Hennu cmopeanxu om neonuma do Gponsosama enoxa 8 bonzapus

Te3u oT OpoH3oBara enoxa — 2,53 cm. [Tpu Tean
AJQHHH C€ 09ePTaBa TEHACHLHA KBM yBEAHYE-
HHE HA IMIHDHHHTE NPe3 BPEMETO OT HEOAUTA
Ao OpoH30BaTa €ernoxa, KOeTo € MpAKO CBbp3a-
HO € epERTHBHOCTTA UM 11pH paboTa.

Aeberunu. Te ca paken ¢aktop 3a cra-
buanoctta Ha YC u onpejeraT 3gpasunaTa
Ha OP'BAHETO, BHAL HA PETYILA, KAKTO U ‘bI'bAA
Ha paboruus kpait. JebeAuHuTE Npes paHHUA
HeoAuT Bapupat ot 0,1 40 1,9 cMm, uAu B HHTEp-
BaA oT 1,8 cM, KaTo ycpegHeHaTa CTOHHOCT e
0,69 cm. IIpes CpeAHHUS HEOAUT Te ce KoaebasT
o1 0,3 20 1,7 c™, T.e. B o6xBaT oT 1,4 cM, a ycpea-
HeHnaTta gebeanna e 0,74 cMm. Buxga ce sannxe-
HHUA MHTEPBAA M 3aBUIIeHaTa gebeauna. [Ipes
KBbCHHS HEOAHT AebeAHHHTE ce MPOMEHAT OT
0,3 20 1,8 cB mAH B npegeAnTe Ha 1,5 cM, KaTo
ycpeaHenara e 0,73 cM. BescniopHo e yBeanye-
HHeTo Ha gebeannute ¢ 0,5 cM npes HeoAHTa.
YcpeaHeHATa CTOHHOCT 3a HEOAMTHATA eroxa
e 0,72 cm (KbHues 1983, 217). AebeanuuTe Ha
XAAKOAMTHHTE €K3eMOAApPH oT Bpawancko ce
namensaT ot 0,4 g0 3,7 cM, uAu B HHTEPBAA OT
3,3 oM, KaTo ycpegnenara croitHocT € oT 0,83 cM
(KpHues/Hukoros 1983, 32). JanuuTe 3a Ko-
AXajepMmeHckuTe obpasun sapupar ot 0,4 g0
1,3 cM uam B uHTepBaA o1 0,9 oM, KaTo ycpea-
HeHata gebeanna e 0,97 cm (KbH4Yes, pbkonuc:
a). BrnpocHara BeanunHa npH GaraunHcKHTE
eK3eMNAApH ce usmens ot 0,5 40 1,2 cm, Te. B
Auanason ot 0,7 cM, a ycpeaneHaTa ge6eanna
e 0,93 cm (BoHEB U AP, poronuc). YcpegHena-
Ta CTOHHOCT 3a XaAKoAuTHHTE YC oT Esepo e
0,77, a 3a Te3n ot Gponsosara enoxa — 0,91 cm.
Haanue e ypeanuenne Ha ycpeanenute gebe-
Auad ot 0,14 cm. [Ipu eK3eMnAApuTe ot Es-
MoAanua gebeAarHHTe ce koaebasaT ot 0,4 g0 1,1
¢M HAHM B uHTepBaA ot 0,7 ¢M, a ycpeaHeHara
e 0,97 cm. OT NpHBEJEHHUTE JAHHH CE BUKJA,
4e ycpedHeHuTe Je0eAHHH Npe3 HEOAMTA Ha-
pactear ot 0,72 40 0,88 cM npes xaakoAnTa, 32
Aa cturHat 4o 0,94 cm npes OpoHsoeara enoxa,
T.e. yBeAHYHAM ca ce ¢ 0,22 cm.

[Mo-paxknute pesyaratu ot METPHYHUSA
aHaAu3 Ha napaMmetpuTte npu YC umar caea-
HHA BUA (TabA. 1).

Aannute B ckobn ca ycpeAHEHU CTOHHOC-
TH 32 HEOAMTHATA €MoXa 3a MapaMeTpuTe Ha
CTPAaHHYHHUTE CTBPraAkH. TAX ru npusexja-
Me 33 CpaBHEHUWE H OPUEHTHPOBKA, KAaKTO U 44
ce MoAYepTaAT crenudPpuiHTe 0cOBEHOCTH Ha
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Tabruya 1. Mempuwen ananus
Ha napamempume npu veinume cmopanku

YC. IMpu Tasu Metpuuna undopmanua j06pe
€€ 0YepTaBaT pasAMYHHUTE TEHAEHIIHH B pas-
suTHeTO Ha YC. [To pasAnYHE NPpHYUHM HAMA
Aa ce CMHpaMe Ha Te3H JaHHH OT AaHAAHU3HTE.

5. DyHKNHOHAAHOCT

YC AecHO ce pasno3HaBar cpej KpeMBLYHUA
HHBEHTAp MO CreuHGpHIHOTO 0PopMAHE Ha pa-
6oruusa kpaii. Kakto Beue otberasaxme, Bhbil-
POCHT 3a pyHKUHOHAAHOCTTA HA YC e 6un oT-
AaBHA AUCKYTHPaH. Tazn AHCKYCHA TPOABAKHU
A0 NpeH HAKOAKO TOAMHM. JaAu To3u criop e
3aTHXHAA 1€ MoKaxe spemeTo. ETo nakparko
HAKOH OT MO-Ba;KHHWTE MOMEHTH OT Ta3H AHC-
Kycusa. BhIpochT 3a GyHKIIHOHAAHOTO npes-
HasHavenue Ha YC ce mocrass 3a npLB 0BT
ot I gJe MopTHAE B HAYAAOTO HA HAMIHA BEK
(MortrAE 1903, 143). [To-KbCHO, Mak B Hava-
AOTO Ha CBhUIOTO CTOAETHE, A. l'ln[)aﬁcpep CYHUTA
YC 3a yHuBepcaAHO pekeljo opbaue, KOETO
pAAKo 6uA ynoTpebsisano 6e3 gpbxka. O. Xe-
PHHT CUHTA, Y€ C TE3H OPBAUA Ca OUAH U3IDBA-
baBanu kAe60BE MO ABPBEHH H KOCTHO-POTO-
BU usgeans. IMo-cernemnute npoyuysanua s
TOBA HATIPABAEHHE MIOAKPEIHXA TOBA MHEHHE.
OCHOBAaTEASIT HA EKCIIEPUMEHTAAHO-TPACOAO-
rudeckus Metog — C.A. CeMeHOR, cAe] KaTo e
IIPOYYHA cAeauTe oT ynotpeba nmo YC ot naae-
OAMTA, KOHCTATHPA, Y€ Te ca OHAM NMpeAUMHO
KOK000paboTBalIM OPBAMA ¢ paboTeH BIbA
ot 75-80° Tasu koxoobpaboTsauia GpyHKIHA
Gewe pL3mpueTa Ge3 BLIpakeHus, THil Kato
Gewre gokasana TBBpAe ybeauteano. B Haua-
AoTto Ha 70-Te rogunu B. Cuapos, caeq Karto ce
6asupa Ha Mmopdororndeckara 6an3oct Ha YC ¢
TECAOOOPA3HHUTE CEYHBA M €KCTTEPHMEHTAAH -
Te HabAAEHUS, JOKA3BA ABLPBOJEACKATA 1M
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Kvnuuo Konues

yrorpeba, Karo He oTpuya KoxkoobGpaboTpa-
HI0TOHM TNpuAokenne. Hammre npoyusanusa
npes 80-Te TOAMHM XBBPAMXA CBETAMHA IO
To3u BBIpoc. JoToraba HHe MpoyuBaxmMe Tpa-
COAOIHYECKH NPEAUMHO HEOAMTHH OP'BAUSA HA
Tpyda, B 9acTHocT ¥ YC, MpH KoeTo ce KOHCTa-
THpalle NnpeiUMHO KoxoobpaboTeamara UM
ynorpeba. [Ipu npoyysaneto Ha GAUHTOBUA
MATEPHUAA OT XAAKOAHTA H OpoH30BaTa €rnoxa
(Pyce, Koaxaaepmen, baraunna, Esepo u Es-
MoAnHsa) normagnaxme Ha YC c AMHEHHH cAaean
M H3HOCBAHE, NPUAOOHTH MPpH ABpBOOOpaboT-
Bama ynorpeba. Takupa eK3eMIIAADPH, CAeA
H3HOCBaHe, ca OHAN MOAHPHLIMPAHH TTPEAUM-
HO B pe3ld M M0-pAaAko B 3b0IH 3a ChPHOBeE.
JoceramrHuTe HU MPOYUBAHHA AaBaT OCHOBA-
HHeE ga ce cuuTa, e rnpes HeoAuTa YC ca Guamn
NnpeAnMHO Kokoobpabotrsamn opbwaus. [Ipes
BpeMeTo Ha paHHoMeTaAHuTe enoxu YC ca
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The Black Sea, the Sea of Marmara
and Bronze Age Archaeology:
an Archaeological Predicament

Mehmet Ozdogan

Mexstem Hosdoean

Hepro mope, Mpamopro mope u apxeonozuama na ponsogama enoxa:

eOun apxeoroeuecku npoorem

Koperayunma na Ecedero-Anamorniickume Kyamypu om dponiosana enoxa ¢ mesu om Baisawnme aunaeu e uio enopmo
U GCe OUge HAMA KOHCERCYE N0 GoRpoca. 3anadnoanamoiniickuam w Ezelickuam ypaanuwemununu smodean, chagnenu ¢ modea
na Cupo-Meconomamun, usenexcoam opednu u nposwiuari, moit Kamo Thaxua, kaxmo u 2oaasama wacn om Gaaxanwme
ocimasam uICHH NPOYECa He YpOuHUIAYUA, XapaKmepen sa dponsosama enoxa. Mpasopno Mupe, Koeno e Mocm MeHdy Kyimy-
pume npes neoauma u xaakoauma, npes dponsosama enoxa e fapuepa mexcdy max.

Eduie oo ociosiume npodaesmu ¢ mosn 3 nowisHunme cexuia, 6caedemeuy ina nokavsaneno nusomo wa Yepruo mope. B
pattona wa Bocipopa usia danni 3o mukusa oG mn om naACOIUNME, KO HAMA HUMO €U (hpacserm, damupan ¢ npavemopusn-
ma, 3a pairuka om usoduawemo usm 8 paitona wa Japdanerwme. Toga aodu do uieoda, we mexcoy VI u I xunnp. Xp. odemanoaxa-
ma oxoao Mpusopae u Hepro sope ne e bura cmaduina u ne ozosapa na onosa xoemo suxcouse diec. Feovoporosuueckume
darnu nokasoam, we smexcdy VIu VIxuanp Xpe unaio we camo couecmaenu nposienn & nusomo na Yepuo sope no w mexmo-

HUWNU DBUNPHUA.

Scholars with an interest in the archaeology
of the Balkans have always been impressed by
the dynamic enthusiasm of Prof. Dr. Henrieta
Todorova; during the last decades she has been
the most simulating component of Balkan pre-
history with her vigorous, but amicable stand
in the chronological debates. Besides her major
accomplishments, we are particularly indebted
to her for persistent and meticulous work in
divulging the significance of Late Chalcolithic
cultures of Bulgaria. If there had not been her
productive efforts, we would not be able to eval-
uate neither the Varna culture in the context,
nor the transitional period to the Early Bronze
Age.

During the last decade, substantial amount
of new data has been available, both from the
littoral areas of Bulgaria and from Northwest-
ern Turkey concerning the Bronze Age cul-
tures. However, at present there are substantial
difficulties in interpreting this evidence. The
present paper will try to display the discrep-
ancies between these two regions, suggesting a
rather controversial solution. In the course of
last few years, we had the opportunity to discuss
these issues with Dr. Todorova, without coming
to a consensus. Nevertheless these discussions

have been an incitement to consider these prob-
lems; accordingly, I humbly present this paper
to her.

Thrace and Northwestern Anatolia during
the Bronze Age: A Prelude to the Problem
Correlation of Anatolian-Aegean Bronze
Age cultures with those of the Balkans has al-
ways been a matter of dispute. In spite of the ap-
parent differences in the cultural assemblages,
in the prevailing types of settlements, as well as
in architectural remains, the presence of some,
seemingly similar elements between these two
regions, have always tempted scholars to seek
for common patterns. However, there is still no
consensus, neither on correlation of the chrono-
logical sequences, nor on the presence of inten-
sive interaction taking place between the Anato-
lian-Aegean and the Balkan cultural regions.
[t seems evident that during the Bronze Age,
in spite of the regional differences in the arti-
factural assemblages, Anatolia and the Aegeans
have developed almost on similar lines; in both
of these regions there is a rather sudden ap-
pearance of small, but fortified towns, and there
are also indications of an emerging elite ruling
class. Increasing implementation of wheel made

In Honorem Henrieta Todorova
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Fig. 1. Marmara region during last glacial maximum, showing lake conditions of the Sea of Marmara
and Black Sea. Triangles indicate Late Paleolithic sites

pottery, the presence of status objects including
sophisticated metallurgy are all indicative of a
pre-sate stage of urbanization in the Anatolian-
Aegean region. [However, it should also be not-
ed that in the course of the Early Bronze Age,
the western Anatolian and the Aegean model
of “urban” centers, when compared to the con-
temporary cities of Syro-Mesopotamia, are
extremely small and provincial. On the other
hand, during the Bronze Age, Thrace, like most
of the Balkans, must have remained outside of
the process of urbanization. Thus the Sea of
Marmara, which was a cultural bridge between
Anatolia and the Balkans throughout the Neo-
lithic and Chalcolithic Period, now, for the en-
tire span of the Bronze Age, became a barrier
delimiting these two regions.

What appears as a strict cultural discontinu-
ity between the Balkan and Northwestern Ana-
tolian Bronze Age cultures is hard to conceive,
as the geographical features of neither the
Bosporus, nor the Sea of Marmara can hamper
interaction between Thrace and Anatolia. Con-

sidering that during the Bronze Age the roots
of an extensive maritime trade network was be-
ing established, it is rather strange that no such
action took place through the Bosporus. Thus,
the main problem would be to justify how such
a barrier could have sustained belween two
neighboring regions for almost two thousand
years. However, before going into the contro-
versies of interpretation, it would be worth hav-
ing a brief survey of the archaeological evidence
from either side of the Sea of Marmara for the
sake of clearance.

The Archaeological Evidence

The Early Bronze Age cultures of North-
western Anatolia are relatively well document-
ed, besides excavated major Bronze Age sites
like Troy, Demirci Hoytik, Besikiepe, Kumtepe
and Yortan cemeteries, recent excavations at
Orhangazi Hacilartepe (for short notes on the
recent work at Hacilartepe, see Rodenberg
1993; 1994), Seyitémer Hoyugii (Torsas 1993)
and Early Bronze Age cemetery sites at Sariket
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Fig. 2. Marmara region in early Holocene, after the first penetration of saline waters from the Aegean.
Triangles indicate Epi-Paleolithic siles

(Seener 1991; 1992), Kigikhoytk (GUrkan/
SEEHER 1991), a number of surface surveys (for
survey of Eastern Marmara see Ozpocan 1983,
1984; 1985b and for the Balikesir-Bandirma re-

gion Ozvocax 1990; for a general appraisal of

the evidence see OzpoGan 1993) have increased
our knowledge considerably. Concerning the
distribution of sites and the boundaries of cul-
tural assemblages, it is now possible to make the
following assessements:

a) Northwestern Anatolia seems to be exten-
sively inhabited during the Bronze Age; how-
ever, sites dateable to the first half of the Early
Bronze Age are much more numerous. Even
though the number of Early Bronze Age sites
on the alluvial plains are more common, sites
can be found on all geographic settings from
intermountain valleys, to high plateaus (Fig. 5)
(for a distribution of sites see KORFMANN ET AL.
1994).

b) Most of Anatolian sites are multi-layered
mounds, indicating continuous occupation
through the Early Bronze Age

c) Sites yielding EBA III pottery of the 2nd
Millennium are much less then Early Bronze
Age I and II, but wherever they occur, the sites
are considerably bigger, possibly indicating a
further step in centralized urbanism. It seems
also possible that we could only recognize the
tine wares of this period and that smaller set-
tlement were using undiagnostic local pottery,
which went unnoticed during the survey.

However, on the Thracian side of the Sea of
Marmara, our evidence is still rather scanty and
difficult to interpret (Ozpocan 1991). In the
eastern Thrace, the only excavated and fully
published Bronze Age site is still Karaagagtepe-
Protesilaos (DEMANGEL 1926). Our survey in
Eastern Thrace has revealed a number of Early
Bronze Age sites, but can be inferred through
this survey is rather controversial: the Gelobolu
Peninsula by the Dardanelles (Ozpocay 1986a)
and the littoral areas along the Aegean have re-
vealed mound sites yielding Anatolian type of
pottery; at least there, on the surface we could
not identify any “un-Anatolian” sherd. The

In Honorem Henrieta Todorova
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Northern coastline of the Sea of Marmara also
seems to be densely occupied during the early
part of the Early Bronze Age, between I[stan-
bul and Kizilcaterzi we have identified 12 Early
Bronze Age sites, four of them being sizable
mounds. After evaluating the surface collection
of Bronze Age sherds, some facts seemed evi-
dent:

a) The surface yield of these sites was very
uniform, suggesting that they are all contem-
porary, and that they represented only a single
cultural episode.

b) The material of these coastal sites clear af-
finities to the pottery assemblage of Troy L.

¢) We have not recovered any similar assem-
blage from the Bronze Age sites that are further
away from the coastal areas.

d) There were very few, if any, sherds that
would definitely be related to the Ezero assem-
blage.

e) All along the coastal strip of Thrace,
we could recover only one site, Karaevlialu,
that could possibly be dated to the 2nd Mil-

lennium BC.

f) The next clear evidence of settlements
along the coastal area is from the Middle Tron
Age, that is with the Greek colonization. Need-
less to say, it seems rather strange that all of the
coastal zone became deserted, or being very
thiny throughout the 2nd Millennium.

However, our recent work at Menekse Catagi
have indicated that the situation was not as sim-
ple as we could interpret from the surface evi-
dence. At least it is now evident that the archi-
tectural remains of the Bronze Age layers arc
typically “un-Anatolian”, revealing apsidal post-
hole buildings, and that there are also signifi-
cant amount of local wares in the assemblage.

In the inner parts of Thrace, the number
of Early Bronze Age sites that we could recover
are minimal, all of them being flat without any
indication of multi-layered mound formation.
The surface evidence of these sites is also strik-
ingly different from those along the Marmara
coast, Ezero type of sherds being overwhelm-
ingly predominant. Moreover, our evidence for
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the Middle and Late Bronze Age from the inner
regions, is even more obscure; there are only a
very limited number of cases where we could
claim to have recovered clear 2nd Millennium
material.

However still, our recent work at Kanligegit
is strongly suggestive of an Anatolian coloniza-
tion penetrating into Eastern Thrace by the end
of the 5rd Millennium BC, but whether or not
this is an exceptional case, or indicative of a pat-
tern which has not yet became apparent, is not
clear. Accordingly, until there is more evidence
available, our present level of archaeological
record is not enough to make, even preliminary
assessments concerning the Bronze Age of East-
ern Thrace.

Evidently, the status of Bronze Age investiga-
tions in Bulgaria is on more firm bases; intensive
work at stratified large sites such as Ezero, Ka-
ranovo, Yunatsite, Dyadovo and Galabovo have
clearly established the bases for working out the
artifactual sequence. A large number of minor
excavations as well as surface surveys have also

contributed to our understanding of the Thra-
cian Bronze Age. As apparent from some re-
cently published important papers (LESHTAKOV
1993a; Panajorov 1989; 1995; Nemejcova 1992),
presenting an overview of the Bulgarian evi-
dence for the Bronze Age, the following general
statements can be made:

a) Unlike Eastern Thrace, there seems to be
some, major Bronze Age centers, such as Ezero,
Dyadovo, Yunatsite etc., indicating a continuous
series of occupation in Southern Bulgaria.

b) however, besides these few mound sites,
all other Bronze Age sites are small flat sites,
more like temporary camp sites then continu-
ous villages.

c) All of the Bulgarian Bronze Age sites,
including mounds, have no indication of the
presence of a complex society. They all lack the
monumental architectural remains as well as
the sophisticated artifactual assemblages. stone
architecture, the use of massive defencewalls
etc. are all absent from Thracian Bronze Age
sites. The potters wheel, an indicator of urbani-
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Fig. 5. Distribution of Bronze Age sites in Northwestern Turkey

zation, that began to be in use on the Anatolian
side of the sea of Marmara by the middle of the
Early Bronze Age practically appears in Thrace
only during the Iron Age.

d) All the Bulgarian Bronze Age, including
Thrace, what can be safely considered as im-
ports from Anatolia or from the Aegean, are
restricted to a few depas and to 5 vessels from
Galabovo (PanajoTov/LesHTakov 1991, figs. 18-
20). Thus, it seems evident that not only the set-
tlement pattern in Thrace was different from
Anatolia, but the interaction between these two
regions were at minimal level.

