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Introduction
Actuality of the of the research topic. The paper presents a

historical-archaeological study of one of the micro-regions of south-
western Georgia, conditionally "Kobuleti country", developed from
ancient times to the Middle Ages.

Kobuleti is one of the most important regions of our country and
is a part of historical Kolkheti. The archaeological researches have
uncovered the continuity of life and development of the micro-region
and its contribution to the historical and cultural development of the
region as a whole.

The history of our research micro-region has been enriched with
historical, archaeological, ethnological, linguistic and other materials
as a result of many years of work of the Niko Berdzenishvili Scientific-
Research Institute and the Batumi Archaeological Museum; among
them, the archeological direction is important, which, in our opinion,
is relatively well represented. However, certain periods, in our view,
required deeper and more thorough study. However, it should be noted
that some stages remained almost unexplored. Our goal was to fill these
gaps with new material and explore unexplored stages in the history of
the region.

It should be noted that Davit Khakhutaishvili, a member of the
Georgian Academy of Sciences, devoted a special research to the study
of the "country" of Kobuleti. Unfortunately, the great scientist
managed to study and publish the history of only one section of this
micro-region (due to a sudden death). However, more than three
decades have passed since the publication of the monograph he
prepared.
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Goals and objectives of the research: The aim of the dissertation
was to highlight the contribution of Kobuleti as a micro-region and its
participation in each stage of the historical development of the
country, based on both published and unpublished new material. We
set a task to continue the work started by the great scientist, Davit
Khakhutaishvili, to enrich the periods studied by him with new
material. We also studied the next interesting stages in the develop-
ment of this micro-region. The main task of the paper is to present the
history of the "country" of Kobuleti, its contribution and signifycance
to the historical development of the region as a whole, based on new
materials obtained by archaeological research, accidental discoveries
and other data.

Scientific innovation and importance: In preparing this paper, we
have been guided by the rich material accumulated about the "country"
of Kobuleti, which has become one of the main factors to thoroughly
expand and discuss the issues raised during the study of certain
periods.The paper also presents and studies the monuments and new
materials discovered during the recent expeditions we have conducted
in the mentioned micro-region, which will supplement our knowledge
about the mentioned region.

Based on the latest data in the dissertation, an attempt is made to
scientifically study some aspects of the economic, social and cultural
development of the population of the micro-region, which will be an
interesting and necessary acquisition for specialists interested in
research and history of South-West Georgia and the general public.

Approval of the paper: The dissertation was performed in the
Department of History, Archeology and Ethnology of Batumi Shota
Rustaveli State University, where it was reviewed and approved on July
12, 2020 (Minute N 8). The author of the qualifying paper was
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recommended to obtain a searchable academic degree. The separate
parts of the paper have been published in international scientific
journals and collections of papers, read at international conferences.

The structure and content of the paper: The dissertation is
scientifically valuable. It contains a historical-archaeological study of
one of the micro-regions of southwestern Georgia - Kobuleti "Coun-
try", including the medieval times from ancient times. The structure of
the dissertation is determined by the aims and objectives of the
research. The dissertation consists of an introduction, historical-
geographical description of the micro-region, sources and historiog-
raphy, four chapters, 4 paragraphs and conclusions. The paper is
accompanied by a list of used literature, a fairly extensive graphic and
photo material. The dissertation consists of 192 computer-printed
pages and 84 tables. At about 80 sources and about 330 scientific papers
were used during the research.

1. Historical-geographical description
Historical characterization. The presented micro-region of South-

West Georgia - "Country" of Kobuleti - is especially interesting for the
study of the history of our country.The material culture of the
"country" of Kobuleti, the scientific study of which is based on the
work of many generations of Georgian and foreign scientists-
archaeologists, chronologically covers different historical periods. In
the process of research we were guided by the materials identified and
protected in the area within the borders of modern Kobuleti.

The materials presented in the dissertation show that the micro-
region is rich in monuments of different periods, which allow us to
trace the history of the development of the "country" of Kobuleti,
including the medieval times from ancient times.
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Geographical characterization. Kobuleti "Country" is located on
the Black Sea coast, in the southwestern part of Georgia. The pecu-
liarity of the terrain and geological structure greatly determines the
specifics of the natural conditions of this "country" - the nature of
vegetation, climate and soil originality. The micro-region is characte-
rized by a well-developed hydrographic network due to the climatic
and difficult contrasting terrain. The abundant atmospheric preci-
pitation feeds large and small rivers, the main artery of this zone is the
river Kintrishi with its numerous tributaries, which are characterized
by high velocity, waterfall and waterfalls. Among them, the largest is
the Kinkisha tributary.

Flora and Fauna. In parallel with the geomorphological changes
of Kobuleti "country", the elements of fauna and flora were changing.
The flora and fauna of the micro-region were changing, migrating,
sometimes adapting to the new environment and being able to reach
even modern times; this is true of vegetation as well as a number of
representatives of the members of the Animal Kingdom.

2. Sources and Historiography
Sources. The materials of the material culture obtained during the

archeological research are very important for the study of the history
of the "country" of Kobuleti.Monuments of material culture are the
basis that leads to the origins of the ancient civilization of our
country.As for foreign written sources, their data on the western
Kartvelian tribes appear from the period of the VIII B.C. The signi-
ficant and important materials can be found in the form of tangible
cultural monuments unearthed during archeological excavations,
which have rendered invaluable service to us in the process of
researching individual periods of the presented micro-region.
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Historiography. The "Country" of Kobuleti is one of the important
micro-regions of the emergence and development of the old Colchian
civilization. The written material that has reached us is presented in
the notes of the excellent Georgian historian and geographer
Vakhushti Bagrationi. Archaeological monuments are of special
importance for the study of the history of Kobuleti "country", some of
which are unique to the whole Caucasus (such as, for example, the
peatland settlementof Kobuleti-Ispani). The Kintrish-Choloki river
line and surrounding areas are still being studied more intensively in
the region. As the Prof. Davit Khakhutaishvili noted that separate
attempts of archeological study of coastal monuments were made in
the 70s of the XIX century, but basically these were the works aimed
at obtaining more museum items rather than the research directed to
study of the past of the region.

