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kulturuli uwyvetoba samSvildeSi

irina demetraZe,  guram mircxulava

axlandelma arqeologiurma aRmoCenebma aRmosavleT saqarTvelo­

Si,  sofel samSvildis maxloblad, mniSvnelovani masala warmoaCina 

Cveni codnis gasaRrmaveblad preistoriuli periodebis urTierTkav­

Siris sakiTxebSi. miwis patara nakveTze, romelic 2400 m2-s moicavda, 

Zveli adamianis saqmianobis uwyveti kvali gamovlinda xuTi sxvadasxva 

kulturuli periodis manZilze. samSvildis mravalfenianma Zeglma 

eneoliTis, Suabrinjaos (TrialeTis), gvian brinjaos, elinisturi da 

Sua saukuneebis masalebi warmoaCina. amas garda, Zeglze mopovebulma 

florisa da faunis naSTebma imdroindel garemoze mogvca garkveuli 

warmodgena, rac Tavis mxriv Sesabamis daskvnebis gakeTebaSi dagvexmara. 

savele samuSaoebi warimarTa milsadenebis mSeneblobis procesSi da 

nawilobriv gadarCeniT xasiaTs atarebda, ris gamoc sruli informaci­

is Segroveba ver moxerxda. Sesabamisad, mopovebuli masalac arasruli 

aRmoCnda. miuxedavad amisa, gamoikveTa rigi sakvlevi Temebisa, rom­

lebic mniSvnelovania qarTuli arqeologiisaTvis. mag.: eneoliTuri 

kulturis zegavlena momdevno mtkvar-araqsis kulturaze; nasaxlarTa 

organizaciisa da samSeneblo tradiciebis uwyvetoba mravali saukunis 

manZilze. imedi gvaqvs, rom es naSromi Tavis mokrZalebul wvlils Sei­

tans am sakiTxTa momaval kvlevaSi. 

sakvanZo sityvebi: kulturuli uwyvetoba, namosaxlaris orga­

nizacia, keramika.

garemo foni

arqeologiuri Zegli samSvilde mdebareobs Tanamedrove sofel 

samSvildisgan aRmosavleTiT, 1.5 km moSorebiT, ris gamoc mas ewo­

da saxeli samSvilde. Zegli Sefenilia ferdobze, zRvis donidan 925 

metrze, romelic samxreT-aRmosavleTiT mdinareebis WivWavisa da 

xramis xerTviss gadahyurebs (ilustracia 1). samSvilde qvemo qarT­

lis regions ganekuTvneba, romelic garSemortymulia TrialeTis, 

loqisa da javaxeTis qedebiT [xaraZe 2000:215]. qvemo qarTlis land­

Safti xasiaTdeba dablobebiT, mdinaris velebiT, platoebiT da ka­

nionebiT, Tumca igi ZiriTadad mTagoriania. regionSi vulkanuri 

mTebic aris. samxreTis raionebi TandaTanobiT maRldeba marneu­

lis terasidan, zRvis donidan 270 metridan, bedenis platomde 1950 

metramde. zRvis donidan daaxloebiT 1800 metris simaRleze iwyeba 
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subalpuri zona, romelic maqsimalur simaRles _ 2300 metrze aRwevs. 

ramdenime mdinare da wyaro seravs qvemo qarTls. mdinare mtkvari 

or nawilad hyofs mis aluviur dablobs. regionSi ZiriTadad kon­

tinenturi klimatia gabatonebuli, magram sxva klimaturi zonebic 

arsebobs, romlebic landSaftTan SesabamisobaSi warmoiqmna. aridu­

li, nestiani da maRalmTiani klimati iyris regionSi Tavs [xaraZe 

2000:218-219].

gansxvavebuli landSaftisa da klimaturi zonebis sinTezis Sede­

gad regionSi florisa da faunis siWrelea. landSafti Sereuli tye­

ebis, jag-eklisa da balaxis safariT xasiaTdeba. miwis agebuleba re­

gionis sxvadasxva nawilSi gansxvavebulia. maRalmTiani regionebis 

depozitebi warmodgenilia Sua carculi sedimentebiT, romlebic 

Sedgeba arkozuli qviSaqviT, kirqviTa da tufiT. SedarebiT axal­

gazrda efuziuri qanebi, dolerituli lavebi da vulkanuri minebic 

gvxvdeba. qvemo qarTlis niadagsafari sxvadasxva landSaftur zo­

naSi sxvadasxva tipisaa. tyis ganadgurebis Semdeg, saSualo mTian 

regionebs yomrali niadagi SemorCa. utyeo mTiswineTSi ganviTarda 

yavisferi niadagi. marneulisa da gardabnis vakeebi rux-yavisferi 

niadagiT daifara. mTis Savmiwebi walkisa da qciis zemo platoebze 

ganviTarda. tyiani zonis zeviT mTa-mdelos niadagebis formireba 

moxda, xolo samsarisa da javaxeTs kldovani qedebi da kanionebSi ar­

sebuli qarafebi niadags moklebuli aRmoCnda [xaraZe 2000:220-221]. 

qvemo qarTlis garemosa da landSaftis mravalferovneba regionis 

bunebriv simdidres ganapirobebs.

arqeologiuri aRmoCenebi

arqeologiurma gaTxrebma samSvildeze sul 22 Zegli gamoavlina. 

TiTqmis yvela Zegli nawilobriv iqna gamoaSkaravebuli da amitom 

maTi sruli zomebi da gegmareba gaurkveveli darCa. 22 Zeglidan 9 

dasakrZalavi xasiaTisa iyo, 11 sacxovrebels ukavSirdeboda, xolo 

oris funqcia gaurkveveli darCa. Zeglebis funqciisa da TariRis 

dasadgenad ZiriTadad maTi forma da mSeneblobis teqnologia iqna 

gamoyenebuli. maTi mikuTvneba ama Tu im kulturisaTvis in situ aRmoCe­

nili diagnostikuri artefaqtebis safuZvelze moxerxda, radganac 

gadarCeniTi arqeologiuri samuSaoebi samSeneblo saqmianobiT iyo 

SezRuduli. Zeglebi, romlebmac qronologiuri mravalferovneba 

gamoavlines eneoliTur, gvian brinjaos, elinistur da Sua saukunee­

bis periodebs miekuTvna. 
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eneoliTi Zv.w. 4000 

ormo 5 mdebareobda miwis Tanamedrove zedapiridan 1.4m siRr­

meze. Ziri 0.6m sigrZisa iyo, zeda nawili ki 0.25m ormos Zirze gapri­

alebuli keramikuli WurWlis fragmentebTan erTad Zroxis Zvlebi, 

kbilebi da rqebi aRmoCnda. ormo nacar-naxSiriani masiT iyo savse.

eneoliTuri keramika sxvadasxva WurWlis Zirisa da kedlis frag­

mentebisagan Sedgeboda. Zirebi brtyeli iyo, kedlebi ki _ gamoberi­

li. fragmentebi eneoliTuri keramikisaTvis damaxasiaTebel iseT 

elementebs Seicavdnen, rogoric aris minarevebiani Tixa, or, an sam­

feniani keci da Ria feris gaprialebuli zedapiri.

gvianbrinjaos xana

ori ormo da erTi puris sacxobi Rumeli ganisazRvra am peri­

odiT.  

ormo 8 mdebareobda miwis Tanamedrove zedapiridan 1.05m siRr­

meze. mas brtyeli Ziri hqonda, maqsimaluri sigane Sua welSi 1.5m aRw­

evda. ormoSi gaprialebuli keramikuli WurWlis fragmentebTan er­

Tad obsidianis anatkeci, Zroxis, cxvrisa da Txis Zvlebi da kbilebi 

aRmoCnda. ormo nacar-naxSiriani masiT iyo savse.

ormo 13 miwis Tanamedrove zedapiridan 1m siRrmeze mdebareob­

da. mas brtyeli Ziri da swori kedlebi hqonda, sigane 0.9m aRwevda. 

ormoSi gaprialebuli keramikuli WurWlis fragmentebi da nacar-

naxSiriani masa aRmoCnda.

puris sacxobi Rumelis Ziri momrgvalebulkuTxeebiani oTxkuT­

xedis formisa iyo. gadarCenili nawilis zomebi iyo: 1.4m sigrZe da 

0.8m sigane. igi Tixis filebis sami fenisagan da keramikuli WurWlis 

fragmentebis ori fenisagan Sedgeboda. Tixis filebisa da keramiku­

li WurWlis fenebi Tixis xsnariT iyo gadalesili da monacvleobda. 

puris sacxob Rumelis riyis qvis erTi rigi hqonda gars Semovlebu­

li. keramikuli WurWlis fragmentebi Tixa da qvasTan erTad samSene­

blo masalad gamoiyeneboda. 

