYPHO-aPXEOJOTHYECKOTO  OTpAIA
Kuesckoii apxeonornueckoit skcreauuuu MA AH YCCP Xapnamosa B. A. o pa3Benke u
packonkax ®enoposckoro Borua monacteipst B Kuese 3a 1983 r. Haykosuii apxie Incmumymy
apxeonoeii HAH Yxpainu, ®@ono excneouyiii, 1985/29a, 4 apk.
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During 1984-1985, the entire area of the church plan was excavated under
the supervision of Stefaniia Kiliievych and Viktor Kharlamov*. The
foundations and fragments of masonry walls of the church have been
preserved.

The Church of St. Theodore’s Monastery was four-pillared with a
narthex. The gallery with an apse in the east, dating the late 12" — early
13™ centuries, was adjacent to the southern wall of the church (Fig. 6). While
conducting the excavations, several blocks of brick masonry with opus
signinum mortar were found. Some of these blocks have preserved their front
surface. This made it possible to determine that the Church of St. Theodore’s
Monastery had been built using the “opus isodos” masonry technique*’. In
addition, it is important to state that the corner lesenes did not form right
angles, but created crosses, and that all the lesenes lacked semi-columns*.

4 Creanns Kunnesnu, Bukrop Xapnamos, Otder o packonkax CTapOKHMEBCKOTO OTpsa
KueBckoii apxeomnornueckoi skcreaunmu 3a 1984 r. (yn. Bnagumupckas, 7-9). Haykosuii
apxie Incmumymy apxeonocii HAH Vxpainu, ®ono excneouyiti, 1984/18r, 14 apk.
Credanns Kunuesnd, Bukrop Xapnamos, Anb00M MITIOCTpAIMi K OTYETY O PACKOMKax XpaMa
®enopockoro MoHacTeIpst B Kuese 3a 1984 r. (ym. Bnagumupckas, 7-9). Haykoeuii apxie
Incmumymy  apxeonocii  HAH  Vkpainu, @ono  excneouyii, 1984/18r, 22 tabi.
Cretdanns Knmmesnda, Bukrop XapiaamoB, Otdger o packomkax CTapoKHEBCKOTO OTpsaa
Kuesckoii apxeonorudeckoil sxcneaunuu xpama ®enoposckoro monactsipsa XII B. 3a 1985 r.
(yn. Bnagumupckas, 7-9). Hayxoeuii apxie Incmumymy apxeonocii HAH Yxkpainu, @ono
excneouyit, 1985/29a, 10 apk. Credannst Kunuesnu, Buxrop Xapnamos, AnsOoM
WIUTIOCTPALUA K 0TYeTy O packomkax CrapokueBckoro orpsiza KueBckoi apxeonoruueckoi
skcnenuuuu xpama Penoposckoro MoHacTeips XII B. 3a 1985 r. (yn. Bragumupckas, 7-9).
Hayxosuii apxie Incmumymy apxeonoeii HAH Yxpainu, ®@ono excneouyiu, 1985/29a, 31 tabn.
Credanns Knmmesnu, Buxrop Xapmamo, UepTexknm W PUCYHKM K OTYETYy O pacKOIKax
Crapokuesckoro  ortpsaa KueBckoll — apxeonormdeckod — skcmeguuuu  3a  1985T.
(yn. Bmagumupckast, 7-9). Hayxosuii apxie Incmumymy apxeonocii HAH Yxkpainu, ®@ono
excneouyiti, 1985/29a, 16 apk.

47 Cretpanns Kunnesnu, Buxrop Xapnamos, Otder o packonkax CTapOKHMEBCKOTO OTpsa
KueBsckoii apxeonornueckoit sxcneauuun xpama ®enoposckoro MoHacteipss XII B. 3a 1985 1.
(yn. Bragumupckas, 7-9) ... apk6-7. Credanus Kunuesnu, Buktop Xapramos,
Hccneoosanue xpama Bomua ®edoposckozo monacmuipa XII 6. ¢ Kuese ... c. 185.

8 Crethanus Kunuesny, Bukrop Xapnamos, Ueprexu M PUCYHKH K OTYETY O PACKOIIKAX
CrapokueBckoro  ortpsana KueBckolt — apxeojormueckoil  skcmenumuu  3a 1985
(yn. Bmagumupckas, 7-9) ... apk. 2, 4-6.
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Fig. 6: St. Theodor Monastery

Thus, the Church of St. Theodore’s Monastery was the first Kyiv
monument built using the “opus isidos” masonry technique. Stefaniia
Kiliievych and Viktor Kharlamov believed that a new stylistic trend was
beginning to emerge with the construction of the church of St. Theodore’s
Monastery in Kyiv*. However, based on the stages of development of the
arch-gabled church, this was not a new trend, but a transfer to Kyiv of the
completed variant of the arch-gabled church that had been developed in
Chernihiv in the first quarter of the 12% century. Therefore, the Church of
St. Theodore’s Monastery can be considered as one of the first examples of
the transformation of Chernihiv variant of arch-gabled church from local to
interregional. But the Church of St. Theodore’s Monastery still retains the
features typical for Kyiv architecture of the 11" — early 12% centuries. These
are the crosses at the corners and the lack of semi-columns on the lesenes,
which may indicate a rather strong Kyiv tradition, and therefore there was no
immediate transition to Chernihiv variant with all the features, but certain
traits of Kyiv architecture were preserved.

