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ROMAN, LATE ROMAN AND EARLY BYZANTINE BATHS
IN THE WEST SECTION OF ATHENS*

Abstract: The present study is part of the author’s postdoctoral research
on the spatial and temporal development of Roman and Byzantine baths in
Athens. This paper presents the urban fabric of the western sector of Athens
based on the excavated bath complexes and their connection to the main roads
of the city. The study of the public baths and their position in the urban fabric
leads to a reconstruction of the city’s lifestyle from the Roman to the Early
Byzantine period. The number and size of the bath complexes and the results
derived from them prove that Athens was a flourishing city throughout Late
Antiquity and, despite repeated external attacks, it managed to reconstruct itself
in a short period of time and to flourish anew.
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The attention of researchers for many years has been focused on the glori-
ous era of Athens; the classical period. Thus, this was inevitably the best studied
period in the history of Athens. In fact, for many years the prevailing view was
that, after the roman era, Athens declined and it was a small provincial town.
However, studies in recent years have shown that Athens remained an impor-
tant, strongly fortified, city with significant spiritual radiance.

In the city of Athens, within the Themistoclean wall, the remains of about
forty-five (45) bath facilities were excavated or detected. About thirty-five (35)
baths were Roman constructions and the rest were built in the Byzantine era.
Nineteen (19) Roman baths continued to operate in the Early Byzantine period,
during which nine (9) more were built. Thus, a total twenty-four (28) public and
private baths that were active in the Early Byzantine period have been found!.
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Fig. 1. Athens, 5t ¢. AD. West Section (modified by G. Kedrou, from: Frantz, The Athenian Agora, pl. 4).

Cin. 1. AruHa, 5 Bex 3anannu neo (u3menuo I. Kenpoy, us: A. Frantz, The Athenian Agora. Late
Antiquity: 267-700, Princeton 1988, . 4).
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However, this is a normal trend, if we take into account the attacks and the de-
mographic and urban disasters that Athens suffered from the end of the 31d c.
AD onwards?2.

Gradually, the city returned to its normal rhythm and from the 4th c. AD
a new impetus to the city’s social life was given, mainly resulting from the
operation of the philosophical schools. The new beginning is reflected in the
renovation or construction of new bath facilities throughout the city. Athens
was a thriving city during Late Antiquity, with a vibrant commercial, intellec-
tual and social life. The pulse of the city began to change after the abolition of
the Athenian philosophical schools by Justinian (529 AD), when Christianity
strongly penetrated the formerly pagan Athenian society and special attention
was paid to the urban Christianization of the city.

The baths of the West Section

The conventionally defined, for the purposes of the present study, West
Section is bounded to the west from the Themistoclean wall; to the east from
the post-Herulian wall; to the north by the street that starts from the Eriai Gate
and almost coincides with the modern Ledkoriou str. and to the south by the hill
of Areopagus.

In the west section of the city, nine Roman, Late Roman and Early
Byzantine bath facilities were excavated. All the buildings were roman struc-
tures; apart from Bath T - the Palace of the Giants - which dates back to the 5th
c. AD and according to the latest researches was the seat of an imperial official
- perhaps the governor of Athens3.

At 3 Amfiktyonos str. a part of a roman bath complex was revealed; only
the cistern (9sqm) -of the five chambers- is fully excavated4. The bath complex
is located few meters (less than 50m) from the large Melit€ street, which to the
north intersected with the Sacred Way and to the south with Piraeus Street and
certainly it was used by travelers. However, it is too difficult to classify the
bath as public or domestic - there was dense habitation in this area since the
Hellenistic eras - because of the very small amount of data brought to light by
the excavation. In addition, the inability to date the facility in a specific century
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88 loanna P. Arvanitidou

does not allow a hypothetical categorization. In the Roman Period, it could be
a domestic bath with five chambers, but it could hardly belong to a house in the
center of the Late Roman Athens because of its size.