gvian brinjaos xanis keramikuli WurWeli Carxze damzadebul 

dergebs, qoTnebs, doqebsa da quslian jamebs warmoadgenda. keci da 

zedapiri Sav, rux, da yavisfer ferebSi monacvleobda. dekoracia 

SezRuduli iyo da naprialebi zedapiriT Semoifargleboda, iSvia­

Tad ki _ naWdevebiT. 
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elinisturi periodi

yvelaze mravalricxovani elinisturi xanis Zeglebi aRmoCnda: 

Svidi qvayuTi, erTi qvevrsamarxi, eqvsi ormo da erTi puris sacxobi 

Rumeli.

qvayuTi 1 Tanamedrove miwis zedapiridan 1m siRrmeze mdebareob­

da. misi sigane 1m aRwevda. adamianis ZvlebTan erTad erTi brinjaos 

beWedi, erTi vercxlis beWedi da erTi Tixis WurWlis fragmente­

bi iqna amoRebuli dazianebuli samarxidan. kaliani brinjaosagan 

damzadebuli masiuri samajuri SemTxveviT aRmoCnda samarxis axlos 

(ilustracia 2). savaraudod samajuric am samarxSi unda yofiliyo.

qvayuTi 2 Tanamedrove miwis zedapiridan 0.7m-0.8m siRrmeze mde­

bareobda. samarxis mxolod Crdilo-dasavleTi nawili gadarCa. misi 

sigane 1.2m iyo. patara zomis Tixis WurWeli naWdevebiani ornamentiT, 

wiTlad SeRebili qoTnis fragmenti da erTi sada qoTani Seadgenda 

samarxeul inventars. adamianis Zvlebi samarxSi ar aRmoCnda.

qvayuTi 3 Tanamedrove miwis zedapiridan 0.6m siRrmeze mdebare­

obda. erTi wiTlad SeRebili Tixis WurWlis fragmenti aRmoCnda sa­

marxSi. adamianis Zvlebi ar SemorCenila.

qvayuTi 4 Crdilo-aRmosavleTi fila SemorCa mxolod. sada ke­

ramikis fragmentebi da adamianis Zvlovani naSTebi iqna aRmoCenili 

samarxSi. 

qvayuTi 6 Tanamedrove miwis zedapiridan 1.1m siRrmeze mdebareob­

da. igi aRmosavleTidan dasvleTisaken iyo mimarTuli. samarxis zo­

mebi iyo 0.5m simaRle X 0.6 m sigane X 1.1m sigrZe. erTi brtyelZiriani, 

gamoberilmucliani, wiTlad SeRebili qoTnis fragmentebi da ada­

mianis Zvlebi aRmoCnda samarxSi.

qvayuTi 7 Tanamedrove miwis zedapiridan 1m siRrmeze mdebareob­

da. igi aRmosavleTidan dasavleTisaken iyo mimarTuli. samarxis 

zomebi iyo 0.6m simaRle X 0.6m sigane X 1m sigrZe. samarxSi sada da 

naprialebi keramikis fragmentebi da adamianis Zvlebi aRmoCnda.

qvayuTi 14 Tanamedrove miwis zedapiridan 1m siRrmeze mdebareob­

da. igi Crdilo-aRmosavleTidan samxreT-dasvleTisaken iyo mimar­

Tuli. samarxis zomebi iyo 0.6m simaRle X 0.6m sigane X 1.3m sigrZe. 

samarxSi adamianis Zvlovan masalsTan erTad rkinis sakinZisa da 

samajuris fragmentebi aRmoCnda. 

qvevrsamarxi 17 vertikalurad iyo CaWrili Tanamedrove miwis 

zedapiridan 1m siRrmeze. qvevris qusli odnav iyo gamoyvanili. qus­

lis diametri 0.2 metria, xolo TviTon qvevrisa _ daaxloebiT 1m 

qvevrSi adamianis Zvlebi ar aRmoCnda, magram aRmoCenila ZaRlis 

mTliani ConCxi, rac SesaZloa, kenotafis maCvenebeli iyos. ZaRlis 
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sikvdilis mizezis dadgena ver moxerxda. kbilebis mixedviT samSvil­

des ZaRli 1,5 - 2 wlis egzemplars ekuTvnis,  romelic Tavis qalisa da 

kidurebis mixedviT cota ufro patara zomisaa, vidre qarTuli mec­

xvaruli jiSi. qvevrSi aRmoCenili artefaqtebi Sedgeboda sami safq­

vavi qvisagan da sada, Ria feris, gaprialebuli da wiTlad moxatuli 

keramikis fragmentebisagan. TviTon qvevrsamarxis yelic Semkuli 

iyo naWdevebiani wriuli ornamentiTa da horizontaluri da verti­

kaluri wiTeli zolebiT (ilustracia 4).

ormo 9 mdebareobda Tanamedrove miwis zedapiridan 1.3m siRrme­

ze. Ziris diametri 1.3m iyo simaRle 1 m, kedlebi pirisken viwrovde­

boda. ormo savse iyo nacar-naxSiriani masiT. qveda fenebSi Zroxis, 

cxvrisa da Roris Zvlebi aRmoCnda. keramikuli WurWeli Ria feris 

sada da wiTlad SeRebili fragmentebisagan Sedgeboda.  

ormo 10 mdebareobda Tanamedrove miwis zedapiridan 1.25m siRr­

meze.  mas msxliseburi forma hqonda, Ziris diametri 1.3m aRwevda, 

xolo simaRle 1.1m. ormo savse iyo nacar-naxSiriani masiT. iata­

kis doneze aRmoCnda goWis qveda yba kbilebiT, xmeleTis kus javSnis 

fragmentebi da Ria feris keramikis natexebi, moyavisfro saRebavis 

kvaliT.  

ormo 11 mdebareobda Tanamedrove miwis zedapiridan 1.4m siRrme­

ze. masac msxliseburi forma hqonda. Ziris diametri 1.9m iyo, SerCe­

nili simaRle ki 1m. ormoSi sada da naprialebi keramikis fragmente­

bi aRmoCnda, iatakis doneze ki sami mozrdili daumuSavebeli qva. 

ormo 12 mdebareobda Tanamedrove miwis zedapiridan 1.3m siRr­

meze. isic msxliseburi formisa unda yofiliyo. Ziris diametri 2m 

iyo, SerCenili nawilis simaRle ki 1m. ormo savse iyo nacar-naxSi­

riani masiT. iatakis doneze aRmoCnda daumuSavebeli qvebi, sada da 

SeRebili Tixis WurWlisa da sadgris fragmentebi.  

ormo 18 mdebareobda Tanamedrove miwis zedapiridan 2.4m siR­

rmeze. igi msxliseburi formis unda yofiliyo. Ziris diametri 2m 

iyo, SerCenili simaRle 0.9m. ormo savse iyo nacar-naxSiriani masiT. 

keramikuli masala sada, naprialebi da SeRebili Tixis WurWlis 

fragmentebisagan Sedgeboda. 

ormo 20 mdebareobda Tanamedrove miwis zedapiridan 1.9m siRr­

meze. mas cilindruli forma hqonda. Ziris diametri 1.5m iyo. ormo 

savse iyo nacar-naxSiriani masiT,  romelSic aRmoCnda sada, gapri­

alebuli, SeRebili da reliefuri ornamentiT Semkuli Tixis WurW­

lis fragmentebi.  

puris sacxobi Rumelis Ziri momrgvalebulkuTxeebiani oTx­

kuTxedis formisa iyo. gadarCenili samxreT-aRmosavleTi nawilis 

zomebi iyo: 2m sigrZe da 1m sigane. igi Tixis filebis ori fenisagan da 
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keramikuli WurWlis fragmentebis erTi fenisagan Sedgeboda. Tixis 

filebs Soris keramikuli WurWlis erTi fena iyo. fenebi Tixis xs­

nariT iyo gadalesili. puris sacxob Rumelis riyis qvis erTi rigi 

hqonda gars Semovlebuli. keramikuli WurWlis fragmentebi Tixa da 

qvasTan erTad samSeneblo masalad gamoiyeneboda. 

elinisturi keramikuli formebi rogorc didi zomis sayo­

facxovrebo aseve mcire zomis sufris WurWliT iyo warmodgenili. 

kargad ganleqili Tixisagan damzadebuli qvevrebi, dergebi, qoT­

nebi, doqebi, jamebi, langrebi da yuriani kaTxebi Calisfrad an na­

crisfrad iyo gamomwvari. dekoracia ufro mravalferovani iyo. 