The next monument that illustrates the process of transferring Chernihiv
variant of the arch-gabled church to Kyiv is the Dormition (Pyrohoshcha)
Church. The church was founded in 1131 by Prince Mstyslavy

4 Creanuss Kunmueny, Buxrop Xapnamos, Uccredosanue xpama Bomua ®Dedopoeckozo
monacmuoipsa X1 6. 6 Kuese ... c. 184-185.
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Volodymyrovych, and its construction was completed in 1135. The church
was preserved after Mongol invasion of Batu Khan in 1240. It was
reconstructed during the 17"-19" centuries. In 1935, the church was
demolished by the Soviet authorities, but before its destruction, Ipolyt
Morhilevskyi took some photos that give an idea of the church, measured the
church plan, and proposed the reconstruction of the plan®. However, a
detailed study of the church was not carried out at that time. The
archacological excavations of the remains of the Dormition (Pyrohoshcha)
Church were conducted in 1976-1979 under the supervision of Kostiantyn
Hupalo and Hleb Ivakin®'. The walls of the church have been preserved to a
height of about 2 m.

The church was four-pillared with a narthex (16.94x24.69 m). The
pillars of the church were cross-shaped. The staircase to the choirs were
located in the thickness of the western wall (Fig?7). The Dormition
(Pyrohoshcha) Church was built using the “opus isodos” masonry technique.
According to the plan made by Ipolyt Morhilevskyi in the 1930s before the
church destruction, its corner lesenes formed right angles®. The Dormition

30 Hanionanbuuii 3anosigauk «Codis Kuiscbka», HaykoBo-honnosuii Binnin, H-358, H-359,
H-561, H-1058-H-1068. Some of these materials were published by Mikhail Karger
(Muxaun Kaprep, /pesuuii Kues. Quepxu no ucmopuu MamepuaibHol Kyabmypbl
OpesHepyccko2o 20podd.... ¢. 441, tadbn. LXXII.

51 Koncrantun ['ynmano,  T'ne6 Usakun,  Muxaun Caraiinak, OryeT  apXUTEKTYpHO-
apXeOJIOTHYECKOTO HCCIIeIoBaHus epkBH Y creHust boropomuiel [Tuporomm (1976—1977 rr.).
Hayxosuii apxie Incmumymy apxeonocii HAH Ykpainu, @ono excneouyiu, 1977/96, 42 apk.
Koncrantun 'ymano, I'me6 VBakun, Muxaun Caraiinak, AnsOoM QoTomumocTpaimii K
OT4eTy apXMTEKTYypPHO-apXEOJNIOTHYECKOT0 WHCCIEN0BaHHUs LEepkBU YcmeHus boropoauist
Tuporouwm (19761977 rr.). Hayxosuii apxieé Incmumymy apxeonocii HAH Yxpainu, ®ono
excneouyiu, 1977/96, 36 tabn. Ilamsatauk apxurextypsl XII Beka 1epkoBb Bboropomumst
IMuporomm, r. Kues, Iogon. Tom I. Obmep. Hayrosuti apxie Incmumymy apxeonozii HAH
Yxpainu, ®ono excneouyiu, 1977/96, 31 apk. ITamsatHux apxutektypsl XII Beka mepkoBb
Boropogunpt Iluporomu, r. Kues, Ilomon. Tom II, kuura 1. Harypuble wuccnemnoBaHus
(mypder). Hayrosuil apxie Incmumymy apxeonocii HAH Yxpainu, ®ono excneduyiu, 1977/96,
37 apk. [lamsatauk apxurextypsl XII Beka uepkoBs boropoauier [Tuporomm, r. Kues, [loxo.
Tom I, xuura?2. Harypuele wuccnenoBanus (30HIaxu). Haykosuii apxie Incmumymy
apxeonoeii HAH Yxpainu, @ono excneouyiti, 1977/96, 60 apk. Koncrantun ['ymano,
I'ne6 UBakun, Jlrogmuna Ctenanenko, Otder o packonkax Iluporomm B 1978-1979 rr.
Hayxosuii apxie Incmumymy apxeonocii HAH Ykpainu, @ono excneduyiii, 1979/168, 36 apk.
Koncrantun I'ynano, I'me6 MBakun, Jlrogmuna CtenaneHko, Anb00M (GOTOMILTIOCTpannil K
otuery o packonkax [luporomm B 1978-1979 rr. Haykosuii apxie Incmumymy apxeonocii
HAH Ykpainu, @ono excneouyiti, 1979/168, 59 tabn. [Namsarauk apxutektypbl XII Beka
nepkoBb boropomuiel [Muporomu, r.Kues, Ilomon. Tom III. O6Mep u HartypHBIC
HCCNeIOBaHus (30HIAXH, IypQBI) IO BTOPOMY 3TaIly packonok. Haykoeuti apxie [ncmumymy
apxeonocii HAH Ykpainu, @ono excneouyit, 1979/16B, 65 apk. IlaMATHHK apXUTEKTYpbI
XII Bexka nepkoBb boropomunsr Iluporomu, r. Kues, Ilogon. Tom IV. O6mep u HaTypHBIE
HCCIefoBaHNs (30HAAXKH) IO TPEThEMY OJTAaIly PAacKomoK. Haykoeutl apxié Incmumymy
apxeonoeii HAH Ykpainu, @ono excneouyii, 1979/168, 42 apk.