The exact opposite applies for the Roman bath found at two excavations
on Herakleidon str., with a distance of about 100m between the two sites. The
two cases could be independent, but according to the excavators of the first in-
vestigation - at 9 Herakleidon str. - the complex extended to the adjacent plots,
while many conduits were found at different levelst. In the second survey - at
40 Herakleidon str. - very few remains of hypocaust were found’, which could
indicate that nearby there was the western boundary of the bath.

Assuming that this was one large public facility at that focal point of the
city, it runs parallel to Piraeus Street - which was active in the Roman period?
- and less than 100m from it. Also, the westernmost end of the bath is less than
100m from the Piraeus Gate9. Therefore, the claim of the existence of a large
public bath near one of the most important entrances/exits of the Roman Athens
would be - at least - reasonable.

In the area of the Ancient Agora a part of a bath complex was found,
west of the main street (northwest-southeast oriented) and almost following the
axis of the modern Ledkoriou str. Two building phases were identified during
the excavations; from the first phase only the /atrine of the bath, which was
destroyed in the middle of the 3rd ¢. AD, survived!0. The Late Roman facility -
extensively repaired and enlarged - was constructed in the 3rd ¢. AD and went
out of use in the late 4th c. AD when it was destroyed during Alaric’s invasion in
Athens!l. The boundaries of the complex were not defined during the excava-
tion, as it continues under the unexplored field to the west. According to Shear,
it is related to findings in three adjacent sites (5 Hadrian str.12, 11 Astingos str.13,
7-9 Théseion str.14), where remains of baths were found following the same
orientation.

The bath complex is located just before the point where the two main
roads of the western city meet; the Panathenaic Way and the street that starts

AA 29 (1973-74), B1, 37.

AA 56-59 (2001-2004), B1, 214-217.

R.S. Young, An Industrial district of ancient Athens, Hesperia 20 (1951), 149-160.
AA37(1982), B1, 23-24.

10 Jr. Shear, The Athenian Agora: Excavations of 1989-1993, Hesperia 66 (1997),
509-512; AA 46 (1991), B1, 28-29; AA 52 (1997), B1, 43-44; AA 60 (2005), 72; AA 63
(2008), B1, 96; J. McK II Camp, Excavations in the Athenian Agora: 2002-2007, Hesperia
76 (2007), 638; T.L.R. Di Cesare, Le terme romane, Topografia di Atene. Sviluppo urbano
¢ monumenti dalle origini al III secolo d.C., Tomo 1, Acropoli — Areopago — Tra Acropoli e
Pnice, ed. E. Greco, (Paestum 2010) 973-974.

11 AA 56-59 (2001-2004), B1, 196.

12 YB. Nworonodrov, Toroypopixd AOnvaov, AAA 4 (1971), 7-8; AA31 (1976), B1,
24-26; AA 27 (1972), B1, 23-27.

13 Jr. Shear, The Athenian Agora: Excavations of 1989-1993, Hesperia 66 (1997),
509, footnote 21.

14 E. Vanderpool, I. ®pey1ddng, Ilpog toig Epuai. Investigations at Nos 7-9 Theseion
Street, Athens, AA 18 (1963), A, 99-103.
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from the Eriai Gate and almost coincides with the modern Ledkoriou str.!5.
The key position of the bath along with the dozens of fegulae mammatael®
found in the excavation, lead to the reasonable assumption that this was a public
structure. The two roads served crowds of people every day. The bath facility
in question was there to serve the inhabitants of the surrounding areas, but its
main function should be associated with the travelers who entered or exited
from Dipylon and Eriai Gate.

In Lepeniodtou str. - at numbers 3 and 5 to 8 - few remains of a bath facility
were found. In four different excavations, part of a hypocaust, conduits, cisterns
and walls dating back to the Late Roman period were found!7. The scarce find-
ings, as well as the vague dating in the Late Roman years by the excavators, do
not allow for any conclusions, apart from the observation that the remains were
found less than 20m from the street that connected the city center with the Eriai
Gate. The existing data prevent speculation on the bath’s lifetime.