WurWlis zedapiri Semkuli iyo reliefuri an naWdevebiani zolebiT 

da SeRebili iyo wiTeli da yavisferi saRebaviT an angobiT. qvisgan 

damzadebuli mxolod ramdenime sayofacxovrebo nivTi - safqvavi 

qvebi iqna mopovebuli elinisturi xanis ZeglebSi. qvayuTebSi aRmoCe­

nilma liTonis mcirericxovanma monapovarma warmoadgina elinis­

turi samkauli.

Sua saukuneebi

erTi ormosamarxi daTariRda Sua saukuneebiT. ormosamarxi 

21 mdebarebda 0.95m siRrmeze miwis Tanamedrove zedapiridan. misi 

SemorCenili zomebi iyo: 1.9m sigrZe, 1.5m sigane, 0.5m simaRle. or­

mosamarxSi aRmoCnda adamianis Zvlebis naSTebi da TeTri angobiT 

SeRebili da moxatuli Tixis erTi WurWelis fragmentebi. 

Sua saukuneebis keramika gaTxrebis teritoriaze SemTxveviTac 

iqna mopovebuli. isini qoTnebis, doqebisa da xufebis saxiT iyo war­

modgenili. keramikuli fragmentebi ZiriTadad  sada iyo. zogierTi 

maTgani Semkuli iyo reliefuri da naWdevebiani ornamentiT.

daudgeneli TariRisa da funqciis Zeglebi 

Zegli 15 WrilSi gamoCnda rogorc miwis anomalia, romelsac 

oTxkuTxa konturi hqonda. misi simaRle 1.1m Seadgenda, xolo sigane 

3m. WrilSi ar Canda arc Zvlebi da arc artefaqtebi, Tumca iatakis 

doneze, iqve axlos SemTxveviT iqna mopovebuli TrialeTuri kerami­

kis msgavsi fragmentebi. Savpriala keramikis fragmentebi Semkuli 

iyo StampiT datanili savarcxliseburi geometriuli ornamentiTa 

da svastikiT da  erTi mozrdili WurWlis nawilebs Seadgenda (ilus­

tracia 5). msgavsi formisa da dekoraciis WurWeli Zv.w. 1800-1600 

wlebiT TariRdeba [gogaZe 1972:39-43, 95].



135

kulturuli uwyvetoba samSvildeSi

kadmosi  2.2010

Zegli 16 mdebareobda 0.8m siRrmeze Tanamedrove miwis zedapiri­

dan da warmoadgenda ormos, romlis zomebi iyo 0.3 m simaRle da 0.5 m 

sigane. ormoSi aRmoCnda saqonlis Tavis qalisa da qveda ybis Zvlebi. 

artefaqtebi ar dadasturebula. 

sul 688 artefaqti iqna mopovebuli Zeglze, aqedan 679 Tixis Wur­

Wlis fragmenti iyo, 4 qvis iaraRi, xolo 5 liTonis nivTi. 654 nivTi 

arqeologiuri konteqstidan momdinareobda, 34 ki SemTxveviT mo­

napovars warmoadgenda, rac mTelis 5% Seadgenda. artefaqtTa um­

ravlesoba keramika iyo, ramdenime nivTi iyo gakeTebuli qvisa da 

liTonisagan. keramika, kulturuli periodebis mixedviT, kecisa da 

dekoraciis safuZvelze ganisazRvra. Sedegad xuTi sxvadasxva peri­

odis masala miviReT.

Zeglze aseve Segrovda adamianis Zvlovani masala da ekofaqtebi. 

adamianis Zvlovani naSTebi Zalze cudad iyo Semonaxuli. faunistu­

ri masala Sedgeboda ZiriTadad ZuZumwovrebis da erTi reptiliisa­

gan. kultivirebuli da veluri floris saxeobebi iqna identifici­

rebuli eTnobotanikuri analizebisaTvis aRebul miwis nimuSebSi. 

rbili xorblis marcvlebi aRmoCnda eneoliTur, gvianbrinjaosa da 

elinisturi xanis Zeglebidan Segrovebul masalebSi. kulturuli 

ormarcvala, yurZnis wipwa, ospi da kilianmarcvliani qeri iden­

tificirda elinisturi periodis nimuSebSi. karbonizebuli fetvis 

marcvali Seadgenda mcenareuli masalis umravlesobas, romelic 

nimuSebis 50% -Si aRmoCnda. yvela maTgani elinistur periods uka­

vSirdeboda. birkava, pirwminda, wiTeli nacarqaTama, mwvane marwyvi, 

heliotropi da kidev sxva 15 jiSi Seadgenda velur mcenareTa speqtrs. 

samSvildis Zegli ganfenilia reliefur landSaftze. ZiriTa­

dad, Zeglis samxreTi ferdobi iyo Zveli adamianis mier aTvisebuli 

didi xnis manZilze. yoveli momdevno periodi winamorbedi periodis 

Zegls azianebda. samSeneblo samuSaoebic iwvevda garkveul areulo­

bas. amitom kulturuli fenebi xSirad ar iyo Tanmimdevruli. yove­

live amis Sedegad, Zeglze stratigrafia darRveuli aRmoCnda.
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diagrama 1.  �kulturuli kuTvnilebisa da masalis mixedviT 
klasificirebuli  artefaqtebi

diagrama 2.  �funqciisa da masalis mixedviT klasificirebuli 
artefaqtebi
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diagrama 3.  �kulturuli kuTvnilebisa da dekoraciis 
mixedviT klasificirebuli artepaqtebi.

daskvnebi

samSvildis Zeglze mopovebuli masalebi ar iZleva imis saSuale­

bas, rom konteqstSi Tu ukonteqstod gamovlenili TiToeuli kul­

turuli periodi dawvrilebiT iqnes ganxiluli, Tumca mainc mox­

erxda iseT sakvlev sakiTxebze msjeloba, rogorc aris sxvadasxva 

periods Soris arsebuli kulturuli uwyvetoba da es konkretulad 

eneoliT-adrebrinjaos xanas exeba. adamianis uZvelesi saqmianoba 

samSvildis Zeglze eneoliTiT ganisazRvra. aRmosavleT saqarTve­

loSi eneoliTuri kulturis ori etapi gamoiyo: Sulaveri-Somu-

Tefe1 da sioni [menabde...1981:26-33, jafariZe 2006:260-274]. meoTxe 

aTaswleulis pirvel naxevarSi sxvadasxva daudgeneli mizezis gamo 

Sulaveri-Somu-Tefes kultura dasrulda. sionis kulturam gaagrZ­

ela arseboba da TandaTanobiT mtkvar-araqsis kultura warmoiSva. 

1	  Tumca Sulaveri-SomuTefes kulturis Zeglebs neoliTur periodsac ukavSireben. 
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arsebobs ramdenime sawinaaRmdego mosazreba mtkvar-araqsis kul­

turis wamoSobis Sesaxeb [kuftini 1941; jafariZe 1976; kuSnariova... 

1970:60-94, 173-183; kiRuraZe 1976; kuSnariova 1993:51-92]. sionis kul­

turis identifikaciis Semdeg is azri, rom mtkvar-araqsis adreuli 

etapebi eneoliTur kulturasTan pouloben siaxloves, kidev ufro 

ganmtkicda [kiRuraZe 1998:19-20; kiRuraZe... 2003:38-48]. 

qvemo qarTlSi sionis adresamiwaTmoqmedo kulturis nasaxlaris 

aRmoCenis Semdeg gamoiyo Sulaveri-Somu-Tefes kulturisagan gansx­

vavebuli sionis kultura [menabde... 1981]. sionis kulturis Zeglebi 

gavrcelebulia mTels aRmosavleT amierkavkasiaSi. isini sxvadasxva 

qronologiur konteqstSi Cndebodnen. zogjer erTfeniani ZegliT 

iyo warmodgenili sionis kulturis Zeglebi. iyo SemTxvevebi, rode­

sac sionis kulturuli fena zemodan edo Sulaveri-Somu-Tefes fenas, 

an Tavad iyo gadafaruli mtkvar-araqsis fenebiT [kiRuraZe 1998:19]. 

amgvari stratigrafia sionis kulturis qronologiur adgils adas­

turebs, romelic Zv.w. 4200-3500 wlebiT TariRdeba. am TariRs iZleva 

aRmosavleT amierkavkasiis sinqronuli Zeglebidan gakeTebuli ra­

diokarbonuli analizebi (berikldeebi, leila-Tefe, beiuk kesiki, 

Jinvali). Sesabamisad, kidev ufro mtkicdeba mosazreba, rom sionis 

kulturis arealSi isaxeba mtkvar-araqsis kultura [kiRuraZe 1998].