¢) There is a considerable degree of differ-
ence between the Northern and Southern Bul-
garian Bronze Age cultures. By the end of the
Early Bronze Age, Southeast and Southwest
Bulgaria also seems to be parts of distinct cul-
tural groups. In the course of the Early Bronze
Age Southeastern Bulgaria seems to be an area
marginal to the happenings in the Aegean and

in Northeastern Turkey.

f) The traditional tripartite division of
Bronze Age into Early, Middle and Late phas-
es, perfectly applicable to Anatolia and to the
Aegean, seems meaningless in Thrace.

g) Like in Eastern Thrace, in Southeast Bul-
garia the evidence for most of the 2nd Millenni-
um B.C. is also extremely inadequate; possibly
indicating a total collapse of the social system.

h) Like in Eastern Thrace, intensive repopu-
lation of the area will take place only by the end
of the 2nd Millennium, by what seems as an in-
trusive group.

1) Like in Eastern Thrace and Northwestern
Anatolia, the coastal areas of the Black Sea are
void of intensive Bronze Age habitation. How-
ever, the recently discovered submerged Bronze
Age sites in Bulgaria (Dracanov 1995; Paxyjo-
tov 1991; Boer 1994) are strongly suggestive
that the Bronze Age coastline of the Black Sea
was considerably different from that of the
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present, and that all coastal settlements were
submerged.

A Major Problem: Submerged Bronze

Age Sites in Black Sea

As briefly summarized above, there are a
number of discrepancies between Thrace and
Northwestern Anatolia, two neighboring regions
located on either side of a small land locked sea
the Sea of Marmara. It is evident that some of
these discrepancies are due to lack of research,
mainly as in the case of Eastern Thrace. Some
inconsistency between territories, may find ex-
planations on cultural grounds, even though it
is yet too early to formulate one. However, there
are some facts that are difficult to explain with
the present stand of our knowledge. Here we
will try to draw attention to two of such prob-
lems; being neither a geologist nor a geomor-
phologist by profession, what we will connote as
a solution, should be considered as a provoca-
tion to stimulate further interest on these issues
by those who are experts.

1) The distribution of coastal Bronze Age
sites around the Sea of Marmara is very strange
(see Fig. 5). All through the Northern coast of
Marmara, from the Westernmost tip of the Geli-
bolu peninsula, up to Istanbul, on every location
suitable for habitation, there is an Early Bronze
Age settlement. The same pattern can be seen
on the Anatolian side of the Sea of Marmara,
from Canakkale up to Kapidag peninsula. This
is evidently a pattern that is strongly indicative of
intensive utilization of maritime resources. How-
ever, to the east of the Kapidag peninsula, in
the entire extend of Southeastern Marmara, not
a single Bronze Age site has been recorded. It
may be argued that this is a result of survey bias;
however, in the parts of this coastal strip where
our surface cover was rather intensive. We spe-
cifically searched locations that would in other
parts of Marmara, would definitely have yielded
a Bronze Age site, but recovered nothing.

b) Not a single Bronze Age sherd have been
recovered on the Bosporus. Considering the
presence of numerous Bronze Age sites along
the Dardanelles, this is very strange. Here, it
may also be argued that Istanbul being a vast
metropolis for over a millennium, might have
destroyed all prehistoric sites. However, most
of the areas around the Bosporus were void of

intensive settlements during the Byzantine and
Ottoman periods, and when we surveyed the
region, a number of Paleolithic sites were still
available on the surface. Moreover, in spite of
the intensive building activity that took place
around the Bosporus during the last decade.
not a single prehistoric sherd has been report-
ed.

¢) In the Eastern part of the Marmara re-
gion, the distribution of Bronze Age sites are
also rather pecu}iar. Coming from the South.
all the way up to the Iznik basin, and includ-
ing this area, there are numerous Bronze Age
sites, most of them being sizeable mounds, and
all of them yielding typical Anatolian material.
However, on the large terrain lying between
the Iznik Lake and the Black Sea no Bronze
Age sites, neither small or big, have ever been
recorded. More specifically, the rich alluvial
plains like the basin of the Sapanca Lake, the
catchment of the Gulf of Izmit, the alluvial
plain of Adapazari, the terraces along the delta
of the Sakarya river etc. are all void of Bronze
Age habitation. Neither there are any Bronze
Age sites known from east of Istanbul, all the
way up to Sakarya.

Accordingly the present evidence implies
that the lake of Iznik constitutes the Northern
limit of Anatolian Bronze Age cultures, and
then there is an enormous territory void of any
habitation. Considering the presence of several
large Bronze Age mounds around the Iznik
lake, the lack of sites around Sapanca lake, ex-
actly a similar setting and located only 50 km to
the North is very difficult to conceive.

d) On the Anatolian side, just to the north of
Kapidag peninsula which constitutes the eastern
limit of coastal Bronze Age sites, a submerged
mound has been recorded by the small island of
Avsa. This site, named as the Manastir Mevkii,
is a considerable mound, revealing a complete
range of cultural horizons between Kumtepe Ib
and Troy VII b2. The site is partially visible on
the shore of the island, but extends under the
sea ufn to the depth of 10 m, where a Bronze
Age cemetery has also been recovered.

Considering the range of sea level changes
during the late Holocene, it seems evident that
the presence of this submerged site is related to
local tectonics and not to eustatic events.

e) The presence of submerged Bronze Age
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sites along the Bulgarian coast of the Black Sea
presents the most difficult problem to explain.
The number of recorded submerged sites are
now over 10, and their number seems to be in-
creasing almost every year. Geographically they
are dispersed through the entire extent of Bul-
garian territory, from Varna to Sozopol. Most
of the sites are located between 6 to 8 meters
below the present level of the Black Sea; how-
ever, there are also some claims of sites at lower
depth, most of the sites cluster between 5 to 8
meters. As no site could have existed exactly on
by the shore, and as most sites are located on
small promontories, with some justification the
Bronze Age level of the Black Sea can be placed
at least to minus 10 meters.

The problem is to find an acceptable ex-
planation to how all of these coastal sites could
have been submerged. Almost unanimously, re-
ports concerning these sites excludes the pos-
sibility of tectonic or epirogenic movements
and relate this event to a regression phase of
the Black Sea. However, in the publications of
these submerged sites, we never came through
an attempt in trying to correlate this regression
of the Black Sea with the globular sea level fluc-
tuation curves. To the best of our knowledge,
there is no consensus on the sea level fluctua-
tions during the late Holocene, however, the
maximum estimates never exceed plus or mi-
nus 3 meters (MasTers/FLEMMING 1983; Kavan
1988) from the present levels. Thus it remains
to be explained how a regression of the Black
Sea of over a range of 10 meters could have hap-
pened, at a time when there is no record of such
a significant change in worldwide sea levels.

Accordingly, if the Black Sea was connect-
ed to the worldwide sea systems, that is if the
Bosporus was existing, then all over the oceans,
one has to consider that the sea level was 10 me-
ters below its present level during the Bronze
Age; as this seems impossible, than the next
possible solution would be to consider Black Sea
as being isolated from the Marmara during the
3rd and 2nd Millennium B.C. One other possi-
ble solution, tectonic movements, seems anyhow
to be rejected by all.

A Controversial Solution:
An Alternative Bosporus
Any major change in the levels, either of the

oceans, or of the other seas, is the consequence
of major climatic fluctuations. Accordingly, such
changes occur at times of global warming or
cooling, and having an impact in all littoral ar-
eas of the world. The last major marine regres-
sion taking place at the time of the last maxi-
mum phase of the Wiirm glaciation, is dated to
about 16 000 BC, when the level of the sea was
100-120 m lower than of present. Even though
there is some dispute on the exact dates and
on the speed ot the transgression that tollowed
Wiirm maximum, there is a general consensus
that velocity of the rise in sea levels was rather
rapid until 5 000 BC, and from that time on,
there were only some minor fluctuations.

Black Sea and the Sea of Marmara are two
interconnected inner seas, linked to the world-
wide ocean system by only narrow, long and
relatively shallow straits. Accordingly, even
minor climatic fluctuations, or changes in the
worldwide sea levels, provokes exaggerated con-
sequences in the closed basins of Marmara and
Black Sea. Furthermore, at certain occasions
this system becomes further complicated by be-
ing connected to the Caspian Sea

The water exchange between the Black Sea
and the Sea of Marmara is a unique case, as the
density of their water masses is significantly dif-
ferent from each other. Large rivers, such as
Danube, Dniyepr and Don drain almost all of
the surface water of Central and Eastern Eu-
rope into the Black Sea; thus it receives large
masses of fresh and cold water. On the other
hand, the Sea of Marmara receive highly sa-
line warm waters from the Aegean through the
Dardanelles. Accordingly the brackish waters of
Black Sea is much lighter than that of Marma-
ra, and at present the Black Sea has an excess
input of water which almost completely fills up
the Bosporus. Actually as the water discharge
of the Black Sea is little more than the carrying
capacity of this narrow and shallow strait, the
present level of the Black Sea being consider-
ably higher than that of Marmara.

This complicated system has some rather
complex consequences: under certain of water
masses according to their density and thus pre-
venting vertical circulation of oxygen. At present
the Black sea is under such conditions; the
density stratification of its waters prevent dis-
solved oxygen to reach lower elevations result-
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ing in anoxic conditions and to the formation of
sapropels (see diagrams in OzpoGan 1985a, fig.
5.c; STANLEY/BLaneiep 1980, fig. 2), analysis of
the deep sea cores indicate that Marmara had
lived similar conditions during the last glacial
period (STANLEY/BLANPIED 1980).

Accordingly, even a minute change in the
system, either eustatic change of global sea lev-
els, or due to water input of the Black Sea from
river drainage has considerable effects on:

a) Whether or not saline waters can pass
through the Bosporus

b) Marine ecology of Marmara and Black
Sea are very unstable and are apt to go through
radical changes.

How this system reacted to the radical chang-
es that took place in the globular sea levels dur-
ing the last glacial period, is far too complicated
to be dealt within the scope of this paper. A sim-
plistic overview of this system have already been
published elsewhere (OzpoGAN 1985a; MERIC ET
AL. 1990, 107-111) and, here, for reminiscence,
four synoptic charts (Figs. 1-4) have been ap-
pended on this issue.

It is clear that somewhere around 7 000 B.C.
the Sea of Marmara was already receiving both
saline waters from the Aegean and fresh waters
from the Black Sea. When we had formulated
the above mentioned model, we had taken as
granted that the contact between Black Sea
and Marmara was through Bosporus (tigs. 2,
3). However, even then, it was clearly evident
from the bottom sediments of both Marmara
and Black Sea that the present conditions were
established only by the first Millennium BC
(Ozpocax 1985a, 155). Since then, there has
been considerable amount of new data available
(MERIC ET AL. 1990; Dever 1972; KAPLIN ET AL.
1993) all of which clearly indicate that between
the sixth and first Millennium BC, the environ-
mental conditions of Marmara and Black Sea
were not stable, and there were alternating short
tacies or episodes and that the present level of
salinity was firmly established only by the first
Millennium BC.
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Zu Lanzenspitzen dgdischer Art aus Bulgarien

Olaf Hockmann

Olaf Hockmann
Aegean spearheads in MBA Bulgaria

{tis well knoum that the most prominent finds from Bulgaria’s MBA are rapiers of Aegean type, however produced locally. Tuo
of them (Nv. 1, 3) were found in graves, together with one spearhead of Aegean type each. As opposed to the rapiers, the spearheads
have hitherto not been sevutinised in an exhausting manner.

Two of them (No. 1-2) conform to Cretan finds of SM 1i-11I A of the Aegean ,standard type” D, and may be thought to have
been produced in Crete. No. 3, though genervally close close to them, differs in the execution of the mid-rib sufficiently as to suggest
local production. Deep culs in ils culting edges seem to have been caused by slashing swords of Continental flange-hill type, not
introduced into the Aegean until SM/SH 11 B. This together with its stepped cross section, makes no. 3 likely to have been produced
when, in the late LBA, slashing swords had been introduced to the Aegean. There seems that Thracian warriors tried to counter
them by grappling with their spears.

Nos. 4-5 conform to an Aegean type (H) thought to have been used in chariot warfare, which was introduced from the Near East.
No. 4 (as no. 1-2) appears to be a Cretan product of LM 1-1114 date. No. 5 seems to be a local imitation, eventually produced and
interred al u time when chariot battles had become outdated in Greece.

Why such Cretan involvement during LM II-1IT A, in Bulgaria? The distribution of Cretan spearheads in this cou ntry (fig. 2)
suggesls the viver Marica to have formed a highway for contact among the Cretan, and the Continent (i.e. its resources of copper,
gold, and eventually tin from Central Germany). - Greek mainlanders had from MH onward been in contact with the Axios/Vardar
region. It seems that in LM II-IIIA when Crete's supply of tin from the East seems to have met a crisis, Crete turned its interest
toward the Continent, bypassing the Axios/Vardar way firmly controlled by the mainlanders, by opening the Marica way. We might
concerve the Cretan weapons of LM II-11IA dale found in Thrace to have arrived there as wdiplomatic gifts* to local rulers for

safeguarding Crete’s supply of tin from the Continent. These weapons gave rise to local production in Thrace.
No Adegean originals could be identified North of Bulgaria, leaving aside a stray one from northern Germany which certainly

cannol have formed the gift of an Aegean ruler.

Die hochverdiente Honoranda hat einen
langen Forscherweg vom Neolithikum zu spi-
ten Kulturperioden gemeistert. Dies ist Anlass
genug, sie auf einem kurzen Stiick dieses Weges
zu begleiten und ihr eine Notiz zu den Fern-
verbindungen des bronzezeitlichen Thrakien
zu widmen.

Die eindrucksvollsten Funde aus der mitt-
leren Bronzezeit Bulgariens (etwa 15.[?] - 13.
Jhwv.Chr.) sind Rapierschwerter einer Art, die
eng mit Waffen in Griechenland zusammen-
hingt;' die Schwerter sind aber in Bulgarien ge-
tunden worden.? Zwei dieser Rapiere (Perustica
[Nr. 1] umd Dolno Levski [Nr. 3] wurden zu-
sammen mit je einer bronzenen Lanzenspitze
dgdischen Typs gefunden; weitere kamen allein
zutage. Die Forschung hat sich mit der Feststel-
lung des dgiischen Charakters dieser Lanzen

' Saxpars 1963; Bouzek 1966, 254 ; HinserL 1970, 26 T,
HANsEL 1973; Panajorov/Donevsir 1977; Paxajorov 1980,
173-178 tf.; HiLLEr 1984, 16; Harvine 1984, 155 (F; Bou-
zEK 1985, 31-43; Baper 1986; Karincarov 1989, 79 ([
Korckr 1990, 41; Waxzex 1991,

begniigt; nur N.K. Sandars (Anm. 1) deutete
Zusammenhiinge mit Kreta an. Dies legt den
Versuch nahe, die Herkunft der dgiischen Lan-
zenspitzen aus Bulgarien niher zu lokalisieren.

Die folgenden dgiischen Lanzenspitzen sind
mir aus Bulgarien bekannt:

1. Perustica, Bez. Plovdiv (Abb. 1,1)

Mus. Plovdiv

Fundart: Grab

Ein Rapier, eine Lanzenspitze, Bronze (Lin-
ge: 0,339 m). Sie hat ein schlankes Blatt von Wei-
denblattform, das % der Gesamtlinge einnimmt.
Die Schneiden stoBen winklig an die geschlitzte
Zylindertiille. Dicht tiber ihrem Rand ist durch
eine umlaufende Rille eine Art Ring angedeu-
tet.” - Das Blatt hat eine flache Mittelrippe, von
den Schneiden als Stufe abgesetzt (Form d).!

* Sandars 1963, 121; Hinsel 1970, 29-32; Panajotov 1980,
175-180 ft.; Katin¢arov 1989, 79.

* Hockmann 1980, 50; Avila 1983, bes. 19 .. 21, 35, 7S.

"Hockmaxy 1980, 76 [T, 117,
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Abb. 1. Bronzezeitliche Lanzenspitzen dgdischer Art aus Bulgarien: 1. Perustica, Bez. Plovdiv; 2. Krasno
Gradiste, Bez. Sevlievo; 3. Dolno Levski, Bez. Pazardzik; Kricim, Bez. Plovdiv; 3. Lesura, Bez. Vraca
Bronze Age Spearheads of Aegean character from Bulgaria. 1-4: after N.K.Sandars.

Lit.: Bouzek 1966, 247 Abb. 4,9; SANDARS
1969, 121 (Vergleich mit Knossos und Ras
Shamra [Libanon], Hortfund von 1929 aus dem
14. JTh.v.Chr.), 125, 146, Taf. 22.8, 28.62; HAix-
seL 1970, 28, Nr. 2, 27 Abb. 1.4; HarpING 1984,
168, Abb. 45.1, 240; Bouzek 1985, 42, Abb. 12.6;
Katincarov 1988, 79.

2. Krasno Gradiste b. Kalakastrovo, Bez. Sev-
lievo (Abb. 1,2)

Mus. - ? -

Fundart: Einzelfund

Lanzenspitze, Bronze (Linge: 0,339 m). Das
weidenblattformige Blatt nimmt ca. 2/3 der Ge-
samtliinge ein. Die Schneiden miinden weich
in die schwach konische, geschlitzte Tille ein.
- Das Blatt geht kantig in die Schneiden tber,
so dass ein sechseckiger Querschnitt entsteht
(Form g; vgl. Anm. 4).

Lit.: Sanpars 1969, 121 (Vergleich mit Knos-
sos und Ras Shamra [Libanon], Hortfund von
1929 aus dem 14. Jh.v.Chr.), Taf. 22.11, 28.63;
Bouzek 1966, Abb. 4.10; HinseL 1970, 30, Anm.
5; HarpinG 1984, 241; Bouzek 1985, Abb. 12.7;
KaTinGarov 1989, 79-80, Abb. 7.

3. Dolno Levski, Bez. Pazardzik (Abb. 1,3)

Mus. Sofia

Fundart: Grab

Ein Rapier, eine Lanzenspitze, Bronze (Lan-
ge: 0,3 m). Ihr Blatt hat schlanke Weidenblatt-
form und erstreckt sich tiber ca. 4/5 der Ge-
samtlinge. Die' Schneiden stoblen winklig an
die geschlitzte Zylindertiille. - Das Blatt hat eine
Mittelrippe mit gerundeten Riindern (Form f;
vgl. Anm. 4). Diese Ebene ist von den Rindern
durch eine weitere Stufe abgesetzt. Beide Stu-
fen folgen dem Umriss des Blatts, so dass die
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Mittelrippe auf halber Linge breiter ist als am
Ubergang zur Tiille. - Beide Schneiden sind un-
eben: mindestens einige Scharten gehen wohl
auf Schlige einer Hiebwaffe zuriick. - Das Blatt
ist von der Tiille durch eine nach oben offene
Bogenrille abgesetzt.

Lit.: SANDARS 1969, 121-125, Taf. 22.6, 28.65;
Bouzek 1966, Abb. 4.7; Hanser 1970, 28, Nr. 1,
27, Abb. 1.2; For 1979, 111, Abb. 6; HarpING
1984, 240; Bouzek 1985, Abb. 12.8; KATINGAROV
1989, 79, Abb. 7.

4. Kricim, Bez. Plovdiv (Abb. 1,4)

Mus. Plovdiv

Fundart: Einzelfund

Lanzenspitze, Bronze (Linge: 0,5 m), sehr
schlank. Das Blatt ist kaum breiter als die Tiil-
le und nimmt ca. 4/5 der Gesamtlinge ein. Die
Schneiden gehen unmerklich in die fast zylind-
rische Zylindertiille {iber. An ihrem Rand deu-
tet eine Rille einen ,Ring” an (vgl. Nr. 1). - Das
Blatt hat keine Mittelrippe, sondern sechsecki-
gen Querschnitt (Form g; vel. Anm. 4).

Lil.: Sanpars 1969, 121 (Vergleich mit Knos-
sos und Dendra), Taf. 22.10, 28.67; BolzEk
1966, Abb. 4.8: Hi~ser 1970, 30, Anm. 5 (,iga-
isch ?%); HaroiNg 1984, 241; Hitter 1984, 16,
Anm. 36 (agiisch); Bouzek 1983, 42, Abb. 12,5.

5. Lesura, Bez. Vraca (Abb. 1,5)

Mus. Vraca

Fundart: Hortfund

I Armring, 3 Tillenbeile, 1 TillenmeiBel, 2
Dolchklingen, 1 Speerspitze Typ K?, 1 Lanzen-
spitze. Die Lanzenspitze, Bronze (Linge: 0,43
m), in zwel Teilen, hat ein schlankes Blatt mit
geschwungenen Schneiden, das etwa 4/5 der
Gesamtlinge einnimmt. Die Schneiden gehen
unmerklich in die (fragmentierte) kurze, leicht
konische Schlitztiille tiber. Thr Rand ist verdickt
(durch Korrosion einer Blechmanschette ?). -
Das Blatt hat eine dachformige Mittelrippe, die
bei ca. 2/3 der Linge in eine gerundete Form
tibergeht.