The four roman bath facilities, which were active in the Early Byzantine
period, were situated in the so-called Industrial District; in the space between
the two major roads of the west Athens; the Panathenaic Way and Melite str.
with a horizontal distance between them of less than a kilometer!8.

The Southwest Bath of the Agora (Bath V19) was a large bath complex
with an area of 825sq.m. The construction of the bath is dated in the 15t c. AD
and until the end of its life the outline of the building did not change. The bath
was rebuilt/ renovated in the 2nd c. AD and it was completely destroyed during
the Herulian invasion. The facility was reopened in the mid-4th c. AD and it was
active until its final destruction in the late 6th ¢. AD. The bath was classified
as public building by the excavators and its size, along with its position in the
urban fabric, leave no room for doubt20,

The facility was located at the corner created by the intersecting streets of
Areopagus and Piraeus, which were in use when the Roman building was con-
structed2!. In fact, until the 2nd ¢c. AD the entrance to the bath was on the street

15" The Panathenaic Way was in use until the 7th ¢. AD, see TpavAdc, op.cit., 150. The
ancient street on the axis of the modern Ledkoriou Street was active until the 6th ¢c. AD, see A.
X, H emidpop twv Epodiawv oty AOnva (26711.X.). Zopfoin oty pueléty tov emnroocwy
NG EMOPOUNS KO THS OVAGOYKPOTHONG THS TOANG MG T TEAN TOV 400 audvo, SOOKTOPIKN
SwoTpipn, Adnva 2018, 279.

16 AA 56-59 (2001-2004), B1, 196.

17 AA 23 (1968), B1, 71; AA 30 (1975), B1, 24-25; AA 56-59 (2001-2004), B1, 269;
AA 61 (2006), B1, 91.

18 In the same area the Bath in the Palace of Giants (Bath T) was also found, see
footnote 3.

19 The classification of John Travlos is followed, see Travlos, op.cit., 181.

20 Jr.T.1. Shear, The Athenian Agora. Excavation of 1968, Hesperia 38.3 (1969), 382-
417; Frantz, op.cit., 32-33, 120; H. Manderscheid, Bibliographie zum romischen Badewesen
unter besonderer Beriicksichtigung der offentlichen Thermen, Miinchen 1988, 67; Nielsen,
op.cit., C. 254.

21 Young, op.cit., 284. The latest road level of Piracus str. dates back to the Roman
era, see ibid., 149-160. The latest road level found in Areopagus str. dates back to the 4th ¢.
BC, however, the orientation of the Roman houses found next to the road and the absence of
any vertical wall leads to the conclusion that it was in use in Roman times, see ibid., 145-149.
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leading to the Piraeus Gate22. Additionally, the eastern rooms are aligned with
Areopagus Street, which means that the road was still in use when the bath was
built. The two roads ceased to function in Roman times and perhaps that is why,
when the bath was rebuilt in the 2nd ¢, AD, the entrance was moved to the south.

Even when Areopagus and Piracus Streets were suspended for wheeled
traffic, the bath continued to be in a strategic position in relation to the city’s
road network, as it was only a few meters away from Melit€ Street, which be-
came one of the two main roads in the west side of the city, and from South
Street, which led to the city center. According to the data of the time, men and
women did not bath at the same time and such a large facility could have func-
tioned as a double bath with separate chambers for men and women; however,
the available data do not allow such a hypothesis. What can be safely asserted is
that the bath complex served both passers-by - visitors, travelers, traders - and
residents of the area, as in the 6th ¢c. AD there was a residential insula in the area
from which House C survives23.

At the end of the 2nd or at the beginning of the 3rd ¢. AD, in parallel with
Bath V, the East Bath (Bath W) was built on the east side of the ancient Street
of the Marble Workers. The bath had a total area of 160sqm and has been clas-
sified as public by the excavation team24. Also this building was completely
destroyed during the Herulian invasion, but it was rebuild in a short period of
time and remained in use - with some changes over the centuries - in the 4th and
in the 5th ¢. AD25,

During the same period, at the end of the 3td c. AD, two more bath com-
plexes were constructed in the so-called Industrial District of Athens; one north
(Bath X) of the reconstructed Bath W and one east (Bath U) of it.