dResdReobiT, saqarTveloSi mtkvar-araqsis kulturis yvelaze 

adreuli etapad miiCneven qarTlis iseT Zeglebs, rogoric aris samS­

vildis I fena, TeTriwyaros a fena, xizanaanT goris e fena da a.S. 

es mikuTvneba ZiriTadad keramikis damzadebis teqnologiisa da ar­

qauli formebis safuZvelze moxda, magaliTad, brtyeli Ziri, swori 

piris-kide, or, an samfeniani keci da gaprialebuli zedapiri. 

samSvildis eneoliTuri ormos Tixis WurWlis fragmentebisa da 

aseve mis siaxloves mdebare sinqronuli ormoebis masalebis ganxil­

vis Sedegad SeiZleba iTqvas, rom keramikis es jgufi Tixis Semadgen­

lobiT, keramikuli formebiT, kecis, ferisa da dekoraciis mixed­

viT msgavsia sionis, ufro zustad ki, sioni-wofis kulturuli wris 

keramikuli masalisa da ganekuTvneba mis gviandel stadias. Tixis 

WurWlis am koleqciebs zogadad samSvildis eneoliTuri keramika 

vuwodeT. isini Seicaven eneoliTuri kulturis iseT tipiur ele­

mentebs, rogoric aris arqauli forma, Tixis Semcveloba, orfe­

niani keci, feri, naprialebi zedapiri da reliefuri zigzagebis 

ornamentacia (ilustracia 6), Tumca, rom ara tipiuri forma da gan­

sakuTrebiT ornamenti, es keramika damzadebis teqnologiis mixedviT 

Tavisuflad SeiZleboda mtkvar-araqsis kuTvnilebad CagveTvala. 

adreuli mtkvar-araqsis keramikis struqtura, keci da feri TiTqmis 

identuria eneoliTurisa, mxolod reliefuri zigzagebis dekoria 
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gamqrali. mtkvar-araqsis adreuli safexurebi eneoliTuri da adre 

brinjaos xanis saqmianobis korelaciiT xasiaTdeba, rac kargad Cans 

samSvildis keramikis damzadebis teqnologiaSi. samSvildis eneoli­

Turi keramika asaxavs am ori preistoriuli kulturis evoluciur 

kavSirebs da, Sesabamisad, amyarebs im azrs, rom qvemo qarTli erT-

erTi im adgilTagania, sadac mtkvar-araqsis kultura Caisaxa. 

qvemo qarTli ara marto eneoliTisa da mtkvar-araqsis kul­

turebis  ganviTarebis areali iyo. aq, aseve identificirebuli iqna 

TrialeTis kultura. TrialeTuri keramikuli nawarmis erT-erTi 

damaxasiaTebeli Semkulobaa naprialebi zedapiri da savarcxlise­

buri geometriuli ornamenti. Savpriala Tixis WurWlis fragmentma, 

romelic arqeologiuri konteqstis gareSe aRmoCnda, TrialeTuri 

kulturisaTvis damaxasiaTebeli dekoracia warmoaCina. miuxedavad 

imisa, rom es fragmentebi konteqstis gareSe aRmoCnda, cxadia, rom 

isini yorRanidan ar momdinareobdnen. arc Zeglze da arc mis irg­

vliv ar SeimCneoda yorRanis kvali. fragmentebi Zegli 15 axlos, 

iatakis doneze aRmoCnda. Zegli 15 forma da funqcia ver dadginda. 

WrilSi igi 3 metris sigrZis oTxkuTxa miwurs waagavda. TrialeTis 

kultura mxolod samarxebiT aris cnobili. aqamde ucnobia am kul­

turis nasaxlarebi. gasagebia, rom mxolod am fragmentebis aRmoCe­

na savaraudo miwurTan ar gvaZlevs saSualebas, davadasturoT namo­

saxlaris arseboba, Tumca Cven mainc gadavwyviteT maTi moxsenieba, 

radganac am faqtma SeiZleba momavali aRmoCenebi srulyos da xeli 

Seuwyos maT ufro farTo konteqstSi gaSuqebas. 

sacxovrebelTan dakavSirebuli saqmianoba ramdenime ormom asa­

xa, romelic eneoliTs, gvianbrinjaosa da elinistur periodebs mie­

kuTvna. ormoebis gamoyeneba nasaxlarze rogorc marcvleulis an 

raime sxva produqtis Sesanaxad, aseve saritualod kargad nacnobi 

praqtikaa eneoliTidan moyolebuli Sua saukuneebis CaTvliT. ram­

denime adrebrinjaos xanis ormoa aRmoCenili qvemo qarTlSi, sadac 

dadasturda maTi mravalfunqciuroba. RrmaxevisTavis adrebrinja­

os xanis namosaxlarze aRmoCnda ramdenime ormo [mircxulava... 

1978:13]. erT-erT maTganSi adamianis Zvlovani naSTebi gamovlinda, 

rac adasturebs, rom ormos meoradi gamoyenebis Sedegad samarxis 

funqcia miuRia. ormoebis gamoyeneba eneoliTsa da brinjaos xanaSi 

ufro xSiria. sxvadasxva periodis ormoebi Seicaven cxovelebis Zv­

lebs, damtvreul Tixis WurWlebs an keris fragmentebs nacar-nax­

Sirovan fenebTan erTad. aseTi ormoebi xSirad nasaxlaris usiste­

mo nagavsayrelad ganixileboda. badaanSi mtkvar-araqsis periodis 

nasaxlarze gamovlinda ramdenime brtyelZiriani da msxlisebur 

formiani ormo [mircxulava 2008:105]. ormoebis SigTavsis strati­
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grafiam cxadyo, rom maT garkveuli daniSnuleba hqondaT. ormoebSi 

mravali sxvadasxva nivTi aRmoCnda, magaliTad, Tixis WurWlisa da 

keris natexebi, qvis sayofacxovrebo nivTebi, brinjaos xvia, baTqaSis 

nawilebi, cxovelis Zvlebi, da nacar-naxSirovani fenebi. zog ormos 

Signidan cecxlis kvali etyoboda. keramikuli koleqciebi dergis, 

qoTnis, doqis, jamis, sawurisa da keris fragmentebisagan Sedgebo­

da, xolo sayofacxovrebo iaraRebi _ safqvavisagan, salesi qvisa da 

namglis CasarTisagan. faunisturi masalis identificirebis Semdeg 

gairkva, rom cxovelis Zvlebi ekuTvnoda Zroxas, cxvarsa da Txas. am 

ormoTagan erTi gansakuTrebulad aris aRsaniSnavi, romlis iatak­

zec cxvris asamde damwvari koWi aRmoCnda. ormos zeda, momdevno eqv­

si fena Tixis WurWlis natexebsa da nacar-naxSirovan masas Seicavda. 

ToToeuli fena TixiT iyo gadalesili da amgvarad gancalkevebuli 

erTmaneTisagan. erTi da imave WurWlis ori natexi aRmoCnda or sx­

vadasxva fenaSi, meoresa da meeqvseSi, romlebic  erTmaneTisagan 60 

sm-iT iyo daSorebuli. ormoebis Sevsebis msgavsi faqtebi dafiqsire­

bulia Jinvalisa [ramiSvili... 1982:106] da mWadijvris nasaxlarebze 

[wiTlanaZe 2008:186]. ormoebis Sevsebis amdagvari praqtika damkvi­

drebuli ritualis arsebobaze miuTiTebs, romelic saerTo iyo 

saqarTvelos aRmosavleTisa da CrdiloeTis mosaxleobis garkveu­

li nawilisaTvis. 

samSvildis ormoebi aseTi TanmimdevrobiT Sevsebuli ar Cans. 

maT gamoavlines Tixis fragmentebis, cxovelis Zvlebisa da nacar­

naxSirovani masis narevi. rogorc Cans isini usistemod ideboda or­

moSi drois garkveuli monakveTis manZilze. cxadia, am SemTxvevaSi 

sistematizebuli religiuri wesi ar SeimCneva, magram raRac saritu­

alo procesTan kavSiri aSkaraa. rogorc Cans, Sewiruli Tu sakvebad 

damzadebuli Sinauri cxovelis Zvlebs da sayofacxovrebo nivTebis 

nawilebs garkveuli mniSvneloba eniWeboda, radganac isini TiTqmis 

yovelTvis Cndeba ormoebSi. am nawilebis dabinaveba ormoebSi, ritu­

alis finaluri etapi unda yofiliyo, rac albaT gulisxmobda maT 

sacxovrebelTan axlos yofnas.  

samSvildis Zeglze ormoebis mdebareoba sacxovrebelTan mimar­

TebiT ver dadginda. aRmosavleT saqarTvelos sxvadasxva periodis 

mraval Zeglze ormoebi saxlebTan axlosaa ganlagebuli, Tumca 

maTi mdebareoba sistematizebuli ar Cans. rodesac vixilavT or­

moebis SigTavss, maT stratigrafias da aseve eTnografiul monace­

mebs, Cven vfiqrobT, rom ormoebi saritualo daniSnulebisa iyo. is 

faqti, rom saritualo ormoebi mravali saukunis manZilze mudmi­

vad arsebobda, maT saWiroebaze miuTiTebs. samSvildis Zeglma aCvena, 

rom ormoebi namosaxlaris mniSvnelovani elementia da rom maTi 
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mowyoba dasaxlebis organizaciis uwyveti tradicia iyo eneoliTi­

dan elinisturi periodis CaTvliT. 

gvianbrinjaosa da elinisturi periodis Zeglebi, miuxedavad frag­

mentulobisa, puris sacxob Rumelebad iqna identificirebuli. Rume­

lis Zirebi erTnairi samSeneblo masaliT iyo aSenebuli da erTnairi 

forma hqondaT (ilustracia 7). mcire sxvaoba iyo samSeneblo stilSi. 