Lit.: Nikorov 1966, 50 f. mit Abb. 4.b; Hin-

T SNovGrass 1964, 119 (T, Type B; Hockmaxy 1980, 53 [,
LIS £ Typ SB; Avita 1983, 69-74 £ Bouzek 1985, 135 tf,
Tipe A.

S Hockmasn 1980, 21; Aviea 1983, 81.

" Hockmaxn 1980, 19, 41, 47-50, 73, 95.

SEL 1970, 30 mit Anm. 5; Harpine 1984, 241:
Hiller 1984, 16 mit Anm. 36.

6. Sokol, Bez. Plovdiv

Mus. Plovdiv, Inv. 3220

Fundart, Form und MaBe sind unpubliziert.
Hinsel erwihnt das Stiick zusammen mit den
dgdischen Lanzenspitzen Nr. 1-5.

Lit.: HANsEL 1970, 30, Anm. 5 (Erwihnung);
HivLLer 1984, 16, Anm. 36 (Erwihnung).

Alle Fundstiicke haben Tillen, die an einer
Seite einen Schlitz aufweisen. Dieses Merkmal,
im Nahen Osten bis in die Frithbronzezeit zu-
riickzuverfolgen,® fehlt im kontinentalen Euro-
pa. Auch in der Agiis kennzeichnet es nicht alle
Lanzenspitzen.” Dass alle Fundstiicke aus Bul-
garien Schlitztiillen haben, verbindet sie un-
mittelbarer mit Siidgriechenland, als es z.B. fiir
thessalische Funde gilt®: der igiische Charak-
ter von Nr. 1-5 lisst sich nicht mit einer schritt-
weisen Weitergabe stidlicher Anregungen nach
Norden aut dem Landwege erkliren.

Agiisch ist auch die Verstirkung der Bliitter
durch eine Miutelrippe bzw. die Verdickung des
Mittelteils, von dem die Schneiden kantig ab-
gesetzt sind. Auch die GréBe der bulgarischen
Fundstiicke weist auf ihre Abhiingigkeit von der
dgiischen Welt hin. Alle sind (z.T. erheblich)
linger, als es auf dem Kontinent iiblich war,

Diese Kriterien lassen es zu, die bulgari-
schen Lanzenspitzen generell mit der Agiiis zu
verbinden (so schon Sandars, Hinsel, Hiller
und Bouzek). Die Interpretationsmoglichkeiten
sind damit nicht ausgeschépft. Sandars deutet
Detailparallelen in Kreta an, und sie wie auch
Bouzek parallelisiert die bulgarischen Funde
mit dem ilteren Teil der spatminoischen-myke-
nischen Periode.

Bewachten wir zunichst die Formen der
Blitter und ihr Verhiiltnis zu den Tiillen. Es
zeigt sich, dass die Fundstiicke Nr. 1-3 einander
dhnlich genug sind, um demselben Typ (,Grup-
pe D) zugewiesen zu werden, wihrend Nr. 4-
5 einen anderen Typ (.,Gruppe H") vertreten.

* Unter sechs dgiischen Lanzen- und Speerspitzen aus
Thessalien, die im Museum Volos anonym ausgestellt
sind, hat nur eine eine Schlitztiille. Die Grabtunde aus
dem Fiirstensitz und Halen folkos haben dagegen stets
geschlitzte Tiillen.
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Als Gruppe D bezeichne ich Lanzenspitzen
mit meist schlank weidenblattférmigem Blatt,
das deutlich linger als die Tille und von ihr
auch dann abgehoben ist, wenn der Ansatz der
Schneiden gerundet ist wie bei Nr. 3. Das Blatt
ist durch eine Rippe verstirkt, und die Schnei-
denflichen weisen nur selten Stufen auf.’ Diese
Gruppe (mit mehreren Varianten) ist die grofite
und langlebigste unter allen igiischen Lanzen-
formen, eine Art Standardform. In Bulgarien
vertreten die Lanzenspitzen von Perustica (Nr.
I) und Krasno Gradiste (Nr. 2) diesen Typ ge-
nau; bei jener von Dolno Levski (Nr. 3) stimmt
nur der Umriss mit dem Zgéischen Typ tiberein
(s. unten).

Die Lanzenspitze von Perustica (Nr. 1) ent-
spricht im Blattumriss dgdischen Fundstiicken
aus allen Teilen Griechenlands,' die sich {iber
den Zeitraum SM II bis SH III C verteilen. Bei
den spiten Belegen (meist aus Makedonien und
Epiros) ist das Blatt gedrungen (Var. D III): die
kretischen Lanzenspitzen D 12-13 aus SM II
sind die nichsten Parallelen zu Nr. 1.

Zylindertiillen wie an Nr. 1 sind im Stden

¥ Zu Belegen in den Gruppen G und besonders K: s. unten
Anm. 19.

'* Auf die dgiischen Parallelen in beiden Referenzwerken
wird in abgekiirzter Form verwiesen: ,F 3/4bb. 7": Hock-
manx 1980, Katalog S. 130 ff. Nr. F 3.- ,A. 27%/Taf. 4"
Avila 1983, Kat.-Nr. 27; der Katlog ist zwar iber den
Text verteilt, doch leicht zu erschlieen. Ungenaue Par-
allelen: /2 /2] - Parallclen zu Nr. 1 aus Kreta, SM 11: D
12-13/Abb. 4 (Knossos); ferner D 31/Abb. 5= A. 26/Taf. 4
(Vapheio/Lakonien). SH IIT A: D 4= A. 118/Taf. 17 (My-
kene).- D 26 [?2)/Abb. 5 (lalysos/Rhodos). SH III B: D 22-
24/Taf. 2 (,Makedonien™).- D 27/Taf. 2 (Fundort ?); alle
haben breite Blitter. SH 111 C: D 28/Abb. 5= A. 101A/
Tal. 15 (Troube/ Peloponnes; Avila: u.U. Eisenzeit).- A.
102/Tafk. 15, A. 107/Taf. 16 (Kallithea/Pelop.).- A. 110/
Taf. 16 (Palaiopyrgos/Pelop.). .SH 111%: D 18 [?]/Abb. 4
(Bikiorema/Lokris).- D 29/Abb. 5= A. 104/Tal. 16 (Sia-
na/Rhodos).- A. 105/Tat. 16 (Preveza/Akarnanien); alle
mit breitem Blatt.- Schlank: D 32/Abb. 5= A. 106/Taf. 16
(Lithovouni/Atolien).- I 6/Abb. 14= A. 112/Tal. 17 (La-
chanokastro/Epiros).- D 20/Abb. 5 (,Epiros").

Kreta, wohl MM 111: F 27/ Tat. 4 (Pseira).- SM L1: F 11/Abb.
7= A. 55/Taf. 10; H 3/Abb. 11= A. 43/Tal. 7; H 7/Abb.
12= A. 876/ Taf. 34 (alle: Knossos). SM [1 oder IIT A: H 9/
Abb. 12= A, 870/Tat. 33 (Knossos). SM III A: D 25/Abb.
5: D 46/Abb. 6 (,Kreta®).- D 50/Tal. 3 (Agia Triada).- D
51/Tat. 3 (Knossos). SM III B: H 12/ Abb. 12 (Mouliana).
- Festland, SH 11: D 11/Abb. 4= A. 31/Taf. 5 (Vapheio).
WSH II oder 1I%: D 42 [?)/6 (Prosymna/Pclop.). SH I11
A: D 4= A, 118/Taf. 7 (Mykene/Pelop.).- D 15 [?]/Abb. 4=
A. 69/Tat. 11 (Dendra/ Pelop.).- F I/Taf. 3= A. 48/Tat.
8; G 10/Abb. 9= A. 80/Tal. 13 (Pylos/Pclop.).- H 1/Abb.
11= A. 42/ Taf. 7 (Athen). SH Il A oder B: G 30/Taf. 4

nicht selten." Anfangs beschriinkt sich die Ver-
breitung auf Kreta, um sich dann auf'das Fest-
land und besonders auf die ostigiischen Inseln
zu verlagern. In SH 111 B-C begegnet die Zy-
lindertiille fast nur an Speerspitzen kontinenta-
ler Typen. - Zusammen mit einer so schlanken
Blattform wie an Nr. 1 erscheint die Zylinder-
tille nur einmal (D 20, ,Epiros”). Diese Lan-
zenspitze ist im Epiros ein Unikum. Thre Ahn-
lichkeit mit kretischen Waffen (Anm. 16) lisst
die Entstehung in Kreta annehmen.

Ebenso nach Kreta weist die flache, kanti-
ge Mittelrippe (Form d; Anm. 4) der Lanze von
Perustica.'? Dort begegnet auch eine Rille am
Tiillenrand; das Merkmal ist im Siiden aber
selten.” Es ldsst sich zusammenfassen: die Lan-
zenspitze Nr. 1 ist als kretisches Produkt aus SM
IT - IIT A anzusehen. .

Die Lanze Nr. 2 von Krasno Gradiste (Abb.
1,2) weicht von Nr. | nur in Details ab. Die Ke-
gelform der Tille ist insignifikant. Thre Linge
nihert Nr. 2 den in Kreta tiblichen Proporti-
onen etwas mehr an als Nr. 1. Die gerundete
Einmiindung der Schneiden in die Tiille kenn-

(»Achaia®”). SH III B: D 23-24/Taf. 2 (,Makedonien").-
F 8-9/Abb. 7= A. 57, 59/Tal. 10 (Theben/Bootien).- K
7/Abb. 15= A. 152/Taf. 20 (Paramythia/Epiros). SH III
C: D 28/Abb. 5= A. 101 A/Taf. 15 (Troube).-D 47/Abb. 6
(Kato Gioumenitsa/Pclop.).- I 6/Abb. 14= A. 112/ Tal. 17
(Lachanokastro).- A. 102/Tat. 15 [?] (Kallithea).- A, 111/
Taf. 16 (Palaiopyrgos). ,.SH I11*: D 18 [?]/Abb. 4 (Bikiore-
ma).- D 20/Abb. 5 (,Epiros*).- F 4/Abb. 7= A. 49/Tal. 9
(Pilion/Eubéa).- F 28/ Taf. 4 (Fundort ?).- A, 122, 124/Taf.
18 (Thermon/Atolien).- G 24/Abb. 10 (Delphi/Phokis).- A.
47/Tal. 8 (Fundort ?).- A. 126 [?]/ Taf. 18 (Argos/Pclop.).-
K 17/Abb. 15= A. 152/Taf. 20 (Paramythia/Epiros).- K
19/Abb. 15= A. 151/Taf. 20 (Pesta/Epiros).- G 25/Abb.
10= A. 999/Tal. 48; A. 997-998 (Delphi). Ostéigdis, SH 111
A: E I1/Abb. 6 (Langada/Kos).- F 15/Abb. 8; F 16/Abb. 8=
A. 61/Taf. 10; G 15/Abb. 10 (lalysos/Rhodos).- F 20/Abb.
8 (Karpathos).- H 27/Abb. 13 (Karpathos). SH [II B: H
22-23/Abb. 13 (Ialysos).- F 22/Abb. 8= A. 62A/Taf. 11; H
26/Abb. 13 (Kos). SH I11 C: H 13/Abb. 12= A. 868/Taf.
33 (Kos). ,SH I1I": D 29/Abb. 5= A. 104/Taf. 16 (Siana),
mit breitem Blatt,

' Bis SM [: F 10/Abb. 7= A. 53/Taf. 9 (Gournia).- G 3/Abb.
9 (Mochlos).- G 29/Abb. 10 (,Kreta®). SM II: C 14/Abb.
3= A. 877/Taf. 34; E 4/Abb. 6; G 19/Abb. 10 (Knossos).-
‘D 50/Taf. 3 (Agia Triada).- F 14/Abb. 8= A. 52/Taf. 9
(,Kreta™).

¥ SM II: D 33/Abb. 5= A. 67/Taf. 11 (Knossos). SM I11 A: H
19/Abb. 13= A. 867/Tat. 33 (Knossos). Ostigdis, SH 111 A:
H 24/Abb. 13= A. 862/Tal. 32 (Ialysos).- A. 873/Tal. 34
(Karpathos). Festland, SH IT A: D 31/Abb. 5= A. 26/Tat. 4
(Vapheio). SH 111 C: A. 107/Taf. 16 (Kallithea). ,SH I11*:
D 32/Abb. 5= A. 106/Tal. 16 (Lithovouni).- G 24/Abb. 10
(Delphi).
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zeichnet Lanzenspitzen der Gruppe D aus Siid-
griechenland in SM/SH II-IIT A" Mehrere
Belege stammen aus Knossos, und die Domi-
nanz Kretas wird noch deutlicher, wenn weiche
Schneidenansitze auch an anderen Lanzenty-
pen erfasst werden.”” Im selben Sinne liegt, dass
Nr. 2 keine Mittelrippe aufweist, sondern einen
sechseckigen Querschnitt (Form g; Anm. 4).
Von sechs dgiischen Parallelen'® stammen vier
aus dem SM II-zeitlichen Knossos und nur eine
nicht von Kreta: Nr. 2 kann wie Nr. 1 als kreti-
sches Produkt gelten.

Die dritte Lanzenspitze aus Gruppe D (Dol-
no Levski: Nr. 3; Abb. 1,3) steht im Umriss Nr.
2 nahe; die Tiille ist aber kiirzer. Andere Unter-
schiede wiegen schwerer. So ist die Mittelrippe
an den Kanten gerundet wie bei der seltenen
dgaischen Form £7 Vermutlich ahmt die Rip-
penform von Nr. 3 aber lediglich Form d (vgl.
Nr. 1) ungenau nach. - Eine Bogenrille unter
der Rippe lisst sich mit der Agiis verbinden.'

Die Abgrenzung der Schneiden von einem
davor liegenden Stwreifen , Blattoberfliche”
durch deutliche Stufen ist der Agiis fremd
und konzentriert sich auf spite kontinentale
Speerspitzen; ihre Verbreitung reicht bis Kre-
ta." Eine Besonderheit von Nr. 3 differenziert
dieses Bild: nahe der Tiille ist die Kante zwi-
schen der Rippe und dem schmalen Streifen
wBlattoberfliche” eingetieft, so dass der Strei-
fen zur kantigen Rippe wird. Ahnliches sieht

" Krela, SM 11: D 12-13/Abb. 4= A. 878, 877/Taf. 34; D 33/
Abb. 5= A. 67/Taf. (Knossos); Tille kanneliert. ,.SM T11*:
D 46/Abb. 5 (,Kreta®). Ostdgdis, SH 11 (?): D 7/Taf. 1= A.
36/Tat. 5 (Skopelos). Festland, SH 1T A: D 11/Abb. 4= A.
31/Tat. 5: D 31/Abb. 5= A. 26/Taf. 4 (Vapheio).- D 30/
Abb. 5= A. 65/Tal. 11 (Prosymna). SH III A: D 15/Abb.
4= A, 69/Tat. 11 (Dendra).- D 40/Abb. 5= A. 29/Taf. 4
(Iolkos/Thessalien). SH IIT B: D 34/Abb. 5= A. 96/Tat.
15 (Eleusis/Attika). ,.SH ITI%: D 17/Abb. 4 (Theben).

% Kyeta, SM 11: E 4/Abb. 6 (Knossos). SM III B: E 5/Abb. 6
(Stamnia). SM IIT (?): E 6/Abb. 6 (,Kreta"). Festland, SH
[T A: D 4= A 27/Tal. 4 (Mykene).- A, 28/Tal. 4 (lolkos).
SHIIT C: AL 11H/Taf. 16 (Palaiopyrgos). .SH IIT": E 2/
Abb. 6= A. 146/Taf. 19 (Tanagra/Bootien). .Mykenisch™:
E 1/Abb. 6 (Hciligtum des Apollon Malcatas/Pelop.). -
Dieses Merkmal ist terner spezifisch fiir Gruppe H (s.
unten). '

i Kreta, SM 11: C 13/Abb. 3; D 12-13/Abb. 4= A. 878, 877/
Taf. 34; H 7/Abb. 12= A, 876/Taf. 34 (Knossos). SM 111
C: H 10/Abb. 12 (Diktiische Grotte). Ostagais, SH 111 A:
F 17 [2)/Abb. 8= A. 56/Tal. 10 (lalysos).

Y Kreta, SM T A: D 52/Taf. 3 (Smari). Ostigars, SH 111 B:
G 16/Abb. 10 (lalysos). ,SH T1I": C 16, 19/Abb. 3= A.

man an dem kontinental beeinflussten pelo-
ponnesischen Fundstiick K 26 (Mitopolis; SH
IIT C), auf dessen Blattflichen feine Zierrippen
die Mittelrippe begleiten. Das Ornament setzt
Vorstufen voraus, die man sich dhnlich wie an
der Lanzenspitze von Dolno Levski (Nr. 3) vor-
stellen kann.

Diese Details nihern Nr. 3 kontinentalen
Formen an, die in Griechenland kaum vor SH
II1 C fassbar werden. In dieselbe Richtung wei-
sen die Scharten in den Schneiden des bulga-
rischen Fundstiicks. Sie kehren in SH III C an
Lanzenspitzen der kontinentalen Typen Pazhok
und SB wieder.* Einige Scharten an Nr. 3 sind
so tief, dass sie auf Hicbschwerter zuriickge-
hen kénnen: eine Waffe, die in Bulgarien erst
in der Spitbronzezeit nachweisbar wird.?" Die
Rapiere der mittleren Bronzezeit eigneten sich
kaum zum Gefecht gegen die neuartige Waffe.
Es scheint, dass urthrakische Krieger versucht
haben, die gefihrlichen Hiebschwerter mit der
Lanze zu parieren.

Die Fundstiicke von Kri¢im (Nr. 4) und Le-
sura (Nr. 5) wurden schon als igiiische Bajonett-
lanzen der Gruppe H identifiziert. Angesichts
ihrer extremen Linge und der sehr schlanken
Blattform, mit unmerklicher Einmindung der
Schneiden in die Tiille, ist dafiir eine besonde-
re Kampfweise anzunehmen. Diese Merkmale
machen sie zum Durchstofen von Metallpan-
zern vom fahrenden Streitwagen aus optimal

161B,C/Tal. 21. Festlund, SH 111 C: D 44/Abb. 6 (Pera-
t/Attika).

'8 Kreta, MM ?: G 29/Abb. 10= A. 879 [?)/Tal. 34 (,Kreta®).
SM II: F 2/Abb. 7= A. 51/Taf. 9; F 11/Abb. 7= A. 55/Tal.
10; H 3/Abb. 11= A. 43/Taf. 7 (Knossos).- F 14/Abb. 8=
A. 32/Tal. 9 (,Chersonnes™). Festland, ,.SH 11 oder 111"
D 42/Abb. 6= A. 68/Taf. 11 (Prosymna). SH TIT A: D 38-
39= A. 44-45/Taf. 8 (Traganes/ Pelop.). SH III A (3): F
I/Abb. 3= A. 48/Tal. 8 (Pylos).- A. 50/Tal. Y (Tegea/Pe-
lop.). SH III B: D 41/Abb. 5= A. 144/Taf. 19 (Mazara-
ki/Epiros).

" Kreta, SM I11 C: K 24/Tal. 6; K 28/Abb. 13 (,Kreta®). Os-
tagies, SH 111 B/C: K 25/Abb. 13= A. 129/Taf. 18 (Kos).
Festland, SH 111 B/C: K 22/Abb. 15= A. 130/ 1af. I8
(Kicrion/Thessal.). Der kontinentale Ursprung solcher
Schneidenbildungen wird z.B. an Lanzenspitzen des
Typs Pazhok deutlich (Hakpine 1972, 218; Haroine 1973,
I41; Hockamaxn 1980, 52). - Verwandt: G 26/Abb. 10= A.
133/Taf. 18 (Lamia).- A. 134/Taf. 18 (Fundort 7).

U HanseL 1970, 28; Hockyaxy 1980, 53 ., 121: Aviea 1983,
56.

2 Hanser 1970, 33 ff; Ivaxov 1977, Abb. 2 (Bualkanski):
Harpine 1984, 162 {1 Bovzek 1985, 125t
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Abb. 2. Verbreilung von Rapieren (Kreise) und Lanzenspilzen (Dreiecke) digéischer Arl aus Bulgarien.
Nuwmmern: vgl. Abb. 1.
Distribution of rapiers (circles and spearheads (triangles) of Aegean character in Bulgaria. Numbers: cf. Fig. 1.

geeignet. Durch Homer sowie durch Bild- und
Schriftquellen ist gesichert, dass in der ostme-
diterranen Spitbronzezeit vom Wagen aus mit
Lanzen gekampft worden ist.**

Die Lanzenspitze von Kri¢im (Nr. 4) ent-
spricht, wie schon Sandars bemerkte, kretischen
»Bajonetten” aus SM II - IIT A. Thre Blattform
hat in Knossos eine Entsprechung (H 3), wiih-
rend Parallelen auf dem Festland und in der Os-
tigiis fehlen. Auch Zylindertiillen waren derzeit
in Kreta verbreitet (s. oben), und der sechseckige
Querschnitt begegnet fast nur dort (Anm. 17).
Ein weiteres Argument fiir engste Beziechungen
zu Kreta ist die Liinge von 0,5 m.»