The West Bath (Bath X) was built on the west side of the ancient Street
of the Marble Workers. The facility, which is preserved at the foundation level,
was in use in the 4th and in the 5th ¢. AD26, The question that arises is: what has
changed in the area so that there was a need for two public baths so close to one
another?

The proximity between the two baths and the smaller scale of Bath X
(area of 60sqm), along with the time of its construction led researchers to the
interpretation that after the prevalence of Christianity it became necessary to
separate the two sexes and therefore a smaller bath was constructed to serve

This conclusion is supported by the alignment of the eastern rooms of the bath with the street.

22 X, op.cit., ap. kot. T'132.

23 T. Leslie & Jr. Shear, The Athenian Agora: Excavations of 1970, Hesperia 40.3
(1971), 266-270; Frantz, op.cit., 87-90.

24 T.L. Shear, The Campaign of 1939, Hesperia 9 (1940), 301; H. Thompson, The
excavation of the Athenian Agora twelfth season: 1947, Hesperia 17 (1948), 169; Young,
op.cit., 279-282; 1. Travlos, op.cit., 181; Frantz, op.cit., 30-31; Nielsen, op.cit., C. 257; F.
Longo, Le Terme Sud-Ovest e gli altri impianti termali dell’Areopago, Topografia di Atene.
Sviluppo urbano e monumenti dalle origini al III secolo d.C., Tomo 1, Acropoli — Areopago
— Tra Acropoli e Pnice, ed. E. Greco, (Paestum 2010), 242-244.

25 Young, op.cit., 183.

26 jbid., 279-283; Thompson, op.cit., 169; Travlos, op.cit., 181; Frantz, op.cit., 30-
31; Nielsen, op.cit., C. 259; Longo, op.cit., 242-244.
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women27, who lived in the area or visited Athens and arrived in the city via
Melite Street, which in the Early Byzantine era had become one the main roads
of the city.

In the Late Roman period, the passage of wheeled vehicles on Areopagus
and Marble Workers streets stopped and gradually the two roads ceased to
function. The result was that all the traffic of wheeled vehicles, coming from
Dipylon and Peiraic Gate heading to southwest Athens, was accumulated in
Melite Street 28, which became an extremely busy road. The two baths, which
were located less than 200m from the street, continued to operate in the 5th c.
AD, serving the users of the road and the inhabitants of the area.

The second bath - Bath U - was a compact construction with an area of
160sqm. The date of construction of the building raised controversy. Travlos
claimed that it was built in the 2nd ¢. AD, while Frantz considered it to be a Late
Roman bath of the late 3td or early 4th c. AD. The existence of the bath in the
5th ¢, AD is not disputed, but Frantz considered that it was active also in the 6th
c. AD as well29.

Bath U was located on the south side of the South Road30, which probably
intersected to the east with the Panathenaic Way leading to the Roman Forum
northwards and to Acropolis southwards. In addition, at a distance of less than
200m to the west passed the busy Melit€ str., which was in use until the Early
Byzantine period.

Although the excavators did not classify the bath as public, such a clas-
sification could be justified considering that on the one hand it is located near
a residential zone, in which no domestic baths were found, and on the other
hand it is located on vitally important roads of the Early Byzantine period. The
size of the bath could also contribute to the above classification, as during the
Byzantine period the size of public bath complexes in the Illyricum Province
varied from 45sq.m to 500sqm31.

Conclusions

In early Roman times there were four public baths in the west part of the
city, two between Piracus and Melit€ streets (bath in Amfiktyonos str; bath in
Herakleidon str.); one in the so-called Industrial District of Athens (Bath V) and
one in the Ancient Agora of Athens. The last two of them continued to operate
in the 3rd ¢. AD, along with the newly established Bath W, while all of them
were out of service by 267 AD.