In the historiographical review, we aimed to share and get
acquainted with the existing sources, opinions and views of the authors
for the study of the history and culture of South-West Georgia and
“country” of Kobuleti.It is noteworthy that our review more or less
fully covers the large army of truly invaluable scholars who have made
some contribution to the study of the ancient history of southwestern
Georgia, namely the "country" of Kobuleti, which simply contributed
to the preparation of the present paper.

Chapter I. "Country" of Kobuleti in prehistoric period
In the "country" of Kobuleti, as one of the interesting micro-

regions of the Eastern Black Sea, the ancient monuments have been
confirmed to belobg the Late Mesolithic and Early Neolithic periods.
The earliest monuments of Neolithic culture in our micro-region are
located in the hydroxyl of Kintrishi and Choloki and mainly belong to

8

the types of "hill-settlements". In the presented gorges, near the rivers,
"hill settlements" have been identified on the monuments of Jikhanjuri,
Choloki, Khutsubani, Chaisubani, Sakhalvasho, Kokhi, Kvirike and the
village of Kobuleti.

In the micro-region, in addition to the already identified settle-
ments, contemporaneous settlements should have been represented
directly in the coastal lowlands. As a result of marine transgression,
they are supposed to be covered with a thick layer of alluvial sediments
and peat and located at a depth of 20-30 m.Thus, their detection and
study today is associated with great difficulties.It is also noteworthy
that the foothills must have been intensively inhabited in parallel with
the coastal plains; at the same time, the subalpine and alpine zones in
the region in general seem to have been developed, which suggests that
the intermediate zone, i.e. the whole territory of the micro-region,
must have been more or less inhabited at that time.

§1. Neolithic
Taking into consideration the Stone Age monuments of the

micro-region shows that here we are dealing not only with a peculiar
local variant of the Late Mesolithic- Early Neolithic culture, but also
with their chronological difference compared to the Early Neolithic
monuments of western Georgia.In this regard, the settlements of
Kobuleti-Khutsubani occupy an intermediate place between the Late
Mesolithic and the Early Neolithic monuments. The Early Neolithic
settlement of the village of Kobuleti is especially interesting, which is
one of the most prominent monuments not only in the micro-region,
but also in the Caucasus. Its study is connected with the name of a
scientist-researcher, archaeologist, Sergo Gogitidze. Unfortunately,
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due to his death, the interest towards the monument was weakened for
some time.

In 2017, the Kobuleti-Pichvnari Archaeological Expedition of the
Batumi Archaeological Museum (Director, Professor Amiran
Kakhidze) resumed the study of the Early Neolithic monument in the
village of Kobuleti. New research was conducted in the north-eastern
part of the area under study in the 60s and 80s of the last century.
During the work on the monument, several important and significant
facts were revealed, which enabled us to bring more clarity in relation
to the views expressed earlier by Sergo Gogitidze. In particular, the
existence of a number of natural springs or cold springs from the north-
west as well as the north-east of the monument in connection with the
existence of water supply system headstones proves that the water
supply systems presented here look natural, despite the fact that the
heads of all four water supply systems were recently disrupted.Also,
the location and direction of the 4th water supply system revealed by
us on the monument provide grounds to prove that the area of
distribution of the settlement is much wider than the one mentioned
by the deceased S. Gogitidze, because the settlement is expanding
somewhat in the northeastern direction, where we also conducted
surveys in the northwest (where, later, in 2019, archaeologist G.
Chkhatarashvili conducted an expedition).

The abundance and variety of stone tools identified during the
study of the monument allowed us to confirm that the ancient
population of the micro-region, in the manufacture of tools of certain
forms, except flint and obsidian, intensively used cobblestone raw
materials, which were presented in small quantities in previously
studied materials.This new fact must point to the genetic relationship
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of the Early Neolithic inhabitants with the Late Mesolithic trade-
tions.It is an interesting fact that during the work on the monument,
we discovered a cave on the rocky slope in the surrounding area, south
of the previously studied settlement, which the locals call the "Devi
Tunnel". Unfortunately, entry into the cave was not possible due to the
riverbed at the entrance. It is noteworthy that to date there is no direct
or indirect talk about this cave in the scientific circulation; future
research will show whether traces of human life are confirmed here.

§2. Eneolithic-Early Bronze Age
The "country" of Kobuleti with its seaside and mountainous line

is exactly the micro-region where we can follow the processes of
human development in the later period - the Eneolithic-Early Bronze
Age.

The materials revealed on the monuments of the “country" of
Kobuleti of thepresented period prove that the leading fields in the
agricultural activity of the locals are - agriculture and cattle breeding.
Fishing and weaving became widespread. The archaeological
excavations in the micro-region have confirmed such an important
monument of the micro-region as the peatland settlementof Ispani of
Early Bronze Age; identification of Eneolithic and Middle Bronze Age
monuments remained a problematic issue; except for the accidentally
discovered material that was found in the village of Kvirike in the form
of a flint spearhead. Therefore, for the purposes of our dissertation, one
of the main tasks of the Kobuleti Museum reconnaissance expeditions
(2013-2019) was to follow the previously identified monuments of
early or late period and search for the new materials in the wake of
natural phenomena or acts of God and various types of agricultural and
construction works.Among them, the flint spearhead from Kvirike is
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worth mentioning, which was discovered in the left tributary of the
Kintrishi River in the Kinkisha River Gorge, n the village of Zeda
Kvirike of the Kvirike community. It was found during the earthworks.
The spearhead dates back to the Eneolithic period; it is noteworthy that
interesting forms of flint and later, bronze arrowheads of a similar
nature are found in later periods.

During this period, the materials used to process the edible crop
obtained by farming or harvesting are presented in a variety of forms,
including stone mortars, pestles, grinders and abrasives, round or oval-
shaped manual grinders. The manual grinders discovered by us in
Choloki must coincide with the household items found on the
Eneolithic period monuments with more or less accuracy.

Interesting materials were discovered in one of the oldest
settlements of Kobuleti municipality - in the village of Kokhi, located
in the gorge of the river Kintrishi. The interest in the village of Kokhi
dates back to the 50s and 60s of the last century,when builders noticed
archeological material while widening certain sections of the rural
road. Here, near the place "Najikhurali", antique pottery and warriors'
equipment were discovered, and during the widening of the central
road, Neolithic material was found. Our interest towards the
antiquities of Kokhi was driven by newly discovered material, namely
the bowl carved into an oval-shaped stone, which was discovered on a
hill north of the Kochi Neolithic monument. The mobility and small
size of the bowl should indicate its multifunctional use. It may have
been used as the grinder of fluxes in metallurgy or for other purposes.

