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daviT nasyidaSvili  
Tsu 

 

axali masalebi foTis/fasisis koSkidan 
 

Sesavali 

fasisi antikuri periodis erTerTi umniSvnelovanesi kolonia 

iyo, romelic daarsebulia berZeni, mileteli kolonizatorebis mier. 

werilobiTi wyaroebis mixedviT qalaqi arsebobda erT aTaswleulze 

met periods. miuxedavad werilobiTi wyaroebis siuxvisa, qarTul ar-

qeologiaSi erTerT umTavres, gadauWrel problemad rCeba qalaqis 

adgilmdebareobis gansazRvra. araerTi mkvlevari Tanxmdeba, rom poli-

si swored kolxeTi dablobze unda mdebareobdes, romelsac ayalibebs 

rionis qvemo dineba.   

fasisis adgilmdebareobis dasadgenad araerTi arqeologiuri, Tu 

istoriografiuli kvleva Catarda, Tumca umetesoba kvlevebisa eZ-

Rvneba swored gvianantikurobamde periodis qalaqis adgilmdebareobis 

gansazRvras. aRniSnuli kvleviTi statiis mizania qronologiuri Car-

Cos gazrda Sua saukuneebamde. bolo droindelma kvlevam aCvena, rom 

qalaq foTis teritoriaze namdvilad grZeldeba aqtivoba Suasaukune-

ebSi, rac dasturdeba aq gamovlenili materialuri kulturiT.  

rogorc cnobilia, foTis centrSi, dRevandeli parkis terito-

riaze, sadac dResac dgas XIX saukunis koSki, sworad iq unda yofi-

liyo osmalebis mier gaSenebuli, gviandeli periodis qvis oTxkuTxa 

formis cixesimagre.  

qalaq foTis koSki, romelic nikolaZis koSkis saxeliT aris 

cnobili, daSenebulia manamde arsebuli cixis CrdiloeT kedelze 

(tab. I, sur. 1, 2, 3, 4). mas Semdeg, rac ruseTis imperiam 1809 wels 

moipova kontroli foTze,1 rogorc Cans, cixis udidesi nawili daan-

                                                            
1 Osmanli Araştirmalari VI. The Journal of Ottoman Studies. Mahir Aydin. Faş Kalesi. İstanbul. 
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gries qvis meoreuli daniSnulebisaTvis, radgan im epoqisaTvis qvis 

kedlebi naklebad efeqturi iyo saartilerio brZolisas. 

foTis koSkze 2017-2018 wlebSi Catarda sareabilitacio samu-

Saoebi. koSkis aRmosavleT nawilSi, iq sadac SemorCenilia adreuli 

qvis cixis fragmentebi, galeriis mowyobis mizniT gaiTxara fundamen-

tisaTvis saWiro Txrili. aRniSnuli samuSaoebis dros teritoriaze 

aRmoCnda sakmao raodenobis keramikuli masala, romelic garkveuli 

interpretaciis saSualebas iZleva (tab. II, sur. 5-6). 

