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Abstract. This article presents a comprehensive analysis of the significance of
archaeological excavations in the study of the Zbarazh Fortress as a valuable
component of the fortification system of Western Podillia. Based on written sources,
archaeological research materials, and historiographical studies, the main stages
of the study of the chronicle-mentioned city of Zbarazh were traced, and the key
problems of its precise dating and localization were identified. The study
demonstrates that written records provide rather fragmentary and often

contradictory information, and thus cannot serve as the sole source for studying the
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structural features of defensive structures. This, in turn, significantly limits their
utility in the reconstruction of castles. The article also demonstrates that
archaeological excavations play a key role in the study of the Zbarazh Fortress, as
they make it possible to establish the actual time frame of the settlement’s
development, determine the boundaries of its location, and identify the features of
its fortification structures. The article analyzes the results of 19th—21st-century
studies, including the works of A. Kirkor, 1. Sivkovna, M. Yagodynska, and other
scholars, thanks to which the location of the chronicle-mentioned city is now known,
the stages of the formation of the moats and ramparts have been clearly traced, and
the multi-layered nature of the fortifications has been documented. The article
devotes special attention to the results of archaeological research from the 1990s,
during which the contours of the fortress were delineated, defensive ramparts were
documented, and a substantial cultural layer was uncovered, indicating continuous,
systematic settlement of the territory. It was also established that the Zbarazh
fortification system was formed gradually by utilizing the natural features of the
promontory’s terrain and combining various construction traditions, in particular
wooden-earth structures and stone fortification elements. The finds recorded at the
excavation sites were analyzed, including elements of weaponry, jewelry, household
items, and objects of religious significance. This allows for an investigation of the
social structure of the population and the level of religious and material culture
among the inhabitants of the chronicle-mentioned city. It has been determined that
the data from archaeological research allow for a reevaluation of conventional
views regarding the date of Zbarazh’s founding; in particular, they make it possible
to assert that the urban center existed as early as the 9th—10th centuries, which
significantly predates the first written mention. The need for comprehensive future
research is explained, which will be aimed at expanding the excavation areas and

clarifying the features of the fortifications’ structures—a prerequisite for a full-scale
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reconstruction of the development of the Zbarazh fortress and its place within the

system of Old Rus fortifications in the region.

Keywords: Zbarazh Fortress, archaeological research, archaeological

research methods, chronicle-mentioned Zbarazh, settlement, fortifications, defense

system, cultural layer, localization, dating.

BaxuBicTh apXxeoJIOriYHMX J0CJIIKeHb IPH BUBYeHHI 30apa3bkoi ¢popreui

Anycs Basepiii BasiepiitoBuy,

acripant kadenpu icTopii YKpainu, apXxeosorii Ta crenialbHuX raity3en
ICTOpUYHUX HayK TepHOMIBCHKOTO HAI[IOHATBLHOTO MEeIaroriYyHOr0 YHIBEPCUTETY
iMeH1 Bomonumupa ['matioka, M. TepHomiib, YKpaiHa,
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Kinak Bosrogumup Muponosuu,

JOTEHT Kadeapu icTopii YKpaiHu, apXeoorii Ta JONOMIXHUX Taly3el 1CTOPUIHUX
HayK TepHOMIBCHKOr0 HAIIIOHAJILHOTO NEAArorivHoro yHIBEpCUTETY IMEH1
Bonoaumupa ['natioka, M. TepHoninb, YKpaina,
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AHomauina. VY cmammi npoeodeHuli KOMNJIEKCHUU AHANI3 3HAYEHHS
apxeono2iuHux pOo3KONoK npu 0ocaiodcenni 30apazvkoi Gopmeyi sAK YIHHO2O
enemenmy ghopmugpikayitinoi cucmemu 3axionoezo Ilooinnsa. bazyrouuce Ha nucemHnux
ooicepenax, mamepialax —apxeonociuHux O0CHi0dCeHb ma icmopiocpagiuHux
Hanpaylo8auHsx, 010 NPOCMeHCeHO OCHOBHI emanu UYEHHs JIIMONUCHO20 Micma