In the micro-region, if we do not count the monuments of the
following period in the left tributary of the river Kintrishi in the
Kinkisha riverbed and its small tributaries and the Bronze Age
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monuments near the Sodomuri settlement of Chakhati village, we can
say that Kokhi monument is the only one at this time.

In the Early Bronze Age, as in the previous period, the Colchis
lowlands were densely populated; the interesting material from this
period was found to the east of Ispani peatland settlement, in the village
of Achkvistavi, and north of the Choloki riverbed and surrounding
areas. It is noteworthy that the blunt side of the bronze axe of
Achkvistavi is no longer inclined at all, and its body is more or less the
same as that of the first two types of axes. Possibly, it is creating the
new types of bronze axes, as it has no parallel and belongs to the unique
discovery yet. It seems that the Achkvitavi ax was made in the last stage
of the Early Bronze Age, when the so-called “Kuamiliani” axes take the
leading place along the blade declined axes.

An interesting form is the miniature bronze ax found at the
confluence of the river Kintrishi and the Black Sea, in the riverbed,
which according to the development scheme of the Colchian axes of D.
Koridze must belong to type II. The axes of this group are relatively
high, sometimes massive and quite heavy. The first sub-type of the type
II of the Colchian axe of I stage differs from the main type in that they
have a double-edged sword, sometimes crossed and with blunt side
flattened. Among the materials of a similar nature, a bronze miniature
axe can be said to be a rare finding in the micro region.

We have interesting ceramic specimens in the form of materials
discovered during the reconnaissance expeditions of the Kobuleti
Museum (2013-2018) near the Kobuleti-Pichvnari archeological zone,
on the river Choloki.

An interesting example is a fragment of a barrel-like pottery, the
analogue of which can’t be found among the material found on the
Eneolithic-Early Bronze Age monuments of western Georgia. It is a
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black glossy hand carved pottery with a rhombic geometric ornament.
It should be noted that a similar geometric ornament is widely used in
the culture ceramics of Mtkvari and Araksi. A fragment of the Colchian
Kvevri (large earthenware vessel) discovered by us should be one of the
earliest forms of winemaking-related pottery for the micro region.

The materials of the Choloki group include the semi-shallow
basalt stele found in the Skura waterbed, in the village of Leghva, near
the confluence of the Tskhrafona and Skura, which is decorated with
a spiral ornament typical of Early Bronze Age materials.The geometric
figures on the left and, consequently, on the right side of the stele are
also very interesting, forming the chain.

Study of the stele has given us the opportunity to make a few
notable remarks: the double-sided twisted spiral must have been a
cosmogonic sign of some significance to the population of the period
represented in the micro-region;at the same time she embodied the
mother-goddess.If we take into account the fact that the material we
have identified must be missing half a part in order to appear in its
finished form, it can also be considered as a symbol of the sun; the
spiral, as it is known, must also express the symbol of infinite motion.

The most important monument of the Early Bronze Age of the
"Country of Kobuleti" is Ispani peatland settlement, which provided us
with a particularly rich material for the study of the history of the next
stage of pre-agricultural culture.

Ispani peatland settlement was discovered in a peatland located to
east of Kobuleti.It is represented by two levels and is supposed to have
been created at the end of the IVcentury B.C. and at the first half of
the III millennium.

The materials found on the monument - ceramic pottery, Khua-
miliani axe molds, blower nozzle pipes, miniature crucibles, Khua-
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inclined wooden axe model, small clay anthropomorphic sculpture,
flint arrowheads, manual grinders, mortars, mauls, pestles, the cobbles-
tone weightingს used for plummeting the net or rod, flint sickle
insertions, sling stones and etc. - allowed scientists to answer many
interesting questions.Today, the monument is covered with a 2 m thick
layer of peat.

As a monument, we are dealing with one of the earliest
settlements in the Colchis lowlands, the formation and subsequent
abandonment of which is associated with the marine transgression-
regression alternation. The oldest fortified buildings of the settlement
date back to years3180 and 3150 B.C., and the pile-fortified building of
upper level – year 2650 B.C. The radiocarbon date of the sample taken
from the lower level of peat of the monument date back to year 1650
B.C. XVII century B.C. corresponds to the initial period of Phanagorian
regression. The fact is that a considerable time has passed from the time
of the formation of the settlement to its demise. And as for the
abandonment of the settlement by the inhabitants, it seems that we
must first pay attention to the geomorphological processes that took
place in the Colchis seaside 4000-5000 years ago.

Based on the data obtained from the study of Ispani settlement,
we can conclude that the settlements of the Eneolithic-Early Bronze
Age in the lowlands of the eastern Black Sea coast are located in the
peatlands behind the New Black Sea terrace (dune) (Ispani-Kobuleti,
Poti, Kulevi, Anaklia, etc.), where the best conditions for their
conservation existed.

Study of the materials found in Ispani peatland settlement has
shown that the presented monument is still closely related to the
previous period. It seems that due to the peculiar conditions, the
traditions from the previous period have been preserved here for a



15

relatively long time, which, we think, has had some impact on the pace
of development and, in general, on the nature of the culture.

The monument provides an opportunity to highlight several
factors characteristic of the Early Bronze Age period of Western Geor-
gia, which are manifested in such important agricultural-industrial
fields as metal production, construction equipment, pottery, etc.

It should be noted that no Middle Bronze Age monuments have
been identified in the micro-region to date. Thus, it is interesting that
Prof. A. Kakhidze's new discoveries related to mining, metal mining
and technological processing of raw materials extracted from quarries,
which the scientist presupposes to belong to this period.

§3. Late Bronze Age - Early Iron Age
The "country" of Kobuleti, with its seaside and mountainous line

is a micro region, where the presented materials allow us to follow the
processes of human development in the next - Late Bronze -Early Iron
Age.For the study of presented period of the micro region, the
„Namcheduri” settlement of the Late Bronze-Early Iron Age reference
monument is of great importance.