Das ,Bajonett” aus Lesura (Nr. 5; Abb. 1,5)

2 [lias V, 25 t; 163 {f; 261 tf.; 319 f£; X, 470 {f.; 545 ft,;
564 ff.; Odyssee 5, 49. - Zu Streitwagen und Lanzen
(z.B.): Hockmann 1980, 43; 58 ft.; 62; 64; 103.- HOck-
aMaxn 1980a, E 283 ff, Bouzek 1985, 52 f; Korcke 1990,
M 41.

% Vgl. Kieta, SM TI: H 6/Abb. 11.- H 20-21/Abb. 13= A.
865-866/Taf. 53.- H 21/Abb. 13= A. 866/ Tat. 33. ,SM
111 oder spiter” (SM II 2): H 11/Abb. 12= A. 35/Taf. 5
(Axos). Dazu Hockmany 1980, 182 f; Tab. 11.

H Kyeta, SM 11: H 3/Abb. 11= A. 43/Taf. 7; H 20-21/Abb.
13= A. 866, 865/ Taf. 33 (Knossos). Ostigdis, SH 11T A:

unterscheidet sich von Nr. 4 schon durch die
Zugehorigkeit zu einem Hort. Bronzen wie die
Speerspitze vom Typ SB (Anm. 5) zeigen, dass
dieses Ensemble zu einer Zeit vergraben wur-
de, als Bajonettlanzen in der Agiiis keine Rolle
mehr spielten.

Nr. 5 hat ihnliche Form wie Nr. 4, kaum brei-
ter. Vergleichbare Umrisse begegnen in SM 11
in Knossos und (spiter) in Rhodos.*' Die Kiirze
der Tiille hat nur in Knossos und Athen Paralle-
len.? Thre konische Form hat an Bajonettlanzen
die beste Entsprechung in Knossos (H 6). Auch
Manschetten am Tiillenrand begegnen bei Ba-
jonettlanzen nur in Knossos und Athen.*

Dies, und die groBe Linge des Stiickes,

H 24/Abb. 13 (lalysos). SH III B: H 22 [?]/Abb. 13= A.
863/Taf. 32 (lalysos). ,SH III": H 23/Abb. 13= A. 863/
Taf. 32 (Ialysos).

5 Krela, SM 11: H 3/Abb. 11= A. 43/Taf. 7. H 20/Abb. 13=
A. 865/Tal. 33 (Knossos). Festland, SH 11T A: H 1/Abb.
I1=A. 42/Taf. 7 (Athen).

% Kreta, SM 11: H 20/Abb. 13= A. 865/ Taf. 33 (Knossos).
SM IIT A: H 4/Abb. 11= A. 41/Taf. 7; H 19/Abb. 13= A.
867/Taf. 33 (Knossos). Festland, SH TI1 A: H 1/Abb. 11=
A, 42/Taf. 7 (Athen).
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konnte kretische Herkunft erwigen lassen.
Damit lisst sich die Form der Mittelrippe aber
nicht vereinbaren. Sie hat auf 2/3 der Linge
dachféormigen Querschnitt, der im Siden fast
nur in SH T bezeugt ist.”” Dann endet der kan-
tige Grat; im letzten Drittel hat die Rippe halb-
kreis- oder wuistartigen Querschnitt (Anm. 4:
Form b bzw. e). Dass eine Mittelrippe nicht in
ganzer Linge denselben Querschnitt aufweist,
ist aus der Agiis nicht bekannt.

Dies zeigt, dass Nr. 5 von einem einheimi-
schen Waftenschmied hergestellt worden ist. Er
kannte kretische Waffen wie Nr. 4, wich aber in
Einzelheiten von diesen Vorbildern ab.

Sandars, die schon Verbindungen mit Kreta
sieht, erwigt dafiir zwei Erkliarungsmodelle.*
Im ersten Fall konnten thrakische Soldner kre-
tische Waffen in thre Heimat mitgenommen ha-
ben, wenn sie nach dem Ende ihres Dienstes in
Kreta nach Thrakien heimkehrten. - Die Exis-
tenz fremdlindischer Séldner im palastzeitli-
chen Kreta ist durch das Fresko des ,,Captain of
the Black™ in Knossos erwiesen.”” Wenn, gewiss
mit dgyptischer Hilfe, Nubier in Dienst genom-
men werden konnten, bereitet die Annahme
keine Schwierigkeiten, dass auch Krieger aus
dem vergleichsweise leichter zu erreichenden
Thrakien angeworben worden sind.

Sandars’ zweites Modell erwiigt, dass kreti-
sche Waffenschmiede nach dem Ende der Pa-
lastkultur ihr Heil in fernen Lindern gesucht
haben kénnten. Dort hiitten ihre eigenen Pro-

* Festland, SH 1: C 1/Abb. 2= A. 13/Taf. 2; C 2/Abb, 2= A,
12/Taf. 2; C 3/Abb. 2= A. 9/Taf. 1; C 4/Abb. 2= A. 14/ Taf.
2; C 5/Abb. 2= A. 16/Tal. 3; C 6/Abb. 2= A. 1I/Tal. 2; C
7/Abb. 2= A. 8/Taf. 1I; A. 15/Tat. 3 [Grab D] (Mykene).
SH IT A: D 31/Abb. 5= A. 26/Taf. 4 (Vapheio). SH I1I A:
D 35= A. 27/Tal. 4 (Mykene). Wohl SH I1I B/C: Hock-
MANN 1980, 119, Abb. 18.4= A. 139/Taf. 19 (Gribiani);
Hockyaxy 1980, Abb. 18.10= A. 147/Taf. 19 [?] (Gardi-
ki); Hockmann 1980, Abb. 18.11= A. 149/Tal. 19 (Koni-
tsa) [alle Typ SB: Epiros]. Ostagdis, SH 1T [2]: D 7/Taf. 1=
AL 36/Tal. 5 (Skopelos).

“ Sanpars 1963, 125, Demgegeniber [ar [viedliche Han-
delskontakte: Harpine 1984, 241; Bouzek 1985, 21.

# Evans 1928, Farbraf., X111

U Gave 1948, 4 [ mit Map 1

M Vel das dgiische Rapier von Tetovo am Axios/Vardar
(Saxpars 1963, 120; Bouvzek 1983, 214) als Hinweis auf In-
teresse an diesem Weg in den Kontinent (skeptisch aber:
Hitrer 1984, 18); Beachtung verdient, dass R, Galovic in
Isar Kale bei Skopje SH I B-Scherben fand (jetzt in der
Sammlung des Seminars {iir Ur- und Frithgeschichte der
Universitat Manstery Westt, Ich danke Galovie herzlich

dukte, oder die ihrer einheimischen Lehrlinge,
allmihlich einen Charakter angenommen, der
von den kretischen Ausgangsformen abwich.

Beide Modelle sind ebenso attraktiv wie un-
bewiesen. Es muss beriicksichtigt werden, dass
die Bajonettlanzen (Nr. 4-5) fiir eine Takuk des
Kampts vom fahrenden Wagen aus spezialisiert
sind, die im Nahen Osten, und auch in Kreta und
Mykene, giingig war, doch bisher nicht fiir das
bronzezeitliche Thrakien erwiesen ist. Dies liegt
eher im Sinne von Sandars’ erster Hypothese.

Es liefe sich noch ein weiteres Erklirungs-
modell erwigen. - Betrachtet man die Verbrei-
tung dgiischer Waffen in Bulgarien (Abb. 2), so
zeichnet sich an den Garnituren aus Rapieren
und idgiischen Lanzen (Perudtica und Dolno
Levski; unfern die Wagenlanze von Kricim)
eine Bindung an die Marica ab, die einen Weg
von der }‘lg'ziis in den Kontinent anbietet. Er
setzt sich zunichst zu Lande und dann ent-
lang der Osam oder der Jantra fort.” Dort liegt
Krasno Gradiste. Es zeigt sich, dass alle original-
kretischen Lanzenspilzen entlang dieser Route ge-
funden worden sind. Demgegeniiber sind alle
lokal-imitierten Rapiere (mit einer Ausnahme
aus dem Struma-Gebiet) unabhiingig von den
Transitwegen zur Agiis verteilt.

Dieser Befund deutet fiir SM I - TIT A Inte-
resse Kretas am Marica-Weg an.” Zu dieser Zeit
geriet Kretas Metallversorgung in eine Krise.™

fiir die Ubereignung der Fundstiicke). Noch klarer zeigt
sich die Bedeutung des Axios/Vardar-Wegs an Keramik
aus MH und SH in Kastanas, nahe seiner Mindung in
den Thermaischen Golf (HocHsTETTER 1982, 100; 102;
114); Harpine 1984, 248; Smit 1989, 176; Korcke 1990,
M 69; M 72 [.mykenisches Emporion”; Hixser 1982, 200
konstatiert nur, dass sich zur Zeit des massenhatten Er-
scheinens von SH 11 B-Keramik in Kastanas der Hau-
styp dndert]). Es scheint, dass dieser Weg in den Kon-
tinent den Festlandsgriechen seit MH vertraut war. Die
Kreter scheinen diese mykenische Interessensphiire ost-
lich umgangen zu haben, indem sie die Marica als Weg
in den Kontinent erschlossen. Hierfiir spricht auch die
u.U. frithe kretische Speerspitze K 31/Abb. 15 von Ma-
roneta an der Kiste des ostlichen Makedonien.

“ Knaere 1990, 122, Dies wiire eine Wiederholung der Krise
in der Zinnversorgung, als Hammurabi um 1785 v.Chr.
Mari eroberte (Strgm 1980, bes. 116 [). Surem ([iir SM/
SH auch Harpine 1984, 56) vermutet, Kreta hiitte dar-
authin durch mykenischen Zwischenhandel bohmisches
Zinn bezogen. Ubersicht: Korcke 1990, M 42.

“
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Es erscheint denkbar, dass ein Zusammenhang
besteht. Dann wire zu erwagen, dass kretische
Herrscher die Marica-Route durch Geschenke
an lokale Fiirsten gesichert hitten: eine mer-
kantile Politik, wie sie z.B. H. Kyrieleis und G.
Kopcke fiir das frithe 1. Jtv.Chr. annehmen.®
Mir scheint, dass Handelsinteressen der Kreter
dazu beigetragen haben kénnten, dass Thra-
kien sich dgiischen Importen und Einfliissen
geoffnet hat.®!

Minyer und Mykener hatten schon frither
den Axios- (Vardar-) Weg erschlossen (Anm.
31). Eventuell wollten die Kreter diese ,,mykeni-
sche Interessensphire” ostlich umgehen, als sie
zur Marica segelten. Kupferbarren igiischer
Form im Meer vor der bulgarischen Schwarz-
meerkiiste deuten die Moglichkeit an, dass sie
auch in den Pontos reisten.” Die Rolle Kretas
bei der ,,Agﬁisierung“ Thrakiens, wie sie San-
dars und Samsaris annehmen, erscheint glaub-
haft.

In welchem MaBe auch die Mykener den See-
weg in der Agi‘lis genutzt haben, ist noch nicht
recht zu beurteilen.?® Mykenische Keramik und
Hausarchitektur an der Axios- (Vardar-) Min-
dung (Anm. 31) sprechen aber fiir Seeverkehr.

Lassen sich dgiische Lanzenspitzen als
Flrstengeschenke auch nérdlich von Bulgarien
nachweisen ? Ich betrachte nur Bajonettlanzen,

3 Kyrierers 1988, 57; Korcke 1990, M 28, M 53, M 124 (zu
QOdyssee 7,470 £.; 23, 741 ff.); Korcke 1992, 109. Undeut-
lich formuliert nimmt wohl auch Melas 1988, 57 kretische
Waffengeschenke an, zieht aber keine klare Grenze zur
modischen Imitation bewunderter kretischer Vorbilder
(p- 59: ,Versailles-Eftekt”). Die Vorbilder miissten aber
auf irgendeine Weise bekannt gewesen sein, um imitiert
werden zu kénnen. Woupnuvizen 1989, 201 rechnet konk-
ret mit Geschenken aul Fiirstenebene, doch (nur?) in
Form von Kannen voll Olivendl. Seine These stiitzt sich
auf ,Widmungen" in Linear B-Schrift sowie auf natur-
wissenschaftliche Herkunftsbestimmungen signierter
Getiille aus Mittelgriechenland, die diese als Geschenke
des ,,mykenischen® Kénigs von Knossos (SM 11 [- 11T A])
ausweisen. Unter den Adressaten befinden sich auch th-
rakische Herrscher in dieser Landschaft. Demgegeniiber
meint Morris 1992, XVI aufgrund von Schriftquellen
zum archaischen Griechenland, Auslinder hitten ihre
Geschenke nicht an lokale Fiirsten, sondern an die dor-
tigen Heiligtiimer gerichtet. Es gibt keine Quellen dazu,

ob thrakische Heiligtiimer der Bronzezeit Einfluss auf

Politik und Handelsgeschiifte hatten: Fiirsten als Adres-
saten fiir Geschenke erscheinen glaubhafter (so auch
MarrHius 1989, 89; 91; 96; Samsaris 1989, 173). Hierfiir
spricht auch die Herkunft der kretischen Waffen von
Perustica und Dolno Levski aus Gribern.

da sie sich unmittelbar auf die Streitwagentak-
tik der dgdischen Herrenschicht beziehen.

Formal dhnliche Lanzenspitzen liegen aus
Ungarn und Osterreich vor. In Nordwest-Un-
garn scheint sich fiir ein intaktes Exemplar aus
dem Depotfund von Sighegy die Herkunft aus
der Agiis erwigen zu lassen.”® Dafiir kénn-
te seine schlanke Form sprechen, die von den
gedrungenen einheimischen Formen extrem
abweicht. Eine ringartige Verstirkung des Ttil-
lenrandes hitte Entsprechungen an Bajonetten
meist von Knossos.*” Auch fiir die nicht ge-
schlitzte Tille lieBen sich Parallelen im Siiden
nennen.”

Dennoch kann die Lanzenspitze aus Sighe-
gy nicht als dgiisches Original aus SM II-1TTA
gelten. Dagegen spricht nur die tberschlanke
Form des Blatts ohne Verbreiterung im oberen
Drittel,*® sondern entscheidend die ilterurnen-
felderzeitliche Datierung (Ha A) des Depots
von Saghegy,* erheblich spiter als SM II-TTTA.
Eine direkte Verbindung mit der Palastzeit von
Knossos oder auch der bulgarischen Fundgrup-
pe ist nicht moglich.

Eine weitere Lanzenspitze von scheinbar agii-
scher Form gehort zu dem Hort von Mezokovesd
in Nordost-Ungarn.*! Die grofite Breite des Blatts
im vorderen Drittel der Gesantlinge entspricht
einem Exemplar von Knossos.** Der schrige Ab-

# Zur ,Agiisierung" Thrakiens (z.B.): Hixsri. 1977, bes.
89; HiLLer 1984; Bouzek 1983, 81, 213 £; Verree 1986;
Katinc¢arov 1989; Samsaris 1989; Fol 1989/90.

¥ Karajotov 1978; Four 1979, 120; Paxajotov 1980, 177 f;
Tonceva 1982, 179; Haroine 1984, 49; 52; Bouzek 1985,
90; VeLkov 1986, 287; Porozanov 1990, 288.

* Vasenbilder aus SH III C von Kynos/Livanates (Dako-
roneia 1990) deuten Gemeinsamkeiten zwischen dem
spiatmykenischen und dem thrakischen Schiffbau in der
Nordigiis an (Hockmann 1999). Dies Lisst Kontakte zur
See vermuten (fiir mykenischen Seeverkehr zum Axios
auch: Harpixe 1984, 241). Bronzezeitliche Wrack- oder
Ankertunde in der Nordiigiis sind noch nicht bekannt.

36 Pater 1968, Taf. 33,3,

¥ H 4/Abb. 11= A. 41/Taf. 7; H 8/Abb. 12; H 9/Abb. 12= A.
870/ Taf. 35; H 21/Abb. 13= A. 866/ Taf. 33 (Knossos); H
27/Abb. 13 (Pegadia).

H 1/Abb. 11= A. 42/Tal. 7 (Athen).- H 2[?)/Abb. 11= A.
1055/Tat. 52 (Delphi).- H 3/Abb. 11= A. 43/Taf. 7, H
6/Abb. 11; H 8/Abb. 12; H 9/Abb. 12= A. 870/Taf. 33
(Knossos).- H 22-23/Abb. 13= A. 862-863/Taf. 32 (laly-
s0s).- H 27[?]/Abb. 13 (Pegadia).

¥ Ahnlich nur: H 1 (Anm. 38).

U Patek 1968, 36.

' Kemenczer 1984, Taf. CXXII1.14.

= H 19/Abb. 13= A. 867/Taf. 33.
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schluss der Schneiden liefle sich etwa an einem
Bajonett aus Athen (Anm. 38) erkennen, und die
Mittelrippe vertritt die dgiische Form e.* Wie im
vorigen Fall entspricht die Datierung in Ha Al
aber nicht der Palastzeit in Knossos, sondern erst
SM IIICI1. Dasselbe gilt fiir ein tiberschlankes
Blattfragment von Csabrendek' und ein frag-
mentiertes Fundstiick von Csiakberény.*

In Osterreich ist eine Lanzenspitze vom Pass
Luftenstein (Salzburg)'® der Lanze von Mezi-
kévesd (Anm. 41) so dhnlich, dass dieselben Be-
dingungen vorauszusetzen sind wie dort.

Die einzige mir bekannte original dgidische
Lanzenspitze im Norden, allerdings kein Ba-
jonett sondern ein Vertreter der Variante F
[VY, wurde wahrscheinlich auf der Insel Fohr
in Nordfriesland gefunden.** Sie kann nur als
exotischer ,statistischer Ausreifier” gelten, nicht
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HIL Fawnea 1V w Bepiuvoapa 1V,

The site is located near the village of Staliiska
mahala (present day district of Montana, North-
west Bulgaria) on a hill called “"Bagacina” that
rises approximately 40 m above the first terrace
of river Lom. The top of the hill itself has a 4 m
declination (Northwest—=Southeast) and covers an
arca of approximately 500 m?. The excavations
have taken place during 1981-1991 under the di-
rection of Dr. Alexander Bonev and Dr. Georgi
Alexandrov. The results have been published
in two articles and a monograph. According to
them the stratigraphy of the site is as follows: a
Late Enacolithic settlement with four lavers, spo-
radic materials from the “transitional period to
the Bronze Age”, Bronze Age (3rd — 2nd mill.
BC) and lst millennium BC materials. The 3rd—
Ist millennia materials were published as com-
ing from ritual pits which is the reason for the
authors to argue about the existence at Bagacina
of a Thracian cult “pit” center during those mil-
lennia (boHeEs/AAEkcAtLPOR 1986; 1993; 1996).
Since the topic of the monograph was the Thra-
cian cult center from the Ist mill. BC the pre-
historic layers and materials were published in
general only. That is why here I shall present the
Bronze Age materials which, I hope, could be a
small contribution to the better understanding
of the nature of this important site.*

The materials

I. Early Bronze Age' - 2
A. Bowls

1. Hemispherical bowls:

* The materials with secure cultural or chronological char-
acterization will be presented.

a) the rim 1s thickened from the inside (Pl
11/1).

2. Bowls with elongated body:

a) the rim is thickened from the inside (PL
[/1-2; 11/2-7).

b) the rim is everted forming a short border
and obliquely cut from the inside (PLIL/S).

Bowls of types 1 and 2 have two pairs of three
vertical relief bands starting [rom the rim and
ending with a reliet application at the body or

Just two applications on the body. The applica-

tions probably served as handles. All the bowls
are decorated with incised lines: beneath the
rim the so-called “fish bone” motif is disposed;
sometimes from the “fish bone” band two or
four vertical scratched bands come (PL. I; 11)

B. Cups

There is a complete cup and fragments from
another two, all of them hemispherical body,
short funnel-like neck and a tall looped-handle.
All the cups are decorated with incised lines,
one of them having “linsen” decoration as well
(PL. I11.4-6). Handles [rom PL. V.2, 5, § come
from the same cups as well.

C. Askoi

There is a complete askoi and fragments
from another one. The complete vessel is deco-
rated with incised lines forming a zigzag band
while the second one is decorated with hanging
triangles made of dots (PL I11.1, 2).

" In the article the Bulgarian periodization of the Bronze
Age is used (ALExaNDROV 1995).
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D. Amphorae

There is a complete amphora and fragments
from another two. The complete vessel is deco-
rated with incised lines forming the so-called
fir branches motif while the two others are dec-
orated with vertical lines made with imprints
(PL. I11.3, 7, 8). It is not excluded handles from
Pl. V.3, 6, 9-11 to come from amphorae as well.

E. Big Jugs

The height of these vessels is around 1.0
m. The shape itself is with spherical body, tall
cone-like neck and inverted to the outside rim
forming a big border. The handle connects the
maximum diameter of the body to the rim ris-
ing highly above it. The decoration patterns are
disposed on the rim, on the body and on the
handle. The technique used is incisions form-
ing triangles in some cases marked with “linsen”
ornament (PL. IV).