36apaxc ma BUOKpeMIeHO KIIOYO08l NpodiemMu 1020 MOYHO20 Oamy8aHHs mda

Jqokanizayii. Y npoyeci pobomu 008edeHo, w0 NUCEMHI 32A0KU 0armb 0080
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GppazmenmapHy ma 4acmo cynepeuaugy ingopmayito, modc He MOdCYymb Oymu
EOUHUM 0diCepeloM O BUBYEHHS KOHCMPYKMUBHUX 0COOIU8ocmeti 000pOHHUX
cnopyo. Lle, ceoeto uepaoro, cymmeso 0OMeHcye MONCAUBICMb iX BUKOPUCTMAHHS NPU
PpeKoHCmpyYKyii 3amkie. YV cmammi makoxc 008e0eHO, Wo K408y pOoib )
odocnioxcenHi 306apazvroi popmeyi 8idieparoms apxeonociumi po3KOnKu, sKi 0aromo
3M02Y 8CMAHOBUMU PEATIbHI YACOBI PAMKU PO3BUMKY 20pOOUYA, BUSHAYUMU MEHCI
1020 pOo3MiWeHHs ma GUuAsUmMU ocooausocmi Gopmuikayiinux KOHCMPYKYIU.
Ilpoananizosano pezynromamu oocniodxrcenv XIX—XXI cm., cepeo sxux pobomu A.
Kipkopa, 1. Cigxosnu, M. Hz00uncokoi ma iHwux HayKkoeyis, 3a605KU AKUM 3apas
gidoma JNoKayis NIMONUCHO20 MICMA ma YimKo NPOCMeXCeHi emanu (Gopmy8aHHs
posié i 8anig, a maxodc 3aQiKco8aHuli O6A2amowaposull xapakmep YKpinieHs.
Oxkpemy ysazy y cmammi NpuoileHo pe3yibmamam apxeono2iunux 0ocniodxcens 1990-
X poKis, y npoyeci siKux 06y10 oKkpecieHo Koumypu gopmeyi, 3a@ikco8ano 060poHHi
8AIU MA BUABNEHO YUMANUL KVIbIYPHUL AP, WO C8IOYUMb NPO HOCMILIHE CUCTEMHe
3acenenns mepumopii. Taxooic ecmanosneno, wo @opmugikayiina cucmema
3b6apasca popmysanacsa nocmynoso iz UKOPUCMAHHAM NPUPOOHUX 0COOaUBOCHEL
MUCOB02O penbedh)y ma NOEOHAHHAM PIZHUX OyOigebHUX mMpaduyil, 30Kpema
0epes s IHO-3eMIAHUX ~ KOHCMPYKYIU — ma  Kam saHux  elemMeHmié  VKpIinjieHo.
Ilpoananizosano 3naxioxu, 3agikco8ani Ha Micysax po3Konie, cepeo AKUX — eJleMeHmu
030pO€EHHS, NpuKpacu, nooymosi peui ma npeomemu KyJibmoeo2o npuzHauenHs. Lle
0ae 3mo2y 00CHioumu coyianpHy CMpPYKmypy HACeleHHs, pieeHb peniciinoi ma
mMamepianbHoi KyIibmypu MewKanyie aimonucHoco micma. Busuaueno, wjo oOawi
apxeoociuHux 00CHIOHCEHb 00380JIAAI0Mb NEPeSIAHYMU 36UYHI VAGLEHH NPO 0amy
3acHyeanHs 30apasica, 30Kpema 3a80aKU HUM € 3M02a CMEEPOXCY8amu, W0 MICbKUL
ocepedok icHyeas we y IX—X cm., wo 3HauHo nepedye nepuiili NUCEMHIl 32A0yi.
llosicneno HeobXiOHICMb KOMNJIEKCHUX OO0CNIONCeHb y MaubymHvomy, sKi 0y0ymb

Cl’lpﬂMOé?ClHi HA pPO3WUPEHHA NJI0OU, PO3KONOK ma YMOUYHEHRHA ocobnusocmeli
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KOHCMPYKYIUl YKpinaieHwb, wo € HeoOXIOHUM Ol NOGHOYIHHOI PEeKOHCMPYKYil
po3eumky 36apazvkoi popmeyi ma ii micys 6 cucmemi 0aBHLOPYCLKUX VKPINJIEHb

Kpaio.
Knrwuoei cnosa: 36apasvra popmeys, apxeonociuni 00CAi0AHCeH S, MEeMOOUKa

apxeono2iunux 00CiodceHsb, imonucHuil 3bapasic, 2opoouwe, @opmughixayii,

000poHHA cucmema, KyIbmypHULl wap, 10Kanizayis, 0amy8anHsI.