VI layer of the monument, settlement “Namcheduri”, presented
in Choloki-Ockhamuri gorge, is attributed to the Late Bronze Age; the
remains of the log building and samples of the hand-carved pottery are
genetically linked to the upper level of Ispani peatland settlement. The
molds (shapes) found at the monument, which were used for casting
weapons and jewelry, is a testament to the fact that the population
continued the old traditions of metal processing works, which were so
well represented in the materials of Ispani peatland settlement. It is
possible to follow the development of the community of the micro
region by “Namcheduri” monument for a long period of time.

16

According to the materials of “Namcheduri” settlement, which is
supported by the data of other monuments - Dune settlements in
Bobokvati and Pichvnari, other monuments of Pichvnari-Choloki
settlement group, iron mining hearths, etc. - it is possible to follow
with more or less accuracy the economic development processes on the
full perimeter of the Late Bronze - Early Iron Age, as well as get
acquainted with such aspects of human life and culture such as cattle
breeding, hunting, handicrafts and its fields (pottery, mining and
metallurgy, weaving, etc.), settlement topography and the art of
construction, trade, roads and vehicles, etc.

An interesting monument are the remains of dune habitations of
Kobuleti – Pichvnari, found on the coastal sand embankment of micro
region, with light dwelling traces and specific ceramic specimens,
characteristic to them; the dune habitations are a type of monument
where dwellings and cultic places (sacrificial altars) are located
separately;

Some of the data provided during the characterization of
habitations may, in the opinion of some specialists, not correspond to
the reality revealed at the time of the discovery of the monument.

Nowadays, we can note that in the presented area, directly on
Kobuleti - Pichvnari dune habitations, the pre-construction, prepara-
tory works for the construction of hotels within the framework of the
Free Tourist Zone project in 2011 actually destroyed the monument.
However, later, the monument was reconstructed by the specialists of
the Batumi Archaeological Museum.

In 2014, during a joint reconnaissance expedition of the Ajara
Cultural Heritage Protection Agency and the Kobuleti Museum, a very
interesting ceramic material was discovered in a pit dug by illegal sand
miners on the monument. The newly discovered stands with clay
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horn-like protrudences formed the circular and oval cross-sectional
shapes.

Due to the diverse nature of the stands found on the coastal dune
habitations of Georgia, four main types have been identified; the stands
identified by us with the help of „sand miners” should mainly belong
to the 4th type.It is known that circular and transversal shapes are
characterized by a flat and open bottom from the body. As G.
Tavamaishvili points out, the similar types of stands have been found
mainly in Pichvnari and Ureki dunes.

Our reconnaissance team rescued a number of brilliant specimens
from a monument destroyed by illegal sand miners. The new materials
allowed us to confirm the previously expressed opinion that the sand
embankments are the highly developed, original, consolidated tribal
chapels of Colchian culture, where the religious rituals dedicated to the
bulls and the sea gods were performed at certain times of the year.

§4. "Country of Kobuleti" is the ancient center of iron metallurgy
The study of Kobuleti "country" as one of the oldest centers of

ferrous metallurgy is related to the history of the study of ancient
Colchic iron metallurgy and it is based on decades of research
conducted by renowned scientists and researchers of our country.
Among them, it should be noted that the role and contribution of Ioseb
Grdzelishvili and Davit Khakhutaishvili in the study of the presented
issue is special. Today, the scientist, my supervisor, Professor Nana
Khakhutaishvili, continues to work on the same problem.

In the microregion, based on the materials identified and studied
in the Cholok-Ochkhamuri dual-river area, it is possible to describe the
data of the workshops with more or less accuracy. Each center was
represented by one, two or three workshops, which included a stove, a
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light wooden shed, a composite table for the primary processing ofpig
removed from the stove, a site for storing and rising the stocks of
refractory clay, as well as the site for dumping production waste.
According to the Professor, D. Khakhutaishvili, each workshop had a
set of metallurgist tools: wooden, stone and iron hammers, hooks and
devices to remove the melted-chilled mass from the stove, etc. As the
researcher points out, unfortunately they could not be detected in the
studied areas, the reason for which seems to have been the seasonality
of the metallurgical activity - the craftsmen did not leave the work
tools on site.

A noteworthy fact is that the iron smelting, workshops, as usual,
were located on the hills and knolls near small or large ravines. As the
Professor D. Khakhutaishvili notes, such an exposition should have had
both economic and technical justifications: it was easy to get rid of
production waste and it was convenient to supply the water necessary
for production.

The industrial center of Choloki-Ochkhamuri mainly seems to be
one of the monuments of the later periods. This period is probably
limited to the X-VII centuries B.C. For almost two decades after D.
Khakhutaishvili's death,no serious study of the ancient centers of iron
metallurgy in Kobuleti has been carried out. In 2019, together with my
supervisor, the scientist Mrs. Nana Khakhutaishvili, we decided to
carry out new reconnaissance work in the presented micro region,
during which we came across a very remarkable new monument in the
village of Jikhanjuri.

The reconnaissance team moved some severaldifferent-sized
fragments ofclinkersto the Kobuleti Museum for further study. As it is
known, the iron smelting workshops found in the vijllage Jikhanjuri
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were called “Jikhanjuri I”, “Jikhanjuri II”, “Jikhanjuri III” and “Jikhan-
juri IV” by I. Grdzelishvili and D. Khakhutaishvili. We did not violate
the proposed names of the monuments and conditionally named the
newly discovered monument "Jikhanjuri V".

After study of "Jikhanjuri V", it became obvious that the micro
region had all the prerequisites necessary for development of ancient
ferrous metallurgy: the forest on the slopes to the south-east and south-
west of the monument would provide the workshop with fuel
material;at a distance of 650-700 m from the monument, the Choloki
River flows from east to west, which is joined from the left by cold
waters collected and flowing in small ravines.

The nearest source is there in the wild place 20-25 m away from
the monument, where the endemic vegetation is almost intact; there
was a fairly large supply of refractory and hardly meltable clay. Among
them is Tsetskhlauri clay, the melting temperature of which is in the
range between 12000-166000. It is noteworthy that the locals still use
these clays in the mortar prepared for the construction of fireplacesand
their chimneys.It is noteworthy that the line rich in such clays runs
along the entire length of the subtropical foothills of the Greater and
Lesser Caucasus; there is a large number ofmagnetic sand at the coastal
zone; Ureki magnetic sands are also of the particular interest,which,
after flotation, are distinguished by the high degree of iron-containing
ores. It should be noted that Georgian iron ore deposits are grouped
according to their territorial location into several main areas: Adjara-
Trialeti, Guria-Samegrelo, Racha-Svaneti, Imereti and Abkhazia.