F. Vessels For Liquids

Some rims discovered could have come from
such vessels. All the fragments are decorated with
incised lines or finsen ornaments (Pl. V.1, 4).

In spite of the already described decorative
techniques and motifs I would like to mention
some others specific for the site. Apart from the
decoration with vertical lines made with im-
prints (Pl. II1.3, 7, 8) this would be the verti-
cal incised lines the space between them being
filled with dots, scratches of stamped triangles
(PL. V.7, 9, 11).

Model of wheel (?) or a spindle-whorl (?) at-
tracted my attention as well. It is made of clay;
the surface is burnished dark brown in color.
The decoration is fascinating made with im-
printing a cord into the soft clay. At one of the
sides of the spindle-whorl there is a rosette with
seven leaves; the opposite side being decorated
with curved lines making a circled band in the
middle of which a representation of an eye is to
be seen. The narrow part is also decorated (Pl
XII.8). I am inclined to assign the find to the
EBA-2 thanks to the consideration that corded
decoration was very rare in the periods follow-
ing EBA-2.

2. Early Bronze Age-3
A. Bowls
1. Hemispherical bowls:

a) the rim is thickened from the inside (PL
VILI, 2);

b) the rim is everted forming a “border” (PI.
VII14, 8);

c) the rim is with a “T"-profile (Pl. VIII.12).

Most of the bowls of types Alb-c had short,
symmetrically disposed vertical handles con-
necting rim to the body (Pl. VII.3-5).

2. Hemispherical bowls with inverted rims:

a) the rim is rounded; according to the han-
dle three variants are presented:

al) with a short vertical handle rising slightly
above the rim (Pl. IX.2, 5). Most of the bowls of
this variant had relief applications rising from
the rim. Probably there were 3 of them (dis-
posed symmetrically opposite and on both sides
to the handle (Pl. VIIIL.2, 3, 9-11). The forth ap-
plication is the place where the upper part of
the handle starts (Pl. VIIL.7);

a2) with a horizontal tunnel lugs (Pl. IX.3,
4, 6-8);

a3) with pseudo-horizontal tunnel lugs (pl.
1X.9).

b) the rim is with a “T"- profile (Pl. VIIL1).
Most of the bowls of this variant had two or four
short, symmetrically disposed vertical handles
connecting rim to the body (PL. VIL.6, 7).

Most of the bowls of type 1b-c¢ and 2b have
been decorated with incised lines and dots filled
with white paste. The decoration is placed on the
rim. The motifs are geometric in shape — hang-
ing triangles, rectangles, oblique lines etc (PL
VIL1, 4, 8, 12). The applications on the rims of
bowls type 2al have also been decorated in the
same manner and shape (Pl. VIIL.3, 9, 11).

B. Cups

1. Two handle cups with an elongated “S™-
profile of the so-called Bubanj-Hum IIT or
“Vecina Mala” types. The handles connect body
to the rim rising slightly above it. None of the
cups is decorated (Pl. X.4, 7).

2. Base pointed cups with one handle of the
so-called Junacite type. None of the cups is dec-
orated (PL. X.1-3, 5, 6).

C. Jugs
There is only one jug from the site. It has
a pear-like body with an everted and obliquely
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cut rim. The handle, decorated with a vertical
relief band, connects the body to the neck (Pl
X.8).

D. Pots

There are no complete pots so the descrip-
tion of the shapes is not possible. However, there
is a distinguished shape of a pot with two short
vertical handles. According to their disposal
three variants are seen:

1. The handles connect the neck to the rim
not rising above it (Pl. X1.1);

2. The handles connect the neck to the rim
not rising slightly above it (Pl. XI.2);

3. The handles are disposed at the neck (PL
XI1.4, 5).

E. Urn-like Vessels

There is only one fragment, which could be
assigned to that shape. Itis decorated with a re-
lief band below the rim, which forms a sort of
manchette (pl. X1.6).

Probably the tunnel lugs from Pl. XII.1-4 be-
long to the same period as well as the fragment
of a stone axe from Pl. XIL.7.

A bronze weapon with a missing edge
comes from the site as well (Pl. XI1.6 = BoHeg/
AAEKCAHArOB 1996, 26, 118, 06p. 47). Unfortu-
nately there is no information for the context of
discovering. It could be described both as a dag-
ger or spear-head. Similar daggers have been
found in Anatolia and Asia Minor dated to the
end of 4th-beginning of the 3rd millennium BC
(MULLER-KarpE 1995, 274-276, Abb. 14). From
the other site the weapon is very similar to the
spear-heads of Xa type according to Branigan.
Similar spear-heads come, for example, from
Troy I1g (Branican 1974, 163, pl. 10.461). In my
opinion, the spear-head from Bagacina should
date in EBA-3.

3. Late Bronze Age
Materials from that period are few in number
but, however, very characteristic.

A. Kantharoi
This is the basic form from the site. Most of
the fragments come from this shape. They are

* Here, the typology of the Cototeni pottery for Bulgar-
ian lands will be used (ALEXanDROV 1990). In brackets the

made of well-purified clay with some mica or
quartz ingredients. The surface is burnished,
often polished, gray or black in color. All the
fragments are decorated with incised lines, fine

furchenstich or combination of both techniques.

The lines are filled with white paste (Pl. XIII1.2,
3, 5-13). The same decoration techniques are to
be met on the handles of the kantharoi as well
(PL. XIII.4; XIV). All the motifs have geometric
shape, one of the fragments presenting a highly
stylized anthropomorphic (woman?) represen-
tation (Pl XIIL.12).

B. Bowls

There is only one fragment that could be
assigned to the period in discussion. It comes
from a deep hemispherical bowls with curved
rim. The rim itself is inverted to the outside
forming a short border. There is a decoration
of a line of incised triangles on the maximum
diameter of the bowl (Pl. XIIL.1).

Chronological and cultural frame

1. Early Bronze Age — 2

There is no doubt about the cultural defi-
nition of the materials from EBA-2. From the
very beginning of the excavations they have
been assigned to the Cotofeni culture. Accord-
ing to the typology of the Cototeni pottery in
Bulgaria and Romania the bowls with elongat-
ed body and everted rim forming a short bor-
der thickened from the inside as well (Pl. 1.1-2;
11.12-7) are included in type 1d2 (I1d).” Bowls
with similar shape and obliquely cut from the
inside rim (PLIL.8) are included in type IIb4
(ITb). Hemispherical bowls with thickened from
the inside rim (Pl I1.1) belong to type I1f (ALEx-
Aanprov 1990; Roaan 1976, 20, Pl 15). Cups (PL.
[11.4-6) enter type I11c2b while askoi are includ-
ed in type Xlal and Xla2 (ALexanprov 1995,
Fig. 4.72; Romax 1976, 21, 23, PL. 17.9; 29.1-4).
Amphorae (PL. 111.3) enter type V, the big jars
(PL IV) — type X and the vessels for liquids (PI.
V.1-3) — type IX (ALExanprov 1990; Roman
1976, 21, 23, PL. 23.4;-27; 28). It is clear from the
parallels listed above that all the pottery pre-
sented in chapter EBA-2 is characteristic for the
Cotofeni culture. The presence of this culture

general typology of the pottery proposed by P. Roman
is shown.

In Honorem Henrieta Todorova
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in Staliiska mahala has been noticed from the
very beginning of the excavations. The excava-
tors looked for parallels in Cotofeni settlements
such as Gradec and Magura, Vidin district
(Mouosa 1988; JAxamMpAa30B/KaTHHYAPOB 1974)
and Rassovo, Montana district® dating the ma-
terials in EBA (BoHeB/AAEKcaHAPOB 1993, 25;
1996, 22-24). However, a more precise chrono-
logical attribution for the pottery is possible.

On both sides of the Danube a southern
variant of the Cotofeni culture develops for
which the name Danubian has been proposed.
According to the chronology and periodisation
of the Bronze Age accepted in Bulgaria this
variant covers phases EBA 1lc — EBA 2 (ALEx-
ANDROV 1995, 256-260). Where is the place of
Staliiska mahala materials in this chronologi-
cal order? Bowls of types IIb4, I1d2, and IIfl
are characteristic for Gradec and Magura sites
most of all for horizons II-I in both sites (AL-
eExXANDROV 1990). Those horizons are dated to
the phase Cotofeni ITT (ALExaNDROV 1995, 262).
North of the Danube such forms come from Ba-
sarabi and Ostrovul Corbului both sites dating
from Cotofeni III (Roman 1976, PL. 91, 92, 99).
The same parallels could be found for cups of
type IIIc2b, jugs of type X, amphorae of type
V, askoi of type XI as well as vessels for liquids
of type IX (ALExanprov 1990; Roman 1976,
PL.95; 99; 100). Considering the parallels listed,
a date of the finds in Cotofeni III seems quite
logic. Based on the parallels with Gradec II-I
and its chronological position I am inclined to
believe that Staliiska mahala dates to the end of
Cotofeni III that would correspond to EBA 2b-
¢ in Bulgarian chronology and periodisation of
the Bronze Age (ALEXANDROV 1995, 256).

2. Early Bronze Age — 3

2.1. Chronological frame )

Hemispherical bowls with thickened from
the inside rim (Pl. VIIL.1,2) have good paral-
lels in Glina settlement from Ostrovul Corbului
— “Cliuci” (Roman 1985, fig.1.6, 7). The same is
to be said for the bowls (PL. VII.3-5) with everted
rim forming a “border” and a short, symmetri-

3 Unpublished excavations A. Bonev and G. Alexandrov.
The materials are in Montana museum now.

4+ The bowl is an accidental find published as coming from
a destroyed barrow and dated to the Late Iron Age. How-
ever, there are no parallels shown for the vessel in discus-

cally disposed vertical handles connecting rim
to the body (Roman 1985, fig. 1.9, 11). The set-
tlement was dated to the 4th phase of the Glina
culture being synchronized to Monteoru Ic4 as
well (Roman 1986). Same bowls have been at-
tested in the Central Balkans' EBA site Juzac
(Jevric 1997, Pl. XI1.2) as well as in the EBA-3
level from Pernik (ALExanDrov 1998, fig. 7.1, 2).
Bowls with “T” or closed to it profile of the
rim (Pl. VIL5-7; VIIL.1, 4-6, 8, 12) find their
best parallels, including the incised decoration
on the rim, in Bubanj-Hum group from the
Central Balkans (Bysaw 1983, cat. Nos. 135,
142; ITraucTtorHcKE 1973, cat. No. 186). The
chronological position of these bowls in Bubanj-
Hum III has already been discussed (ALEXAN-
prov 1998, 225-226). Further south and south-
east such bowls come from EBA-3 sites of Okol
Glava and Ciukovec — Sofia and Pernik districts
(ALExANDROV 1998, 225, f1g.7.3, 4) as well as from
Sitagroi Vb (RENFREW ET AL. 1986, fig. 13:27. 9,
10, 12). Bowls with a “T” profile appear in Mun-
tenia—Odaia Turcului=“Obere Schicht” (Tupor
1982, Abb. 7.1-5, 7, 16; BAjENaru 2003, Fig. 5).
Similar shapes have been attested in Nieni
— Zinoaga in levels I-I1. It has been noted that
their number increases from level I to level II.
Both levels have been synchronized with Monte-
oru IC4-1 (levels ITa-b) and ante-Monteoru 1C4
(1) - levels Ia-b respectively (MoTzoi-CHICIDEANU/
Sanpor-CHicipeanu 2001, 79, fig. 15.4, 9).
Hemispherical bowls with inverted rims, re-
lief applications and a short vertical handle ris-
ing slightly above it (PL. VIIL.2, 3, 7, 9-11; IX.2,
5) are also typical for the EBA-3 in the region.
The nearest parallel is a complete bowl from Al-
timir, Vratza district (Hukoaos 1965, 175, o6p.
16.r).* Further east such shapes come from EBA-
3 site Hotnitsa — V. Tarnovo district (ILCHEVA
2000, fig. 2.9). Another complete vessel comes
from Southwest Bulgaria — Djakovo, associated
with cups of Junacite type (ALEXANDROV 1998,
fig. 5.2-4, 7).> Bowls with short vertical handles
are also known from Ostrovul Corbului-Glina
IV settlement (RoMan 1998, Abb. 3.5) as well
as from the EBA in Central Balkans — Gradina

sion while the other three vessels could possible date to
the LIA.

> There is a graphic mistake in ALexanprov 1998, fig. 5.
The handle under No. 5 comes from Garlo while the cup
under No. 4 actually comes from Djakovo.
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and Juzac sites near PazariSte (Jevric 1997, Pl
V.4; XII1.2). Relief application possibly from the
same bowls come from Bubanj-Hum III (Bysatb
1983, cat. Nos. 137-138).5

Hemispherical bowls with inverted rim and
tunnel or pseudo tunnel lugs on the rim (PL
IX.3, 4, 6-9). The nearest parallel comes from
Lovech — complete vessel associated with a Ju-
nacite type base pointed cup (ALEXANDROV 1998,
fig.1.5-7). Close parallels of the bowls with pseu-
do- tunnel lugs come from Ostrovul Corbului
— Glina IV site (Roman 1998, Abb. 3.2). The
shape is typical for the EBA in Thrace appear-
ing there from EBA-2 and continuing during
EBA-3. It appears in the EBA-2 in Southwest
Bulgaria continuing its presence there during
EBA-3 as well (ALexanxprov 1994). Generally
speaking, north of the Danube bowls (different
in shape) but with tunnel, or pseudo-tunnel lugs
on the rim appear as early as Odaia Turcului -
level 4, Naeni-Zanoaga I-II and Monteoru IC4
(Tupor 1982, Abb. 7/4,16; BAJEnaru 2003, Fig.5;
MoTzo1-CHICIDEANU/SANDOR-CHICIDEANU 2001,
79, fig. 15.4,6; Zanaria 1987, fig. 15).

One of the most characteristic pottery forms
from Staliiska mahala is the base-pointed cup
of “Junacite” type (pl. X.1-3, 5, 6). The form it-
self is not a strange one for Northwest or Cen-
tral North Bulgaria. The nearest parallel comes
from Jakimovo, some 10 km east of Staliiska ma-
hala. Such cups are known from Lovech, Zga-
levo, Sadovec and Muselievo (ALEXANDROV 1999,
223, fig.1, 2). However, the shape is most char-
acteristic for the Northwest Thrace. Majority of
the cups known comes from Junacite-tell where
they appear from 8th to 1st horizon (Muxos
1933, ob6p. 38; KarumuarosMauamosa 1933,
157). 8th to 3rd horizons from tell were dated by
"C in the period 2570/2530-2360/2330 cal. BC
(Bovapziev 1995, 155-157). Such cups appear
in Southwest Bulgaria, unfortunately without
any stratigraphic data (ALexanprov 1998, Fig.
5) as well as in Velika Humska Cuka, phase
Bubanj-Hum III and Pelince near Kumanovo
associated with cups of Bubanj-Hum III type
(Bypams 1983, cat. Nos.187-188; Carkockn 1992,
34; Garasanin 1996, 103). A Junacite type cup

% For the discussion on actual date of these applications see
ALEXANDROV 1998.

comes from Sitagroi Vb, feature QO6. The last
one is later than the "Long House” and the “Bin
Complex” representing the end of the EBA-3 in
tell. The EBA-3 there was dated by "“C between
2100 - 1800 BC, or 2700 — 2200 cal. BC (REx-
FREW ET AL. 1986, 173, 185, fig. 13:27.3).

Other characteristic forms are the two han-
dle cups with an elongated “S”-profile of the so-
called “Bubanj-Hum III" or “Vecina Mala” types
(PI. X.4, 7). Best analogies are to be found in
Southwest Bulgaria — Pernik (ALEXANDROV 1998,
224, fig. 4), Bubanj-Hum III group and Vecina
Mala from Nisava and Morava valleys (Bysaib
1983, cat. Nos.154-164; Croun, 1986, Ca. 3-12)
and, further south in the Armenochori group
(HeurTLey 1939). From Thrace, similar cups
come from the upper horizons in Ezero-tell as
well as from Djadovo-tell, horizons I-II dating
to the end of the EBA (AEmakos 1997, o6p. 4.m,
17.¢). Considering the internal division of the
EBA-3 in Northwest Bulgaria and Morava val-

ley (ALexasprov 1995, 256; GaraSanin 1996,

102-104). I am inclined to assign the Bagacina
cups to EBA-3a.

Pots with handles connecting the neck to the
rim not rising above it (Pl. XI.1) as well as those
with handles disposed at the neck (Pl. XI.4,
5) have been attested in early Vinkovci pits
from Golokut (Vojvodina), in Novacka Duprija
(Morava valley) and in the Central Balkan EBA
sites (ITeTpoBUTR 1996, 9, Taba. 3; KecTuh ET
AL. 1986, IX.1, 2; XV 4, 5; JevTic 1997, IV.2, 4;
VIIL.1, 3). Pots with two handles connecting the
neck to the rim rising slightly above it (Pl. XI.2)
have their parallels in Kozlodui (ALEXANDROV
1998, fig. 2.6), Odaia Turcului (Tupor 1982,
Abb. 8.1-3, 6) and Monteoru IC4 (Zanaria 1987,
fig. 10). The shape was presented in the EBA
Central Balkans as well (Jevric 1997, VII.1,3).

Considering the above-mentioned parallels
I am inclined to date the EBA-3 materials from
Bagacina to the phase EBA-3a. This presump-
tion is based mainly on the parallels with the
Naeni — Zinoaga and Monteoru IC41 as well
as on the lack of the so-called besenstrich deco-
ration that marks the end of the EBA in some
parts of the Lower Danube.

In Honorem Henrieta Todorova



230

Stefan Alexandrov

2.2. Cultural Interpretation

EBA-3 materials from Bagacina have already
been subject to cultural interpretation. The au-
thors of the investigations assigned some of the
materials described above to the “...cultural com-
plex Late Glina—Schneckenberg—Bubanj-Hum 111"
(BoHEB/AAEKCAHAPOB 1996, 25). The existence
of Late Glina culture materials in Bagacina has
been noted in some other articles as well (ALEX-
ANDROV 1995, 266; ALExaNDROV 1998, 230; AL-
EXANDROV ET AL. 1998, 26). However, there is an
interpretation of the EBA-3 materials from the
site as belonging to “...EB III Zgalevo-Lovech
group” (NikoLova 1999, 33). In my opinion,
resolving the problem with the cultural inter-
pretation of the Bagacina EBA-3 is not possible
outside the whole picture of the cultural devel-
opment during the EBA-3 in North Bulgaria
and Lower Danube as well.

The earliest Glina site south of the Danube
(Russe) dates to phase II” (3mefikosa 2003).
The only excavated EBA-3 “closed” complex
comes from Tutrakan. It has been assigned to
Late Glina culture (ALEXANDROV ET AL. 1998,
26). However, there are some other opinions
considering the cultural and chronological at-
tribution of the site. In some recent studies the
materials from Tutrakan have been associated
with those from Militari-Campul Boja “aspect”
(NEGRU ET AL. 2000) both sites being connected
with a final Glina phase with strong southern
influences as well (Bijenaru 2003, 115). Accord-
ing to L. Nikolova the stratigraphy of the EBA
layer has been interpreted as “... Glina Il cul-
ture, EBA IIB—C; II-1II?” (NixoLova 1999, 50).
Another opinion given by the same author says
that “..the settlement can be attributed not to the
end of EB but to the end of EB II1A dated to the third
quarler of the Third Millennium BC. The absence
of stratigraphic information published and especially
the depth of the sherds discovered give no possibil-
ily of more detailed analysis of the ceramic material.
Howeuver, some classic Glina sherds may indicate also
an EB II occupation at the site” (NikoLova 1999,
231). For the needs of this article it is neces-
sary to remind once again the real stratigraphic
situation in Tutrakan. The complex (part of a
dwelling) has been discovered in Trench No.2

7 Here, the periodisation of Glina culture proposed by P.
Roman will be used.

at a depth of 0.68-0.75 m. It consisted of two
rows of post-holes and a floor of rammed gray-
brown clay. On the floor level fragments of 10
vessels, flints and a fragment of stone axe have
been discovered. (ALEXANDROV ET AL. 1998, 7-8,
figs. 2, 3, PL1; 2.8, 11). Considering its nature
— floor of a dwelling, the feature can be inter-
preted as a “closed” one. Thus, all the materials
discovered in it are synchronous. In spite of that
this is the only EBA complex at the site. Then,
it is not understandable how a part of it (prob-
ably fragments decorated with “buttons” from
Pl. 1.1-3) is to be assigned to one period — Glina
I1 (EBA-2) and the other part to another one
- EBA-3? If, according to L. Nikolova there
are “...some classic Glina sherds” in the complex
(NikoLova 1999, 131), which is my opinion as
well (ALEXANDROV ET AL. 1998, 10) than the cul-
tural attribution of the complex to Glina culture
seems to me quite logic. The presence of frag-
ments decorated with buttons is not so strange
considering that they have been attested in the
EBA-3a Late Glina layer from Ostrovul Corbu-
lui (Roman 1985, fig. 1.8). The Tutrakan com-
plex has been dated to “...the end of the EBA”
or “...EBA-3 according to Bulgarian periodisation”
(ALEXANDROV ET AL. 1998, 15). In terms of rela-
tive chronology Tutrakan feature has been syn-
chronized with “... Monteoru IC4-Odaia Turcului
“Obere Schicht”—Ostrovul Corbului (ALEXANDROV
ET AL. 1998, 15).

