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The phenomenon of Lviv archaeology constitutes a complex and multilayered field of inquiry, which interweaves the intellectual
traditions of the university milieu, museum curatorial practices, heritage preservation initiatives, and the institutional frameworks
of the Academy of Sciences. This article undertakes a historiographical reconstruction of archaeological research conducted
within the urban space of Lviv between 1945 and 2025, situating it within the broader socio-political and epistemological
transformations of the late twentieth and early twenty-first centuries. It argues that the trajectory of Lviv archaeology is best
conceptualized through a bifurcated periodization: the Soviet stage (1945-1991), characterized by the institutional consolidation
of archaeology within the structures of the Academy of Sciences of the Ukrainian SSR and the rise of “urban archaeology” in the
framework of the State Historical and Architectural Reserve, and the post-Soviet stage (199 1—present), defined by the proliferation
of local research centers in the Institute of Archaeology of the National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, the Krypiakevych
Institute of Ukrainian Studies, Ivan Franko National University of Lviv, and the emergence of rescue archaeological institutions.

Rather than treating “Lviv archaeology” merely as a regional extension of national archaeological scholarship, the article
foregrounds its specificity as a form of urban archaeology, conditioned by the challenges of investigating stratified cultural deposits
in a living city with continuous architectural development. Excavations within Lviv reveal crucial evidence for early medieval
settlement, fortifications, sacred topography, and artisanal production, while simultaneously confronting methodological and
logistical difficulties imposed by dense construction, infrastructural modernization, and the urgency of rescue interventions.

Particular attention is devoted to the institutional genealogy of archaeological practice in Lviv. From the late nineteenth
century initiatives of the Shevchenko Scientific Society and the contributions of figures such as Isydor Sharanevych and Ivan
Krypiakevych, the field underwent a process of institutionalization under Soviet rule, with the establishment of the Lviv branch of
the Institute of Archaeology (1940) and its subsequent integration into the Institute of Social Sciences (1951). A significant
outcome of this institutional framework was the launch of the periodical series Materials and Research on the Archaeology of
Precarpathia and Volhynia (MDA PV), which functioned as a crucial platform for disseminating fieldwork results, rescue reports,
and synthetic studies. Despite the disruptions caused by ideological control in the 1960s, the series was revived in the 1990s,
thereby affirming a continuity of scholarly tradition across political regimes.

Equally significant was the role of the Lviv Historical Museum as a custodian of archaeological collections and a site of
knowledge production. Postwar excavations by Oleksii Ratych (1955-1956) established the presence of early medieval habitation
on Castle Hill predating the first chronicle reference of 1256, while systematic campaigns of the 1970s under the aegis of the State
Historical and Architectural Reserve expanded the scope of urban archaeological inquiry to include fortifications, sacred complexes,
and craft installations.

The emergence of the Rescue Archaeological Service in the 1990s represents a paradigmatic shift, integrating preventive
excavation with heritage management and public engagement. By combining urgent fieldwork with interdisciplinary methodologies
(archaeobotany, anthropological analysis, geophysical survey, and digital visualization), this institution not only secured the
documentation of endangered sites but also embedded archaecology within the civic discourse of heritage preservation. Exhibitions
such as Treasures of Underground Lviv further underscored the role of archaeology in constructing collective memory and urban
identity.

The historiographical perspective adopted in this study demonstrates that the dissemination of archaeological knowledge in
Lviv has evolved from fragmentary reports and local antiquarian practices to a sophisticated system of specialized publications,
annuals, and cross-disciplinary collaborations. The analysis suggests that Lviv archaeology should not be perceived merely as the
continuation of Soviet and post-Soviet traditions, but rather as the consolidation of a distinct urban archaeological paradigm,
combining scientific investigation, rescue practice, and cultural representation within the dynamics of a transforming city.

Key words: archaeology, Lviv, history of archaeology, excavations, historiography.

Lviv. Lwow. Lemberg. A city with a deep historical memory, where every street and stone bears traces of
the past. Its cultural landscape, formed at the crossroads of European civilisations, has always been sensitive
to political and social changes. It was here that archaeology took on a special significance — as a science
that reveals hidden layers of history and at the same time reflects the worldview and ideological orientations
of its time. Between 1945 and 2025, Lviv repeatedly witnessed major political transformations: from the
Soviet post-war period with its centralised scientific policy, through the tragic and at the same time fateful
1990s, which paved the way for Ukraine’s independence, to the present day, when archaeology is emerging
as an important factor in the preservation of national heritage and the formation of European identity. All
these changes could not but influence the development of archaeology, which in Lviv has always been
closely linked to the intellectual and cultural life of the city.
© Kowis /[., 2025
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Statement of the problem. In this paper, the term “Lviv archaeology” is used to refer to archaeological
research conducted directly within the city of Lviv. Unlike broader regional studies, it refers to excavations
and observations aimed at reconstructing the historical development of the city’s urban space from the
carliest settlements to the present day. An important feature of these studies is their focus on the analysis of
cultural layers associated with the transformation of buildings, the functioning of defensive complexes,
religious buildings, craft and trade centres. Thus, “Lviv archacology” is presented as a specific segment of
urban archaeology, the object of which is the material heritage of Lviv, reflecting its centuries-old history
and cultural dynamics. Therefore, Lviv archaeology as a field of archaeological research in the territory of
modern Lviv should be distinguished from archaeological science in Lviv, which covers a much broader
concept and unites a large circle of institutions and scholars associated with the city, place of study or
professional activity. Works on the history of archaeology mostly use the second concept, and therefore the
proposed study is relevant in its novelty. It should also be emphasised that this article does not concern the
history of archaeological research in the Lviv region, but primarily the publication of the results of this
research.

Research analysis. This approach is quite risky, given the significant narrowing of the research subject,
but at the same time, it is an important attempt to analyse existing publications purely from the point of
view of historiography and is a continuation of the works of N. Bulyk!, L.Matskevyi?, N. Bilas®, T. Mylian*,
O.Sytnyk®.