32 Hauionanbhmit 3anoBigauk «Codis Kuiscbka», HaykoBo-ponmosnii Bimnin, H-358, H-359,
H-561. Based on the results of the archaeological excavations in 1976-1979, a plan of the
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(Pyrohoshcha) Church, unlike the Church of St. Theodore’s Monastery has
already semi-columns on lesenes. Unlike Chernihiv monuments of the first
quarter of the 12" century, these semi-columns are not made of specially
moulded radial bricks, but of ordinary rectangular ones that were trimmed>*.

ez

Fig. 7: Pyrohoscha

Dormition (Pyrohoshcha) Church was published, on which the western corner lesenes have
crosses (I'me6 Usakun, O yepreu Ycnenuss bocopoouywr Iupocoweri in the edition /[pegnue
cnassane u Kuesckas Pycy, HaykoBa nmymka, Kues, 1989, c. 169, puc. 1). However, the western
corners have hardly ever been preserved, which makes it impossible to unambiguously
reconstruct them (Ilamstauk apxutektypsl XII Beka nepkoBb Boropoawmipr Iluporormy,
r. Kues, ITogon. Tom . Obmep ... apk.5. Koncrantun ['ymanmo, I'me6 MBakun, Muxaun
Caraiimak, AnsboMm ¢dotommmocTparuii Kk OTYETy apXUTEKTYPHO-apXEOJOTHYECKOTO
nccnenoBanus uepksu Ycmenus boropoauns! [uporomu (19761977 rr.) ... Tabn. XXXVL
INamsaruux apxutekrypsl XII Beka nepkoss boropoaunst IMuporomu, r. Kues, Ilogon. Tom II,
kuura 2. HarypHele uccnemoBaHus (30HHaXH) ... apk. 16-18. IlaMATHHK apXUTEKTypHI
XII Bexa niepkoBb Boropomuibl ITuporomy, r. Kues, [Tomgon. Tom IV. O6mep u HaTypHBIC
HCCIeI0BaHMs (30HIAaXH) IO TPEThEMY ITAIly PAacKOIIOK ... apkK. 5).

33 Koncrautun I'ynano,  I'ne6 Usakun,  Muxaun Caraiinak, OTueT  apXUTEKTYpHO-
apXeoJIOTHYECKOT0 HccieoBaHus 1epkBH Ycnenusa boropoauns! [uporomu (1976-1977 rr.)
... apk. 20-22. [Namaruux apxutekTypsl XII Beka niepkoBs boropoauusr Iluporomu, r. Kues,

[omon. TomIl, xuura2. HarypHble wuccienoBanust (30HZXH) ... apk. 5-7.
Koncrautun ['ynano, I'ne6 Usaxun, Jlrogmuna Crenanenko, OtueT o packonkax [Iuporomu B
1978-1979 rr. ... apk.7, 9. Ilamaruux apxutexrypel XIIBeka uepkoBb boropomaunst

IMuporomw, r. Kues, [Toxon. Tom III. OOmep u HaTypHBIE UCCIENOBaHUS (30HIAXH, IIypQbI)
10 BTOPOMY 3TaIly PacKomoK ... apk. 37-39.
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During the excavations, it was found out that while constructing the
Dormition (Pyrohoshcha) Church a significant amount of building remains of
an older monument, which had been built in the “opus mixtum” masonry
technique, was used. Those were rubble stones, bricks, and masonry blocks
covered with plaster with graffiti residues™*.

The Dormition (Pyrohoshcha) Church demonstrates the complete
displacement of the local tradition in Kyiv by Chernihiv one, which took
place starting from the middle of the 1130s. The church has all the
characteristic features of Chernihiv variant, including corner lesenes, which
form right angles without crosses and semi-columns on lesenes.

In addition to Kyiv churches, the Church of St. Theodore’s Monastery
and the Dormition (Pyrohoshcha) Church, which have chronicle dates,
another church of the 12" century, known from the archaeological
excavations, can be referred to Chernihiv variant. This is the Church of the
Resurrection in Pereiaslav-Ruskyi. It was firstly found and studied in 1953 by
Mikhail Karger®. For the second time, the archaeological excavation of the
Church of the Resurrection was carried out in 1989 under the direction of
Viktor Kharlamov, in connection with planning its reconstruction. The