Thus, by studying the monument we discovered in the village of
Jikhanjuri, we can confirm the previously expressed view that each
iron melting workshop was an independent, self-sufficient unit with
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all the conditions for the development of iron metallurgy for many
centuries, from ore mining to iron production.

Chapter II.
"Country of Kobuleti" - the contact zone of Greek and Colchian

civilizations
The "country" of Kobuleti is a region of the Kartvelian world whe-

re we can trace different periods of human life, including antiquity.
The monuments of the ancient period of the microregion include

the former city of Kobuleti-Pichvnari, Tsikhisdziri complex,
The material of the relevant period of the hill-settlement of

"Namcheduri", the material found at the territory in the vicinity and at
the riverbeds of the river Choloki and river Ochkhamuri, etc.

One of the most important issues in the ancient history of Colchis
is the great Greek colonization and contacts with the outside world.It
is noteworthy that several reasons for Greek colonization are
mentioned in foreign historiography: they are the trade expansion and
agrarian colonization. Recently, it has been suggested that Greek
colonization may be triggered by several factors at the same time.
According to some scholars, in the early stages of Greek migration this
factor may have been an interest in metals (gold, iron).

The material evidences reflecting the pre-colonial relationship
between ancient Colchis and the Achaean-Hellenic world have not yet
been obtained. However, it is natural that inter-tribal relations date
back to ancient times, which must be reflected in Greek mythology.
Systematic, regular contacts are established in the archaic era, when as
a result of the great Greek colonization, Greek settlements also
appeared on the eastern Black Sea coast. The number of detected
materials increases even more in the middle of the VI century B.C. and
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especially in the second half. It seems that Greek newcomers gradually
emerged alongside the local settlements. The emergence of these
settlements contributed to the further advancement of the local
population.

The example of Kobuleti-Pichvnari clearly shows the great role
played by these contacts in the socio-economic development of the
local population.As it turns out, the micro region was one of the most
important parts of the meeting of the Colchian and Hellenic civili-
zations on the eastern Black Sea coast, which led to continuous
relations with various centers of the ancient world for centuries.

An interesting conclusions and additional clarity were provided
by the quite diverse and numerous new archeological materials collec-
ted and preserved in the Kobuleti Museum, which were collected by
the Monitoring and Discovery Team of the museum in 2013-2019.

It is possible to express some of our opinions on certain issues
around the history of cultural-economic relations with the outside
world of Kobuleti "country".E.g. in the microregion, along with local
ceramics, the imported ceramic containers and pottery, which allows
us to keep an eye on the international trade-economic and cultural ties
of both - Old Colchis and the presented micro region.From the first
half of the 4th century B.C. in Kobuleti-Pichvnari as well as in Athens,
relations with other maritime trade and transit centers seem important.

The materials found in the basin of the river Ochkhamuri, in our
opinion, should not belong to "Namcheduri" and "Cholokispira" hill-
settlement.We think that the mentioned ceramic materials must have
belonged to a hitherto unknown residence or workshop, which is
located on the left bank of the Ochkhamuri River, near the ancient
monument of Kobuleti-Pichvnari - "Napurvala" Colchian necropolis.
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The accumulation of newly discovered ceramic production in the
Black Sea in the ancient period must have been related to sailing as well
as fishing, which is considered a seasonal activity. The Eastern Black
Sea coast has long been regarded as a safe and economically profitable
crafts zone;

We think that the subject of independent research should become
the quite interesting material collected by us, which are the toponyms
of settlements, districts, big or small rivers of Kobuleti municipality,
about some of which are discussed in this dissertation.

Chapter III.
The "Country of Kobuleti" in the early Middle Ages

In 2013-2019, the Kobuleti Museum Monument Monitoring and
Discovery Reconnaissance Team collected new materials and
information related to the less studied and hitherto unknown
monuments in the micro region.

Petra-Tsikhisdziri. One of the most prominent monuments of the
early Middle Ages is the Petra-Tsikhisdziri complex discovered in the
territory of the micro region. The period of the greatest development
of this settlement is IV-V centuries A.D., when a rather important
urban type of settlement is formed with developed workshop
production. The basilica found here is thought to have been the first
episcopal see of the region. Interesting information about the
Episcopate of Petra is preserved in the ecclesiastical lists of the
Patriarchate of Constantinople – in the so-called “Ecthesis”.

Petra-Tsikhisdziri Basilica with its exquisite plans and proportions
is close to Bichvinta three-nave basilica. The latter is influenced by the
cultic architecture of Constantinople.As we can see, the patterns and
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requirements of Byzantine architecture were not unfamiliar to the
builders of Tsikhisdziri basilica. However, there is no doubt that
Tsikhisdziri Church was one of the organic links of pre-Christian
Georgian basilicas. The church buildings in the Petra-Tsikhisdziri
complex are characterized by a certain tradition, which is first of all
manifested in the apse-shaped representation of the church altar.

Alambari Fortress. The Alambari Fortress or Mamuka Fortress is
located to the northeast of Petra-Tsikhisdziri, on the right bank of the
river Achkva, on the highest hill of the village Alambari, called the
“Tsikhiskeli”.

We have not yet got the qualified archaeological and historical
research on the Alambari Fortress;the condition preserved on the
monument, the arrangement of the preserved walls gives us a basis to
share V. Beridze’s view and consider the opinion that the prison should
be renovated several times. As I. Sikharulidze noted, activetion of its
functional load dates back to the late Middle Ages, the Ottoman period.
The interesting geographical location of the fortress in relation to
Petra-Tsikhisdziri allows us to assume their common strategic purpose,
because the castles are located on one diagonal and face each other.

Elia Fortress. Another fortification monument of Kobuleti
"country" of strategic importance is the Elia Fortress, which is erected
on the rocky mountain of Elia, east of the Alambari Fortress described
above by us, with its interesting geographical location and architectu-
ral style. The fortress is less explored. This may have been due to its
inaccessibility.