istoriografia 

foTis Sua saukuneebis istoria araerTxel Seswavlila istori-

ografiuli kuTxiT (tab. II, sur. 7), Tumca arqeologiuri Careva uS-

ualod foTis cixis teritoriaze ar momxdara. nino xoStarias pira-

di arqivis kvlevidan, romelic inaxeba saqarTvelos mecnierebaTa akad-

emiaSi, irkveva, rom mas ramdenime wliani arqeologiuri kampania hqon-

da qalaqi foTis teritoriaze, romelic daemTxva meore msoflio om-

is periods. mecnierebaTa akademiaSi daculi misi pirad arqivSi inaxeba 

mxolod samivlinebo brZanebebi sadac miTiTebulia, rom man Seasrula 

arqeologiuri samuSaoebi qalaqi foTis teritoriaze, Tumca ar Cans 

saangariSo, an sxva saxis informacia, Tu sad Seasrula man arqeolog-

iuri kvlevebi.2   

Sesrulebulia arqeologiuri sadazvervo samuSaoebi qalaq fo-

Tis aeroportis teritoriaze, romelic mdebareobs foTis aRmosavle-

TiT. aRniSnul teritoriaze sadazvervo Surfebi gaavlo profesor 

guram grigoliam 1984, 2007 da 2012 wels. 1984 wlis masalebi inax-

eba qalaq foTis kolxuri kulturis muzeumSi, xolo momdevno ori 

sezonis monapovari ivane javaxiSvilis saxelobis Tbilisis saxelmwi-

fo universitetis arqeologiuri muzeumis fondebSi. aeroportis te-

ritoriidan momdinare masala ZiriTadad Sedgeba kramitebisagan, rome-

lic qronologiurad adreulia, vidre foTis koSkis teritoriaze 

aRmoCenili keramika.3 

                                                                                                                                                  
1986, gv. 113. 
2 nino xoStarias samivlinebo dokumentebi inaxeba saqarTvelos mecnierebaTa akademiis 
arqivSi.  
3 G. Grigolia, Z. Kvitsiani. 2007 tslis savele ekspeditsiebisa da sastsavlo praktikis angarishebi. 
rionis kvemo tselis sadziebo-arkeologiuri ekspeditsia (g. grigolia, z. kviciani. 2007 wlis 
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geografiuli da qronologiuri TvalsazrisiT Zalian saintere-

soa mdinare rionis piras mdebare saqorqio, romelic amJamad sofel 

WaladidSi Semavali sofelia da mdebareobs foTidan aRmosavleTiT, 

15 kilometrSi. rogorc cnobilia, aq dadasturebuli antikuri da 

elinisturi periodis materialuri kultura, romelSic ikveTeba, ro-

gorc adgilobrivi, ise importuli masala. Cvens SemTxvevaSi ki, sayu-

radReboa N28 Txrili, sadac gamovlenilia Sua saukuneebisaTvis dama-

xasiaTebeli keramikuli masala.4 

metad mniSvnelovania Zeglia foTis samxreTiT, kunZul kolimba-

ris napirTan, paliastomis tbaSi gamovlenili keramikuli masala, ro-

melsac farTo qronologiuri diapazoni aqvs, Tumca yvelaze gviande-

li masala adre Sua saukuneebiT unda TariRdebodes.5 
werilobiTi wyaroebi 

gviandeli periodis fasisTan – foTTan dakavSirebiT or Zalzed 

mniSvnelovani cnobaa daculi Turqul saarqivo dokumentaciaSi. rome-

lic mogviTxrobs foTis cixis reabilitaciis Sesaxeb. aseve, sainte-

resoa rom, manamde iq mdgara xisgan da Tixisgan aSenebuli cixe, ro-

melic osmalebs gaunaxlebiaT.  

1582 wliT daTariRebuli osmaluri saarqivo cnoba.  

„foTis cixis SekeTeba. baTumis beglarTbegs vubrZaneb, rom: 

zRvis sanapiroze mdebare foTis cixe, romelic xis masalisaga-

naa naSeni, xangrZlivi wvimebis gamo sakmaod dazianda da avariul 

mdgomareobaSi imyofeba, ris gamoc moviTxove misi aRdgena da restav-

rireba. Seni Txovna misaRebad iqna CaTvlili amitom vbrZaneb rom:  