34 Koncrantun Tynano, Tne6 Weakun, Muxaun Caraiinak, OT4eT apXUTEKTYpHO-
apXeOoJIOTHYECKOTO UccieoBaHus epku Y crieHust boropoumsr [Tuporomm (1976-1977 rr.)
.. apk. 32. Koncrantun 'ymano, I'me6 Wakun, Jlrogmuna Crenanenko, OT4eT 0 pacKomkax
IMuporommm B 1978-1979 rr. ... apk. 19-20. The existence in the foundations of the Dormition
(Pyrohoshcha) Church of reused masonry blocks made in the “opus mixtum” masonry
technique gave Pavel Rappoport grounds to express doubts that the monument found out by
excavations in the 1970s was not the church mentioned in the chronicle of 1131-1135. He
believed that the chronicle information referred to an earlier church (built in the “opus
mixtum” masonry technique), which was destroyed for unknown reasons in the 12" century.
From his point of view, the building, found out by the excavations in the 1970s, had been built
using the “opus isodos” masonry technique and dated back to the 1170s-1180s (ITaBen
Pamnonopt, Pycckas apxumexmypa X-XIII ¢s.: xamanoz namamuukos ... c.19. IlaBen
Panmonopt, 300uecmeo /peeneii Pycu ... c.52). However, Hleb Ivakin gave a number of
arguments that the building found out by the excavations dated back to the time specified in
the chronicle (1131-1135) (I'ne6 UBakun, O yepreu Ycnenuss bocopoouywsr I[Tupozoweii ...
c. 174-176. I'ne6 Uakun, Ewe paz o damuposke yepksu Ycenenus Iupoeowei in the edition
Ipobremvr uzyuenus opesnepycckozo 300uecmea, Cankrt-IletepOypr, 1996, c. 51-53). This
point of view is now generally accepted, although some researchers support the version of a
later date for the building of the Dormition (Pyrohoshcha) Church found out by the
archaeological excavations of 1976-1979 (Birtaniii Ko3wba, Ilpo oamysanns 060x
nooineevkux yepkos Xl cm. y Kuesi in the edition Apxeonociuni cmyoii, Bum. 4, 3encHa
Bykosuna, Kuis—Yepnisui, 2010, c. 238-248).
35 Muxaiino Kaprep, Posxonxu ¢ Ilepescrasi-Xmenvhuyvkomy ¢ 1952-1953 pp. in the edition
Apxeonocisn, Tom IX, Bun-Bo Akaznemii Hayk Ykpaincekoi PCP, Kuis, 1954, c. 19-28.
56 Bukrop Xapnamos, OTUeT 00 apXUTEKTYPHO-aPXEOIOTHIECKIX UCCIIENOBAHNSX TAMATHHKA
apxurekTypsl XII B. Bockpecenckoil nepksu B r. IlepescnaBe-XmensHunkoMm Kuepckoit
o0JlacTH, TPOBEACHHBIX ApPXHTEKTypHO-apxeosormuckoil skcnemumueii A AH YCCP B
1989 r. Hayxosuii apxie Incmumymy apxeonozii HAH Yxpainu, ®@ono excneouyiii, 1989/29a,
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masonry of the walls and pillars of the church has been preserved to a height
of 1 m above the level of the original floor.

The Church of the Resurrection was four-pillared with a narthex
(14.3x24.2 m) (Fig. 8). The walls and pillars of the church were built of brick
using the “opus isodos” masonry technique. The corner lesenes in the Church
of the Resurrection did not form right angles, but created crosses, and all the
lesenes lacked semi-columns. All three pairs of pillars have a different
configuration in the plan. The pillars of the narthex are cross-shaped, the
western pair of sub-dome pillars is octagonal on a square base, and the
eastern pair of sub-dome pillars is cross-shaped, but with additional narrow
lesenes on the eastern side, corresponding to the lesenes of the ends of the
semicircular apses®’.

Fig. 8: Pereiaslav

During the excavations, it was found out that constructive materials from
a building of the 11" century were reused to fill the foundation ditch of the

81 apk. Bikrop Xapmnamos, I'ennaniii Tpodumenko, “Hosi mociimkenHs BockpeceHcbKol
uepksu y [lepesiciaBi-XmenpHunbkoMy” in “Apxeonoris”, 3/1992, c. 133-138.

57 Muxaiino Kaprep, Poskonku ¢ Ilepeacrasi-Xmenvhuyvkomy 6 1952-1953 pp. ... c.24.
Buxkrop XapimamoB, OTtder 00 apXHTEKTypHO-apXEOJOTHUYECKUX HCCIISIOBAaHMI MaMITHHKA
apxurekTypsl XII B. Bockpecenckoii nepksu B T. [lepesacnaBe-XmenpHunxoMm Kuesckoil
oOnacTH ... apk. 24, 44, 66, 70.
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Church of the Resurrection. They included fragments of bricks and pieces of
smoothed plaster of the exterior walls*®. Two of the three portals of the
church, the northern and southern ones, were laid with bricks made of clay
mortar. These bricks also come from a building of the 11" century, as they
have different dimensions and ceramic properties in comparison with the
bricks of the Church of the Resurrection. In addition to the bricks, fragments
of stone plates were used in the laying of the portals®®. According to
Oleksandr Kolybenko, the reused materials of the 11% century came from
St. Michael’s Cathedral in Pereiaslav-Ruskyi, which was consecrated in 1089
and damaged in a minor earthquake from 1124,

The Church of the Resurrection is not mentioned in written sources and
its dedication is not known in pre-Mongol time. Until 1935, a wooden
Church of the Resurrection, which dated back to the 18" century, was placed
on that site, so the open remains of the Old Rus church were dedicated in the
same way®!. The researchers have proposed different variants for dating the
Church of the Resurrection of pre-Mongol period. Mikhail Karger, who was
the first to research the church, dated it to the middle — second half of the
12% century®>. The Church of the Resurrection was dated by other
researchers, mostly to the second quarter of the 12% century®. The earliest
dating of the Church of the Resurrection was proposed by Oleksandr
Kolybenko. He believed that this church was built from 1124/1125 to