Tixis filebiT, qvebiTa da Tixis WurWlis natexebiT aSenebuli puris 

sacxobi Rumelebi Sida qarTlis sxvadasxva periodis arqeologiuri 

Zeglidan aris cnobili [musxeliSvili 1978:89; davlianiZe... 1993:17]. 

aseve unda aRiniSnos, rom msgavsi samSeneblo masala da teqnikaa gam­

oyenebuli saritualo kerebis mSeneblobisas nacargoras (samxreTi 

oseTi) gvianbrinjaos periodis Zeglze [gobejiSvili 1951:246. 255-256]. 

puris sacxobi Rumelebi sacxovreblis SigniT iyo mowyobili da sami 

nawilisagan Sedgeboda: Rumeli, sacecxle da sanacre ganyofilebebi, 

romlebic erTmaneTs milebiT ukavSirdeboda. Rumelisa da sacecxle 

ganyofilebebis Ziri Sedgenili iyo Tixis filebisa da Tixis WurW­

lis natexebis fenebisagan. es teqnologia _ ramdenime aseTi fenis 

monacvleoba _ gamoyenebuli iyo siTbos xangrZlivad SesanarCune­

blad. puris Rumelis saxuravi momrgvalebuli iyo. zog SemTxvevaSi 

Rumels sacecxleze miSenebuli hqonda patara zomis marTkuTxa zeda­

pirCaRrmavebuli Tixis nageboba, romelic samsxverplo-sakurTxev­

lad miiCneoda. xandaxan puris sacxobi Rumelebi gareTac ewyoboda 

[davlianiZe... 1993:25-28]. samSvildis Rumelebis Zirebs analogiuri 

elementebi aqvT. qvis wyoba, romelic gars hqonda Semovlebuli, Ses­

aZloa, saxuravis an zeda nawilis sayrdeni yofiliyo. gansazRvra 

imisa, Tu ramdeni nawilisagan Sedgeboda Rumelebi an sad iyo mowyo­

bili, Sin Tu gareT, SeuZlebelia. magram imis Tqma, rom isini puris 

sacxobi Rumelebia, darwmunebiT SeiZleba. 

amrigad, qvemo da Sida qarTlSi puris sacxobi Rumelebis erT­

nairi struqtura gamovlinda. maTi saxlSi mowyobis tradiciac 

erTnairi iyo. rogorc Cans, es Cveuleba qarTlis regions ar gascde­

nia, radganac kaxeTSi, ior-alaznis auzSi gansxvavebuli wesia dada­

sturebuli. am teritoriaze Tones marTavdnen gareT, TixiT amole­

sil ormoebSi [ficxelauri 1973:54]. samSvildis puris Rumelebi gvian, 

brinjaosa da elinistur periodebSi mudmiv samSeneblo tradiciebs 

avlenen, rac am teritoriis populaciis kulturul uwyvetobasa da 

SesaZlo genetikur kavSirebze metyvelebs. 

samSvildis Zeglis irgvliv 1 kilometris radiusSi kulturu­

li memkvidreobis Zeglebis simravle dadasturda. adrebrinjaos xa­

nis nasaxlari da samarovani, Sua saukuneebis eklesia, samarovani, 

nasaxlari da sadrenaJo sistema _ es aris im ZeglTa CamonaTvali, 
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rac cxadyofs Zveli adamianis aqtiur dainteresebas am teritori­

iT. es faqti aseve miuTiTebs am adgilis mosaxleobis simWidroveze. 

samSvildis Zeglisa da misi mimdebare teritoriebis  intensiuri 

dasaxlebis suraTis warmosaxva SesaZlebelia kulturuli faqtore­

bis meSveobiT. msgavs situacias qarTuli werilobiTi wyaroc asaxavs. 

qarTlis cxovrebaSi samSvilde moxseniebulia rogorc aRmosavleT 

saqarTvelos erT-erTi ganviTarebuli erTeuli, romelic aqtiurad 

iyo CarTuli iberiis politikur cxovrebasa Tu saomar kampaniebSi 

[qarTlis cxovreba 18-19, 27, 33]. arqeologiuri monacemebis safuZ­

velze samSvildes dawinaurebuli pozicia ara mxolod elinistur 

periodSi, aramed zemoT aRniSnul sxva danarCen periodebSic unda 

hqonoda.

samSvildis garemo pirobebi rom xelsayreli iyo adamianis mud­

miv sacxovreblad xangrZlivi periodis manZilze, aSkaraa. Zeglze 

mopovebuli paleozoologiuri da eTnobotanikuri masalis analiz­

ma gamoavlina Sinauri cxovelebisa da kultivirebuli Tu veluri 

mcenareebis mravalferovneba, rac, erTi mxriv, intensiuri meurneo­

bis, xolo meore mxriv, adgilobrivi mosaxleobis kvebis racionis 

maCvenebelia. samSvildis Zeglma, romelic miwis patara nakveTzea 

ganlagebuli, xuTi kulturuli periodis masala gamoavlina. miuxe­

davad imisa, rom ver ganisazRvra Zeglis gavrcelebis areali sru­

lad, zogierTi komponentis funqcia da TrialeTuri keramikis war­

momavlobis adgili, mainc mniSvnelovani Sedegebi iqna miRebuli. 

SesaZlebeli gaxda ori preistoriuli kulturis eneoliTisa da 

mtkvar-araqsis kavSirebis gaSuqeba da, Sesabamisad, mtkvar-araqsis 

adgilobrivi warmoSobis ideis ganmtkiceba. aseve warmoCnda namo­

saxlarTa mowyobisa da samSeneblo tradiciebis uwyvetoba mravali 

saukunis manZilze.
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Figure Captions

Figure 1. 		  Map showing the location of the site of Samshvilde
Figure 2. 		  Samshvilde. Hellenistic bronze jewellery 
Figure 3. 		  Samshvilde. Hellenistic cist (Feature 14)
Figure 4.		  Samshvilde. Hellenistic jar burial 
Figure 5. 	 a  	 Samshvilde. Trialeti culture ceramic vessel
	        	 b	 Samshvilde. Drawing of Trialeti culture ceramic vessel Decoration
Figure 6.		  Samshvilde.  Chalcolithic pottery
Figure 7. 		  Samshvilde. Bread ovens

ilustraciebis aRweriloba

1. 			  samSvildis Zeglis mdebareoba

2. 			  samSvildis elinisturi xanis brinjaos samkauli

3. 			  samSvildis elinisturi xanis qvayuTi #14

4. 			  samSvildis elinisturi xanis qvevrsamarxi

5. 	 a. 		 samSvildis TrialeTuri periodis Tixis WurWeli

  	 b. 		 samSvildis TrialeTuri periodis Tixis WurWlis dekoracia

6. 			  samSvildis eneoliTuri periodis keramika

7. 			  samSvildis puris sacxobi Rumelebi
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Cultural Continuity at Samshvilde

Irina Demetradze, Guram Mirtskhulava

Recent archaeological excavations conducted near the village of Samshvilde in 
eastern Georgia have helped to document striking elements of cultural continuity 
through a long period of time. A small parcel of land, ca. 2400m2 in area, revealed 
traces of human activity from four separate cultural periods.  A multi-layered 
site, Samshvilde yielded Chalcolithic, Late Bronze Age, Hellenistic, and Medieval 
materials. In addition pottery fragments attributed to Middle Bronze Age (Trialeti 
culture) have been found out of context on the site. Important floral and faunal 
data obtained from the site also established a number of environmental sequences 
and provided useful historical insights.  

