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3.B. VIAJIBIOBA
MUPOBO33PEHHIE IIPORONHA KECAPHUCKOIO

Hambomee srpammuMcs BusagrmiickuM umcropumkoM VI B., Geccnopmo,
asuasercsa lpoxonuit Hecapumiickuii. B mayumoit nureparype Ilporonumio mo-
Be3JI0: 6e3 IpeyBeJINYeHAA MOFKHO CRA3aTh, YTO HU 06 OfHOM M3 BUBAHTHHCKIX
aBTOPOB PAHHEIro TepHoja He OBLIO CTONBKO Hanucamo, xax o Ilpoxonmm .
Brn npoBefieH AOTANBHHIEA TEKCTONOTUIECKUN aHAJIW3 BCEX NPOU3BEIeHMI
IIpoxomnus, u HeaBHO YBHUIEIO CBET HOBOE KPUTHUECKOE M3LAHUE €r0 TPYHOB 2.
Muoro pas moxgBeprasachk mpoBepKe HOCTOBEPHOCTH MCTOPHUECKHUX COOOMIeHMIT
Ilpoxonus, ocobenHO €ro OTHENBLHHIX KCKYPCOB, NOCBAINEHHBIX PASIUUHBIM
HapojaMm U crpaHam o,

[loucTyre nemcuepmaeMa HAayuYHad JUTEPATypa, KACAIOMASLCA aHAIUBA
TODOHMMHYECKUX, TeorpaguuecKux, geMorpaQuuecKux ¥ IpocoHorpadu-
gecknx paHaBX Ilporonma. [a oro m me yumeurenpno, mGo coumnenms Ilpo-
romud, ocobenuno ero «Tpantar o nocrpoiiraxy m «Acropus Boitn IOcruanana
¢ IepcamMu, BaHTaJaM¥ M TOTaMWy», NefiCTBATEABHO MBJIAIOTCS CBOErO POXA
aTHO-Teorpadmueckoit sunuriaouenueit V1 sexa 4. Muoroo6pasusie cBefeHus
Ilpokonmsi 0 mpumpoje M HaceleHWH, TOPOJAX M TOPIOBHIX IYTAX, TPasKIaH-
CKUX 7 O0ODPOHHUTENBLHHIX COOPYIKEHUAX, ABHIKe, HpaBax M 00wYagx ;xuTelel
kak camoit Bmaantuu, Tak m cocegnux ¢ HeHl cTpaE B paBHOH Mepe HHTEpeco-
BaJM MCTOPHMKOB M aPXe0J0oroB, sraorpados u amureucToB. 1lpu srom MHOTHE
coobmienusn [Ipokonusa BHASPIKAIH CAMYIO CTPOIYIO NPOBEPKY Ha TOTHOCTH 5.
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