After the invasion of the Heruli, at the end of the 3rd or at the beginning of
4th ¢, AD, the western section of Athens was served by the Bath in the Ancient
Agora, the Bath W and the newly established Bath X and Bath U in the so-

27 Young, op.cit., 279.

28 jbid., 167-168.

29 Travlos, op.cit., 181; Frantz, op.cit., 31-32; W. Dérpfeld, Funde, AM 22 (1897),
478; Nielsen, op.cit., C258; F. Longo, Le Terme, Topografia di Atene. Sviluppo urbano e mo-
numenti dalle origini al III secolo d.C., Tomo 1, Acropoli — Areopago — Tra Acropoli e Pnice,
ed. E. Greco, (Paestum 2010), 232.

30 Young, op.cit., 146, pl. 6, fig. 3; TpavAdg, op.cit., 95, fig. 51 & pl. 8.
31 Arvanitidou, op.cit., 23.
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called Industrial District, while in the middle of the century Bath V was rebuilt.
Thus, in the middle of the 4th ¢c. AD, the west section was served by five bath
complexes, serving different needs of the city and different groups of people.

In the 5th ¢. AD, the four baths found between Melité Street and the
Panathinaic Way continued to operate with certainty, serving the users of the
adjacent streets and the inhabitants of the area. Christianity was already es-
tablished in Athenian society and therefore the corresponding moral principles
were applied, which gradually influenced the way the baths were used. The idea
of the naked body changed and people turned to private bathing procedure and
of course the separation of men and women during bathing. Thus, the two sexes
were served by different bathing complexes or, when this option was not avail-
able, they were served at different times. This case can be detected, but cannot
be proven, in the case of Bath W and Bath X.

The prevalence of Christianity and its moral values is clearly reflected
in the number of active bath complexes. In the 6th c. AD, the west section of
Athens was served by two public bath complexes in the Industrial District; Bath
V and Bath U. The two bath complexes were located on the horizontal road -
the South Road and its extension - leading to the city center, serving the users
of the roads, but also the inhabitants of the residential insula that existed in the
area during 6th ¢. AD.

According to the above, it seems that Athens, despite the difficulties it
faced after the external attacks, remained a strong city, which attracted many
people. The main attraction was the Philosophical Schools, which seem to have
been strong until the 5th ¢. AD. The Late Roman and Early Byzantine baths
were located near main streets that served the entrances and exits of the city.
The existence of so many public baths - which exceeded the needs of the inhab-
itants of the area - proves the large flow of people into the city on a daily basis.

The Late Roman Athens was a lively and active city with a vibrant com-
mercial and social life. The city continued to function unhindered during 5th c.
AD, at the beginning of which it seems that at least four of the five baths of the
previous period continued to operate. However, the prevalence of Christianity
began to have an impact on the social life of the city. The flow of people seems to
have slowly stopped as the society became Christianized. Christianity brought
new customs and new moral rules. However, the city would in any case have
to provide public baths to serve the needs of the residents who could not finan-
cially support the construction of a private bath32. The two remaining baths in
the west section served this purpose.

32 The same applies to other large cities of the Empire, such as Thessaloniki, see I.P.
Arvanitidou, Public Baths in the Early Byzantine Thessaloniki, Lepetymnos. Studies in Ar-
chaeology and Art in memory of Georgios Gounaris. Late Roman, Byzantine, Postbyzantine
period, eds. Ath. Semoglou, I.P. Arvanitidou, Em.G. Gounari, (Thessaloniki 2018), 25-39.
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Hoanna I1. Apsanumuoy
(Apucroten yrusepsuret y CoiyHy)
PUMCKA, KACHOPUMCKA 11 PAHOBU3AHTUIJCKA BABA YV 3AITAJJHOM JJEJTY
ATUHE

[Maxkwa uCTpaXkuBada Jyrd HU3 TOAMHA OWia je ycMepeHa Ha CIaBHO 100a ATHHE;
KJlacu4aH repuon. Jlakie, oBaj je 6no HajOboIbe MPpOydaBaH Iepuoa y uctopuju Atune. Jyrn
HH3 TOJIMHA je TPEOBJIaJjaBajio MUILBCHE Ja je ATHHA IOCIe PUMCKE epe Mmpomajia U jaa je
Ouia Manu MPOBHHIMjCKH Tpaa. MehyTum, cTyauje mocineqmbux roquHa nokasaie cy Ja je
ATHHA ocTana BakaH, CHOKHO yTBphEH Ipaj ca 3Ha4ajaHo TyXOBHO CPEIUIITE.