Field investigations came in the form of rescue excavations carried out in quite 
difficult circumstances occasioned by natural demolition and pipeline construc-
tion. Consequently, full documentation was not always possible. However a num-
ber of key overall research themes were identified, each of which relate to ques-
tions of importance to Georgian Archaeology. Namely, the presence of critical 
links between the Chalcolithic and the subsequent Kura-Araxes culture and the 
persistence of certain, specific settlement patterns and building methods through 
a number of different cultural periods. We hope, the presentation of these results 
will stimulate the further exploration of these various themes. 

Key Words: Cultural continuity, site organization, pottery

Environmental Background

The site of Samshvilde is located 1.5 km east of the modern village of Samshvilde. 
The site is situated on a hillside at about 925 m above sea level, overlooking the 
confluence of the Chivchavi and Khrami rivers to the southeast. The Samshvilde site 
lies in the Kvemo Kartli region, located in southeastern Georgia (Fig.1).  The region 
is surrounded by the mountainous ridges of Trialeti, Loki, and Javakheti [Kharadze 
2000:215]. The landscape of Kvemo Kartli itself is characterized by a wide variety of 
plains, river valleys, plateaus and canyons. Volcanic mountains are also part of the 
landscape of Kvemo Kartli. The southern parts of this mountain-ringed locality rise 
gradually from the Marneuli terrace at 270 metres above sea level to ca. 1950 metres 
on the heights of the Bedeni plateau. Ca. 1800 metres above sea level one encounters 
a sub-alpine zone that reaches a maximum altitude of 2400 metres. Several rivers 
and streams flow through the region. In particular, the alluvial plain of Kvemo Kartli 
is divided into two parts by the Kura River.  The Kvemo Kartli area enjoys a con-
tinental climate, but specific microclimates also occur. Arid, humid, and highland 
climates all exist within the area [Kharadze 2000:218-219].  
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This mixture of different land formations and climate zones creates a diverse 
floral and faunal community. The region is characterised by both mixed hardwood 
and savannah/grassland vegetation. The composition of the earth varies in differ-
ent parts of the region. Highland deposits are mostly represented by Middle Creta-
ceous sediments consisting of arkosic sandstone, limestone and lithic tuff. Relatively 
young effusive rocks, dolerite lavas and volcanic glasses also occur in the region. 
Forest areas have brown soil, while meadows possess fertile top and sub-soils [Kha-
radze 2000:220-221]. This extreme variety contributes, of course, to environmental 
diversity of the area.

The Excavations

Due to ongoing construction activities most of the features that were discovered 
could only be examined in a somewhat incomplete fashion. Nine out of 22 features 
were funerary in character, eleven were domestic, and the other two lacked clearly 
definable characteristics. In order to assign function and temporal affiliation build-
ing plans and methods of construction were examined closely. In the main, however, 
close cultural affiliations were determined by diagnostic artefacts that were found in 
situ. The built features proved to date from the following periods: the Chalcolithic, 
the Late Bronze Age, the Hellenistic period, and the Medieval period.  

Chalcolithic [ca. 4000 BC]
Feature 5, identified as a pit, was excavated to a depth of 1.4 m below the existed 

modern ground surface. The width of the floor was 0.6 m. The side walls tapered 
inwards towards the top to a width of only 0.25 m.  The top of this feature was trun-
cated by the modern plough zone. The fill within the pit included ash and charcoal, 
cattle bones, teeth and horn, and mainly burnished ceramic sherds in the lower part 
of the excavated area. 

The Chalcolithic pottery in the pit consisted of body sherds from several differ-
ent vessels. The bases were flat and the side walls were convex. These incomplete 
pots displayed diagnostic characteristics of the period, such as a coarse fabric with a 
mixture of sand and two or three layers typical of handmade vessels with a biscuit 
that was unevenly fired. The pots were brown, brown-reddish, grey, in some cases 
with a blackish interior. The surface of the pots could be either plain or burnished. 

Late Bronze Age (ca. 900 BC)

Two pits and one oven were assigned to this period. Pit 8 was recorded as a 
flat-bottomed feature that had been cut into the ground to a depth of 1.05 m below 
the existed modern ground surface. The maximum width measured 1.15 m. The fill 
within the pit included ash and charcoal along with poorly preserved bones and 
teeth from cattle and goat/sheep. Burnished ceramic sherds diagnostic of the Late 
Bronze Age and an obsidian flake were also recovered from the pit.

Pit 13 was flat-bottomed and had straight walls. The maximum width was 0.9 m 
and the extant depth measured ca. 1 m. The fill consisted of ash and charcoal, with 
burnished ceramic sherds diagnostic of the Late Bronze Age.

The sub-rectangular base of an oven was made from three courses of thick clay 
slabs, overlaid with two courses of potsherds embedded in clay and surrounded 
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with one course of unmodified stones. The portion of the oven that still survived was 
1.4 m in length and 0.8 m in width. Numerous potsherds were used as construction 
material together with stone and clay.

The Late Bronze Age pottery included such forms as jars, jugs, and stemmed 
dishes. The coarse ware pottery varied in surface and fabric colour from black to 
brown and grey.  It was limited in decoration, sometimes displaying a burnished 
surface and more rarely, incised bands. A single blank obsidian flake came from this 
context.

Hellenistic Period [ca. 300 BC – ca. 100 AD]   
Finds of Hellenistic date were well represented at the site. They included seven 

cist burials, one jar burial, six pits, and one oven. Cist 1 was a 1m wide burial located 
from 0.6m below the modern ground surface. One bronze finger ring, one silver 
finger ring, and fragments of one pottery vessel were collected together with hu-
man skeletal remains from this heavily disturbed burial. A massive bracelet made 
of tinned bronze was found nearby (Fig. 2). Presumably, the find came from this cist 
as well.   

Cist 2 measured 1.2 m in width and was located at ca. 0.8 m below the modern 
ground surface. Only the north-west portion was partly intact.  Artefacts from this 
feature included one small ceramic pot with incised decoration, the base of a red-
painted ceramic jug, and an almost complete plain jug. No human skeletal remains 
were observed.  

The base of Cist 3 was situated 0.6m below the modern ground surface. One red-
painted ceramic sherd was collected from the cist. No human skeletal remains were 
observed in it. 

The remnants of Cist 4 included an upright stone slab. Plain ceramic fragments of 
one vessel and human skeletal remains were collected from the feature. 

Cist 6 appeared to be an intact burial located at 1.1 m below the modern ground 
surface. It was oriented east to west and measured 0.5 m in height x 1.1 m in length x 
0.6 m in width.  Materials that were recovered included fragments of human skeletal 
remains and red-painted ceramic sherds that belonged to a flat based, globular jar.

Cist 7 was recorded in section 1 m below the modern ground surface. The walls 
were composed of stone slabs that indicated an east to west orientation. The cist 
measured 0.6 m in height, 1 m in length and 0.6 m in width. The contents included 
articulated human skeletal remains as well as plain and burnished ceramic sherds. 

Cist 14 was an intact burial that was oriented on a northeast to southwest axis 
(Fig. 3). It was located 1 m below the modern ground surface and measured 0.6 m in 
height x 1.3 m in length x 1 m in width. Post-cranial human skeletal materials were 
recovered, as well as the tip of an iron pin and a fragment of an iron bracelet.

Feature 17 was identified as an oval, flat based, jar burial. The jar was sunk ver-
tically into the ground to a depth of 1.2 m. It had a base diameter of 0.20 metres. 
Instead of human skeletal remains the jar contained the complete skeleton of a do-
mestic dog – something which might suggest the presence of a cenotaph. The cause 
of the dog’s death was not determined during analysis; however dental morphol-
ogy indicates that the age at the time of death was between 1.5 and 2 years. The 
cranial morphology is similar to that of a modern Caucasian mountain dog such as 
is common in present-day Georgia, although the cranial and post-cranial elements 
are smaller than is presently normal for this breed. The artefacts that were recov-
ered from the jar burial included three ground-stone tools and Hellenistic buff, bur-
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nished, and red painted potsherds and a single fragment of  red painted tile. The 
neck of the jar was characterized by incised decoration and a single band in relief as 
well as by red-painted vertical and horizontal stripes (Fig. 4).

Pit 9 was excavated into ground to a depth of 1.3m, and measured 1.3 m in width, 
1 m in height and it narrowed toward the top. The fill included ash and charcoal, 
plain and red painted pottery sherds, as well as cattle, sheep, and pig bones, which 
were recovered from the lower portion of the pit. 