38 Muxaiino Kaprep, Poskonku ¢ Ilepesicnasi-Xmenonuyokomy ¢ 1952-1953 pp. ... c. 23.

9 Ibid., c. 24-25.

0 Onekcanap Konubenko, Ileprxea Bockpecinna ¢ Ilepescnasi: Izsacnas Mcmucnasuy, Anopiii
Bonooumuposuu, Becesonoo Mcmucnasuy wu HApononx Bonodumuposuu? in the edition Kusirca
0doba: icmopia i xyaemypa, Bun.2, lactutyr ykpaiHo3HaBctBa iM. I. Kpum’skeBnua
HAH VYxpainu, JIsBiB, 2008, c. 195-196.

1 Muxaitno Kaprep, Poskonku ¢ Ilepesicnasi-Xmenonuyokomy ¢ 1952-1953 pp. ... c. 28.

62 Ibid., c. 27-28.

63 Vitalii Koziuba believed that the Church of the Resurrection in Pereiaslav-Ruskyi was built
in the 1140s—1150s, most likely, in 1148-1149 or 1151-1154 (Biraiit Ko3toba, Jasuvopycuvki
Xpamu «oKkonvHo2o epaday Ilepeacnasa (Oamysanns, cmuibosi ocobaueocmi, inmepnpemayii)
in the edition Hayxosi 3anucku 3 ykpaincokoi icmopii: 30ipuux nayxosux cmameil, Bum. 15,
[Mepesicnas-Xmenpaunpkuit, 2004, c. 30). Viktor Kharlamov and Hennadii Trofymenko stick
to the point of view that it happened in the 1140s. (Buxrop Xapmamos, ['ennamuii
Tpodumenko, Apxumexmypa Ilepescnasns Pycckoeo XI — nepeoii nonosunwt XII éexa in the
edition 7Ipobaemut uzyuenusi opesnepyccrkoeo 300uecmsa, Cankr-IlerepOypr, 1996, c. 47-51).
Nikolay Novoselov and Oleg Ioannisyan believed the church was built in the 1130s. Nikolay
Novoselov considered that the Church of the Resurrection was built in the late 1130s
(Hukomnait HoBocenos, [[epxosy Bockpecenus ¢ Ilepesicnasne u HO820pOOCKas apxumexkmypa
30—40-x 20006 Xlles. in the edition Muepayuu u ocedrocmv om [ynas 0o Jladozu 6
I moicayenemuu xpucmuanckoui 9pui, Cankr-IlerepOypr 2001, c. 127-131), while Oleg
loannisyan in the first half of the 1130s (Onmer WHoannucsH, O 08yx namamuuxax
Nepesciascko2o 3004ecmea i 06 ux mecme 6 obwell Kapmure paseumus apxumexmypvt Pycu
xonya XI — nepsoii mpemu XII sexa (Kues, Yeprueos, Ilepesicnasns, Hoseopoo u Ilckoé 6 ux
apxumexmypHom e3aumooeiicmeuu) in the edition Haykoei 3anucku 3 ykpaincokoi icmopii:
30ipHuK Haykosux cmameil, Bun. 16, Ilepecnas-XmenpHutpkuid, 2005, ¢. 172—173.
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1127/1128. The argument for this dating was that St. Michael’s Cathedral in
Pereyaslav-Ruskyi damaged in an earthquake in 1124, and the reused
materials in the foundations of the Church of the Resurrection belonged to
this cathedral. According to Oleksandr Kolybenko, after the construction of
the Church of the Resurrection, Pereyaslav-Ruskyi craftsmen moved to Kyiv,
where in 1128 they began to build the Church of St. Theodor’s Monastery
(1128-1132)%,

Viewing the Church of the Resurrection in Pereiaslav-Ruskyi in the
context of the spreading of Chernihiv variant of the arch-gabled church, it
can be noted that it has common stylistic features with the Church of
St. Theodor’s Monastery in Kyiv. These are crosses at the corners and
lesenes without semi-columns. Based on this, we can generally agree with the
dating proposed by Oleksandr Kolybenko, considering the construction of the
Church of the Resurrection in Pereiaslav-Ruskyi to be the second half of the
1120s. But in my opinion, in Kyiv and Pereiaslav-Ruskyi, two developed
cultural centres, the churches of Chernihiv variant emerged simultaneously
and were associated with the activities of different craftsmen, because both
centres had powerful local building traditions in the 1120s. Chernihiv variant
in both Kyiv and Pereiaslav-Ruskyi and strong local building traditions
initially overlapped.

According to the archaeological excavations, there is one more known
church dating back to the second quarter of the 12" century. This is the
Church in Yurkivska Street in Kyiv, which was firstly found during the
archaeological excavations in 2003 under the supervision of Mykhailo
Sahadak and Maryna Serhieieva®. The walls of the church have been
preserved to a height of 1 m.