Presentation of the main material. Urban archaeology has its own distinctive features that distinguish it
from research in rural or other natural landscapes. It focuses on the study of multi-layered cultural formations
that have developed over centuries of urban life. Archaeologists conducting urban research face a number
of challenges. These include dense modern development, which limits excavation opportunities, as well as
constant pressure from infrastructure works. Additional problems are created by the destruction of cultural
layers during construction, lack of funding, and the need for rapid research within the framework of “rescue
archaeology”. In addition, the interpretation of fragmented finds is complicated, as the urban environment
combines materials from different periods and of different types®.

In the 19th and early 20th centuries, archaeology in Lviv developed in close connection with European
scientific trends and local initiatives. An important role was played by the amateur research of members of
the Galician Literary Society and later the Shevchenko Scientific Society, which from the second half of
the 19th century became the first Ukrainian academic institution in Galicia. Among the researchers who
laid the foundation for the archaeological study of Lviv and the region, it is worth mentioning Izydor
Sharanevych, Ivan Krypiakevych, and Yan Pashkevych. They conducted descriptive surveys, recorded their
findings, and accumulated private collections, which later became the basis for museum collections’.

In 1898, the Galician Music Society in Lviv submitted a request to the “Circle of Conservators and
Correspondents of Eastern Galicia” for an archaeological assessment of the Powder Tower in Lviv with a
view to its possible demolition and the construction of a Prosvita building in its place. It was architect Yu.
Zakhariievych who, at a meeting of the Circle, announced the conclusion about the great [“historical value...
of the last remnant of the ancient city fortifications”]®. This determined another important feature of the
development of Lviv archaeology — most of the research was not concerned with the discovery and study of
large areas of settlements, but with architectural and archaeological studies of historical monuments of
construction from different periods and of different types within the boundaries of modern Lviv. The objects
of such work were primarily the crypts of ancient churches and cathedrals in Lviv and the area around their
foundations. Information about the results of the surveys was published in relevant journals, for example,

! Harans Bynuk, Jlvsiscoka apxeonozis XIX — nouamky XX cm: Jocrionuku, naykoei ycmanosu, myzei (JIbBiB: [HCTUTYT
ykpaino3HaBcTBa iM. 1. Kpumn’sakesnua HAH VYkpainu, 2014), 304.

2 Jleonin MaukeBuii, Apxeonoziuni nam amxu Jlveosa (JIbsis: Jloroc, 2008), 224.

3 Harauis Binac, “Apxeonoriuna Hayka y JIbBiBcbkomy yHiBepeuteTi (XIX — 30-1i poku XX c1.)”, Apxeonoziuni docniocenns
JIvgiscovroeo ynieepcumemy, Bui. 8 (2005): 46—114.

4 Tapac MuutsH, “ Apxeonoris JIbBoBa: BUTOKH, TpamuLiil, nocminauxu”, Mamepianu i docnioxcenns 3 apxeonozii Ipukapnamms
i Boauni Bum. 23 (2019): 325-336.

5 Onekcannp CutHuK, Apxeonoziuna nayka y JIveosi. Illepwia nonosuna XX cm (JIpBiB-XKewriB: [HCTUTYT yKpaiHO3HABCTBA iM.
L.Kpun’sxesuua HAH Vkpainu; InctutyT apxeororii XemiBcbkoro yHiBepcurery, 2012), 365.

¢ Cpimiana IanoBa, “Jleski acrmekTH MiCbKOi apXeosorii B icTOpu4HOMY KOHTEKCTI (Ha mpuknani [Ipumopckkoro GynbBapy B
M. Oneca)”, Mamepianu i docriodcenns 3 apxeonoeii Ilpuxkapnamms i Boauni Bum. 23 (2019): 183-198.

" Bynuk, Jlvsiscoka apxeonozis XIX — nouamky XX cm: JJocnionuku, naykosi ycmanosu, mysei, 239.

8 «Apxeonoris y JIbBiBChKii monmiTexHili — Bix apyroi nosopuan XIX cromiTTs g0 Hammx AHIB” Ipnu.ua, Z0CTyNn OTpHMaHO
04 Bepecns, 2025. https:/lpnu.ua/news/arkheolohiia-u-lvivskii-politekhnitsi
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in the case of Y. Pasternak’s work in the 1930s, in the pages of “Borocmos’s” (“Theology”)*!°. Also, we
would like to note that the leading specialists in this field today are Yu. Lukomskyi, R. Sulyk, M. Bevz etc.

During the interwar period, the centres of archaeological research were the Jan Kazimierz University in
Lviv and the Ossolineum. Professors Karol Hadachek, Edmund Bulianda and Yuzef Kostshevskyi worked
here, combining archaeology with cultural history and ethnography. The Lviv Archaeological and
Geographical Office, where materials from the territory of Eastern Galicia were collected and processed,
also made a significant contribution''.

The development of Lviv archaeology in the first half of the 20th century was interrupted by World War
II and large-scale socio-political transformations. The change of power led to significant personnel losses —
a large number of Polish and Ukrainian archaeologists left the city, and scientific institutions of that time,
in particular the Taras Shevchenko Scientific Society, were liquidated. Despite this, scientific centres such
as Lviv University, the Lviv Historical Museum and the newly established Institute of Social Sciences of
the Academy of Sciences of the Ukrainian SSR, which included a Department of Archaeology, were still
operating in Lviv. The activities of the above-mentioned scientific institutions took place within the framework
of studying previously discovered monuments in the Lviv, Stanislav (now Ivano-Frankivsk) and Ternopil
regions — the Plisnensk settlement, the ancient city of Halych, Slavic settlements, etc.

It should be emphasised that, in fact, until the mid-1950s, no archaeological research was conducted in
Lviv, although the construction of military factories, housing, the redevelopment of transport interchanges
and many other factors provided sporadic opportunities for archaeological supervision at construction sites.
Perhaps the only positive result of the institutionalisation of Lviv archaeology within the Academy of
Sciences of the Ukrainian SSR at that time was the financial aspect. In addition to the fact that archaeologists
were now full-time employees and received salaries, we also have evidence of fairly good funding for
archaeological expeditions'?.