V rpagy AtuaH, yHYTap TeMHCTOKIICOBOT 31/a, OTKONAHH CY WIIH OTKPUBEHH OCTAIH
BUIIIE 07l YETpIeceT IeT KymaTwia. TpuaeceT mer Kynaruia cy Ouie puMcke rpaheBuse,
a ocralsie cy uarpaljeHe y BU3aHTHjCKO J100a. Y paHOBH3AHTHjCKOM IEPHOIY HACTABHUIIO j&
ca paZioM JIeBeTHAeCT PUMCKHUX 0ama, a y HCTOM Iepuofy je m3rpalheHo jomr meser. Tako
cy mpoHaljeHa YKyIHO [IBaJeceT 0caM jaBHAa W MpHBATHA KyIaTHia Koja cy Ouja aKTHBHA
y PaHOBH3aHTH]jCKOM Ileprony. MelhyTnm, oBo je HOpMallaH TPEHJ, ako ce y3Me y o03up aa
je mocie xepyjicke MHBasWje, 267. roguHe, ATHHA mpeTprena nemorpadceky u ypoaHy ka-
Tactpody. I'pax ce nmocreneHo Bpahao cBOM HOpMAanHOM PUTMY U of IV Beka jaar je HOBH
TIOZICTHIIA] APYIITBEHOM JKHBOTY T'Pajia, yIIIABHOM Kao pe3yirar pajaa Gpuio3odckux mKoma.
HoBu mouerax oriesia ce y U3rpaitbi HOBUX KylaTuia.

Konsennnonanuo neduHncan, 3a morpebe oBe CTyauje, 3amagHu 1eo je omehen
3anagHo off TeMHCTOKIIM]EBCKOT 3UJa; Ha MCTOK O NOCTXEPYIHjaHCKOT 3MJa; Ha CeBepy
YJHULIOM KOja MOYHHse 071 Karije Eprau n ckopo ce mokiiara ca MoiepHOM yiuiioM JIeokoproy
a Ha jyry y3 Opmo Apeomnar. Y 3amajHoOM JeNny rpaja UCKOIAHO je AEBEeT PUMCKHX, KaCHO-
PUMCKHX ¥ PaHOBHM3aHTHjCKMX Kymnartwia. CBe 3rpane cy OWiie pHMCKE CTPYKTYpe; OCHUM
Kymnaruno T — manara nuBoBa — Koja gaTupa U3 V Beka U MpeMa HajHOBHjHM UCTPaKHUBAHH-
Ma OHO je CeMIITe [APCKOT YNHOBHHUKA - MOXK/Ia TyBepHepa ATHHE.

VY pano pumcko noba rmocrojana ¢y YeTHpH jaBHA KyIllaTWiIa y 3araJHoM ey rpaja,
nBa m3Mely ynuna [Tupej m MenuTte; jenan y Tako3BaHOM HHIYCTPHjCKOM OKpPYTY ATHHE
(Kynaruino V) u jenan y antuukoj Aropu Atune. [Tocnente e o BbUX HACTaBHIIE Cy ca pa-
nom y 11 Beky, 3ajexHo ca HOBoocHOBaHOM GamoM W, TOK Cy CBH OMIJIM BaH yrorpede 10 267.