The Church in Yurkivska Street was four-pillared without a narthex
(13.6-14.77x19.53 m), built in the “opus isodos” masonry technique (Fig 9).
The church pillars are cross-shaped. The corner lesenes of the Church in
Yurkivska Street form right angles, but all lesenes lack semi-columns. The
western wall was thicker because of the location of the staircase to the choirs
in its thickness®. In addition, fragments of decor were found that supposed
the church had Lombard band®’. Mykhailo Sahadak and Maryna Serhieieva
believed that the Church in Yurkivska Street had been built a little earlier

% Onexcannp Komubenko, IJeprxea Bockpecinns ¢ Ilepescnasi: Izsacnae Mcmucnaguu, Anopiii
Bonooumuposuu, Bcesonod Mcmucaasuy wu Aponoax Borooumuposuu? ... c. 208-210.

5 Muxaiino Caraiimak, Mapuna Cepreesa, 3BiT IToAinbcbKoi MOCTIMHOMIFOYOT eKCHIEAUIT
IA HAHY mnpo apxitektypHo-apxeosoriuti gociimpkenns y Kuesi mo Byin. FOpkiBebka, 3.
Yacruna 1. Jocmimxenus 2003 p. Hayxosuii apxie Incmumymy apxeonocii HAH Vkpainu,
@Dono excneouyiti, 2003/126, 128 apk.

% Ibid., apxk. 20-22.

97 Muxaiino Caraiinak, Ilpo  Oesxi  cnipui  numanns — icmopuunoi  monozpaii
pannvocepeonvosiynoeo Kuesa in the edition Haykosi sanucku 3 ykpaincokoi icmopii: 30ipnux
Haykosux cmameii, Bun. 16, IlepecnaB-XmenpHunpkuii, 2005, c. 95.
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than the Dormition (Pyrohoshcha) Church (1131-1135). The researchers
justified that chronology by the fact that lesenes of the Church in Yurkivska
Street lacked semi-columns, which were available in the Dormition
(Pyrohoshcha) Church. At the same time, they noted the similar techniques of
the foundations constructing of those two churches®. But Oleg Ioannisyan
dated the Church in Yurkivska Street to the late 1130s — early 1140s because,
in his point of view, the church had semi-columns on the lesenes, which had
been made of special moulded bricks®. However, the study of the reports and
publications by those who conducted the archaeological researches of the
Church in Yurkivska Street refute the existence of semi-columns on its
lesenes™. Vilalii Koziuba dates the Church in Yurkivska Street to a later
period. He believes that the church was built in the third quarter of the
12 century, to be more exact in the 1160s—1170s"".

0 5 M
== ——————— |

Fig. 9: Yurkivska

%8 Ibid., c. 96-97. Muxaiino Caraiinak, Mapuna Cepreesa, “Hesinomuii 1aBHLOPYCHKHI Xpam
Ha FOpkiBcpkiit” in “Tlam’sitku Ykpainu: ictopist Ta Kynbtypa”, 5-6/2015, c. 41.

 Oner Uoannucsn, 300uecmeo nepeoii nonosunst — cepedunsvt XIl 6. ... c. 64.

70 Muxaiino Caraiinak, Mapuna Cepreepa, 3BiT IloainbChkoi MOCTIHHOAIFOUOT eKCHEmMIii
IAHAHY mnpo apxitekrypHO-apxeosoriuni fgociijpkeHHs y Kuesi mo Byi. FOpkiBcbka, 3.
Uacruna 1. Jocmimxennas 2003 p. ... 128 apk.

"1 Biraniit Koswo6a, IIpo damyeanis 060x nodinecokux yepkos XII cm. y Kuesi ... ¢. 251-252.
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In the context of considering the emergence process of Chernihiv variant
in Kyiv, the Church in Yurkivska Street should take an intermediate position
between the Church of St. Theodore’s Monastery and the Dormition
(Pyrohoshcha) Church. On this basis, one can agree with the dating proposed
by Mikhailo Sahaidak and Maryna Serhieieva and limit it to the period of the
late 1120s — early 1130s. In addition to the fact that the Church in Yurkivska
Street can be seen as a link in spreading Chernihiv variant in Kyiv, it
represents a new variant of the arch-gabled church that has been developed
on the basis of Chernihiv variant. This is Kyiv-Chernihiv variant as it
emerges in Kyiv. It has the stylistic features of Chernihiv variant, but differs
from it in lacking a narthex. The Church in Yurkivska Street is considered the
first church of Kyiv-Chernihiv variant.

* From the 1160s to the end of the 12" century

Within that period, Kyiv-Chernihiv variant became interregional.
St. Basil’s Church in Kyiv can be referred to this variant. The church,
according to the chronicle, was founded by Prince Sviatoslav Vsevolodovych
and consecrated in 1183. During Mongol invasion in 1240, the church was
damaged and fixed in the 16"-18" centuries. In 1935-1936, St. Basil’s
Church was dismantled by order of the Soviet authorities’. At that time, a
detailed architectural and archaeological study of the church was not
conducted. Nevertheless, Ipolyt Morhilevskyi took photos before the
destruction of the church and while it was being destructed. These photos
provide important materials for determining the place of St. Basil’s Church in
the development of the arch-gabled church™.