Thus, during the chronological horizon
Monteoru IC4-Qdaia Turcului there are two
Late Glina sites placed at the eastern and the
western parts of the Lower Danube — Tutrakan
and Ostrovul Corbului (Roman 1985, 1998).
South of the Danube, between these two settle-
ments there are more than 15 sites which have
also been assigned to Glina culture (ALEXAN-
DROV ET AL. 1998, 26, fig. 5; ALEXANDROV 1998).
Recently L. Nikolova has argued cultural attri-
bution of most of them. Some of these sites have
been assigned to a new cultural group called
“Zgalevo-Lovech” (NikoLova 1999, 9-10, 234-
235). What is the archaeological situation?

1. From the already published arguments
the site from Jakimovo (Northwest Bulgaria)
belongs to Glina culture (ALExanprov 1998;
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Nikorova 1999, 232-233). In the original publi-
cation of the materials Jakimovo has been dated
to EBA-3 but, according to the last author they
“...can belong to two-levelled site from the EB 11 and
EB I, with hiatus” (NikoLova 1999, 232). Dif-
ferences in the interpretation might have come
from a different understanding of the chrono-
logical position of the end of Cotofeni culture in
Northwest Bulgaria. According to L. Nikolova
“...there are no obvious arguments that the end of
Cotofeni at least in Northwestern Bulgaria can be
synchronized with the cultures from the EB IIC ho-
rizon in southern Balkans” (NikoLova 1999, 232-
233). Probably, this statement has been made
due to the fact that there are no clear “clas-
sic” Vucedol elements in Northwest Bulgaria
Cotofeni culture such as in Southwest Bulgaria
for example (ALExanDprov 1994). What is the
situation in fact?

The internal division of Cotofeni III for its’
Southern (Danubian) variant has been made
based on stratigraphic data from Basarabi, Os-
trovul Corbului and Moldova Veche. In fact,
principle site was that at Ostrovul Corbului
where, in spite of the stratigraphic data, Kostol-
ac and Vucedol imports have been used for ad-
ditional strengthening of the periodisation (Ro-
MaN 1976). Such elements are rare in Oltenia
and Northwest Bulgaria. However, according
to the material published there is no difference
between the pottery from the end of Cotofeni
culture in Bulgaria (Gradec, Jakimovo, Bagaci-
na etc.) and that from Ostrovul Corbului. That
is a good reason for me to believe in their syn-
chronism.

Second, sites of Glina II type enter Oltenia
only in its’ eastern part — Branet (SHUSTER 1997,
fig.6). The 3rd phase of Glina culture (Govo-
ra—Runcuri) is attested in North Oltenia only.
There is no clear evidence for Glina III sites in
South Oltenia and Northwest Bulgaria. In spite
of that there are sites which date to Glina 1V-
Verbita for example. Then, any materials later
than Cotofeni ones in the region should have
been dated to EBA-3a or later.

Third, according to C. Shuster at least a part
of Glina III sites in Muntenia should have been
contemporaneous to those of Glina IV (SHus-
TER 1997, 87), a presumption which seems to me
quite logic. From that point of view all the par-
allels between Jakimovo and classic Glina sited

in Table 10.5 (Nikorova 1999, 233) have only an
informative value. Considering the fact that in
the original publication parallels of the same
shapes with sites and cultures later then clas-
sic Glina have been shown (Monteoru I1C4-3,
Odaia Turcului, Vinkovci etc.) I think the date
of the Jakimovo materials in EBA-3 much more
accurate. Then, if the existence of Glina culture
there is accepted (Nikorova 1999, 232) it should
be only the Late Glina one.

2. Part of the Sadovec materials (Central
North Bulgaria) belongs to Glina culture as
well (ALEXANDROV 1998). As a specific decora-
tion one could mention the holes under the rim
(Toporova 1992, Abb. 14.14, 20-23) with paral-
lels in Glina culture (SnusTer 1997, 73, esp. fig.
70.2; 108.1). Unfortunately, Central North Bul-
garia is not very well investigated considering
the EBA. Therefore, the attribution of Sadovec
materials to certain Glina culture phase is not
possible. However, the existence of base-pointed
cups (Toborova 1968, Abb. 12.47 = ALEXANDROV
1998, 7, 9) suggests at least an EBA-3 level. H.
Todorova (1992, 365) was the first one to pro-
pose the attribution of the materials discussed
to a southern variant of the Glina Culture.

3. From the above-mentioned one can draw
some conclusions considering the Glina Culture
presence south of the Danube. At present it is as
earlier as Glina II in Central North Bulgaria.
There are no straight evidences for Glina 111
sites in that region but they are to be expected.
Glina IV sites (including vessels with typical
Glina decoration with “buttons”) are presented
in Tutrakan (to the east) and Jakimovo (to the
west). Then, attribution of the Bagacina EBA-
3 materials to Glina Culture (with very strong
south influences) is not so strange and looks
logic at the present stage of the investigations.

3. Late Bronze Age

Kantharoi form is a characteristic one for
the LBA in Balkan Peninsula. Richly decorated
kantharoi from Bagacina find their parallels
in a number of sites — Gradeshnitsa, Hayredin,
Lesura in North-West and Muselievo, Devetaki
etc. in Central North Bulgaria (HinseL 1976,
Taf.20; 36). Similar or identical decorative com-
positions are to be met in Verbicioara IV-V and
Tei IV-V cultures north of the Danube (Bercit
1961a, Abb.8, 9, 18; MorinTZz 1976, 63, 69, 73;
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PaLincas 1996, Fig.10-12). Considering a more
accurate chronological position one can take
into account some more sophisticated forms
such as kantharoi from Pl. 13.13. Similar shape
comes from Piatra (Oltenia) dated by M. Nica
to its phase Verbicioara ITTA that corresponds
to Verbicioara IV according to Berciu's perio-
dization (Nica 2000, 152, fig. 16.4). Verbicioara
IV, in my opinion, should be the date of the
Bagacina LBA materials. In terms of Bulgarian
periodization of the Bronze Age it would be the
beginning of the LBA or LBA-1.

Some of the Bulgarian sites mentioned
above have already been attributed to Verbicio-
ara culture (Berciu 1961b; 1961c, 390) or Gov-
ora group (HANsEL, 1976, 59). Considering the
present stage of the investigations in Bulgaria
as well as the situation north of the Danube we
are inclined to assign the discussed materials to
Verbicioara IV culture. Its eastern border was
Iskar river valley, the southern one being the
Balkan mountains’ range, Devetaki and Muse-
lievo caves entering the Tei culture region. Un-
til now in North-West Bulgaria 4 sites dated to
Verbicioara III phase (MBA) — Biala Slatina, Al-
timir (Vratsa district), Jakimovo (Montana dis-
trict) and Antimovo (Vidin district) as well as
3 sites dated to Verbicioara IV-V phases (LBA)
- Gradeshnitsa, Hayredin, Lesura (Vratsa dis-
trict) were known. Thus, Bagacina becomes the
eight Verbicioara site south of the Danube.

Final conclusions
The analysis of the materials presented
above shows that 3 Bronze Age archaeologi-
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Plate I. Bagacina Early Bronze Age-2. Cotofeni Culture Pottery
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Plate II. Bagacina Early Bronze Age-2. Cojofeni Culture Pottery
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Plate III. Bagacina Early Bronze Age-2. Cotofeni Culture Pottery
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Plate IV. Bagacina Early Bronze Age-2. Cofofeni Culture Pottery
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Plate V. Bagacina Early Bronze Age-2. Colofeni Culture Poltery

In Honorem Henriela Todorova



ate VI. Bagacina Early Bronze Age-2. Cotofeni Culture Pottery

| ——_]




Bronze Age Materials From Bagacina (North-West Bulgaria) 241

Plate VII. Bagacina Early Bronze Age-3. Glina IV Pottery
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Plate VIII. Bagacina Early Bronze Age-3. Glina IV Pottery
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Plate IX. Bagacina Early Bronze Age-3. Glina IV Pottery
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Plate X. Bagacina Early Bronze Age-3. 1-6. “Junacite” type cups. 7-8. Glina IV Poltery
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Plate XII. Bagacina. 1-4: Early Bronze Age-3. Glina IV. Pottery, 5: bronze knife,
6: bronze dagger/spear head, 7: stone axe, 8: clay artifact

PRAE



Bronze Age Materials From Bagacina (North-West Bulgaria) 247

Cboo O

10

Plate X1II. Bagacina. Verbicioara IV Culture. Late Bronze Age Pottery
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OTHOCHO XPOHOAOTHATA HA HEKPOTIOAUTE
Ha KyATypa bpuuna B Llentparnurte baakanu

I'eopru MBanos

Georgi Tvanov

About the Chronology of the Brnjica Culture Necropoleis in the Central Balkans

The work discusses the finds from the necropoleis of the Brujica culture from the area of Central Balkans and presents their
chronological position through a long-term research. The chronological sensitive information from the sites of lower Axios valley
is used to set up the chronological borders of the culture. The finds from the necropolis in Sandanski ave presented to determine
the date of the most common pottery shape within the Brnjica grave finds. The appearance of the channelled poltery in the area of
Central Balkans and lower Axios valley is placed in the beginning of the Iron Age (WarpLE £T aL. 2007), and the grave finds from

the Brnjica necropolets can be dated before this period.

HavaroTo ma mnpoyubaHeTo Ha KyaTypa
Bpunua (kyarypa dowa bpwuya-Iopwa Cmpa-
scaca o M. Tapamanun (GarasaNix, M., 1983a)
e nocraseno ot /. Cpeiiosny npes 1960 r. ¢
yOAMKYBaHETO Ha PE3YATATHTE OT Pa3KOIl-
KHTe Ha Hekporoaa Jdons bpuuna (Srejovic
1959/60). OTttorasa umuHpopmMaLNATA 3a Tasu
KYATYpa MHOTOKPATHO € AOIIbABAHA, 2 peJHiia
Heliin 4epTH ca npenusaupann (GARASANIN, M.,
1983a; Garasanin, D., 1996; Jovanovic 1997;
SToji¢: 2000; Tackn 2001; u Ap.). OTHOCHTEAHO-
TO AaTHPAHE HAd KYATYPATa BHHATH € OHA e 1HH
OT Hafi-pa;kHHUTE NMPoOAEMH H TYK HaXOAKHTe
OT HEKPOINOAHTE H 1€ 6baaT CcbOOCTaBEHH
CIpPAMO cKopouHuTe Janau oT Cesepaa I'bp-
uus u lOrozanagna buarapus, cripsimo kepa-
MHKaTa OT HekporoAa 8 CaHJaHCKH, JaTHpaH
B kpast Ha KBE (ALEXANDROV ET AL. 2007).

Kyarypa bpuuna e gepunmpana 4pes
AAHHHTE OT HekponoAuTte. B TaAx ce e npak-
THKYBAAO H3KAIOYHTEAHO KPEMALHATA, KATo
npeobaajapa MOAATAHETO HA OCTAHKHTE Ha
MBPTBHSA B CAHMHEHH Cb10Be-ypHH, MOKPHTH
C Kyla MAHM ITAOCBK KaMbK. beaer na puryana
¢ u obrpakJaHeTo Ha ypHara MAH rpoGHuTe
OCTAHKH C OOAH PEYHH KAMBHH MAH [AOYH,
[TorpebaruuTe NPakTHKH HMAT PErHOHANHH
cretMpuKH, HO H 00U 34 eAHH TOAAM paiion
GeAe3H, o0 KOMTO KYATYPATa € Pas3io3HaBaeMa
(Garasaniy, Do, 1996, 219; Jovanovic 1997, 71).
Otnocno aarupaHeTo Ha Kyarypurte bpon-
30BATA enoXa Ha bBaakanuTe u300110, HAKOH
apropu of6pBLImaT BHHMAHHE Ha (akra, 4e ca
IMPHBAHYAHH AAHHH CaMO0 OT GAM3KH 00€KTH, a

HAXOJKHTE €A PAa3TA€HK AaHH OCHOBHO B PAMKH-
TE€ HaA TACHATa UM K)’.’\T)’pHH NPHHAAACAKHOCT
(DeLra Casa 1996, 144). HesuHaru e Bbh3MOK-
HO Ja C€ CPAaBHABAT HAXOAKHUTE OT ChCEAHHTE
paiioHu, HO ToBa € HeobXxo,MMO, 3a 4a ce ouep-
Tae obwara kKapTuna Ha baakanure npes tasu
eroxa.

B rtasu pabora kepammkara Ha KyATypa
BpuHLa e pasraeJaHa H B KOHTEKCTA Ha Ha-
XOAKHTE OT XPOHOAOTHYECKHS] H KYATYPEH XO-
pusont 3umuuua-ITrosaus. OTHOCHTEAHATA
MO3HLHA HA KAHEAHPAHATA KEPAMMKA OT pa-
floHa e pasraegaHa KaTo MapKep 3a HAYaA0TO
Ha sReaasuara eroxa (WARDLE ET AL, 2007), u
KaTO lerminus ante quem 3a HAXOIKHTE Ha KyA-
Typa bpuuuna.

IIpoyuBannaTa Ha HEKPOIIOAHTE

C OTKpHBAHETO HA TBPBHTE HAXOAKH Ha KYA-
TypaTa XpOHOAOTHYECKATA if Mosunua e obexkr
Hid Npenu3upaHe — Npouec, KOHTO oTpas3sasa
HaTpynBaHeTo Ha HHpopManua 3a Bponzopara
1 sReassuara enoxu B Lenrparnure Baaka-
HHU, U JaTHPAHeTO il HE MoXKe Ja ce pasraexaa
H3BLH TOBa pasBuTHe. B nosedeto M3caegBa-
HH HAXOAKHTE €a CPaBHABAHH ITPEAH BCHYKO
¢ HenTpasnoesponeiickara XPOHOAOTHYECKL
ckana na Patinexe/Miorep-Kapre, u CIpAMO
MEePHOAU3ANHOHHA cxemMa Ha M. lapamannn
(Garasanin, M., 1983a). ITo-paiko ca cbnocra-
BAHH CbC CEBEPHOETEHCKUTE JaTHpaniin obek-
TH, MOPAAH TPYIHOCTUTE MPH ChIOCTABAHETO
Ha ABETE MEPHOIN3ALHOHHH CXEMH.

[TpoyusaneTo Ha KyATypaTa € 3a1o4HaTo oT
A. CpeitoBu4 ¢ enoHuMHMUA Hekporoa oA
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Bpuuna, B Kocoso (Srejovic 1959/60). Tlpu
AATHPAHETO HAa HAXOAKHTE ABTOPHT NMpHEMA,
ye eJHa XapakTepHa ¢opma CbA0OBE — KYIHTE
C XOPH30HTAAHH HAH C BEPTHKAAHH BHCOKH
APBKKH (KAaKBaTO € KbCHOMHKEHCKATa popma
cxupoc) MMa MAPANEAH CAMO HKHO M I0TOM3-
toyro ot Kocoso, B Penybauka Makesonus,
Tpakusa, Cesepna I'spunsa u Tpoaga B nepu-
oaa LHIIIC (Srejovié 1959/60, 108-116). Teau
CXOACTBA TIOKA3BaT, Y€ KOHTAKTHTE Ha paiioHa
C IOJKHHTE 9aCTH HA IMOAYOCTPOBA €A HAAHIIE.
[TpH aHAAN3A HA XAPAKTEPHUA TUM Ha CbAOBE-
Te-ypHH aBTOPBT Pas3roAara caMo € MapaieAH
B paiiona Ha llentpaana Espona u CeBepHa
HTaAusa, Kato AOMYCKa, Y€ Te ca MO3HATH OT
nepuoga HaA2 nacetne. JpbKKHTE C KOHHY-
HH M3PACTBIH BBPXY HAKOH CbAOBE Ca CpaB-
HeHHM ¢ Takusa ot nepuoga HaB2-Cl (Srejovic
1959/60, 108-116, 118-121; Srejovic 1973, 49).
ABTOpPBT NMOCTaBA HAXOAKHTE H B KOHTEKCTA
Ha EreiickaTa XpoOHOAOTHA — HAYAAOTO HA HEK-
poOIoAa e MocTaBeHo B Kpas Ha [eoMeTpHyYHUA
NepHoJ, a KpaaT € CHHXPOHEH € ApXaHYHHSA
nepuoa (Srejovic 1959/60, 122; Tacur 2001,
10).

IMpes 1962 r. J. KpcTud npoy4Yea HEKpOIIO-
Aa Topusa Crpaskapa, 1o [Ipokynabe, B apeana
Ha p. IO:xkna Mopapa. TeputopuaruuTe rpa-
HULM HA KYATYpaTa ca pasmupenu (GARASANIN,
M. 1982a) u e npepasraeJaHo JATHPAHETO HA
Haxogkurte. I'poboBeTe ca pasgeaeHH OT A.
Kpcruy Ha TpH XPOHOAOTMYECKH €Tara, BCHY-
KH T€ MOCTABEHH CAel XPOHOAOTHYECKHA XO-
pusont Kupua-Kyto bbnpao-Opcos, caea xo-
AEKTHBHATA HaxoAKa oT [TAOBAUB ¥ XOPH3OH-
Ta 14b B Kacranac. F'pobosete ca mocraBeHH
B Tpu $asu, ynueTo Agatupane cnpamo Ilent-
paAHOEBpOMEHCKAaTa XPOHOAOTHS € CACAHOTO:
I paza — HaA2-A/B; II dasa — HaA/B-B2; 111
¢asza — HaB2-B3 (KecTun 1994, 242).

B caegBalIHTE TOAHMHH CA POYYEHH HEKPO-
noaute npu Kaparau (Srejovic 1973) u Jous
Tonouuna (Tesyxosur/Teeyxosur  1970).
HarpynBaHeTo Ha JaHHH OT HAKOAKOTO IIpO-
yueHH HEeKpomoAa rossoAssa Ha /. Cpeiiosuy
A3 ONIPEAEAH IIEPHOAH B PA3BHTHETO HA KYATY-
para, aHAAH3HPAHKH H €BOAIOIIHATA HA IOrpe-
Garnus puryaA. 'pobosere or Kaparay umar
[I0-HEPA3BHTA B XPOHOAOTHYECKH CMHCBA
¢opma (Srejovic 1973, 49), u cera XpoHOAOTH-
AT Ha KYATYpa Bpuuna gobusa caeanns BuA:

Hal-paHHu ca rpoGoseTe oT Kaparay u gact ot
rpobosere ot Jousa Bpauua (HaBl), 8 HaB2
ca moctraBeHHu moeedeTo oT Jousa Bpuuna, B
HaB3 - Topusa Crpaxasa, Jous Tononuna
(Srgjovi¢c 1973, 49). JombABakH upe3 mpoyd-
BAaHHATA Ha HeKporoaa /oleBHYH XPOHOAO-
rusATa, cera T JoOMBa CAeJHUA BHA: NEPHOAA
HaB e npeacrasen B nekponoAaa Jonsa bpuu-
na, B HaC e nocrasen JoiieBHYH U HEKPOIOA
IT ot T'opus Crpaxasa, 8 HaC-D - Joitesuyu
(AETHUA 1979, 75-77).

3. AeTHua mpoy4ysa HaArpobHaTa MOTHAQ
AatuHcko ['pobabe B CBIIHA paioH. Baaroga-
peHue Ha cTparHdHIHpaneTo Ha rpoboseTe €
BB3MOKHO 44 Ce IOCTABAT MO-CUTYPHH 4aTH Ha
rpo6HUTE HAXOAKHM HA KYATypa bpuuua xaro
UAAO. B Hali-paHHHA XOPH3OHT Ha MOTHAATa
ca IpoydYeHH rpoboBe ¢ MHXYMALMA OT €Tan
npeAXokKAall ypHOBUTe Kpemauuu. B caeapa-
1K eTarn ca rpoboBeTe C KpeMalHa U KepaMH-
Kd, THITHYHH 32 KYATYPAT4, 4 ABATa MO-KbCHH
XOPH30HTA Ca OTHOBO C TPO6OBE C TPYIIONOAA-
rane, Ho oT PaHHaTa KeAsA3HA eroxa (AFTHLA
1982, 12-13). I'po6oreTe oT KyaTypa bpHuua
OT BTOpPHSA XOPH3OHT Ca AATHPAHH B MepHoAa
HaBl1/2 (AeTuua 1982, 14-15, TV-VIII).

B cAegBamus npoydeH HEKPOMOA YANHa-
Ha, B KocoBo, rpoOHHTE YPHH ca MOAATaHH B
obuknoBenn amu. OtHecenu ca KpM HaA2-BI,
H 32€AHO C HaxodkuTe oT AaTHHCKO [A0OGAbe
M3TETAAT HA3a4 BLB BPEMETO HaYaAHATa AaTa
Ha CbLIECTBYBaHe Ha KYATyparta (L[BETKOBHE-
ToMmamesus 1983, 73-76).