We decided to bring more clarity to Elia Fortress. The reco-
nnaissance expedition conducted by the Kobuleti Museum managed to
climb the monument, measure and photo fix the survived parts, study
the art of construction, determine the area of the inner fortress. The
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areas adjacent to the monument and the roads were identified and
studied as well. The fortress overlooks the Kintrishi Valley and is
connected to Chakhati settlement of feudal age by the internal road.
The pastures of Zeniti and Alambari fall apart like a palm. By internal
roads it is connected with the settlements of Achkvistavi and Zeniti.
From the north-eastern part, it is possible to get connected with Achi
Fortress.Thus, in our view, the Alambari, Elia and Achi Fortresses must
have been connected with one of the most important military-political
centers of the Eastern Black Sea - the Petra Fortress, and were therefore
part of a unified defense system.

New information from Achi Fortress. An interesting monument
of the micro region is Achi Fortress or "”Tsikhia” (the locals refer to the
historical monument as such), which is located in the village of Achi,
one of the oldest settlements in the Kakuti community of Kobuleti
Municipality, on the hill between the river Achistskali and the river
Tsikhiastskali, near the confluence,340 m above sea level. The river
Achistskali, as well as the river Kintrishi and river Bzhuzhistskali,
originatein Sarbiela Mountain; while the river Tsikhiastskali originates
in the mountain Sanislobo and joins the river Achistskali to the south-
west of the Achi fortress. The information preserved about this
monument is also incomplete.

The reconnaissance expedition conducted by the Kobuleti Mu-
seum in 2018-2019 studied the monument. Its survived parts were
measured and photo fixed; due to the difficult terrain conditions, it was
possible to determine the area of the fortress with more or less
accuracy.The environment in which the remains of “Tsikhia” is
represented is covered with dense vegetation, which is why the re-
mains of the fortress on a high hill are almost invisible from afar. From
the northeast, the naturalthreshold is the bed of the river Achistskali
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and the steep slopes on its shore; from the southeast - the river
Tsikhiastskali and a stiff slope that is very different from the northeast.
In our opinion, Achi Fortress together with Elia-Alambari-Petra-
Tsikhisdziri formed a unified defense-strategic system

New information about Tetrosani Church. Tetrosani St. George's
former church is an interesting cultic model of the micro region of
early Middle Ages, reached to us. The unfavorable condition of the
monument makes it difficult to determine the architectural type of the
shrine. The survived remains of the temple make it possible to assume
that the building must have been of the hall type, with a remarkable
tilt. Judging by the location of the survived walls former church of
Tetrosani, it is turned from east to north. It is a sad fact that one of the
oldest Christian monuments not only of our micro region but of the
region of modern Adjara as well, which at the same time preserves the
history of the pre-Christian period (which we will not discuss in this
dissertation because it is the subject of scientific research and
discussion), is actually destroyed by its cultural strata nowadays.

Chapter IV.
"Country of Kobuleti" in the developed Middle Ages

New materials from the former church of Khinotsminda. One of
the outstanding monuments of the micro region is the developed
former church of Khinotsminda of Middle Ages. The church complex
is located 44 km east of the city of Kobuleti, in the gorge of the river
Kintrishi.The settlement where the monument is presented was
referred to as Zemo Khino during the Soviet period. The head of the
Father’s Monastery named after John the Baptist of Khinotsminda, the
Hegumen Evdemoz Diasamidze, together with the local population
and self-government representatives, did a great job to return the
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historic name to the historic settlement. Historically, the establishment
of the Diocese of Khinotsminda should have taken place after the
centers of Lazika, including the Episcopate of Petra, ceased to exist.

Archaeological expedition on the former church of Khinotsminda
in 1989-1990 was carried out by the staff of the N. Berdzenishvili
Scientific-Research Institute of Batumi: G. Tavamaishvili, N. Khakhu-
taishvili, I. Iashvili, G. Totochava, etc. The expedition studied both the
ruins of the temple as well as the area of the fenced yard. The temple,
according to experts, was originally a three-nave basilica, which shows
the signs of Georgian basilicas of the late period. However, later,
according to the construction technique and the nature of the stone
pile, it was suggested that the church was close to the Georgian
architectural designs of the VIII-IX centuries.

In 2017-2018, together with the representatives of Batumi Shota
Rustaveli State University, Niko Berdzenishvili Institute and Kobuleti
Museum, studied the former temple of Khinotsminda. Remains of
buildings south of the temple were described.In our opinion, it should
have been one of the cellars with its functional load.In the very first
storeroom (we conditionally called it part of the unified auxiliary
building), we came across two pitchers stacked parallel to each other,
1.5 m away from the south wall. Unfortunately, the pitchers did not
survive, which seems to have been the "creative" result of the tourists'
negligence. Later, the damaged parts of the pitchers were taken to the
Kobuleti Museum for survival and study. The clay pottery with
reddish-pink clay pan, found on the outside wall of the temple in 2014,
at a depth of 0.7 m from the outside, was also taken to the museum,
which we believe was a hand-made (altar chalice) drinking vessel.

New information from the former temple of Achkvistavi. The
village of Achkvistavi is located 600-650 m above sea level,atthe right
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bank of the river Achkva, at the personal plot of the wine-cellar
keepers.During the Soviet era, the area of the former temple was first
terraced, and later a citrus plantation was planted there, which led to
the almost complete destruction of the historical monument.

In February 2017, the Kobuleti Museum was contacted by
Avtandil Memarne, a resident of Achkvitavi, who presented the coins
found in his plot (two silver coins).One of the silver coins found in
Achkvitavi, as it was later determined, turned out to be the Kirmaneuli
Tetri, which was a Western Georgian silver coin minted in the XIII-
XV centuries. The similar money was mined in very small quantities
by us. Therefore, the discovery of Achkvitavi is of great importance in
this regard. Until now, coins from Kobuleti Municipality were known
only in the seaside sector: Tsikhisdziri, Kobuleti, Bobokvati, Pichvnari.
The new findings even showed that cash flow and trade relations had
developed in the depths of the region as well. The second coin was the
Ottoman Akçe.In the same year, the Kobuleti Museum studied the
Achkvistavi former temple and the surrounding area. Pieces of pitchers
were found in the pit cut for agricultural purposes in the south-eastern
part of the hill. Several fragments were removed and transferred to the
Kobuleti Museum. Fragments of various pottery were also found here.
Presumably, the identified material must have belonged to the high
developed Middle Ages. We aimed to study of the hill of the former
temple thoroughly as a future work, however, it should be noted that
both numismatic and ceramic materials have given us a very significant
and clear idea about the church in Achkvitavi and, presumably, the
cellar of the same church.