The defensive structures of the chronicle-mentioned cities of the Ternopil
region constitute an important component of Ukraine’s archaeological heritage and
require comprehensive scientific research. The territory of modern-day Ternopil
region has been a zone of active military clashes for centuries, which led to the
gradual formation of a developed system of fortifications.

Scholars attribute 24 hillforts in the territory of Western Podillia to the 10th—
11th centuries. Twenty of these continued to exist in the 12th—13th centuries, and

five became the foundation for chronicle-mentioned cities—Terebovlia, Mykulyn,

Zbarazh, Moklekiv (Ternopil region), and Bakota (Khmelnytskyi region). All these
settlements were located on well-protected high promontories, usually facing south
(southwest or southeast). Occasionally, settlements were situated facing east or west,
and only in rare cases—facing northwest. These promontories were bounded by
steep cliffs and deep ravines, at the bottom of which there were usually rivers and
streams. The edges of the settlements were fortified with an escarpment or rampart,
and on the inner side—with several rows of ditches and ramparts. Settlements with
14 ramparts, according to M. Kuchera’s typology, are classified as “simple”—those
in which only the inner part is fortified. The settlement in Staryi Zbarazh is a prime
example of this [1, p. 22].

The chronicle-mentioned Zbarazh (Zbirazh) was one of the region’s major

centers. However, written sources containing references to the city do not allow for
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a comprehensive study of the stages of the fortress’s development. They are often
quite fragmentary and do not allow for a precise determination of the chronology of
construction and the layout of the fortifications. In fact, most chronicle accounts are
limited to brief reports of sieges or political events, without providing a description
of the defensive structures. The dates indicated in the chronicles may also be
somewhat inaccurate.

Under such conditions, researchers rely on archaeological excavations, which
become a key source of information. The results of these expeditions make it
possible to trace the specifics of the construction of defensive structures, as well as
the technical features of ramparts and timber-earth structures. Additionally, the
discovery of household items, weapons, and religious artifacts reveals new aspects
of the daily and religious life of the inhabitants of ancient Zbarazh.

The purpose of this article is to determine the role of archaeological research
in studying the history of the Zbarazh Fortress, to assess its significance for refining
the chronology and location of the ancient city, as well as for studying the
characteristics of its defensive system and the cultural and everyday life of its

inhabitants.

In the historiography of Ukraine and neighboring countries, the history of the
city of Zbarazh and its castle complex has not been sufficiently covered. Despite the
fortress’s important role in the military and political processes of various historical
periods, little attention has been paid to this archaeological site. Most works are
descriptive in nature or focus on individual events, which does not allow for a
comprehensive understanding of the castle’s evolution and its defensive system.
These are typically literary and historical works describing the events of the so-
called “seven-week siege” of 1649. The Nesvizh-Zbarazh princely family (who, in
fact, owned Zbarazh) is mentioned in the context of the “genealogical war” of the

early 20th century. [2, p. 6] Their lives and activities were studied by V. Semkovych,
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Z. Radzyminsky, and A. Prokhaska. Recently, this issue was also raised by S.
Kelembet. L. Demchenko conducted research on the documents (mostly wills) of the
Zbarazh princely family. V. Sobchuk described the defensive fortifications of the
princely families of Southern Volhynia (including the Zbarazkys) in his works. The
works of A. Cholovsky, E. Kovalchik, A. Milobezky, Y. Nelgovsky, and 1. and
O. Okonchenko are also thorough. Here, the numbers of the works in the list can be
provided in parentheses