In February 1940, a department of the Institute of Archaeology of the Academy of Sciences of the
Ukrainian SSR was established in Lviv, consisting mainly of scholars from Lviv University and the liquidated
Shevchenko Scientific Society. Initially, it operated on Sovetskaya Street (now V. Vynnychenko Street),
and later in the Prosvita building at 10 Rynok Square. Markiian Smishko became the head of the
aforementioned department of the Institute of Archaeology, and its staff included Yaroslav Pasternak, Stefan
Krukovskyi, Ivan Starchuk, and Kazymyr Maievskyi'>.

The Institute of Social Sciences of the Academy of Sciences of the Ukrainian SSR (hereinafter referred
to as ISS), established in 1951 in Lviv, became the main scientific centre for humanities research in western
Ukraine in the post-war period. In the same year, the Department of Archaeology of the Academy of Sciences
of the Ukrainian SSR was incorporated into the Institute of Social Sciences of the Academy of Sciences of
the Ukrainian SSR. It is evident that the establishment of the Institute was part of a broader policy of the
Soviet authorities aimed at ideological control over science, but at the same time at integrating the territories
of western Ukraine into the all-USSR scientific space. Despite the strict ideological framework, the Institute
became the heir to the intellectual traditions of Galician scientific centres, in particular the Shevchenko
Scientific Society. At this time, a tradition of regularly publishing the results of archaeological research in
specialised publications began. Thus, reports on the research of large expeditions and monuments outside
the city were mostly published in print, but nevertheless, this laid the foundation for the tradition of publishing
the results of work in the Lviv area.

In the early 1950s, the Institute of Social Sciences created a special publication, “HaykoBi 3amucku
IncrutyTy cycninsaux Hayk” (“Scientific Notes of the Institute of Social Sciences). The first volume of the
notes was devoted to issues of literary studies, while the second volume, which launched the series
“Marepianu i gocmimxkenHs 3 apxeonorii [Tpukapnarts i Bonuni” (“Materials and studies on archaeology
of Sub-Carpathian and Volhynian area”), devoted to archaeologists and became a platform for publishing

? SIpocnas [lacTepHak, “3BIT 3 apXEONOTIYHUX JOCIIAIB y Mig3eMemIsax kareapu cB. I0pis y JIbBoBi”, Fozocnosia 10, Homep 4.
(1932): 312-315.

10 SIpocnae IMactepuak “Kpunta mig nepksoro Ce. Jlyxa rp.-kar. Borocnoscbkoi Akanemii y JIbBoBi”, bozocrosis 16, Homep
2-3.(1938): 158-160.

11 “Icropisn Mysero” museums.lnu.edu.ua, moctyn orpumMan 03 Bepects, 2025. http:/museums.lnu.edu.ua/archeology/museum-
history/

12 Harans Bymuk, “Ictopis Bimginy” Incmumym yxpainosnaecmea im. I. Kpun’axeeuua HAH Yipainu: icmopis, imena, ioei,
pexn. Irop Comsap (JIbBiB: IHcTUTYT ykpaiHo3HaBcTBa iM. 1. Kpum’skesnua, 2021), 91.

B Bynuk, “Icropis Binminy”, 89.
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the results of field excavations, rescue research, and generalised works The first issue, published in 1954
under the editorship of Ivan Krypyakevych, was entitled “Matepianu 1 gociimkeHHs mo apxeosorii Y PCP”
(“Materials and studies on archaeology of the Ukrainian SSR”), and he also headed the editorial board of
the next two issues. The fourth and fifth volumes, edited by Markiian Smishko, completed the first period
of irregular publication: the second volume was published in 1959 under the current title “Materials and
studies on archaeology of Sub-Carpathian and Volhynian area”, and the third, fourth and fifth in 1961, 1962
and 1964,

The first issues of the collection mainly included works by archaeologists from the Institute, but the
fifth volume already featured articles by researchers from Kyiv, Lutsk, Moscow, and Minsk, in particular
about the Kachinsky treasure and a unique glass workshop in Komariv, Chernivtsi region, which significantly
expanded the geography and subject matter of the publications. From the mid-1960s, ideological pressure
on the Institute’s activities and its publications intensified, leading to the dismissal of individual scientists
and the de facto cessation of a number of series, including “Materials and studies on archaeology of Sub-
Carpathian and Volhynian area”.

After more than three decades of interruption, publication was resumed in 1996 in independent Ukraine,
retaining its name and continuous numbering, which emphasised its historical continuity with the pre-war
and Soviet periods. In the 1990s, the collection was published irregularly due to economic difficulties, and
only three volumes were published during the first decade after its resumption.!® Since 2005, the publication
has been released annually, significantly changing its format, structure and volume, as well as expanding
the circle of authors by attracting scientists from different countries. In its current form, the collection
publishes articles in Ukrainian, English and Polish, continuing the tradition of systematically documenting
archaeological research in Western Ukraine and promoting the integration of local science into the
international academic context. Researchers such as M. Smishko!¢, O. Ratych!’, L. Matskevyi'® and others
have published the results of their research in its pages. Special mention should be made of the special issue
“Figures of Ukrainian Archaeology” (Lviv, 1998), which collected biographies and information about the
work of scientists who conducted research in the Lviv region— Izydor Sharanevych'®, Volodymyr Hrebeniak®,
Thor Svieshnikov?!.

With the start of Taras Milian’s scientific activity, the “Materials and studies on archaeology of Sub-
Carpathian and Volhynian area” became a platform for his scientific publications. Important information
about the state and prospects of rescue archaeological research in the city is presented in his article from
2015%.

When discussing scientific institutions directly involved in archaeological research in Lviv, one cannot
fail to mention the Lviv Historical Museum. It was founded at the end of the 19th century on the initiative
of Aleksandr Cholovskyi, who combined the city’s archival and guild artefacts into a single museum
collection. At first, it was kept in the Lviv Town Hall, and later in the Korniakt House (1908, 6 Rynok
Square, Lviv) and the Black House (1926, 4 Rynok Square, Lviv), which became the main centres of
museum activity. In 1940, the Soviet authorities merged the Lviv Historical Museum and the King Jan III
National Museum into the Lviv State Historical Museum. World War II led to significant losses of collections,
but the institution resumed its activities in a new format, undergoing both withdrawals and additions to it’s
holdings. Yaroslav Pasternak was appointed as the first director, which became a key moment for the
development of archaeological studies at the museum. At the same time, in 1940, the Department of
Archaeology was established at the museum, which until 1992 was called the “Department of the History

14 Bonmonumup Ileterupuu, “J[BaausTh BUILYCKiB MEPIOANYHOTO BUAaHH “Marepiany i 1ociimkenns 3 apxeonorii [[pukapmnarts
i Bonuui™”’, Mamepianu i docnioscenns 3 apxeonoeii Ilpuxapnamms i Boauni Bun. 21 (2017): 463.