brZanebis mosvlisTanave, waxval foTis cixeSi da dawvrilebiT 

Seiswavli mdgomareobas, ris Semdegac saWiro adgilebs SeakeTeb da 

Cautareb restavracias. amasTanave momivida cnoba, rom im mxareSi 

mtrebi daTareSoben, fxizlad iyavi! gafrTxileb, uyuradRebobiT Cemi 

                                                                                                                                                  
savele eqspediciebisa da saswavlo praqtikis angariSebi. rionis qvemo welis saZiebo-
arqeologiuri eqspedicia). 
4 T. Mikeladze. arkeologiuri kvleva-dzieba rionis kvemo tselze: masalebi dzveli pasisis 
ist'oriisatvis. K'olkhetis arkeologiuri eksp'editsiis shromebi. ts'. 1. T’bilisi. 1978 (T. miqelaZe. 
arqeologiuri kvleva-Zieba rionis qvemo welze: masalebi Zveli fasisis 
istoriisaTvis. kolxeTis arqeologiuri eqspediciis Sromebi. w. 1. Tb. 1978). 
5 G. Gamkrelidze. Poti-pasisis topoarkeologiisatvis. T'bilisi. 1998 (g. gamyreliZe. foTi-fasisis 
topoarqeologiisaTvis. Tb. 1998). aqve ix. foTi-fasisis srulyofili istoriografia. 
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qveynis Seuracxmyofeli nabiji ar gadadga!“.6 

1584 wliT daTariRebuli osmaluri saarqivo cnoba. „dangreuli 

foTis cixis aRdgenis Sesaxeb. momaxsene, rom foTis cixe romelic 

adre xisa da Tixisgan iyo aSenebuli, avariul mdgomareobaSia da misi 

qvis masaliT aSenebaa saWiro. vbrZaneb, rom: 

brZanebis mosvlis Semdgom, zemoT aRniSnuli cixe samxedro Za-
lebis daxmarebiT SeZlebisdagvarad aRadgino da SeakeTo“.7  

Zalzed mniSvnelovania foTis Sesaxeb daculi cnoba ambrojio 

kontarinis mogzaurobaSi, romelmac oTxi dRe dahyo fazisSi. is aR-

niSnavs rom faso dasaxlebulia megrelebis da mcire raodenobiT aw-

armoeben cvilsa da tilos.8 

aRsaniSnavia, rom Sua saukuneebis fasis/foTs ori saxeli gaaC-

nia. laTin avtorebisaTvis fasisi xSir SemTxvevaSi fasos (Fasso) saxe-

liT aris cnobili. gansxvavebulia osmaluri saxalewodeba fasis/fo-

TisTvis, Turqul saaqivo cnobebebSi igi faS-is (paş) saxeliT aris 

cnobili.9 

foTis cixis gegma 

foTis cixis gegmarebisaTvis Zalian mniSvnelovan informacias 

gvawvdis foTis kolxur muzeumSi daculi foTis mecxramete saukunis 

ruka, romelic foto asli unda iyos originali rukis. rukis orig-

inalis Sesaxeb informacia ar mogvepoveba. (tab II. suraTi 8) 

gegmaze gamosaxulia oTkuTxa formis cixe, romelsac kuTxeebid-

an midgmuli aqvs koSkebi. cixis Sida teritoriaze SeiniSneba sxvadas-

xva formis nagebobebi. gegmis maStabis gaTvaliswinebiT, cixi 80X80 

metri unda iyos. yuradRebas iqcevs muqad gaferadebuli, Crdilo da-

savleT nawilSi mdebare yvelaze didi Senoba, romelic Cemi varaudiT, 

SesaZlebelia iyos sakulto daniSnulebis. am varauds mimmyarebs misi 

mimarTeba cixis dagegmarebasTan, nageboba ar miemarTeba cixis gegmare-

bas da damxrobilia dasavleT-aRmosavleTis RerZze. ar aris gamoric-
                                                            
6 Mümin Yıldıztaş. Osmanlı Arşiv Kayıtlarında Gürcistan ve Gürcüler. Derneği, 2012, İstanbul, p. 
89. 
7 Mümin Yıldıztaş. Osmanlı Arşiv Kayıtlarında Gürcistan ve Gürcüler, p. 93. 
8 G. Barbaro, A. Contarini. Travels to Tana and Persia; Burt Franklin Publisher. New York. 1873. 
p. 118; https://archive.org/details/travelstotanaper00barb. 
9 M. Berdznishvili. k’alak’ pazisis istoriisat’vis. t’bilisi. 1969, pp. 182-183 (m. berZeniSvili. 
qalaq fazisis istoriisatvis. Tb. 1969, gv. 182-183). 
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xuli, rom aRniSnuli negeboba yofiliyo. garda amisa, CrdiloeTi 

mxirdan SeiniSneba midgmuli wriuli gegmareba, rac SesaZlebelia in-

terpretirdes, rogorc minareTi.  