New information from the former temple of Sameba. In the spring
of 2017, the Kobuleti Museum together with the Batumi
Archaeological Museum launched a joint reconnaissance expedition in
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the historical gorges and villages of Kobuleti Municipality. The
expedition, along with other monuments, explored the remains of a
church near the tomb of famous Gulo Kaikatsishvili on a hill on the left
bank of the village of Kveda Sameba, 6 km from the left bank of the
Kintrishi Gorge, 6 km from Kobuleti. According to locals, the church
must have been functioning before the Ottoman invasion. The
specialists consider the church to be a sample of developed Middle
Ages. The place of the former temple was a small single-nave chapel
with an entrance from the west. According to the nature of the wall
structure, some specialists connect the construction of the church with
post-XIII century period.Based on the newly discovered materials, it is
possible to assume that the place of former temple and its antiquity
must be one of the oldest shrines among the Christian cult monuments
of the micro region. However, at this point we will refrain from its
exact dating until a more detailed study of the monument. According
to the newly discovered materials, it is possible to assume that the
former temple and its antiquities must be one of the oldest shrines
among the Christian cult monuments of the micro region. However, at
this point we will refrain from its exact dating until a more detailed
study of the monument.

Roads and road structures. As it is known, the Eastern Black Sea
has been considered since ancient times as one of the shortest and safest
sections for both sea and land transportation. The highways passing
through it have been used to travel from southern countries to the
north and vice versa, from north to south. The mentioned road,
unequivocally, together with the military-political functions, played a
great role in establishing both - mutual internal and external
transportation, build the trade and cultural relations.One of the main
thoroughfares of the micro region, which ran through the gorge of the
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river Kintrishi, seems even more important in the developed Middle
Ages.

As in other historical gorges of southwestern Georgia, here we
have the stone arch bridges on one of the main highways of the micro
region. These were the very bridges that traders and travelers from the
north-west of our country and neighboring countries used to travel and
move to the territories of Tao-Klarjeti and Asia Minor. The vast
hydrographic network of Georgia determined the construction of
roads, bridges and other road structures. To build bridges, our ancestors
carefully chose the narrow and easily accessible places of the gorges.
At first, wooden logs were used to cross small and large rivers, but then
they began to build more complex wooden girder bridges
instead.Along the development of bridge construction, wooden bridges
are replaced by stone bridges.The main part of the old stone arch
bridges - the arch is mostly made of raw stone slabs, without any
architectural jewelry. The lime solution was used as the bonding
material. The masters of the construction of the bridges faced great
difficulties in arranging a pier in the middle of the river due to the rapid
current. Therefore, they tried to build the passages with single span.
The outline of thecoves is interesting, they are sometimes semicircular,
sometimes box-shaped (parabolic), sometimes arrow-like or even flat.
Such bridges are mostly characterized by the use of cheap quarry stone
and mortar instead of the carved stone. From a technical point of view,
the negative feature of stone bridges is that the stone structure works
well only on contraction, that is why the stone bridges can only be
arched. As for the size and width of such bridges, it depended on the
nature of the transport.

According to our data, there are about 35 bridges in Adjara today.
Most of them are destroyed, and up to fifteen bridges are relatively well
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preserved. Among them 2 bridges (preserved) are located on the
territory of Kobuleti municipality; in the gorge of the river Kintrishi –
one connecting Varjanuli and Tkemakaravi and the other -
Tskhemvani arched bridge.

The topography of the stone arched bridges looks interesting; they
are concentrated in the territory of modern Adjara, as well as in the
historical Tao-Klarjeti and Chaneti-Lazeti.The art of building bridges
presented here is almost the same.

Several small and large branches of the Silk Road passed through
the "country" of Kobuleti and we think that due to the need to protect
this route, the fortresses and watchtowers were built on all strategic
places - Mamuka Castle, Elia Castle, Achi Castle and so on.

Conclusions
The presented paper includes the historical-archeological

research of Kobuleti "country", one of the interesting micro regions of
South-West Georgia, which is based on both previously discovered and
newly obtained material.The sources, materials and historiographical
data presented in the paper allow us to trace the history of the
development of the region from the ancient times to the Middle Ages.

During the preparation of the dissertation, together with the
scientific supervisor, consultants and Professor Amiran Kakhidze, we
planned to continue the work started by Professor Davit Khakhutaish-
vili, which was not completed due to the death of the scientist.Based
on the new material, we tried to study the contribution of Kobuleti as
a micro region and its participation in each stage of the historical
development of the region. Our research is based on both published as
well as unpublished and new material discovered by us, on the basis of
which we present the results obtained.
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Chapter I.
Neolithic Age. Our goal is to continue the work started by

scientists and enrich it with new materials – achieved, we found and
confirmed existence of water supply system head buildings previously
identified on the Kobuleti Early Neolithic monument; the new
circumstances revealed in the process of research have given us the
opportunity to bring more clarity in relation to the Early Neolithic
monument of the village Kobuleti previously studied by Sergo
Gogitidze, including:

1. Surveys conducted by Sergo Gogitidze confirmed that the area
of Kobuleti Early Neolithic settlement was located in the south-
western part of a modern residential house, south of the large canal
running from east to west of the residential plot. The location and
direction of the 4th water supply system, newly identified by us provide
us with evidence that the area of distribution of this settlement is much
wider and somewhat wider both in the north-east direction and in the
north-west;

2. The abundance of stone tools we found on the monument
allowed us to confirm that the ancient inhabitants of the microregion,
in addition to flint and obsidian, extensively used cobble stone raw
materials, which were present in small quantities in previously studied
materials. This new circumstance even points to the genetic rela-
tionship of the early Neolithic inhabitants with the late Mesolithic
traditions.

3. It is a proven fact that most of the Early Neolithicsettlements
are located in or closer to older, Mesolithic-era former settlements. To
the south of the previously studied settlement, we discovered a cave on
a rocky slope,about which we do not find direct or indirect information
in scientific circulation, and which, in our opinion, can be considered
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as evidence of continuous life.A more detailed study of the monument
is planned in the future.