15 Tlererupuu, “JIBaAlsATh BUITYCKIB IEPIOAMYHOIO BUAAHHS “Marepiaiu i gocmikenns 3 apxeounorii [Tpukapnarts i Bonuni™”,
464-465.

1 MapkistH Cwiniko, “Apxeosoriyai JOCTiKEHHS B 3aXiIHUX 00IacTAX YKpaiHU 3a POKH PaAsSHCHKOI Buanu”, Mamepianu i
docnidocenns 3 apxeonoeii Ilpuxkapnamms i Bonuni Bun. 2 (1959): 5.

17 Onekcit Parny, “TliACyMKH JOCTIKEHb APEBHBOPYCHKUX apXEONOTIYHNX MaM’ATOK Ha TepuTopii [anuipkoi i BomHebKoi
3emensb”’, Mamepianu i docnioxcenns no apxeonocii YPCP (1954): 5.

18 JTeowin Maukesuii, “J[0 MUTAHHA TIPO HaiiJaBHillE 3aceleHHs TePUTOPii cydacHoro JIbBoBa Ta ¥oro oxkonuis”’, MAAIIB
BuI. 6 (1995): 47.

1 Mukona Bannpiscbkuii, “Apxeonoriana aisbHicts LIIapanesnua”, MJAIIB sun.7 (1998): 95-97.

2 Muxona Bannpiscekuii, “Bcee me Hemoouinenuit apxeonor Bonmogumup I'pebensx (1892-1915)”, MAAIIB sun.7 (1998):
79-81.

2! Jleonin Maukesuii, “Bararorpansicts tananty Irops CeemnikoBa”, MJAIIB sun.7 (1998): 53-54.

22 Tapac MuuisiH, “PsTiBHa apxeouoris B YKpaiHi: TeHAeHil po3BUTKY i Tpamuuii’, MJAIIB sun. 19 (2015), 360-368.
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of Primitive Society”. The museum did not have its own printed publication until 1993, when the “Haykogi
3anrcku JIbBiBChbKOrO ictopmunoro mysero” (“Scientific Notes of the Lviv Historical Museum”) were
launched.

It is important to note that in the early years of the newly organised museum, its employees, particularly
archaeologists, were forced to restructure museum exhibitions in accordance with the requirements of
“Soviet museology”. This included both designing signs and exhibitions in accordance with party ideological
requirements and working in propaganda committees. Despite this, the museum still managed to organise
archaeological expeditions in Lviv and neighbouring regions.

One of the first archaeological studies of Lviv after the war was the work of Oleksii Ratych, an employee
of the Archaeology Department of the Institute of Social Sciences, who carried out excavations on Zamkova
Hill and Pidzamche in 1955-1956. Although only fragments of late medieval ceramics were found in
Pidzamche, the research on Zamkova Mountain yielded rich material from the medieval period: glass
bracelets, metal items, enkolpion crosses, and ceramics with princely marks. The dating of the materials to
the 10th—11th centuries suggests that the settlement existed here long before the first mention in the chronicles.

The 1970s were a turning point for urban archacology in Lviv. In 1975, a resolution was passed to create
a State Historical and Architectural Reserve in Lviv, which provided a regulatory and administrative basis
for the protection of monuments, restoration work, and archaeological research in the city centre. The
creation of the reserve led to the organisation of stationary expeditions and the widespread involvement of
archaeologists in restoration and field projects. The reserve acted as a catalyst for systematic excavations in
the central parts of the city, in particular on Zamkova Hill, Rynok Square and Ivan Pidkova Square; the
results of this work were regularly recorded in annual reports and national publications.

In 1975, the Ancient Rus detachment of the Lviv expedition of the Institute of Social Sciences of the
Academy of Sciences of the Ukrainian SSR, led by O. Ratych, together with employees of the Lviv Historical
Museum — Roman Bahrii and Ivan Sveshnikov — continued the research of Zamkova Hill, initiated by O.
Ratych. On the western part of Zamkova Hill, the remains of the foundations and south-western defensive
stone tower with south-western walls from the 12th—13th centuries were discovered.

In the following years, excavations continued on the western terrace at the foot of the hill, between the
churches of St. Nicholas, St. Onuphrius, St. Anne, and St. Paraskevia Pyatnitsa. Two excavations were
carried out on Tatarska Street, which allowed for the study of several stone structures from the 16th—17th
centuries. In 1977, archaeologists from the Lviv Institute of Archaeology studied the corner of Ruska and
Pidvalna Streets, where they recorded the remains of walls, including bastions from the 14th—17th centuries.
During 1977-1978, excavations were carried out on Ivan Pidkova Square in collaboration with the Lviv
Expedition of the Institute of Archaeology of the National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine and the State
Historical and Cultural Reserve of Lviv. The need for regular reporting and publication of the scientific
work of Lviv archaeologists in order to familiarise the general public with new achievements led to frequent
short reports being published in the journal “Apxeonoruueckue orkpsiTus” (“Archaeological Discoveries”),
which began publication in 1966 in Moscow as an annual publication of the Institute of Archaeology of the
USSR Academy of Sciences. Its main task was to briefly inform the scientific community about the results
of the most important archaeological research conducted in the USSR during the year. The collection
published reports on new monuments, expeditions, rescue excavations and key scientific discoveries. The
results of the Lviv expeditions of the 1970s were also published there. Among them, the lion’s share belonged
to R. Bahrii?* 2 2 26and A. Kos*" %%,

With Ukraine gaining independence, the function of the “Archaeological Discoveries” was taken over
by the annual publication “Apxeonoriuni gocnimkenns B Ykpain®” (“Archaeological Research in Ukraine”),
which is a specialised publication of the Field Committee of the Institute of Archaeology of the National
Academy of Sciences of Ukraine. In addition to reporting information, since 2015, the collection has included
a separate section devoted to the application of natural science methods in archaeology, reflecting current
trends in interdisciplinary research.