JoTlupoTenope AHUAT NPOYYEH HEKPOIIOA,
CPaBHHTEAHO OTAAA€YEH B M3TOYHA IOCOKA OT
HeKponoAuTe no JoAauHata Ha p. 0xna Mopa-
Ba H oT Te3u oT Kocoso (JesTur 1990, 98-101,
T.1.1-37). BuuMaH#ue 3acAy;KapaT GparMeHTHTE
KepaMHKa, YKPaceHa CbhC CHOMOBE BPA3AHH AH-
HUH, OTKPUTH B KaMeHHaTa o6BMBKa Ha rpobo-
sere (JErTHR 1990, 98, TIIL7, 9, IV.1). Criopea
ABTOpA TE3H HAXOAKH MOXe Ja ce JATUPAT B
kpas Ha Bpousosara enoxa B MatounuTte baa-
kaHu. [Togo6HM ce cperar B KOMITAEKCa 3HM-
uuy-ITaosgus, B Kacranac 14b-10 xopusonTy,
B MoruAauTe npu IToramu n Exsoxu (JEBTHR
1990, 101). B paMKHUTE HA HEKPOMNOAA € OTKPH-
Ta U mo-rpyba KepaMHKa, yKpaceHa ¢ gebeAun
peAePHH AEHTH, C MPHMIIMMNBAHU OT IMPLCTH,
KAKTO M C KaHeAwopHa ykpaca (JEsTuh 1990,
T.IIL6; V.12). Ta nokaspa BpBb3Ka C HAXOAKH-
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Te o1 eTana Meaunana I, koeto e u punara Ha
rpoOHHTe KoMiaekcH (JEsTun 1990, 101-102).

Or cepeprara yact Ha PenyOGanka Makego-
HHA UM HAKOAKO TTPOVHEHH HEKPOMOAQ, OTHe-
ceHt KbM KyaTypa Bprnua (Mrrrevsikn 2003b,
51). Hekponoyst Kayvurka, 10 Cronme, € Baken
KAKTO 3a OIPEJeAAHETO HA reorpadpckus obx-
BaT HAa TPynaTta, Taka H 3a XpOHOAOTHYeCKaTa i
nosuia. OTKPUTHTE TaM OMKOHHYHH ChAORE-
YPHU ca XapakTepHH 3a KepaMH4HaTa Tpaau-
uua Ha bpunuya. Te He ce cpewaT caed Kpas Ha
Oponsorara enoxa B paifona na Joaen Bapaap
(Mirreesckn 1995, 76). XpoHOANOTHYECKH HH-
AMKATOp € ChJa oT rpol 4, Konupaug popmata
Hd KAHOTPBUKITE KbCHOMHKEHCRH CRHPOCH.
Takusa ca OTKPUTH M B JPYTHTE HEKPOTIOAU
Ha kyaryparta: Joua bpunua, Raparaw. Jons
Tononnuma u Aarnacko Upodabe (MITPEBCKI
1995, 77). Ot rpo6 Y npousxox.Ia cva ¢ ase
BHCOKH APBARKH (KaHMapoc), YKPACECH CbC CHO-
MOBE BPA3AHI CIHITPAAH, BIHCAHU B TPAROH-
IBAHHMK I HHKPYCTHpaHH ¢ Osaa Goa (M-
pEBCKIE 1995, 75). KakTo e u3sectHo, nogobHu
YEPACCHH KAHTAPOCH €4 HAAHIIC B apeana Ha
[MTaopans-3umuny (Yepronna) 8 Bnarapus n
[0xua Pymbunsa, n no Jdoren Bapiap. n Rac-
ranac (MurTresckn 1995, 75). H Tyk, KakTo B
[TupoT, B paMKHTE Ha HEKPOMNOAA € OTKPHTA
KepaMHKa € VKpaca, XapakTepHa 3a Pannara
AeCNAIHA ernoxXa. Ta MapkHpa KbCHATA XPOHO-
AOTHUYECKA TPAHHMIIA HA HEKPOMOAL, CHHXPOH-
Ha Ha Meagunana I n IT (Mureescku 1995, 84;
Munrreescki 1997, 29, 63-64).

B nexkporoaa npu Bpanne, B gJoannata Ha
p- l0xna Mopasa, apTopHTe pasrpaHuvasar
ABe  xpoHoaorndeckn  dasu (Jounn/CTojirn
2000, 292; Sronc 2000, 17). 3aeano ¢ jauiuTe
oT peauna obektu oT paitona na [Omxuna Mo-
paBa dasat ocnosanue na M. Crony ga pasr-
panuuu 4 eTana B passuTHETO Ha BpHuua B
TO3H paiion. B Tasn nmeprnognsaunonia cxeMa
HEKPOIOAHTE MONaIaT B nepuoda bpumma I,
nan B BrC-HaAl (Stogic 2000, 22-24).

Eaun o1 nocaegnuTe NpovyYeH HEKPOIO-
AM Ha RVATYpaTa € CeAHLITe, pasioAoKen B
3alaAHUTe CKAoHUBe Ha Crapa naammHa, 1o
[Tupot (ITepn 2001, 197). Kepamukara kato
[[ANO ¢ HEYRPACEHA, HO €€ CPELAT H XapaKkTep-
HUTE KAHTAPOCH € BpA3aHd H HHKPYCTHPaHa
c 0AA0 YRpaca, MOCTaABAHH KATO J4POBE KbM
rpobrnTe KoMnaekcn. Hekponosrt e no,106en

Ha [Tupor, Kavuka n Joitesuuan u e cHuxpo-
Her ¢ tax (ITejirs 2001, 202-204).

[Ipes roanuuTe pegnia aBTOPH Ci pasr-
AEKAAAH  OTHOCHTEAHATA  XPOHOAOTHYECKL
MO3HUHA Ha KvATYpa bpunga. X. Mexwmeraii
MOCTABA RYATVpaTa B etana [goideno doda 1 1o
M. Fapamanun. Criopeg wero bpnuya e ceup-
3BALO 3BCHO MCAY no-pannata [Tapawmn u
no-kbcHaTa Meamana B Lenrpainobaikan-
ckua pernon (Garasaniy, M., 1983a, 775-774;
MEenMETA) 1993, 54). K. Aoun nocrass oTKpH-
Tute B Ipamnna yrpamenns o1 Gpons, ROCT
u kexaubap B nepuoga BrD-HaA by 1998,
137). Tlpu HoBHTE MpoyuBanusa B paiioHa Ha
nexkponoaa Jonsa Bpruuga Ko Awonm orHacs
HAXOAKHTE OT KYATYPATL KaTO 1HA0 KbM BrD-
HaA/B (Luct 1984, 31: Lucr 2007, 359, tab.2). A.
XoxXuleTep OTHACH KYATYAPTA KbM 1tepuogn KV
i KVI (13-9 xopusontu) B Kacranac, naii-seue
3apajn CHelHQHIHOTO OPOPMIHE HA TOpPHATA
YACT Ha APhARRHTE HL HAKOH CbJ0BE, KdkBH-
To napaiean uma B etana KVI (HocHsterTer
1984, 550-351, Abb. 36). ®. Jeaa Kasza nocra-
B FOASMA Y4CT OT TPOHOBETE Hd KYATYPaTd B
1350-1200 raap.Xp, Kato HEKPOIOAHTE, B KO-
HTO €A OTKPHTH (PPArMEHTH KaHeAHpaHa Ke-
payura ca orrecenn kem XIT prip.Xp. (DeLLA
Casa 1996, 166, Tab.24). 1. lapamanuu paar-
AekAa bpHLa B KOHTCKCTA HA HAXOAKUTE OT
Yeprosna u [Taop nB, 1 no-KueHata Me,jnana
(Garasaniy, D. 1996, 225-224). Jpyru astopu
MocTaBAT HaxodkuTe oT bpunua B XIH-XI
B.1p.Xp., (Jovanovic 1999, 71), 8 BrD-HaAl
(Aasirs 2001, 188), mexay XIV u X s.p.Xp.
(Tacirn 2003, 45).

HuaukaTHBHH HAXOAKH

RepaMuunuaT penceptoap, M3BeCTCH OT HEkK-
P()[I(L\HTL‘. IIPC,],CTHB}I MAAKO Hd ﬁp[)ﬁ (I)()p{\[”.
B TunoaoruaTa wa J. Fapamanin sogent Tai
€ CbABT € OHKOHHYHO HAH CPEPHYIO TAAO H 2
MAH 4 JIPBAKH, B 4CTHPH BAPHATTA, H3MON3-
BAH KATO yPHA B HOBEUETO FPOOHH KOMILAEKCH
(Garasaniy, Do, 1996, 223) (taba. 1.1-12). TTo-
,lt)ﬁHH (I)()p.\“l Ca IMO3HATH OT IICKP()II()_\"[ Cllfl'
Aancku (taba. 1L13) u ot Cesepua [Mopryus.

B tunororuata na /. Fapamanny ca npea-
CTBEHH Oolle TPII THra: 1. [l(),\)'(,f([)(.’plitﬂlil KVITad
C [[H.'\HH,J,P]I‘HIH HIHA, H314,1€HO HAB'LH VeTHEe
H BHCOKH ,.J,p“b'r}{l{” C KOHHYHH H3AbAACHIH: 2.
IMMaHHUILH C S-(JBIL_'[L‘H HP()([)H.\. Hllﬂ(),_l()f_)}lBilI[I
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KbCHOMHUKeHCKaTa Popma ckudoc; J. KoHuY-
HH KYIH C APbAKKH BbPXY YCTHETO (GARASANIN,
D. 1996, 221). Tosa ca npeobragaBauiuTe Ke-
pamuuHu GpopMu. BCHYKH Te MMAT NapareAH
npesu ecudko B Lentpanute u Matounute
Baakanu, kakto u B Cepepna I"'bpuns. Ocsen
TAX C€ CPELIAT H KaHMapocu, HAKOH OT KOHUTO ca
C Bpsi3aHa yKkpaca, KaTo 0cobeHo LeHeH B XPo-
HOAOTMYECKO OTHOLIEHHE € ChAa oT rpob 9 or
Kayuxa (GAraSANIN, D., 1996, 223; MHTPEBCKH
1997, 53, Ca. 13.9), kakTOo M $pparMeHTHTE OT
[Mupor (JesTun 1990, T.II11.7, 9, T.IV.1) u Ce-
aumrre (IMgpre 2001, TIL.2-3, 5). B ceanmeTo
KonpusAen | XOpH3OHT TakuBa ce cpemar
3a€4HO C BHOCHA KEPAMHKA Ha KOAEAO, AATH-
pana B ereiickus LHIIIB etan (ALEXANDROV
2002, 79, fig.23.1, 2, 5, 6; fig. 30). B Kacranac
cpepUYHHTE KAHTAPOCH € BPA3aHA yKpaca ca
xapakTepHu 3a 17-14a xopusonTu (popma 6a;
HocusTeTTER 1984, Abb. 15). OT 13 xopH30HT
HaceTHe popMmara ce sanaspa, Ho Beve e Ges
ykpaca (popma 2; HocusterTer 1984, Abb.15).
Kautapocure ¢ BpasaHa ykpaca ot [lupor,
Kayuka u CeAHIITE 4aBAT OCHOBAHHUE 3& CHHX-
POHU3UPAHETO HA TPOOHUTE KOMIIAEKCH C BTO-
para noropuHa Ha Kbcuata GpoHzoBa emoxa
B usTouHuTEe Baakanu u cesepHa Eres, caeg
1400/1350 r.op.Xp.

JOIBAHUTEAHH AAaHHH, KOHTO MOKE Ad Ce
H3IIOA3BAT 33 AATHPAHETV Ha KYATypa bpuuua,
ca HaAHLE B 3aTBOPEH KOMITAEKC OT HEKPOIIO-
Aa ¢ naxymanus or Canganckn (ALEXANDROV
ET AL. 2007). Egua oT Hail-moKasaTeAHHUTE
dopmu ot rpob 3 e rbpHETO € ABE APBKKH H
UMAMHAPHYHA wus  (Kawmapoc, (wo-handled
pot) (taba. 1.14). ®opmarta e pasnpocTpaHeHa
npe3 Kncnara 6ponsosa enoxa B Joaen Bap-
Aap u Cesepua I'bpuns, oute oT 18 XOPHIOHT
s Kacranac, KaTo KbCHHTE €K3eMNIAspH ca Hes
ykpaca (HOcHSTETTER 1984, Abb. 54, Tafel 8.7,
8.6). Caca 13 xopusonTt na Kacranac monyasp-
noctTa it Hamaassa (Hocusterter 1984, Abb.
14, Tafel 39.10, 49.7, 73.1). Baxen eAeMeHT
3a AATHPAHETO HA ChJd € HIPACTBKBT BBPXY
ropuara Jact Ha ApbAKkuTe. B Kacranac mo-
Ao6uu ce cpewat B (13)-14a u B 13 xopusoH-
™ (HocusTeETTER 1984, Tafel 60.1, 64.2), ot
12 XOpH3OHT HaceTHEe U3PACTDLKA C€ TIPOMEHHA
(HocHsTETTER 1984, Tafel 80.3, 93.7, 71.3). B1s
(aza 6 na Acupoc Tymba uma nogoben b4 ¢

ABE BEPTHUKAAHH APLKKH C H3PACTBIUH, KAKTO
H ¢parMeHTH OT MoJo0HH ApbKKH (WARDLE
1980, 247, fig. 12.21; WarbLE 1997, 447). [Toa06-
HH CE CPEIaT U B Apeara Ha KYyATypa YAaHIu
(MrTrEVsKI 2003b, T. V.1, 2), pasnpocTpanenu
ca Ao ycrueto Ha Bapaap, B Tecaronurn Tywm-
6a (ANDREOU/PsarAk1 2007, 413, fig. 12.KA502).
JpBKKH € M3pacTbUM MMa W mpe3 Pannara
KEAAIHA €roxa, HO ¢ Apyra u3paboTKa, UAHU
ykpaca ¢ kaneawopu (WArbpLe 1980, fig. 16.40;
1997, 454, fig. 3.8).

AmQopara (four-handled jar) (taba. 1.13) ot
rpo6 3 e apyrara Baxua $opma ot Cangauc-
KH, KOATO ce cpema B eAuH obumunpen paion
ot Baakanute npes KbhcHara 6ponsora enoxa,
€4Ha OT OCHOBHHTE B KEPAMHYHHUA penepToap
Ha KyaTypa Bpuunpa (taba. 1.1-12). Tosu cng
ot CAHAAHCKH MOKe ga ce oTHece KbM THIT b
nmo A. Tapamaunn (Garasanin, D., 1996, 220).
IMoaobua ¢opma ce cpema B Jona bpuuua
(SrejoviC 1959/60, T.I.4, IV.6, V.1, VI.5; Lucal
1984, T.1.4, IL.1, VILI), Topua Crpaxasa
(KecTun 1994, TII1.3, V.1, VL.5), Jona Tono-
auna (Teeyxosus/Teeyxosus 1970, 73, Nel8),
Kayuka (Mutpesckn 1995, TUI, IL5), ¥anua-
na (LIeeTkoBirh-ToMamesn®s 1983, SL14,VII
b), Mupot (I Tun, Jesrur 1990, TII. 8, I11.10),
Ceaunmre (ITejus 2001, T.1.3, I1.1, V.1), Bapow-
Ypowesar (Srejovic 1959/60, SL.19), Bpanue
(Jounw/Ctojun 2000, T.I.1) u apyru.

dopmara ce cpema B Tacoc, 6e3 ykpaca.
XapaxrepHa e 3a ¢asu IA u IB (tunm VI 121
u VI 123, KovKOYAH-XPYEZANOAKH 1992, 397,
420, Xyeb. 11; 84; 112-113). Tun VIB ot Tacoc
uMa peAepHH nanku BbPXY paMEHETE Ha CbAa,
xapakTepHa ykpaca sa ¢asza IB (KovkoyaH-
XreyzaneakH 1992, 543, Zyed. 146a). B Kacra-
Hac nmogobuu aMpopH ¢ 4 BEPTHKAAHH APbA-
KM Ha TAAOTO e gaTupar npeju 13 xopusont
(popma 3e2, Hocusterrer 1984, 27-29, Abb.
9-10, Tafel 39.10, 45.4, 6, 48.1-2, 65.1, 36.2-3).
B sarBopeH KoMnaekc ot 14b xopusonT ca oT-
KpHUTH JABe HEYKPACeHU aMPOpPH C MO0 YETHPH
APDBKKH, H Ollie ABE NO-MAaAKH aMpOpH, € 4BC
XOPH3OHTAAHH APBAKKH M € TO ABE peredru
nonKku BLPXY TAAOTO, HA HUBOTO HA APHAKKH-
Te (HocHsTETTER 1984, Tafel 48.1-2, 50.1-2). B
Acupoc Tymba, ¢asn 14-6, cbpuio ce cpemar
peAepHH MBIKM BBLPXY HaH-H3AyTaTa YacT
Ha cbaosete (WarpLe 1980, 247, tig. 9.7, 10.12,
12.22). IMpeacTaBeHUTE MAPAACAH [TO3BOAABAT
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To3H rpoben KoMnaeke ot CanjaHCKH, KAKTO
H Mod00HHTE YPHH, OTKPHTH B apeaia Ha KyA-
Typa bpnuua, aa ce gatupart B kpas Ha Kncna-
Ta Oponsosa enoxa B LHentpaanute Baakanu
(ALEXANDROV ET AL. 2007, 385).

Kaneanpanara kepamMuka

B llenTparnobaArkaHcKHA palioH

B npoyuenara wact na KayuKa, Ha HUBOTO
HA TOPHUTE TMOKPHBHH KaMbHH Ha rpobHute
KOHCTPYKIHM, € OTKPHTA KepaMHKa ¢ THIIHY-
HaTa 3a PaHHaTa KeadgsHa enoxa YRpdca, ka-
HEAIOPH BLPXY TAAOTO, XapakTepuute turban-
dish, Kakto 1 rpyba KepaMHKa ¢ peAeHH AeHTH
(Murreesckn 1995, 70-71, TVI4, 5, 7; MITREVSKI

2003a, 34). Cnopea /. Murpescku Te3u ¢ppar--

MEHTH Ca OT pa3pyleHH rpobose — B 3aTBOpE-
HUTE TPOOHH KOMITACKCH B HeKpomoaa Kayu-
Ka Tasu kepamuka He ce cpema. B ITupor, Ha
HIBOTO Ha KaMeHHaTa oOBHBKA Ha rpoboBeTe
CBILO TAKA Cd OTKPUBAHH (pParMeHTH ot Ko-
HHYHH MAHHIH, YEPACEHH C KAHEAHPAHH YCTHA
(turban-dish), pparsenTt H3BUTA IpbKKa (twisted-
handle) (JerTum 1990, T.IV.10; IV.8, V.7). Tasn
KEpaMHKa [PeANoAara GUHANHKA €TAN HA KYA-
Typa bpuina Ja ce nocraBu B HAYAAHHS €Tan
Hd PA3IIPOCTPAHEHHE Hd KdHEAMPAHATA Kepa-
muka 1o Joren Jynas u Hentpasuute Baa-
kauu (Jesrin 1990, 101-102; Stonc 2000, 22-24,
[Tejirn 2001, 202-204; Mitrevski 20034, 34).
XPpoHOAOTHATA HA KAaHEAHPaHATa KepaMmu-
ka B LlenTpasnobarkanckus paliol e oT4aBHa
AMCKYTHPaH npobaem. B Tasn Bpbika € BakHO
HAAHYHETO i B OOEKTHTE ¢ BEPTHKAAHA CTpa-
THrpadgusa — ceanmara no Jdoren Bapaap n 8
Tposa. Bresannara 1noABa Ha yKpaca B TO3H
T.Hap. “AyHascku ctun” B Cepepna [Mupums
€ pas’rAeAkJaHo JBATO BPEME H OT PA3ZAHYHH
FACAHH TOYKH, NPeIH BCHYKO (€ CBbP3Ba C
MHUTPALHATA Ha HaceaeHe 0T BaakanuTe KbMm
pafiona nHa Erea (Mureesckn 1995; MITREVSKI
2007, 447-450; WarDLE ET AL. 2007, 487). Ort-
HOCHO BpeMeTo Ha nossarta it 8 Cesepua [up-
LHA € TIPHETO, Y€ € CHHXPOHHA Ha MOCACAHHA
Mukenckn nepnog, nopain JOKAaABIHOTO ed-
HOBPEMEHHO IIPUCLCTBHE HA KEPAMHKA B CTHA
LHIIIC n kaHeAHpaHa B CCAHILCTO Bapgapoa-
U,]-[/.AK(TH()X()PH. Tirll-;ll, PESY.’\'I'HTHTC oT ”p()y'-{—
BanuAaTa Ha Y. XbPTAH OCTABAT 34 ALATO Bpe-
M€ OCHOBEH HILMKATOP 3a €AHOBPEMEHHOTO
usm cbitectryBane (HEURTLEY 1939; Garasanin,

M., 1983, 764; Murresckir 1997, 63; WARDLE
ET AL 2007, 487). IMTogo6Ha cuTyayus e Ha-
Ante 1 B Tpos VIIB2, KbaeTo MHOKECTBOTO
oykea-xepamuxa (Buckelkeramik, Knobbed Ware) e
OTKpHTA 3aeAHO ¢ gpparment B ctua LHITIC
(MounTjov 1999, Tab.1, 333). Tasu curyauus
€ npepasraejaHa, KaTo JaTHPaHeTo Ha rmaacTa
Tposa VIIB2, cbOTBETHO Ha KaHeAHMpaHaTa M
GyKeA-KepaMUKAaTa OT IMAACTd, Ca TOCTABEHH
caeq VIIBI, cbgupakamy cnijo Taka HAKOAKO
(¢pparMenTa KepaMHKa B KbCHOMHKEHCKH CTHA,
u npeau VIIB3, chabpxauy seve [Mportorco-
meTpuuna Kepamuka (LeEnz eT an. 1998, 190-
193, fig. 3, note 25; WARDLE ET AL. 2007, 483). K.
Yopawba, M. Hiorbn u I1. Kynnxoam npuemar,
9e Maakoto LHIIIC ¢parmentu ot naacra
VIIB2 (HaMa ueAn CbAOBE, IPOTHBOMOAOAKHO
Ha LIEAHTE ChJ10BE OT ‘é_vKe:t-xepa.mrmmm) ca oc-
mamvwnu, U MPEeACTABAABAT ternunus post quem
3a naacta VIIB2 (WarbpLE ET AL. 2007, 485). 1o
CX0J4€H HA4YHH € MPEePasrAeIaHO H MTONOKEHH-
€TO Ha KaHeAupaHnaTa kepamuka B Kacrawac
(WarnLe eT aL. 2007, 489, fig. 3). B Acupoc
Tymba ¢pparmenTure MBKeHCKa KepaMHRa,
OTKpHBaHH cAeg 4 ¢asa ca pasraeJaHH KaTto
ocmamvuHy, He MPOU3XOKAAMIH OT 3ATBOPEHH
KOMITAERCH. B 3aKAIOUCHHE ABTOPHTE CMATAT,
de KaHeanpanata u Oykea-KepaMikaTa Tpsabea
Ja Ce MOCTaBAT €ABa 1ed Kpas Ha MUKCHCKHA
nepuod (WARDLE ET AL, 2007, 496, fig. 7).