Eneolithic - Early Bronze Age. The Eneolithic culture of the
micro-region, which is considered to be the upper chronological boun-
dary of the final stage of the Late Neolithic culture, was represented by
very scarce material. Newly discovered materials by the Kobuleti
Museum in 2013-2019 somewhat enrich the previously created image.
Including: manual grinder from Choloki - should have been used to
process the food crops; stone bowl from Kokhi points to its multi-
functionality. In addition to processing the food crops it may have been
used in the metal industry for pounding the fluxes or for other
purposes.

Unfortunately, the remains of the Eneolithic settlement have not
been found in the region yet. Researchers suggest that the monuments
of this period should be located quite deep, at a depth of 20-30 meters,
and to find them is associated with great difficulties.

Early in the Bronze Age, one of the first confirmed settlements
was Ispani peatland settlement. As for the mountainous settlements of
the micro region, only few materials were presented here: e.g. bronze
axe as fixed in the village of Achkvitavi. The existing image was
enriched by the new materials discovered by us:we discovered the
miniature bronze axe near the confluence of the river Kintrishi and the
Black Sea, on the riverbed, on the newly formed silted peninsula; in
order to keep an eye on the development of pottery-making and
agricultural fields of the micro region, the discovery of the barrel-like
pottery and fragments of Colchian pitchers in the Choloki basin is very
important; Choloki group materials include basalt stele from the village
of Leghva, which was found in the riverbed near the confluence of the
river Tskhrapona and the river Skura. The curved spiral of the stele
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must have been a cosmogonic sign of great importance to the
population of the period represented by the micro region.

Thus, based on the new materials we have discovered, we are able
to complete the picture of the economic and spiritual life of the
population living in the microregion during this period.

Middle Bronze Age. No Middle Bronze Age monuments have
been identified in the micro region so far. Thus, the new monuments
discovered by the reconnaissance expedition of the Kobuleti Museum
are very important, which are related to the copper-bronze mining
activities in the "country" of Kobuleti.

ate Bronze-Early Iron Age. Newly discovered material in Kobu-
leti-Pichvnari dune settlement allows to express several opinions about
the purpose of the monument:participation in metal production,
religious worship or salt mining.At present, it is difficult to point out
the priority of their function. The Late Bronze-Early Iron Age Colchis
and the micro regions represented among them were good at plough
farming, ploughing with metal ploughing equipment, bull and other
cults, pottery-making, weaving, etc.

The "Country of Kobuleti" - the ancient center of iron metallurgy.
The history of the study of the monuments in the "country" of Kobuleti
and of the new materials discovered in the village of Jikhanjuri gave us
the opportunity to reaffirm the previously expressed opinion that the
micro-region had all the prerequisites for the development of ancient
ferrous metallurgy.Each iron smelting workshop was an independent,
self-sufficient unit that had all the conditions for the development of
iron metallurgy for many centuries, from the extraction of ore to the
production of iron.
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Chapter II.
The "Country of Kobuleti" - the contact zone of Greek and

Colchian civilizations. Based on the materials collected in 2013-2019,
where imported ceramic containers and household pottery are
presented along with local ceramic products, we have the opportunity
to follow the international trade-economic and cultural ties of the
presented micro region. On the basis of the study of the materials
preserved in the Kobuleti Museum, we were given the opportunity to
express the following opinion:

The new material found in the basin of the Ochkhamuri River, in
our opinion, must belong to the territories areas adjacent to the ancient
period monument of Kobuleti-Pichvnari “Napurvala” – Colhian
cemeteries. The accumulation of ancient pottery in the Black Sea and
their discovery there, in our view, must have been related to sailing,
fishing, which is considered a seasonal activity, or other factors. The
coastal shallow waters of the micro region are still considered a
favorable zone for fishing.

Chapter III.
"Country of Kobuleti" in the early Middle Ages. During the

present period, the coastal line of the micro region, as well as the
foothills and mountainous areas seem to be densely populated. As it is
confirmed, in parallel with the defense and road buildings, Christian
cult buildings were being built in the micro region during this
period.Among them was the Petra-Tsikhisdziri Christian shrine, as
well as Tetrosani St. George's Church the new information about
which allows us to assume that it was one of the oldest Christian
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shrines in the micro-region along with the cult buildings in Petra-
Tsikhisdziri.

As for the fortification buildings of the micro region – Alambari
Fortress, Elia Fortress and Achi fortress - due to their distinctive
strategic location, we believe, should have been connected to the Petra
Fortress, as an important military information points, an integral part
of the unified defense system.

Chapter IV.
"Country of Kobuleti" in the developed Middle Ages.
A) The new information and materials obtained about the Khi-

notsminda shrine allow us to more accurately determine the period of
functioning of the temple, as well as to determine the existence of an
ecclesiastical wine cellar there;

B) The local and foreign silver coins found at the territory of
Achkvitavi former temple allows us to assume that the temple should
have been one of the important centers of the Diocese of Khino-
tsminda;

C) According to the results of the reconnaissance expedition
conducted by the Kobuleti Museum on the territory of the former Holy
Trinity Cathedral, we were able to confirm that it, together with the
Achkvitavi Church, must have been one of the important centers of
spirituality in the Khinotsminda Diocese;

According to “Kitrishi” medieval handbook, we have determined
that the temples of Achkvitavi and Trinity mentioned above were built
under the name of St. George in his time.
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D) As for the roads and road structures of the microregion, as it is
known, the Eastern Black Sea region has been considered since ancient
times as one of the shortest and safest sections for both sea and land
transportation. The reconnaissance expeditions conducted by the staff
of the Kobuleti Museum in 2013-2019 confirmed and significantly
highlighted the role of roads and road structures of the Kobuleti
"country" in both - the local and international transportation.

We have found new information about the Kobalauri arched
bridge over the river Kintrishi and the arched bridge over the right
tributary of the river Kintrishi - Sagebauri Gorge.

As we can see, the new archeological materials and accidental
discoveries obtained during the archeological excavations in the micro-
region have allowed us to trace the continuous history of life and
development of the people of this region from ancient times to the
Middle Ages and to reveal the contribution of Kobuleti "country" to
the historical development of the region.
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