2 Poman Barpiit “Hccnenosanus Bo JIbBoBe u y ¢.Kopomyx”, Apxeonocuueckue omxpoimus 1983 (1984): 258.

24 Poman Barpiit “HccnenoBanus Bo JIbBoBe”, Apxeonocuueckue omxpoimus 1984 (1985): 212.

2 Poman Barpiii “Wccnenosanus Ha tepputopur OHY()PHEBCKOTO MOHACTBIPS BO JIbBOBE”, Apxeonozuueckue omkpoimus
1987 (1987): 254 — 255.

26 Poman barpiit “Uccrnenopanns cpenneBekoBoro JIbBosa”, Apxeonocuueckue omxpoimus 1978 (1979): 291.

2 Koc A. “Kpenocrusie crensl JIbpoa XIV-XVII BB.”, Apxeonoruueckue otkpeitus 1977 (1978): 337.

2 Koc A. “ApXUTEKTYpHO-apXEONOTHIECKHE UCCenoBanus Bo JIbBoBe 1 JIbBOBCKOW 00acTH”, APXEONOrHIECKUE OTKPBITHS
1977 (1979): 360-362.
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The early 1990s in Lviv archaeology were notable for several important projects, information about
which remains largely unpublished in the form of a thorough study. This makes small publications containing
information about monuments in the city all the more valuable. Between 1990 and 1993, Oleksandr
Ovchynnikov conducted research within the Zamkova Hill-Velyki Kryvchytsi ridge, during which he
discovered well-preserved remains of an ancient Slavic cult settlement. The complex dates back to the 7th—
10th centuries, and the preserved toponym “Svyatovytove Pole” can be classified as a temple of the probable
supreme god of the Central and Western Slavs, Svyatovyt. Information about this was published®. It is also
worth noting the contribution to the development of Lviv archaeology made by Mykola Bandrivskyi, who
conducted research into the topography of princely Lviv, proposing the location of the cathedral church of
the Rus princes (Mehale Ekkleziia) on the site of the later Dominican monastery. Based on a comprehensive
study of written sources and architectural and archaeological analysis, he was the first to raise the question
of the functional purpose of the three-nave hall with white stone columns, which is now part of the Lviv
Museum of the History of Religion, interpreting it as a chapel-burial vault. This approach not only clarified
the location of the oldest cathedral centre within the city walls, but also broadened the understanding of the
nature of sacred architecture in the princely period. In this way, the author laid the foundation for further
discussions on the topography and evolution of the sacred space of medieval Lviv, combining
historiographical analysis with archaeological issues®.

A brief but extremely important report on the work in Lviv in 1992 was published by V. Ivanovskyi!. In
connection with the continuation of architectural and archaeological research, an article by R. Mohytych
on excavations at Ivan Pidkova Square in Lviv has been published?®?.

Publications in local media played an important role in familiarising city residents and a wider audience
with the results of excavations and chance finds in the city. As early as the 1890s, articles about the finds
were published in “/lino” (“Dilo”) and other leading Lviv newspapers. The publications were written in
approximately the following style: [*...Yesterday, the remains of a mammoth skeleton were unearthed in a
brick factory behind Stryiska Rogachka in Lviv, which were deposited in the Didushytskyi Museum in
Lviv... This is the first case of mammoth remains being unearthed in Lviv.”]*. In the first decades of
independence, Lviv archaeologists also published the results of their research in the pages of the publication
“Aagediica 4daia” (“Galician Gate”)* ¥,

The invention of the Internet and the creation of online publications has been a real boon for the publication
of news about archaeology in Lviv. News portals such as “Cycninbne: JIbBiB” (“Suspilne: Lviv”), “TBoe
Mmicto” (““Your City”), and relevant sections on the websites of Lviv Polytechnic, LNU, and other institutions
regularly publish news about discoveries in our city.

In the second half of the 20th century, against the backdrop of rapid urbanisation and large-scale
infrastructure projects, there was a growing need in the scientific community for specialised structures
capable of protecting archaeological sites in situations where there was a threat of their destruction. In
Lviv, where the concentration of cultural heritage is particularly high, this need was especially acute. In
response to these challenges, the Research Centre “Rescue Archaeological Service” of the Institute of
Archaeology of the National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine was established, which became one of the
first institutions in Ukraine to systematically combine scientific research with the practice of protecting
archaeological monuments.

Since its foundation, it has taken on the functions not only of conducting archaeological surveys and
excavations in emergency situations, but also of comprehensively documenting and processing the materials
obtained. Its scientists have been actively involved in rescue research in the central districts of Lviv, in the
territories of ancient settlements and burial complexes, as well as in areas of new construction where
archaeological objects could be lost forever. Among the most significant discoveries are the discovery of a
7th-century settlement of the Prague-Korchak culture on Vesela Street, research into the medieval quarters

2 “Cpgrumma JIsBosa”, stibnovit.com, moctyn orpumano 05 Bepecus, 2025, https://sribnovit.com/kultura/svyatylyshcha-lvova/

30 Mukona Baunpiscekui, “Jlo npobnemu nokanizanii “Merane Exknesis” i pycbkux kus3is y JIbBosi”, M/JAIIB Bum. 16
(2012): 216-238.

3! Bacunb IBaHOBCHKHit “Apxeosoriuni nocrimkenns JIbBosa 'y 1992 p.”, Studia archaeologica sun. 1 (1993): 74-75.

32 Poman Morutna“Poskonku Ha momti Ilinkou y JIsBoBi”, Bicnux incmumymy “Yxpzaxionpoexmpecmaspayia” Bum. 8
(1997): 67-71.

33 “Apxeomnoris Haimasrimoro JIbeosa”, ntsh.org, moctyn orpumano 04 Bepecus, 2025. http://ntsh.org/content/arheologiya-
naydavnishogo-lvova.