aRmoCenebi foTis koSkidan. 

sareabilitacio samuSaoebis ganmavlobaSi muSebis mier aRmoCeni-

lia 261 artefaqti, romelTa Soris gamoirCeva rogorc Tixis, aseve 

metalis nivTebi (tab.NIII. sur. 9). bunebrivia, arqeologiuri masala 

mopovebulia arqeologiuri meTodologiis darRveviT, radgan ar aris 

daculi stratigrafia da masala ukonteqstod aris amoyrili fenebi-

dan (tab. III. sur. 10). yvelafris miuxedavad aRniSnuli iZleva mcire-

odeni interpretaciis saSualebas, Tu ramdenad modis, foTis koSkis 

materialuri kultura ambrozio kontarinisa da Turqul saarqivo ma-

salasTan korelaciaSi.  

pirvel cxrilze naTlad Cans rom aRmoCenili masalaSi umetes 

wilad warmodgenilia samSeneblo masala, saidanac udidesi wili mo-

dis swored kramitze. rionis qvemo dinebaze, e.w. rionis deltaSi, 

kramitis masala mravlad ar aris warmodgenili, Tumca stilisturi 

da tipologiuri TvalsazrisiT aRniSnuli kramitebi ver poulobs, 

paralelebs. pirvel rigSi, amis mizezi aris qronologiuri gansxvave-

bebi. 202 aRmoCenili kramitidan mxolod oTxs aqvs xanZris kvali da 

mcirediT aris deformirebuli. yvela kramiti fragmentis saxiT aris 

Semonaxuli da sruli konfiguraciis aRdgena ver xerxdeba. srulad 

ar aris Semonaxuli kramitis bortis forma, rac gadamwyveti madiag-

nostikebeli niSania, Tumca saxasiaToa kecis sisqe romelic 1.5 santi-

metramdea, feri mowiTalo. keci Sedgeba 1mm zomis TeTri marcvlovani 

CanarTebiT.  

samSeneblo detalebidan yuradRebas iqcevs metalis rkinis de-

talebi, romlebSic gamoirCeva lursmani, kauWi da savarudo WiSkris 

petlis fragmenti. yuradRebas iqcevs moxrili formis rkinis frag-

menti romelic SesaZlebelia gamoiyeneboda koWis gadambmisaTvis, an 

kramitis bolo rigis damWeri. (tab. III. sur. 11-12) 
aRmoCenil masalaSi proporciulad kramiti Warbobs, rac daax-

loebiT 75 procents Seadgens. Sesabamisad maRali albaTobiT kultu-

ruli fenis mxolod zeda nawilia dazianebuli da Sesabamisad arse-
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bobs Semdgomi kvlevebisaTvis saWiro placdarmi, raTa ufro meti de-

tali iqnas garkveuli.  

garda samSeneblo kramitisa da aguris mcire raodenobiT aris 

aRmoCenili keramikuli masala, romelTaganac 3 moWiquli keramikis 

fragmentia. maT Soris erT-erTi aris fialis gverdis fragmenti, rom-

lis Sida da gare mxare erTferovanad, yviTlad aris moWiquli. (tab 

III sur. 13) garda keramikisa, aRsaniSnavia Toxis piris aRmoCena, ro-

melic Zlier aris erodirebuli.  

daskvna 

dadasturebulad SesaZlebelis imis Tqma rom osmaluri period-

is cixe mdebareobda dRevandeli foTis centrSi, iq, sadac mdebareobs 

foTis koSki da foTis sakaTedro taZari. garda amisa, kramitis am 

radenobiT aRmoCena miuTiTebs, rom aRniSnul teritoriaze arqeolog-

iuri kvelevisaTvis aris didi potenciali, raTa dadgindes aris, Tu 

ara aRniSnuli werilebiTi wyaroebi TanxvedraSi arqeologiur mona-

povarTan. calsaxad saistorio cnobebi miuTiTebis imis Sesaxeb, rom 

fasisis qronologiuri diapazoni izrdeba mecxramete saukunemde, Tum-

ca mciredi toponimis cvlilebiT.  