St. Basil’s Church was four-pillared without a narthex (approximately
12x17 m) (Fig 10). The pillars were cross-shaped. There were no lesenes in
the interior or perhaps they had been destroyed in the 17" century’™. The
corner lesenes formed right angles without crosses. All lesenes, except for the
corner ones, had semi-columns’. In St. Basil’s Church, the pillars are spaced
wider than in the churches of the first half — middle of the 12" century, and
the ratio of the width of the side to the central nave is bigger.

72 Muxaun Kaprep, /Jpesnuii Kues. Ouepku no ucmopuu MamepuaibHol —Kyibmypol
opesHepycckozo 20pooa ... c. 456-459.

73 Hauionanbhuii 3anosignuk «Codis Kuisceka», HaykoBo-¢onmosuii Bimmin, H-880, H-
1021-H-1045, H-1069, H-4318. Some of these materials were published by Mikhail Karger
(Muxaun Kaprep, /pesuuii Kues. QOuepxu no ucmopuu MamepuanbHou KyJabmypsl
opesHepycckozo 2opoda...c. 460461, Tabn. LXXV).

74 Ierp Jlamkapes, [lepkogHo-apxeono2uuecKkue O4epKy, UCCIe008anus u pegepamol ...
c. 131-132.

75 Ibid., c. 131.
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Fig. 10: St. Basil

One more church that may have been referred to Kyiv-Chernihiv variant
is St. Michael’s Church in Chernihiv (founded in 1174 by Prince Sviatoslav
Vsevolodovych). The remains of this church were found by chance during
the laying of a water supply system in 1955. In 1956, the monument was
explored by the archaeological expedition led by Boris Rybakov’. The
church has hardly ever been preserved. The foundations of the western part
of the building are severely damaged, whereas its eastern part is almost
completely destroyed”’. These data allow to make only a very schematic
reconstruction of St. Michael’s Church plan as four-pillared without a
narthex (the width of the church is approximately 15 m) (Fig. 11)"8. During

76 Bopuc Pribakos, OTuér coBercko-6onrapekoit sxcnequuun 1956 r. Texer. Haykoeuii apxie
Incmumymy  apxeonocii  HAH Yxpainu, @ono  excneduyiti, 1956/24, apk. 1-16.
Bopuc Pribakos, Otuér coBercko-Oonrapckoil sxcneaunuun 1956 r. Ans0om. Haykosuii apxie
Incmumymy apxeonozii HAH Yxpainu, ®@ono excneouyii, 1956/24, puc. 1-24.
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the archaeological excavations, no decorative details of the building were
found”.

Fig. 11: St. Michael

There exists another church in Chernihiv that dates back to the last
quarter of the 12" century. It was the Annunciation Church (founded by
Prince Sviatoslav Vsevolodovych, its construction completed in 1186).
According to historiography, the church was damaged during Mongol
invasion in Chernihiv of 1239, although there is no evidence about this from
the sources. The archaeological excavations proved the building to have been
destroyed between the 15" and 17" centuries. It is a well-known fact that a
wooden Annunciation Church was built in that place in the 17" century and it
was burned down in a fire in 1750%°. The remains of the Old Rus church were
found for the first time after the demolition of the Stryzhen River bank in
1876. Almost the entire area of the Annunciation Church plan was found by

1174 2) in the edition [Ilpoonemsr ucmopuu CCCP, Bein. 4, W3a-Bo MOCKOBCKOTo
yHuBepcurera, Mocksa, 1974, c. 11-17.

7 Jleonnn bBenses, M3 ucmopuu 300uecméa Opeenezo Yepnuzosa (Lepxoss Muxauna
Apxaneena 1174 2.) ... c. 16.

80 Onena Yepnenko, Oner Spoutenko, Ilam smru monymenmanoroi apximexmypu Iigniunozo
Jisobepearcocs XI-XIII cm. Kamanoe, SCRIPTORIUM, Yepniris, 2019, c. 9-10.
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the archaeological excavations led by Boris Rybakov in 1946-1947%!. In
2007-2008, during the archaeological excavations in Chernihiv Citadel
conducted by Olena Chemnenko, the southern gallery of the church and the
area around it were researched®. The church foundations and sections of the
walls up to 1.5 m high from the level of its floor, partially destroyed by later
excavations, have been preserved. Its eastern part (the apses) was not
preserved because of several destructions of the Stryzhen River bank at the
floods in the late 19™ and early 20" centuries.

The Annunciation Church was four-pillared with a narthex. It was
surrounded by the galleries on the north, south, and west sides (Fig. 12).
According to the conclusions made by Boris Rybakov, the galleries were
built simultaneously with the main core of the church®. The church width,
including galleries, is approximately 26 m, while without galleries it is
17.2 m. The exact length of the church has not been determined®*. The
Annunciation Church in Chernihiv presents the latest known example of
Chernihiv variant, as it was atypical for the second half of the 12 century. In
general, churches with narthex were not characteristic of that time. The
pillars of the Annunciation Church were probably cross-shaped, but this
characteristic feature has not been preserved®. The walls of both the main
volume of the Annunciation Church and its galleries are made of brick of two
colours, red and light yellow, using the “opus isodos™ masonry technique®®.
During the excavations of the church remains, in the bank landslide and on
the surrounding area, figured bricks and fragments of the Lombard band were
found®’.
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8 Bopuc Pubakos, Brazosiuencoka yepkea y Yepnizoei 1186 poxy 3a danumu po3konox ...
c. 56.
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Fig. 12: Annunciation Church