3% Bacunb Onpuck, Jlex O. “HaifHoBiuti apxeonoriaai poskonku kHsokoro JIbBosa”, lanuipka 6pama sum. 9-10 (2001): 81-82.

35 Bacunb Ompuck, Jlex O. “Kopons Jlaaumo Ta itoro cun Jle”, lamuyska 6pama sum. 9-10 (2001): 30-31.
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of Lviv, and a series of discoveries that have allowed for a new understanding of the development of urban
space from the princely era to the early modern period.

In the 1990s and early 2000s, the activities of the Rescue Archaeological Service became an important
factor in shaping a new approach to archaeology in the urban environment. The Centre initiated cooperation
with cultural heritage protection agencies, architects, and construction companies, which allowed
archaeological research to be integrated into urban planning practices. At the same time, the Service developed
its scientific component: materials from rescue excavations were systematised and introduced into scientific
circulation through publications in professional journals, in particular in “Materials and studies on
archaeology of Sub-Carpathian and Volhynian area” and the annual “Archaeological Research in Ukraine”.

Since the 2010s, Rescue Archaeological Service has been actively implementing interdisciplinary
methods — archaeobotanical, anthropological, geophysical, and chemical research — that allow for a more
comprehensive reconstruction of the past. An important area of its work has been the popularisation of
archaeology: organising exhibitions, in particular “BpsroBani ckap6u migzemHoro JIbBoa” (“Rescued
Treasures of Underground Lviv”), creating digital 3D models of finds, participating in international projects
and grant programmes.

Finally, it should be noted that sporadic information about the results of excavations in Lviv can also be
found on the pages of “Apxeonoriuni gocnimkeHHs JIbBiBcbkoro yHiBepcuteTy” (“Archaeological Research
of Lviv University”)3-37: 38,

Conclusions. Thus, Lviv archaeology, as the history of archaeological study of diverse archaeological
sites within the administrative boundaries of modern Lviv, occupies an important place in the history of
archaeology in Ukraine. Since the city of Lviv is densely built-up, it is mostly impossible to carry out large-
scale archaeological work on its territory, and excavations are limited to rescue work or supervision of
construction work and redevelopment within the city. This, in turn, determines the peculiarities of
archaeological materials — they are scattered, from different periods and often, despite their exhibition or
scientific value, remain unpublished. That is why the proposed study attempted to analyse the history of
archaeological work in Lviv from the point of view of the publication of its results. It has been determined
that, despite the fact that archaeology in Lviv originated and developed in line with trends in European
archaeology in general, the publication of the results of excavations in Lviv was sporadic. At the beginning
of the 20th century, and especially in the interwar period, there was a revival in the publication of the
results of the work of A.Shnaider, A.Petrushevych, I.Sharanevych, not only in the form of presentations at
professional or museum gatherings, but also in the form of articles. The main objects of research were areas
with industrial buildings. Subsequently, an architectural and archaeological direction of research also
crystallised. The results of excavations in church crypts and research on the territory around religious
buildings were published by Ya.Pasternak, R.Bahrii, R.Lukomskyi, V.Vuitsyk and others. With the start of
the Archaeology Department, the “Materials and studies on archaeology of Sub-Carpathian and Volhynian
area” became the main place for publishing the results of excavations in Lviv. This is where the research of
T.Mylian, N.Bulyk, V.Voinarovskyi and others was published. Brief but important reports on the current
state of research in Lviv can be found in the pages of the Soviet journal “Archaeological Discoveries” for
1977-1986. Later, the tradition of publishing reports was continued in “Archaeological Research in Ukraine”.
Another important feature of Lviv archaeology is that since the end of the 19th century, the local press has
become a platform for reporting on the results of chance discoveries and research in the city. In the Internet
age, archaeologists willingly give interviews and prepare reports for news portals such as “CycninbHe:
JIsBiB” (“Suspilne: Lviv”), “TBoe micto” (“Your City”), “Uersepra crymis”(“Fourth Studio”), “ZBRUC.EU”,
“Bapiantn” “Variants”, “@ororpadii craporo JIbBoBa” (“Photographs of Old Lviv”), “JIbBiBCbKHii TOpTan”
(“Lviv Portal”), “T'an-Indo” (“Gal-Info”’) and others.

One way of informing residents and visitors to Lviv was an exhibition of stands about archaeological
finds in the Lviv city community on Rynok Square and the exhibition “Treasures of Underground Lviv”,
based on materials from archaeological excavations carried out in Lviv from 1999 to 2011 by employees of
the Scientific Research Centre “Rescue Archaeological Service” of the Institute of Archacology of the
National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine. A valuable record of this research is the exhibition catalogue
published in 2011%°.

36 Muxona [luinap, Tkau €. “HoBuii KoMIuIeKe TIpasbkoi KyabTypu 3i JIboBa”, 4/[/1V Bum. 18 (2014): 273-279.

37 Haranis Binac “Apxeonoriuna Hayka y JIbBiBcbKOMy yHiBepeuteTi (XIX — 30-1i poku XX cr.)”, AZJIY Bun. 8 (2005): 46-114.

3% Harans Bynuk “Oxopona apxeonoriqaux mam’satok y Cxinuilt Famwanni y XIX cr.”, 4J1V sun. 9 (2006): 58-66.

3% CxapOu migzemuoro JIbBoBa : KaT. BUCT., aBT.-ynops.: T. Munsn, O. Jlasypko, M. Illninap, H. Boitrosuy, B. Illumax. HJIL],
“PsaTiBHa apxeonoriuHa ciyxo6a” IHcturyry apxeonorii HAH Ykpainu. JIeBiB, 2011. 132.