Pit 10 was a large pear-shaped pit recorded as 1.1 m in height. The base of the pit 
measured 1.3 m in width. Much of the fill consisted of ash and charcoal. A tooth and 
the mandible of a domesticated piglet were also recovered from the lower portion of 
the pit, as well as two fragments of a land turtle shell and buff and brown painted 
ceramics.

Pit 11 was also a large pear-shaped feature excavated to a depth of 1.4 m below 
the modern ground surface. It was 1 m in height. The diameter of the base measured 
1.9 m. Plain and burnished ceramic fragments were recovered from the middle por-
tion of the pit and three large unmodified stones from the lower part.   

Pit 12 was a large pear-shaped feature excavated to a depth of 1.3 m below the 
modern ground surface. The base of the pit measured 2 m in diameter and the side 
walls survived to a height of 1m. The fill consisted of ash and charcoal, plain, bur-
nished, and painted potsherds and a hearth fragment. 

Pit 18 was a large pear-shaped feature excavated to 2.4 m below the modern 
ground surface.  The pit measured 0.9 m in height and was 2 m in width. The fill in-
cluded ash and charcoal, as well as plain, burnished and painted ceramic fragments.

Pit 20 was a straight-walled feature that descended to 1.9 m below the modern 
ground surface. The diameter at the base measured 1.5 m. The fill consisted of ash 
and charcoal layers. Potsherds from the pit were plain as well as burnished and were 
sometimes decorated with red paint and relief ornaments. 

The intact portion of oven comprised the southeast corner, which consisted of 
one course of stones and two courses of clay slabs within ceramic fragments matrix. 
Extant dimensions measured 2 m lengths X 1 m width.    

The shapes of the Hellenistic pottery varied from large household pots and jars 
to relatively diminutive tableware such as handled cups. They were buff, grey, or 
blackish in colour. Some pots such as jars were decorated with relief and grooved 
bands around the neck. Brown and red slip or paint predominated among the vari-
ous decorative techniques. Vessels were characterized by well-refined clay. House-
hold tools of stone were restricted to grinding stones and a single mortar. A limited 
quantity of Hellenistic jewellery included bracelets and finger rings made of silver, 
bronze, and iron.

Medieval Period (ca. 500-600 AD)

A single pit burial represented early medieval activity at the site of Samshvilde. 
Feature 21, located 0.95 m below the modern ground surface, was identified as a pit 
burial that measured 0.5 m in height x 1.9 m in length x 1.5 m in width. The burial 
contained poorly preserved human bones and fragments of a single plain pottery 
vessel.

Scattered medieval sherds were also found on the site. They attested to the pres-
ence of jars, jugs, and lids. The fabric was refined, single layered, and reddish. The 
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pottery of this date mainly consisted of plain wares, although certain of the sherds 
displayed rope ornaments in relief, as well as grooved and incised bands.  

Indeterminate Features 
Feature 15 appeared as a soil anomaly in an exposed section at a depth of 2 m be-

low the modern ground surface. In size this feature measured 1.1 m in height and 3 m 
in width. Artefacts were not observed during a visual inspection of the section; how-
ever ceramics diagnostic of the Trialeti culture were recovered not far from the lowest 
level of the feature. These consisted of a few black burnished coarse ware sherds with 
a buff interior that were decorated with herringbone incisions and a swastika stamped 
ornament that apparently came from a single large vessel (Fig. 5.a 5.b). Vessels of this 
kind may be dated to ca. 1800 BC - 1600 BC [Gogadze 1972:39-43, 95].  

Feature 16, located at 0.8 m below the modern ground surface, appeared to be a 
pit, which measured 0.3 m in height x 0.5 m in width. The feature contained a bovine 
skull and a mandible, but no artefacts were in evidence.   

Altogether, 688 artefacts were recovered from the site, among them 679 pieces of 
pottery, four stone tools, and five metal objects; 654 objects came from archaeological 
contexts, and 34, or 5% of the total, were chance finds. The pottery – the dominant 
material from the site - was attributed to an appropriate period on the basis of fabric 
and decoration.  The result is that five cultural periods were represented, in all, at the 
site. The artefacts that were attributed to four different time periods – Chalcolithic, 
Late Bronze Age, Hellenistic, and Medieval were identified within the built features. 
The potsherds that were assigned to the Trialeti culture were found out of context. 

Chart 1. Artefacts from the site of Samshvilde classified by cultural affiliation 
               and material
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Chart 2. Artefacts from the site of Samshvilde classified by function 
               and material 

Chart 3. Pottery from the site of Samshvilde classified by cultural affiliation 
               and decoration  

Human skeletal materials and ecofacts were collected from the site as well. The 
human remains were badly damaged. The animal remains that were recovered from 
the various features included the bones of many mammals and one reptile. Culti-
vated and also wild plant species were identified in soil samples collected for ethno-
botanical analysis. Soft wheat grains were identified in samples from features related 
to the Chalcolithic, Late Bronze Age, and Hellenistic periods. Two-grained cereals, 
grape pips, lentils, and husk-grained barleys were also collected from features of 
Hellenistic date. Carbonized millet grains constituted the majority of botanicals, 
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identified in 50 percent of the samples.  All of them were associated with the Hel-
lenistic period. Agrimony, blue bugle, red goosefoot, green strawberry, heliotrope 
and other 15 wild species made up the spectrum of wild plants.  

The Samshvilde site was located on a strikingly varied landscape. In particular, 
the southern slope of this locality was occupied for a long time. The successive intro-
duction of new features over time caused many disturbances. The modern construc-
tion works also caused instability. As a result the exposed occupation layers were 
not intact and the stratigraphy of the site suffered accordingly. 

Discussion

The limited range of features and artefacts identified at the site of Samshvilde 
does not provide enough evidence to offer a comprehensive analysis of each of the 
separate, recognised periods.  However, research themes related to cultural continu-
ity can be profitably explored. The earliest human activity at the Samshvilde site be-
gins in the Chalcolithic period. Two different stages of the Chalcolithic period - the 
Shulaveri-Shomu-Tepe and the Sioni have been recognized in east Georgia [Mena-
bde... 1981:26-33; Djaparidze 2006:260-274]. For a number of so far not determined 
reasons the Shulaveri-Shomu-Tepe culture came to an end in the first half of the 
fourth millennium BC.  However, the Sioni culture continued existence until the 
gradual emergence of the Kura-Araxes culture. There are several conflicting inter-
pretations about how the Kura-Araxes culture began and developed [Kuftin 1941; 
Djaparidze 1976; Kushnareva... 1970:60-94, 173-183; Kiguradze 1976; Kushnareva 
1993:51-92]. After the identification of the Sioni culture the notion was introduced 
that the earliest stages of the Kura-Araxes culture could be traced back to Chalco-
lithic times [Kiguradze 1998:19-20; Kiguradze… 2003:38-48]. The discovery of the 
early agricultural settlement of Sioni in the Marneuli district of southeastern Kvemo 
Kartli soon allowed archaeologists to distinguish a separate Sioni culture from the 
Shulaveri-Shomu-Tepe culture [Menabde … 1981]. Eventually a wide network of 
Sioni sites came to be identified throughout east Transcaucasia. Settlements of the 
Sioni culture were also discovered in different contexts. Sometimes they consisted of 
a thin, single layer of occupation. In other cases a Shulaveri-Shomu-Tepe occupation 
was overlaid by a Sioni occupation or a Sioni settlement was covered by strata of 
the Kura-Araxes culture [Kiguradze 1998:19]. In the end radiocarbon dates obtained 
from eastern Transcaucasia revealed that the Sioni culture could be dated to between 
4200 BC and 3500 BC. Subsequently, it became relatively clear that the Kura-Araxes 
culture had evolved out of the Sioni culture [Kiguradze 1998]. 

At the present time, Samshvilde I, Tetritsqaro A, Khizanaant Gora E are among 
the occupation layers that can be attributed to the earliest stage of the development 
of the Kura-Araxes culture in Georgia. This attribution was mainly determined on 
the basis of ceramic evidence, in which certain ceramic shapes (flat bottom, straight 
and plain rim), methods of firing (two or three layer fabric), and characteristic bur-
nished surfaces, all contributed to the definition of a consistent corpus. 