The results of archaeological excavations are particularly valuable—they
make it possible to pinpoint the location and chronology of the fortifications’
construction and to determine the nature of the defensive structures. A. Kirkor made
a significant contribution to the study of historical sites in the Ternopil region,
including research on Zbarazh. As a representative of the Vienna Central
Commission for the Search and Preservation of Ancient Monuments, he organized
thorough excavations and extensive research in the Terebovlia, Zbarazh, Borshchiv,
Buchach, and other counties of the Ternopil Voivodeship. Among the sites studied
by A. Kirkor were Old Rus earthen and burial mound cemeteries in the villages of
Staryi Zbarazh, Vovchkivtsi, Horodok, Verkhniaivtsi, Dzvenyhorod, Hrytsivtsi,
Zhnyborody, Pidhaichyky, Tovstoluh (Zastinka), Semeniv, Cherneliv-Ruskyi, and
others [3]. Among other things, in 1883 A. Kirkor investigated the construction of a

ground-level arched rampart in Zbarazh. He discovered a stone rampart 0.7 m high,

as well as residential and domestic structures with a hearth. In the rampart’s
embankment, the researcher found fragments of 11th—13th-century pottery, a clay
spindle whorl, an iron spearhead, ceramic beads, a fragment of a glass bracelet, and
the bones of domestic animals () [4, pp. 52—-53]. He also investigated the inner ring
rampart and the inner area of the settlement (partially). The rampart was erected on
an artificially leveled mainland site. On its surface, the remains of charred wooden

logs were found, from which the log structure was built.
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A unique find was discovered on the grounds of the Zbarazh Fortress during
archaeological excavations conducted by Polish researcher Irena Siwkowska. In the
1930s, a silver hoard weighing 0.5 kg was unearthed on the grounds of Zbarazh. The
find consisted of twenty items that were likely used as women’s jewelry. Among
them were seven beads, three round hryvnias (necklaces), six semicircular brooches
with beads strung on them, two ornamented round bracelets, and two triangular
pendants. This find is dated to the 12th—13th centuries. It is currently housed in one
of Warsaw’s museums [5].

After this expedition, research on Zbarazh Castle was not conducted for a long
time. It resumed in the 1990s. During this period, the fortress fell into even greater
disrepair, and the stones that had previously been part of the castle walls were used
to construct farm buildings for the new collective farm. However, in May 1997, an
archaeological survey was conducted at the site of the castle and the surrounding
areas, led by M. Filipchuk. As a result of these excavations, the contours of the
fortress were identified at the location where the defensive rampart with a moat and
walls had previously been recorded. A month later, in June 1997, excavations began
on the territory of Castle Hill, led by M. Yagodynska [2, pp. 43—44]. The results of
these studies once again raised questions about the time of Zbarazh’s founding and
the beginning of the construction of its fortifications. The reason is that sources and
documentary references point to certain chronological boundaries, while
archaeological finds indicate the presence of significantly older cultural layers.

The town of Zbarazh is first mentioned in writing in the *Galician-Volhynian

Chronicle* of 1211 [1, p. 41]. This mention is directly linked to the course of the

civil war that began after the death of Prince Roman Mstislavich. [6, p. 143]. The
text of the Rus’ Chronicle according to the Ipatiev manuscript states: ““...and then
Lesko could not take Halych but went to war around Terebovlia and around

Moklekovo and Zbirazh and Bikovno, took the Poles and the Rus’ and took a great
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number of captives and returned to the Poles...” However, as V. Sobchuk points out,
the dates in this chronicle are inaccurate. According to L. Makhnovets’ translation,
where the dates are given in accordance with the latest historical research, the events
related to Zbarazh took place in the spring of 1214 [2, pp. 21-22]. However, based
on the results of modern archaeological research, there are reasons to believe that
the city existed even before the first written mention.

The known history of the Zbarazh fortress begins with the chronicle-
mentioned settlement, which Leszek the White never managed to capture. The
chronicle-mentioned Zbarazh, excavated by M. Yagodynska, is located on the
border of the villages of Staryi Zbarazh and Zaluzhzhia in the Ternopil district. The
town was established on a section of the Tovtry Ridge. Traditionally, the settlement
was situated on the narrowest part of the promontory. The promontory had an
elongated shape with a sharp natural drop in the southern section ( Fig. 1 ), which

provided additional advantages for defense.
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Fig. 1. Terebovlia in the Chronicles: 1 — map showing the location of the citadel and the
main satellite settlements; 2 — plan of the settlement (drawing by B. Tymoshchuk)

https://h-visnyk.com.ua/index.php/home/about ISSN: 3083-5712

YBech KOHTEHT JlilieH30BaHo 3a ymoBaMmu Creative Commons BY 4.0 International license


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

On the landward side, the settlement was protected by arc-shaped rows of

ramparts and ditches (four ramparts, five ditches), the first and second of which date

to the Old Rus period.