22



. Konis
ISSN 2078-6107. Bicuuk JIsBiBchKOTO YHiBepcuTeTy. Cepis icropuuna. 2025. Bumyck 58. C. 1624

REFERENSCES

“Arkheolohiia najdavnishoho L’vova”, ntsh.org, dostup otrymano 04 veresnia, 2025. http://ntsh.org/content/arheologiya-
naydavnishogo-lvova. (in Ukrainian)

“Istoriia muzeiu” museums.lnu.edu.ua, dostup otrymano 03 veresnia, 2025. http://museums.lnu.edu.ua/archeology/
museum-history/. (in Ukrainian)

“Na Ploschi Rynok Biuro spadschyny vstanovylo informatsijni stendy, prysviacheni arkheolohichnym znakhidkamy”,
spadshchyna.lviv.ua, dostup otrymano 04 veresnia, 2025, https://spadshchyna.lviv.ua/na-ploshhi-rynok-byuro-
spadshhyny-vstanovylo-informaczijni-stendy-prysvyacheni-arheologichnym znahidkamy/
?fbclid=IwAR3s1HgudVOTJY3gaYvifwlvQkYQRHuDSEKLZFL K7gsvuz XxVSsylJFjovg. (in Ukrainian)

“Sviatylyscha L’vova”, sribnovit.com, dostup otrymano 05 veresnia, 2025, https://sribnovit.com/kultura/svyatylyshcha-
Ivova/. (in Ukrainian)

Kos A. “Arkhytekturno-arkheolohycheskye yssledovanyia vo L’vove y L’vovskoj oblasty”, Arkheolohycheskye otkrytyia
1977 (1979): 360-362. (in Russian)

Kos A. “Krepostnye steny L’vova XIV=XVII vv.”, Arkheolohycheskye otkrytyia 1977 (1978): 337. (in Russian)

Leonid Matskevyj, “Bahatohrannist’ talantu Thoria Svieshnikova”, Materialy i doslidzhennia z arkheolohii Prykarpattia
i Yolyni vyp. 7 (1998): 53-54. (in Ukrainian)

Leonid Matskevyj, “Do pytannia pro najdavnishe zaselennia terytorii suchasnoho L’vova ta joho okolyts
i doslidzhennia z arkheolohii Prykarpattia i Volyni vyp. 6 (1995): 47. (in Ukrainian)

Leonid Matskevyj, Arkheolohichni pam’iatky L’vova (L’viv: Lohos, 2008), 224 (in Ukrainian).

Markiian Smishko, “Arkheolohichni doslidzhennia v zakhidnykh oblastiakh Ukrainy za roky radians’koi vlady”,
Materialy i doslidzhennia z arkheolohii Prykarpattia i Volyni vyp. 2 (1959): 5. (in Ukrainian)

Mykola Bandrivs’kyj, “Arkheolohichna diial’nist’ I.Sharanevycha”, Materialy i doslidzhennia z arkheolohii
Prykarpattia i Volyni vyp. 7 (1998): 95-97. (in Ukrainian)

Mykola Bandrivs’kyj, “Do problemy lokalizatsiy “Mehalye Ekklyeziya” rus’kykh knyaziv u I’vovi”, Materialy i
doslidzhennia z arkheolohii Prykarpattia i Volyni vyp. 16 (2012): 216-238. (in Ukrainian)

Mykola Bandrivs’kyj, “Vse sche nedootsinenyj arkheoloh Volodymyr Hrebeniak (1892-1915)”, Materialy i
doslidzhennia z arkheolohii Prykarpattia i Volyni vyp. 7 (1998): 79-81. (in Ukrainian)

Mykola Shnitsar, Tkach Ye. “Novyj kompleks praz’koi kul’tury zi L’vova”, Arkheolohichni doslidzhennia L vivs ’koho
universytetu vyp. 18 (2014): 273-279. (in Ukrainian)

Natalia Bulyk “Okhorona arkheolohichnykh pam’iatok u Skhidnij Halychyni u XIX st.”, Arkheolohichni doslidzhennia
L’vivs’koho universytetu vyp. 9 (2006): 58-66. (in Ukrainian)

Natalia Bulyk, “Istoriia viddilu” Instytut ukrainoznavstva im. I. Kryp iakevycha NAN Ukrainy: istoriia, imena, idei,
red. Thor Soliar (L’viv: Instytut ukrainoznavstva im. 1. Kryp’iakevycha, 2021), 91. (in Ukrainian)

Natalia Bulyk, L’vivs’ka arkheolohiia XIX— pochatku XX st: Doslidnyky, naukovi ustanovy, muzei (L’viv: Instytut
ukrainoznavstva im. I. Kryp’iakevycha NAN Ukrainy, 2014), 304. (in Ukrainian)

Nataliia Bilas, “Arkheolohichna nauka u L’vivs’komu universyteti (XIX — 30-ti roky XX st.)”, Arkheolohichni
doslidzhennia L'vivs 'koho universytetu, vyp. 8 (2005): 46—114. (in Ukrainian)

Oleksandr Sytnyk, Arkheolohichna nauka u L’vovi. Persha polovyna XX st (L'viv-Zheshiv: Instytut ukrainoznavstva
im. [.LKryp’iakevycha NAN Ukrainy; Instytut arkheolohii Zheshivs’koho universytetu, 2012), 365. (in Ukrainian)

Oleksij Ratych, “Pidsumky doslidzhen’ drevn’orus’kykh arkheolohichnykh pam’iatok na terytorii Halyts’koi i Volyns’koi
zemel’”, Materialy i doslidzhennia po arkheolohii URSR (1954): 5. (in Ukrainian)

Roman Bahrij “Yssledovanyia na terrytoryy Onufryevskoho monastyria vo L’vove”, Arkheolohycheskye otkrytyia
1987 (1987): 254-255. (in Russian)

Roman Bahrij “Yssledovanyia srednevekovoho L’vova”, Arkheolohycheskye otkrytyia 1978 (1979): 291. (in Russian)

Roman Bahrij “Yssledovanyia vo L’vove y u s.Koropuzh”, Arkheolohycheskye otkrytyia 1983 (1984): 258. (in Russian)

Roman Bahrij “Yssledovanyia vo L’vove”, Arkheolohycheskye otkrytyia 1984 (1985): 212. (in Russian)

Roman Mohytych, “Rozkopky na ploschi Pidkovy u L’vovi”, Visnyk instytutu “Ukrzakhidproektrestavratsiia” vyp. 8
(1997): 67-71. (in Ukrainian)