Boris Rybakov noted that the pillars of the Annunciation Church are
spaced wider, so the ratio of the width of the side to the central nave is bigger
compared to the most churches of the 12" century®®,

ks

The studied materials of the archaeological researches allow to detail the
stages of the arch-gabled church development during the 12" century as well
as the initial stage of the aesthetic model of pillar-shaped churches formation:

* The porches to the northern and western portals of St. Michael’s
Golden-Domed Cathedral (1108-1113), found by the archaeological
excavations in the 1990s, change the idea of the general composition of its
volume and make it possible to reassess the significance of this church in the
development of Old Rus architecture. St. Michael’s Golden-Domed
Cathedral, which, according to Aleksey Komech, was the first completely

88 Ibid., apk. 78.
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formed church of the arch-gabled type, had the elements that gave impetus to
the development of pillar-shaped churches. Thus, St. Michael’s Golden-
Domed Cathedral should be considered not only the stage of the final
formation of the aesthetic model of the arch-gabled church, but also the
initial stage of the pillar-shaped churches development, along with the
Church of the Savior on Berestov and the Trinity Gate Church of Pechersk
Monastery.

* The churches in Kyiv and Pereiaslav-Ruskyi of the second quarter of
the 12" century, known from the archaeological excavations, make it possible
to trace the initial process of spreading Chernihiv variant of the arch-gabled
church and its transformation from local to interregional. As distinct from the
widespread point of view that in Kyiv in the late 1120s—1130s there was
formed a new stylistic trend associated with the emergence of the
“opus isodos” masonry technique, Romanesque constructive and decorative
elements, the archaeological materials allow to consider that it was
transferring Chernihiv variant of the arch-gabled church to Kyiv. In
Pereiaslav-Ruskyi, the emergence of churches in the same “opus isodos”
masonry technique is traditionally referred to a later time, in particular, the
construction of the Church of the Resurrection mainly to the 1130s—1140s.
However, the Church of the Resurrection was also dated to an earlier time
(1124-1128, Oleksandr Kolybenko), and its construction was associated with
the activities of the craftsmen who worked later in Kyiv starting from 1128.
Based on the archaeological researches, the analysis of the planning solution
and decoration of the Church of the Resurrection and Kyiv churches makes it
possible to suggest that the churches of Chernihiv variant emerged in Kyiv
and Pereiaslav-Ruskyi simultaneously, as both cultural centres had developed
building traditions. Relying on the fact that the Church of the Resurrection in
Pereiaslav-Ruskyi shares stylistic features (corner lesenes form crosses, all
lesenes without semi-columns) with the Church of St. Theodor’s Monastery
in Kyiv, the time of its construction can be considered the second half of the
1120s.

In both cultural centres (Kyiv and Pereislav-Ruskyi), in the second
quarter of the 12 century, Chernihiv variant was superimposed on strong
building traditions (stone construction emerged in Kyiv in the late
10® century, and in Pereiaslav-Ruskyi in the 1080s). As a result, those
centres lacked some of the peculiarities of Chernihiv variant. In Kyiv, one
could observe a gradual transition to Chernihiv variant with its full set of
characteristic features, unlike Pereiaslav-Ruskyi, where this process was not
observed.

* The materials of the archaeological research of the Church in
Yurkivska Street in Kyiv made it possible to determine its special
significance in the development of the arch-gabled church type. On the one
hand, this church is an intermediate link in spreading Chernihiv variant, and
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on the other hand, it represents the first church of a new variant of the arch-
gabled church. It is Kyiv-Chernihiv variant, which differs from Chernihiv
one in lacking a narthex. Kyiv-Chernihiv variant was one of the first regional
variants of the arch-gabled churches without a narthex. The churches of the
second half of the 12 century representing this variant were built in Kyiv,
Chernihiv, and Smolensk. Therefore, in the second half of the 12" century,
Kyiv-Chernihiv variant became interregional, replacing Chernihiv one.
Studying the archaeological materials makes it possible to determine the time
of the emergence and spreading of Kyiv-Chernihiv variant, which occurred
on the basis of Chernihiv one in Kyiv in the second quarter of the
12" century. Relying on the preserved monuments, it was thought that the
variant without narthex built in the “opus isodos” masonry technique
originated not in Kyiv, but in Smolensk in the middle of the 12% century,
where the earliest preserved examples of this variant are known.

* The churches of the last quarter of the 12% century, the Annunciation
Church in Chernihiv and St. Basil’s Church in Kyiv, illustrate the
development of Chernihiv and Kyiv-Chernihiv variants, respectively. The
peculiarity of these churches, in comparison with the churches of the first
half — middle of the 12% century, is that their pillars are spaced wider, and the
ratio between the width of the side and central nave is bigger, which is
typical of pillar-shaped churches. This makes it possible to assume that the
pillar-shaped churches developed gradually within the framework of the
arch-gabled churches and by the end of the 12% century had become a
separate type.
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