It comprises two settlements located on the summits of Zamkova and Babina

Hills, on promontory-like projections of the Gnizna River ( Fig. 2).
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Fig. 2. The village of Staryi Zbarazh in Zbarazh District (illustration by M. Filipchuk)

They date to the 10th—first half of the 13th centuries. The settlement on

Zamkova Hora is encircled on the flat side by four arc-shaped ramparts, three of

which date to the Old Rus period, and one to the Early Slavic period. [1, p. 41]. The

inner bailey was destroyed by construction during the Lithuanian-Polish period, as

well as by trenches from World War I and economic activity in the 20th century.

Near the settlement, in the Babina Gora tract, two ramparts were discovered—an

inner, ring-shaped one, and a second, arc-shaped one on the plain side. (Fig. 3)
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Fig. 3. Zbarazh as described in chronicles (illustration by M. Yagodynska)

In addition to these two peaks, there is another one in the Zbarazh area—
Chernecha Hora (Monastyrok tract)—which is occupied by a 16th-century fortified
church. No fortifications have been identified at this site, but a 12th—13th-century
settlement has been discovered.

The presence of a cultural layer, discovered in particular on three Old Rus
defensive ramparts, unequivocally indicates the location of the chronicle-mentioned
fortress-settlement on Knyazha Hora (13th century). However, the existence of a
defensive rampart from the Slavic period “pushes back” the dating of the princely
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town by 3—4 centuries. [2, pp. 29-31].

In 1997, during archaeological research on Zamkova Hora, conducted under
the direction of M. Yagodynska, two excavations were established. The first of these
was in the southern part of the hill. It covered fragments of the defensive rampart
and the moat located in front of it. The 2.5-meter-thick cultural layer discovered at
this site indicates that the area was bustling with activity in the 9th century. Armed
conflicts also took place here in later years. Evidence of this is the significant number
of arrowheads found during the excavations. They likely remained after numerous
Tatar raids on this territory. A significant number of ceramic pottery fragments and
animal remains were also discovered at this site. These findings suggest that the
territory of ancient Zbarazh was a place of settlement for many generations. This
theory is confirmed by another discovery: at a depth of 1.7 meters, archaeologists
uncovered a unique piece of women’s jewelry—a silver brooch consisting of two
rounded plates connected by smaller plates. This ornament, 5—7 cm in diameter, has
a tapered upper part with loops on both sides of the base. It was adorned with 14
cone-shaped artificial pearls. A distinctive feature is the ornamentation—the piece
features a transparent hexagonal crystal insert backed by a silver plate bearing an
image of a “thunderbolt symbol.” Such an accessory could only have been worn by
a member of one of the noble families. The Zbarazh family was among them.

In addition to this ornament, archaeologists found a significant number of
valuable items in the area of the chronicle-mentioned Zbarazh: a cross-encolpion

dated to the first half of the 13th century [7, pp. 175-176, 181], as well as a number

of inexpensive ornaments, such as temple rings, glass bracelets, and beads [7, pp.
175-176, 181], as well as a number of inexpensive ornaments, such as temple rings,
glass bracelets and beads, twisted and plate-shaped copper bracelets, and a fragment
of an imitation bracelet. Additionally, fragments of a horseman’s armor (a spur),

household items (a spindle whorl, a spindle, an axe, knives, a tubular lock), weapons
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(spearheads and arrowheads), etc., were discovered. [1, p. 41]

The second excavation was established directly within the fortress grounds.
Here, archaeologists discovered the walls of a currently unidentified structure within
the fortress. Most likely, this was a building used for domestic purposes. The walls,
constructed of hewn sandstone, are fairly well-preserved and have clearly defined
contours. The depth of the cultural layer at this site exceeds 2.5 m. During the
excavation, a significant number of ceramic shards, several arrowheads, and animal
bone fragments were also discovered in the soil. In addition, archaeologists
discovered a bronze ring with a mineral ornament. This item was found on the last
day of excavations at a depth of over 2.5 m [2, pp. 44-45]