Skarby pidzemnoho L’vova : kat. vyst., avt.-uporiad.: T. Mylian, O. Lazurko, M. Shnitsar, N. Vojtovych, V. Shyshak.
NDTs “Riativna arkheolohichna sluzhba” Instytutu arkheolohii NAN Ukrainy. L’viv, 2011. 132. (in Ukrainian)

Svitlana Ivanova, “Deyaki aspekty mis’koy arkheolohiy v istorychnomu konteksti (na prykladi Prymors’koho bul’varu
vm. Odesa)”, Materialy i doslidzhennia z arkheolohii Prykarpattia i Volyni vyp. 23 (2019): 183-198. (in Ukrainian)

Taras Mylian, “Arkheolohiya L’vova: vytoky, tradytsiy, doslidnyky”, Materialy i doslidzhennia z arkheolohii
Prykarpattia i Volyni vyp. 23 (2019): 325-336. (in Ukrainian)

Taras Mylian, “Riativna arkheolohiia v Ukraini: tendentsii rozvytku i tradytsii”, Materialy i doslidzhennia z arkheolohii
Prykarpattia i Volyni vyp. 19 (2015), 360-368. (in Ukrainian)

Vasyl’ Ivanovs’kyj “Arkheolohichni doslidzhennia L’vova u 1992 r.”, Studia archaeologica vyp. 1 (1993): 74-75. (in
Ukrainian)

Vasyl’ Oprysk, Lek O. “Korol’ Danylo ta joho syn Lev”, Halyts ’ka brama vyp. 9-10 (2001): 30-31. (in Ukrainian)

Vasyl’ Oprysk, Lek O. “Najnovishi arkheolohichni rozkopky kniazhoho L’vova”, Halyts ka brama vyp. 9-10 (2001):
81-82. (in Ukrainian)

EEL)

, Materialy

23



. Konis
ISSN 2078-6107. Bicuuk JIsBiBchKOTO YHiBepcuTeTy. Cepis icropuuna. 2025. Bumyck 58. C. 1624

Volodymyr Petehyrych, “Dvadtsyat’ vypuskiv periodychnoho vydannya “Materialy i doslidzhennya z arkheolohiy
prykarpattya i volyni””, Materialy i doslidzhennia z arkheolohii Prykarpattia i Volyni vyp. 21 (2017): 463. (in
Ukrainian)

Yaroslav Pasternak “Krypta pid tserkvoiu Sv. Dukha hr.-kat. Bohoslovs’koi Akademii u L’vovi”, Bohosloviia 16,
nomer 2-3. (1938): 158-160. (in Ukrainian)

Yaroslav Pasternak, “Zvit z arkheolohichnykh doslidiv u pidzemelliakh katedry sv. Yuriia u L’vovi”, Bohosloviia 10,
nomer 4. (1932): 312-315. (in Ukrainian)

JIbBIBCBKA APXEOQJIOI'TA HA 3JIAMI EIIOX: ICTOPIOT'PA®IYHA PETPOCIIEKTUBA

Jlapis KOHIB
JIpBiBCHKHMIT HalllOHATBHUH YHIBepcUTeT iMeHi IBana dpanka
acrmipaHTKa KadeIpu apxeoJorii Ta icTopii cTapofaBHIX IUBLTI3AIIN
eyn. Yuisepcumemcwvka, 1, Jlvsis, 79000, Ykpaina
e-mail: dariiakonivi@gmail.com
ORCID 0009-0005-5542-3232

JIpBiBCchKa apxeosorii — OaraTomapoBuil peHOMEH, 10 MOEAHYE YHIBEPCUTETChKI TpaAuIlil, My3eiHi IPaKTHKU, 3aHOBIIHY
CIpaBy Ta IiAPO3AUIN aKaJeMIiYHUX IHCTHUTYTIB. IcTopiorpadiuno i po3BuTok y XX CT. JOLIIBHO MOAUIUTH HA J1BA BEJIHKI €TaIu:
pansHebkuit (Big 1945 mo 1991 pp.) i mocrpaasaebkuit (Bin 1991 p.). Ilepmuii Bu3HayaBcs IHCTUTYIIOHATI3ALIEIO apXEOIOrii B
cTpyKTypi Akaznemii Hayk YPCP Ta nmocuneHHAM “Micbkoi apxeosorii” y Mexax [lep»aBHOT0 iCTOPUKO-apXiTeKTypHOTO 3alIOBiIHIKA
y JIpBOBI; Ipyruii — po30yI0BOIO JTOKATBHUX apXCONOTIYHUX OCEpelKiB y pamkax IHctutyTty apxeonorii HAH Vkpainu, lnctutyTy
ykpaiHo3HaBcTBa iM. 1. Kpun’sixkeuua HAH Vkpainu, JIHY im. 1. ®dpanka Ta mosBoro iHCTUTYLIN psATiBHOI apxeosorii. Came ToMy
IIPOTIIOHYETHCA TOBOPUTH HE JIUILE PO PaJSHCHKUI Ta MOCTPaJSHCHKUI MEpioAM 3 iX XapaKTepHUMH OCOOIMBOCTAMH, a IIPO
TBOpPEHHS a0COJIIOTHO HOBOT TpaJuilii BEICHHs apXCOJOTYHUX MOCITIIKEHb. Y 3alporoHOBAaHOMY JIOCIIJDKCHHI Ha MiICTaBi
IIMPOKOTO KOJIa JKepeJl BHUCBITICHO ICTOpif0 po3konok y JIbBOBi y cBimii icTopiorpadii. Omiaa cnupaeTses Ha Bigomui icTopii
IHCTUTYTIB, HOpMaTUBHI akTH YPCP/Ykpainu, xopnyc nepiognunux 30ipHuKiB (“Matepiany i JOCHIIKEHHS 3 apXeoJorii
[pukapnarts i BomuHi”, “Apxeonoriysi BigKpuTTs”), Ipari NPOBIIHUX TOCTIJHUKIB 1 CydacHi y3araJbHEHHS.

Kniouosi cnosa: apxeonoeis, JIbBIB, iCTOpiSs apXeoJsorii, po3KONKH, icTopiorpadis.
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