aucileblia foTis koSkis mimdebare teritoriaze Semdgomi ar-

qeologiuri kvleva, raTa gamovlindes foTis cixis sruli konturi 

da dadgindes aris Tu ara ufro adreuli fenebi. aRmoCenili qrono-

logiuri masala qronologiis dadgenisaTvis arasakmarisad diagnosti-

kuria. moWiquli masalis mixedviT SeiZleba iTqvas, aRniSnuli yviTe-

li feris Wiquri gvxvdeba IX-XVI saukuneebis ganmavlobaSi, rac ar-

asakmarisi dazustebaa.  

 

damateba 

did madlobas vuxdi mxardaWerisaTvis foTis kolxuri muzeumis 

direqtors qalbaton elene gablians, romelmac saSualeba mogvca gve-

muSava foTis koSkze gamovlenili masalis SeswavlisaTvis.  

aRniSnul masalis kvlevaSi CarTulobisaTvis did madlobas vux-

di emanuele etore intaliatas aarhusis (daniis samefo) universite-

tidan.  
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tabulebis aRweriloba 

tab. I 

  
suraTi 1 – foTis koSkis zeda xedi. 
 

suraTi 2 – foTis koSkis galerea. 
SuSis miRma Cans osmaluri  
periodis kedlis fragmenti. 
 

  
suraTi 3 – CrdiloeTi kedlis Se-
morCenili nawili. 
 

suraTi 4 – koSkis Catanebuli naxe-
varmTvaris detali. 

 
 

suraTi 5 - foTis koSkis reabilit-

aciisas gaWrili Txrili. 

 

 

suraTi 6 – Txrilidan amoyrili ke-

ramika. 
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tab. II 

 
suraTi 7 – qalaq FfoTSi arsebuli arqeologiuri Zeglebis ruka. 

 
suraTi 8 _ foTis kolxur muzeumSi daculi foTis cixis gegma. XIX 

saukune. 
 

tab. III 
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Ivane Javakhishvili Tbilisi State University, Georgia 

 
NEW MATERIALS FROM POTI/PHASIS TOWER 

 
Summary 

 
From 2016-2017 conservation works were conducted at the Tower of Po-

ti. During restoration of the 19th century tower, a small trench was excavated by 
workers against the tower’s east side. They found over 250 artefacts which were 
excavated from the trench with an absence of archaeological methods and 
consideration of stratigraphy.  

Poti Tower was built on the northern gate of a previous fort, which had 
been controlled by the Ottoman Empire. After Imperial Russia took over of the 
fort, most of the fortified walls were looted for secondary use and only small 
sections remained in the north, which partly survived as a basement for the 19th 
century tower. Turkish archive documents name this fort as Fash, although at 
present the city were the tower is located, is called Poti. Ambrogio Contarini 
names the area Fasso in the 15th century, which may refer to the old Greek name 
Phasis, but does not necessarily mean that the ancient Greek city of Phasis 
corresponds to this location.  

The materials found during this conservation work were studied by 
Emanuele E. Intagliata (Aarhus University, Denmark) and Davit Naskidashvili 
(Tbilisi State University), under the Rioni Survey project.  

Most of the materials recovered are ceramic roof tiles, which make up 
more than 75 percent of the assemblage and have few diagnostic features, but 
differ in thickness and fabric from medieval tiles in the region.  Metal nails and 
hooks, which make up most of the remaining finds mean that the assemblage 
likely consists of roof tiles and their attachments from the Ottoman fort, which 
fell while wall material was looted for reuse.  A few sherds of pottery, three of 
which are glazed, may also date to Ottoman occupation of the site, but could 
represent earlier use of the area. This preliminary study therefore shows that the 
Ottoman era fortification was not completely destroyed and may have a 
potential for further archaeological study to prove the scale and use of this 
fortification. 