The theory of Zbarazh’s earlier founding is also supported by the presence of
an urn cremation burial ground discovered by M. Yagodynska on the northern side
of the settlement on Zamkova Hora. The burial ground dates to the late 9th—early
10th centuries [8, pp. 144—147]. On the western side of the settlement on Babina
Gora, during excavations, A. Kirkor also discovered Old Rus earthen burials. [9, p.
160; 10, pp. 69-70]. To definitively determine the age of the city, additional
archaeological research is necessary; however, all of the above-mentioned finds may
indicate the urban status of the chronicle-mentioned Zbarazh [1, p. 42].

During the investigation of the inner rampart of the settlement in the village
of Staryi Zbarazh (Staryi Zbarazh V, "Babina Hora" site), the use of log structures
in combination with a limestone and stone crepidoma was discovered. It adjoined
the log structure on the side of the settlement’s inner platform. The limestone part of
the crepida consisted of stones and large fragments of pottery and molded ceramics
from the mid-10th century, joined with cement mortar. ( Fig. 4 ).

As noted by M. Kuchera, in the construction of ramparts at some hillforts
in the Middle Dniester region, masonry made of unfired bricks is used. Such

structures are typically characteristic of defensive fortifications in cities and date to
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the late 10th century [1, p. 28]. It cannot be ruled out that the use of limestone mortar
in the rampart structures of the Staryi Zbarazh V settlement indicates the site’s urban
character as of the 10th century. The second earthen rampart, which A. Kirkor dated
to the 11th—13th centuries, had a stone foundation, to which, in turn, farm and
residential buildings adjoined on the inner side [4, pp. 52-53]. No remains of huts

were found beneath the rampart [1, p. 28].
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Fig. 4. Old Zbarazh V, Zbarazh District, Babina Hora site: I — pottery from the rampart
section (1-6 — from the defensive log structure, 7—15 — from the limestone core of the
rampart); Il — section of the ring rampart (drawing by M. Yagodynska)

Overall, the results of the study of the inner ring rampart located at the
settlement in the Babina Gora tract, the discovered fragments of 10th-century
pottery, and the destroyed cultural layer within the citadel allow for the formulation

of a theory regarding an earlier date for the founding of Zbarazh. According to M.
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Yagodynska, the city emerged in the first half of the 10th century [1, p. 43]

Thus, the analysis conducted once again confirms the view that archaeological
research is a decisive tool in the study of fortifications. If we consider this issue using
the example of Zbarazh—the written sources that have survived to the present day
contain only fragmentary mentions of the city and provide neither a detailed
description of its fortifications, nor the characteristics of the rampart structures, nor
the stages of the fortress’s reconstruction. In fact, chronicles provide general
information, but it is always insufficient for a comprehensive historical analysis. It
1s archaeological materials that make it possible to establish the actual chronological
boundaries of the settlement’s formation, its exact location, and to determine the
nature of the defensive structures. Excavations conducted in the city of Zbarazh and
its surroundings have revealed a multi-layered cultural stratum, the presence of
Slavic and Old Rus ramparts, and the use of limestone and stone fortifications and
log structures; these findings provide valuable information about the development
of the fortification system. Meanwhile, the discovery of ceramic fragments,
weapons, jewelry, and ritual objects expands our understanding of the social

structure and daily life of the region’s inhabitants at that time.

Archaeological excavations are of particular importance for dating and
locating the Zbarazh mentioned in chronicles. The cultural layers and burial grounds
from the 9th—10th centuries indicate an earlier start to urban development than
indicated in written sources.

Further research on this topic should focus on expanding the excavation areas
and clarifying the structural features of the ramparts and internal structures. Only a
comprehensive study that takes into account both the analysis of sources and the
conclusions of archaeologists who worked at the sites will allow for a full
reconstruction of the development of the Zbarazh fortress and its place within the

system of defensive fortifications in the Ternopil region.
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