Pottery from the Chalcolithic pit at the site of Samshvilde as well as from contem-
poraneous pits, excavated in the close vicinity of the pipeline projects, have all dis-
played elements typical to Chalcolithic pottery in terms of shape, clay texture, firing 
techniques, colour and ornamentation in the form of burnishing and zigzags in relief 
(Fig. 6).These pottery assemblages can be grouped in broad terms as Chalcolithic 
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pottery of Samshvilde. This group of pottery is close to relate to the Sioni culture, in 
particular to the latest stage of Sioni-Tsopi culture on the basis of its characteristics. 
In many ways indeed, this pottery could also be viewed as representative of Kura-
Araxes culture. On the basis of texture, fabric, and colour the earliest Kura-Araxes 
pottery is, in fact, almost identical to the latest forms of Chalcolithic pottery. Only 
the decoration in the form of zigzags in relief could not be evidenced anymore on the 
surface of Kura-Araxes pottery. The pottery that dates to the earliest stages of Kura-
Araxes culture shows a correlation between Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age. This 
is well demonstrated by Samshvilde pottery and is getting especially clear that there 
are traces of continuous connections between these two prehistoric cultures. Accord-
ingly, the idea that the region of Kvemo Kartli might be one of the places where the 
Kura-Araxes Culture emerged gaining increasing support.   

Kvemo Kartli was one of the main centres of development for not only the Chal-
colithic and Kura-Araxes cultures but also for the Trialeti culture. One of the char-
acteristic types of pottery decoration of the Trialeti culture (in which incised her-
ring-bone design are combined with burnished surfaces) was found on fragments 
of black burnished pottery that were discovered out of context at the Samshvilde 
site. Although the Trialeti potsherds in question were chance finds, it is clear that 
they did not come from a kurgan. That is to say that there is no evidence for a Tria-
leti kurgan at the site or anywhere else in its vicinity.  Moreover, they were found 
adjacent to Feature 15, near the base of this quite deeply buried element. The shape 
and function of Feature 15 could not be closely defined, but in section it consisted of 
a rectangular formation that could be related to the presence of a mud hut. On the 
other hand, no settlements of this culture have been found so far. The Trialeti cul-
ture is only known from kurgans. It is recognized that the discovery of these sherds 
alone, adjacent to remains of a proposed mud hut, does not necessarily confirm the 
existence of a settlement. However, it would be seem worth drawing attention to this 
finding, which, in the light of future discoveries may yet take on greater value when 
seen in a wider context.  

A number of pits dated to the Chalcolithic, the Late Bronze Age and the Hel-
lenistic period represented domestic activity at the Samshvilde site. The use of pits 
in settlements for the storage of crops or other products, as well as for ceremonial 
purposes is well documented over a long period from the Chalcolithic until late me-
dieval times. The diverse function of pits was well attested at the early Bronze Age 
settlement of Grmakhevistavi in Kvemo Kartli [Mirtskhulava... 1978:13]. One of them 
yielded human remains. In this case the pit was apparently reused for burial pur-
poses. The use of pits is particularly widespread in the Chalcolithic and the Bronze 
Age. Within this time range various pits are known to have contained animal bones, 
broken pots or hearth fragments together with ash and charcoal fills. They often re-
garded to have served as the domestic rubbish dump of a given settlement. Several 
pear-shaped and flat-bottomed pits were excavated at the Kura-Araxes settlement of 
Badaani in northeastern Georgia [Mirtskhulava 2008:105]. These pits revealed a wide 
variety of deposits: potsherds, hearth fragments, household stone tools, bronze spi-
ral ornaments, fragments of plaster, animal bones, some of which were worked, and 
ash and charcoal layers. The interior of some of the pits also revealed traces of fire. 
The pottery of such pits included variously sized household items including pots, 
jars, sieves, bowls, and hearth fragments. The household tools included a grinding 
stone, a sharpening stone, and a stone sickle blade. Animal remains were represent-
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ed by the bones of cattle, sheep and goat. One pit is worthy of special mention since 
it was found to contain almost one hundred burnt sheep anklebones (astragali) in the 
lowest level with six higher layers of ash and pottery fragments, separated by bands 
of clay. Two fragments from the same pot were recovered from two different layers, 
i.e. from the second and the sixth layers, which stood 60 cm from apart each other. 
Pits with stratified deposits of a similar kind are also known from Early Bronze Age 
settlements at Jinvali in north Georgia [Ramishvili... 1982:106] and at Mchadijvari 
in east Georgia [Tsitlanadze 2008:186].  The practice of filling pits gradually in this 
manner illustrates the existence of certain well established rituals, which would ap-
pear to have been common among the population of eastern and northern Georgia 
in the Early Bronze Age. 

The pits at Samshvilde were not filled in quite such a structured manner. They 
comprised mixed fills of potsherds, animal bones, ash, and charcoal. It appears, in 
short, that such mixed materials could either be deposited in a selected pit at one and 
the same moment or over an extended period of time. Never the less the excavated 
record still seems to reflect the existence of some kind of ritual: a ritual in which 
the remains of sacrificed animals as well as tools and parts of household vessels 
appeared to have counted as sacred elements. The process of placing these objects 
in close proximity to dwellings, in purpose-built pits, was presumably one part of a 
complex ritual process.  

The exact location of the pits in relation to adjacent dwellings could not be de-
termined at Samshvilde. But from evidence from other sites of various periods in 
Georgia, we know that pits were often cited close to dwellings, even if there is not 
enough evidence to speak of systematic patterns of distribution. With reference to 
the materials consigned to the pits, and to the ways in which such materials were 
organized within the pits, we can presume that such pits were mainly used for cer-
emonial purposes. Indeed, the fact that pits of this kind continued to be used over 
a long span of a time indicates that their significance was considerable. In sum, the 
site of Samshvilde helps to suggest the pits were an important element within many 
settlements and their distribution could have conformed to a long-continuing tradi-
tion that lasted from Chalcolithic times to the Hellenistic period.    

Certain floors of both Late Bronze Age and Hellenistic date appear to have been 
the floors of bread ovens. They had a rectangular shape and were constructed of 
similar building materials. Only slight modification in construction style was evi-
denced (Fig. 7). The bread ovens constructed of clay slabs, stones, and potsherds are 
known from various archaeological sites in the Shida Kartli district [Muskhelishvili 
1978:89; Davlianidze... 1993:17]. It could be mentioned as well that similar construc-
tion materials and probably similar techniques of construction were used to build a 
number of ceremonial hearths at the Late Bronze Age site of Natsargora in modern 
South Ossetia [Gobejishvili 1951: 246, 255-256]. The bread ovens at this latter site 
were placed inside dwellings and mainly consisted of three components: an oven, 
a fire chamber and an ash pit, all of which were linked to each other by connecting 
pipes.  The floors of the fire chambers of such ovens were constructed of interlaced 
clay slabs and potsherds – materials that were designed to retain heat for a long 
period of time. The upper parts of such ovens appeared to have been rounded. In 
certain cases small rectangular clay structures with a ventilation hole on the upper 
surface were added to the fire chamber. Occasionally, bread ovens were constructed 
outdoors rather than indoors [Davlianidze... 1993: 25-28]. The bases of the ovens at 
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Samshvilde displayed similar elements.  The courses of stones that surrounded the 
flat bases of the ovens at Samshvilde no doubt served to support the missing upper 
structures of such features. For the moment, however, it is still impossible to tell if 
the ovens at Samshvilde were erected inside dwellings or outdoors.  

The bread ovens built in a similar way were evidenced at archaeological sites 
located in Kvemo and Shida Kartli. The custom of bread oven arrangement inside 
the dwellings was the same as well. Apparently it spread within these two regions 
and did not reach other part of eastern Georgia, Kakheti bounding from east.  In 
Kakheti, in the basin of Ior-Alazani rivers, is proved totally different practice of 
“tone” arrangement outdoors in clay plastered pits [Pitskhelauri 1973: 54]. Inter-
estingly enough, the Late Bronze Age and Hellenistic bread ovens at Samshvilde 
demonstrate a remarkable persistence in their forms and methods of construction. 
In our view this points to enduring elements of local cultural continuity, whether or 
not genetic connections might also be postulated.  

An abundance of cultural heritage monuments situated within a one kilometre 
radius of the site of Samshvilde illustrates the degree to which this area has so often 
attracted human habitation. Apart from a neighbouring Early Bronze Age settlement 
and cemetery, we know of a medieval church, settlement, cemetery, and the pres-
ence of an effective system of drainage. In an eleventh century chronicle the area of 
Samshvilde is described as a vibrant administrative unit of east Georgia that was 
actively involved in political life and in the military campaigns of the day [The Life 
of Kartli 18-19, 27, 33]. Moreover, the site proved good conditions for the preserva-
tion of both floral and faunal remains and the idea was strengthened by the results 
of paleozoological and ethnobotanical analysis, which consistently showed a variety 
of domesticated animals and the use of both cultivated and wild plants in the local 
diet, all indicative of an intense and continuous rural economy. To judge from the 
just-recovered archaeological record, this flourishing locality of medieval Georgia 
also had a long, not insignificant past – a past that was clearly of some note in the 
Hellenistic period and was also not without interest in each of the preceding periods 
that have found some notice in this report. 
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