ITocne naBasuje Xepyna (267), kpajem 111 wnur mouetkom [V Beka, 3amagnu 1eo ATiHe
je oncityxusano Kynaruio y Jlpesrnoj Aropu, Kynaruno W u HoBoocnoBano Kynaruno X u
Kynaruno U y Tako3BaHOM HHIYCTPHjCKOM OKpYTY, IOK je cpeanHoM Beka Kymarumo V mo-
HoBo u3rpalheno. Taxo je cpenuHoM [V Beka, 3amagHu €0 j€ ONCIYKUBAJIO MET KyMaIHITHAX
KOMIUIEKCa, KOjH CY CIIy)KHJIM PasIMuyUTHM IoTpedama rpaja v pa3jinuiuTUM Ipyrnama JbyIu.

V¥ V Bexky, yetnpu Kymnaruia nponalena nsmely ynure Menure u [lanatnHackor myTa
HACTaBHJIA Cy Aa pajie CayKehH )KUTeJbiMa CyCeIHUX YIAHIA U CTAHOBHHIIMMA TOT MOAPYYja.
XpumrhaucTo je Beh OMII0 yCrocTaBIbeHO y aTHHCKOM JIPYIITBY U CTOTa Cy MPUMEHCHA O1-
rosapajyhia MopajHa Hadela, Koja Cy MOCTEeNeHO yTHIada Ha HaulH Kopuihema KynaTunia.
Vneja o rosoM Telly ce IPOMEHWIIA ¥ JbYAU Cy C€ OKPEHYJH MPUBATHOM KyNamy ¥ HaAPAaBHO
pa3nBajamby MyIIKapala U jkKeHa TOKOM Kymama. Jlakie, o0a mosia OnCiyxyjy pasinduTH
KyNaJMIIHA KOMIUICKCH WM, KaJa OBa OINlHja HHje OWIa DOCTYIHA, CIyXKe Y PasIHIuTO
Bpeme. OBaj ciydaj ce MOXKe OTKPHTH, ajli c€ He MOXKE JT0Ka3aTH, y cirydajy Kynarumo W n
Kynaruno X.

PacnipoctpamenocT xpumrhaHcTBa U BeTOBHX MOPAITHUX BPEIHOCTH jacHO ce orliefa
y Opojy aKTHBHHX KyHNaJUIIHUX KOMIUIekca. Y VI Beky, 3amazHu 1e0 ATHHE OICITYXKYjy IBa
KOMIUIEKCa jaBHHUX KyIaTWia y HHAyCcTpUjckoM okpyry - Kymatuno V u Kynaruno U. [Iga
KyTIJIUIITA HaJla3MIa Cy Ce HA XOPU30HTAIHOM IIyTY - JyXKHOM ITyTy U FbeTOBOM IIPOIYKETKY
- KOjU BOJH Ka LIEHTPY Tpajia, ONCIyKyjyhu KOpUCHHKE ITyTeBa, alld U CTAHOBHUKE CTaMOeHe
HHCYIIE Koja je IMocTojajia Ha TOM MoApYy4jy TokoM VI B.

IIpema HaBeneHOM, YHHU ce 1a je ATHHA, YIpKOC TemrkohaMa ca KojuMa ce Cyoumia
MOCJIe CIIOJbHUX HAmaa, 0CcTala CHaXKaH Ipajl, KOjH je MpUBIaduo MHoTe Jbyae. KacHopumcka
AtyHa je Owia XMBaxaH M aKTHBAaH Ipaj ca XMBAaXHUM KOMEpIMjAITHHM U JPYIITBEHHM
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KHUBOTOM. ¥ V BeKy TOK JbY[H Kao Ja je IMOJIAKO CTa0 KaKo ce JPYLITBO XPUCTHjaHHU3Y]e.
MehyTum, rpax Ou y cBakoM cliydajy Mopao Ja o0e30enu jaBHa KymaTiia 3a norpede cra-
HOBHHMKA KOjU HHCY MOIIM (PUHAHCHjCKH JIa TIOAPKE M3rPajiby MPUBATHOT Kyrnarumia. J[Ba
npeocTala KylnaTiia y 3amaHoM Jeiy CIY>KHIa Cy 0BOj CBPCH.