Baxuu nabawaenus uma m X, Kykyan-
Xpusautaku 3a obextute ustouno ot Crpy-
mMa/Crpumon B Ceepua I'bpuust. B tax we e
PETHCTPHPAHO € HOBPEMEHHO PUCBCTBHE HA
XapakTepHa 3a Pannara ;xeaasHa enoxa ot pa-
HOHA T.Hap. gr{)r)ved-pntletj), OT eAHa CTpaHd, U
OT Apyra — THIIMYHATA 32 PETHOHA HEYKpaceHa
oT kpas Ha KBE, KakTo 1 BHOCHaTa nau mec-
THA Ha KoAaeao, uapabotena 8 LHIIIC cTua.
Tosa e mabalwjasano B crpaturpadusara Ha
ceanuteto Crarmoc AHrHcTa 40 Cepec. Baxno
€, e B rpobunTte KoMnaekcHn ot Tacoc nama
CMECBAHE HA KAHEAHPAHA KePAMHKA H THITHY-
HaTa 3a paitoHa oT Kpas Ha Bponsorara enoxa
(KoUvkouL1-CHRYSANTHAKI 1982, 255; KOYKO'YAH-
Xreyxaneaks 1992, 420, 475-476).

B Uentparnute BarkaHu kepaMuka ¢ xa-
paﬁTCPHH OeAesH KAKTO 34 KbcHara F)[.)()l'i'.!()B'd,
Taka u 3a Pannarta KeaAsna enoxa, e HaAlLe B
ceanteTo Megnana (Garasanin, M., 1983). ITpu
AaTHpaHeTo Ha etana Meguana [ ca msnons-
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Donja Brnjica
(after Srejovi¢ 1959/60, TV.1)

Gornja Strazava
(after KpcTuTi 1994, TV.1)

orzg

Pirat 7
(after JesTuh 1990, TIL8)

10

Klucka
(after Murpesckn 1995, |
T15)

Donja Brnjica
(after Srejovi¢ 1959/60, TVL5)

Gornja StraZava
{after Kpcruhi 1994, TVIL3)

Vrapee I 8

(after JouuRi/Crojuf 2000, T.L.1)

T T TP T TN

EETPP P LAl LA L ETTIT UL LA
.
.""o,. o,
H 2 1.
s g s

T

Selite 1

(after Nejun 2001, T1.1)

Sandanski

(grave no.3, after Alexandrov et al. 2006, T.4)

Donja Brnica
{after Luci 1984,TIL.1)

b
b;

Ulpijana

(after Uperkosuh-Tomaweswh 1983, Cn. 14.VILb)

Vrapce
(after Jouuh/Crojuh 2000, T1.4)

]
Seliste )‘?

(after Nejuh 2001, T1.3)

Tabn. 1. 1-12. Xapaxmepnu cvdose om nexpononume wa xyimypa bprnuya, om mpume znaenu paiona na
pasnpocmpanenuemo . 13-15. Kepamuxa om 2pob 3 om Candancrku. Pasnuunu mawabu
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Tabn. 3. Omuocumenrna xponoro2us na paseiexcoanume obexmu, u omuowenuemo um ¢ kyamypa bpnuya.

BAHH KAHTApPOCHTE, CPeUlallii ce U B [epHojd
KIV B Kactanac (popmit B20 u B21; GarasaNiy,
M. 1996, 211, 217, Beilage la). 3a erana Meau-
ana [l nevye e HHAMKaTHBHA MoABaTa Ha CbJo-
Be Tt [asga, cuino Taka turban-dish, xkouro ca
CHHXpOHU3NpaHH ¢ HadaAaoTo Ha KV B Kacra-
nac. Meaunana I e nocrapeda B BrD-nadaaoto
na HaAl, a Meamana IT 8 HaAl/2 (GARASANIN,
M., 1996, 213-217). Brnpekn ToBa HAAHYHETO
HA KEPAMMKA C MO-KBCHH DeAe3H: KOHHYHH Ma-
HUII C H3BHT HABRBTPE M QaueTHpaH pwbd Ha
YCTHETO, HA TOPIHPAHIT APBAKKI C OBAAHO Ce-
yeHue, B eTana Meguana [ (popma Blb, popma
Ba2c; Garasanin, M., 1996, 203, 207, Beilage I,
II) mpeanmoaara cHHXpoHH3UpaHeTo ii ¢ Panno-
AKeAesHHTe XopusoHTH oT KactaHac uan Acu-
poc TysmGa (WArDLE ET aL. 2007, fig. 2-3).

OT U3A0KEHOTO € Bb3MOKHO Ja CE€ 3aKAIO-
49H, Y€ OT TO3M PailoH B 3aTBOPEH KOMITACKC C
kepamMuka or KbchHata Oponsora enoxa He e
OTKPHTA KEPAMHKA C KAHEAIOPHA YKpPaca HAH €
OeAesH, XapaKTepPHH 3a PAHHOKEACIHHTE eTa-
min. Kaneanpanara KepaMika ouepTaBa enH
XPOHOAOIHYECKH XOPHM30HT OT HayaAOTO Ha
Reaasnara enoxa s Llentparnure Barkanu n
Cerepna Eresa (WARDLE ET AL. 2007, 496), crips-
MO KOHTO MOrar ga ce oTHecaT HAXOJIKHTE OT

pernoHa. OT4EAHHTE XPOHOAOTHYECKH eTarH
[IPH KepaMUKaTa Ha pbKa oT KbhcHaTta Gponso-
Ba €roxa e no-TpyaHo Ja 6bjar jerailaHo Je-
(¢uHHPAaHH, KAKTO TOBA € Bb3MOKHO 32 AOKAA-
HOTO TIPOH3BOACTBO HAa KEPAMIIKA HA KOAEAO,
KOETO CAE1Ba 11 KOMHPA B FOAAMA CTENEH KK-
HOTP'BIIKOTO MHKEHCKO KEPAMHYHO ITPOH3BOA-
cTBO. Peguma opMII KepaMIlKa € HERh3MOKHO
Aa 0b1aT pasrpaHHYEHH XPOHOAOTHYECKH De3
xapaktepHara ykpaca (WarpLe 1997, 452, fig.
1-3; Teorruera 2003, 167-168). Equn ykasza-
TEA 33 KbCHHTE eTanu Ha Kbcuara Gponsora
€roxa € ChOTHOUIEHHETO MekXAy yKpaceHaTta
C BPA3AHII AHHIIH II HEYKPACEHATA KePaMIIKa
OT dajeH O0EKT HAM IAACT — KbM Kpas Ha Iie-
pHOAA TOAAMATA YACT OT ChAOBETE €A HEYKPa-
ceuu (KoukouLl-CHRYSANTHAKI 1982, 254-256;
ALEXANDROV 2002, 80-82; ANDREOU/PSARAKI
2007, 412, fig. 3). Tosa choTHOIIEHHE € TPYAHO
AOAOBHMO, Thil KATO € BHIMOKHO Ja 6bae yc-
TAHOBEHO MPII CHIYPEH CTPATHIPAPCKH [IAACT
HAH B 3aTBOPEHH KOMIIAEKCH.

Ot Kyarypa bpHuma Hama myGankyBasi
KEePAMHKA C paHHOMKeAe3HH beaesn (JovaNovic/
Jaskovic 1996, 196-197). Ot nosuumarta na Ce-
sepHa [bpua n l0rosamaana Buarapis, B rio-
roaaMara cu 4acrt r])OGI[IITG KOMIIACKCH Morar
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Aa 6b4aT OTHECeHH KbM €AHH eTar OT Kpas
Ha Kncnara 6ponsosa ernoxa, CHHXPOHHH CbC
Canaanckn (ALEXANDROV ET AL. 2007), Tacoc
IB (KoyKoyaH-Xpysaneakll 1992) u ceanmara

I

Kamencka Yyka (STEFANOVICH/BANKOFF 1998),
Kacranac 14b-14a-13 xopusont (HOCHSTETTER
1984), Acupoc 7-6 ¢pasu (WARDLE 1980), u npe-
du MosABATA HA KAHEAIOPHHA CTHA B yKpacara
Ha kepamukara B Llentpasuute Barkanu. Ke-
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KoAekTuBHA HAX0AKA OT TAMHEHH ChAOBE
B IIPAUCTOPUYIECKOTO CeAHIIIE OT HpoH30BaTa
erioxa B rp. Hosa 3aropa

Tarana KeaueBa-Pycesa

Tatyana Kuncheva-Ruseva

Collective Find of Pottery in the Bronze Age prehistoric village in the town of Nova Zagora

This article presents the finds from the Early Iron Age, found in a pit at the settlement (o6p. 4-5). Most probably this pit was
used as pottery depot, a situation known from other sites and periods. From this complex 6 vessels were restored (pruc. 1-6), dated at

the end of 9th—the beginning of 8th century BC.

[IpauctopuieckoTo ceammle ce HaMHpa B
HerocpeAcTeeHa OAM30CT ¢ mpoydeHaTa H3-
LAAO CEAHITHA MOTHAA OT CpeiHaTa GpoH30Ba
€noxa B 3magHata vact Ha rp. Hoea 3aropa.
PasnoaoxeHo e pbpXy HHCKA Tepaca Ha A€BHA
6par va p. baatanga. O6xsama naoug Hag 20
Aaka (06p. 1) (Teorrues u ar. 1979, 06p. 4; Kbu-
ues 1984, 155-156; 1990, 70).

[Mopagn onacHocTTa OT paspyulasane Ha
H3TOYMHATA MY 9aCT MPH AKHAHLIHO CTPOHTEA-
cTBO, npe3 1989 r. sanoynaxa cracHTeAH pas-
KOIKH. 3anoxkeH Oeute coHgaxk ¢ rmaong 1600
KB. M. (06p. 2). [lpoyuBaHUATA NPOABAKHNA H
npes 1990 u 1993 r., Koraro Gewe qocTHrHaTa
MATepPUKOBATa OCHOBa (KbHUYEBA-PyCEBA/KBH-
ueB 1991, 42-43; KbeHueBa-Pycepa/Tours 1994,

30-31).

KyATypHUAT maacT B congasxa ce okasa Ha-
PYUICH OT CBILECTBYBAAOTO Hd TOBA MACTO L[H-
TAHCKO CeAMIle, rpoboBe U CHBPEMEHHH sIMH,
HAKOH OT KOMTO AOCTHTAIIN Ha AbAGOYHHA 40
MATEPHKOBATA OCHOBA. B Haii-ropuus paspy-
LIEH CAOIH €A HAMEPEHH MATEPHAAH OT Gpou-
30BaTa, paHHATA H KbCHATa :KeAA3HaA ernoxa,
CPEAHOBLKOBHETO W CbBpeMceHHM, Oes cTpa-
Turpadgus. Hanaso ca yunujoxenn seposaTHo
TBHKHUTE MAACTOBE OT paHHATa H KbCHATA Ke-
AASHA €MOXA, d YACTHYHO U TAACTBT 0T GpoH-
3oBaTta enoxa. Brnpekn cuanunre HapylIeHHs,
B congaxa 06axa paskpuTH YacTH OT MMAAHOBE
Hd AKHAHIIA H AKHAHUHH ChOPbKCHHS, Bb3
OCHOBa Ha KouTo Osixa pPasrpaHuYeHH YeTHPH
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Obp. 1. Mecmonoroxcenue na npaucmopuweckomo cenuue coc cenuunama Mo2ula om bponsosama enoxa
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06p. 2. Cxuya na npaucmopureckomo cenuuie
¢ naan-weadpamnama Mpexca

CTPOMTEAHH XOPHU30HTAa OT OpOH30BaTa €roxa
(O6p.3). HamepeHUTE apXEOAOTHYECKM MaTe-
PHAAHM OT TO3M NIEPHOJ] HMAT NapPaA€AH B OAu3-
K4Ta CEAMIIHA MOTHAA. BepoATHO ceAHIleTO €
OHAO KOAOHMA HAa MOTHAATA, Ch3AAACHO CAEH
yBeAHuaBaHe Ha HeHHOTO maceaenue. Mare-
PHAAHTE OT PAHHATA M KhCHATA XKEAAZHA €TI0-
Xa MPOM3X0XKAAT OT HaH-rOpHUsA, paspylieH
CAOH H OT fIMH, BKOIIAHH B KYATYPHHSA MAACT
Ha 6poH30BaTa enoxa.

IIpeameT Ha HacToAwWOTO CchobuweHue ca
TAWHEHHUTE ChJOBE OT PAHHATA XKEAA3HA €I10XA,
OTKPMTH B SIMA B 3alajHara 4acT Ha COHAAXa
- kBagpar H4 (o6p. 4-5). CeBepuara noAoOBH-

Ha Ha kBajpar H4 6e 3aera or roasmMa aMa, B
KOATO €& HAMEPHXA ChBPEMEHHH MaTEPHAAH U
OTAEAHH KepaMH4HH (parMeHTH OT HpOoH30Ba-
Ta H paﬂHaTa AKEAA3HA eroxa. Ta AOCTHIa Ha
ABAGOYMHA 40 MaTEPHKOBATA OCHOBA H € YHH-
IOJKHAA H3LAAO MPAHCTOPHYECKHUA KYATYpEH
IIAQCT B Ta3W 4acT Ha Kpaaparta. [lpepasaaa e
¥ AiMa OT paHHaTa KeAA3Ha eroxa. [Ipu nmpoyy-
BaHeTo Oemre pa3KkpHTa 4acT OT HEA, BKOMNaHa B
MaTEpHKOBATa FAMHA, 104 OCHOBATa Ha ChBpE-
MeHHara sMa. PaamepuTe Ha 3anasenara i gacT
ca: gauaM. 1 M, ABA6. 0.60 M. fIMaTa UMa NMoOUTH
LUHAHHAPHYHA GOpMa, KPBI'bA OTBOP M PABHO
AbHO. CbAbpKaBHETO H € OT €4HOPOAHA Kads-
BOYEPHA IIP'BCT, IPHMECEHA C KAMBYETA ¥ KhC-
yera ropsAa raumsa. B smara 6eme pauucreno
CTpynBaHe OT pparMEHTHPAaHH FTAHHEHH ChAOBE
OT paHHaTa keAs3Ha enoxa. Caea mpoyusaHe
Ha ChOPBHAKEHHETO H BAHIaHe Ha KepaMHKara,
6axa pp3cranoBenu urect csvaa (Puc. 1-6).
Cwaosete ca n3paborenu OT IAMHA, NpH-
MeceHa C KBAapILOBH YaCTHIIH, NOBBPXHOCTTA €
C pa3AMYHa CTEIIEH Ha 3aTAaKAaHe, CbC CUB U
cuBo-kadpaAr 1eaT. HabAogasa ce 3HAaYHTEAHO
pasznoobpaine Ha pOPMH H yKpaca. Ilpeacra-
BEHH Ca HAKOAKO THIIA CbJAOBE: ypHa, ChAOBE
C BHUCOKA APbAKA, Kyna, 6UKOHUYHH CbAOBE.
IMpeobragasar 6ukonuunuTe PopMu. YKpaca-
Ta e pasHoobpasHa: peaedHa (e3UYECTH H3paC-
THIH, peAePuu pbbOBE ¢ HACEYKH H AMHYKH,
peskn u KaHeAalopH. Habawoaasar ce chyerta-
HHA HA Pa3SAWYHH BH/OBE YKpaca: BpsA3aHa u
peAedHa; Kaneaiopu u peaedua. Murepecua
€ OPHAMEHTAAHATA KOMIIO3HLIUA BbPXY 4Yalia
KaT. No 2 (Puc. 2). B nenTpasHaTa 4acT Ha Cb4a
ca pasloAOKEHH TpH peAedHH H300pasKeHHA
HAa KOTBH B KOMOMHALIHA C peAedeH U BpA3aH
opnameHT. M3BecTen e caMo eauH napasea —
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06p. 3. Cmpamuzpadexu npodun na xyrmypruume Haniacmaganua.
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Obp. 4. ITnan na we. Hy

110706H0 n3obpaskeHHe Ha KOTBA BBPXY Kepa-
MHYEH (parMeHT OT KpenocTtra MaAKoTo KaAe
B 3eMAHLIETO Ha ¢. PaBagunoso, KoiiTo ofaue
€ JaTHpaH B KbCHAaTa »eAf3Ha enoxa (BAAaxos
1 Ar. 1982, 367-368, piic. 788). Ypuara kar. Ne 1
(puc. 1) nMa mapaseAu ¢ MoJo6HH MaTepHAAH
ot ceaumeTto B Pajueno, Jarupanu B HavaAo-
TO Ha paHHaTa KeAf3Ha enoxa (Hukos 1994,
o6p. 4, a.6.s), TraBan (IEMAEBA 1994, 06p. 4),
Pymbaua (Dracomir 1983, fig. 6, 4). Cpaose
nogobuu na Kynara ot Hosa 3aropa kart. No
4 (Puc. 4) ca uspecTHH M oT Yurapus (PATEK
1980, fig. 1, 9) u gp. CrabT € BUCOKa APbAKA
KaT. No 3 (Puc. 3) namupa anaroruu ¢ nogo6-
HH ¢baosBe oT MuHeparHu Ganu, XacKoBCKO
(Aaaaxmos/Barasansan 1984, o6p. 33, 1) u ot
ejuH jJoAMeH Ao c. A6bakoso B Crpangxa
(Baaxos u ap. 1982, puc. 560, No 127). ®opwmy,
noJ00HH Ha CbJa C BHCOKA ApbxKa Kat. No 2
(Puc. 2) ca uapecTHn oT Kpenocrta MaAKoTo
Kare (Baaxos n ap. 1982, 367-368, puc. 788) u
ot Yurapusa (Patex 1980, fig. 2, 5).

AMu ¢ MaTepmaAM OT paHHaTa JKEAA3Ha
€roxXa, BKOMAHH B KYATYPHHS TAAcT Ha Mo-
PaHHO CEAHIIE CA KOHCTaTHPAHH H B CEAHII[HA-
Ta MOrHAa oT 6ponsosaTa enoxa B Hosa 3aropa
(Katunyaros/KbpH4eB 1978, 40; KATHHYAPOBR/
Konueep/Kbuuuesa 1979, 38) u oT eHeoAHTHOTO
ceanine B MecTHoctta baraumna go c¢. Cra-
Auiicka Maxaaa, oba. Montana (BOHEB/AAEK-
caHAPOB 1986, 51) u ap.

Obp. 5. Ama 6 x6. Hy

Puc. 1. Numnena ypua No 1

llo ce oThaca A0 xapakTepa Ha AMaTa B
npancTopuveckoro ceaninie 8 Hopa 3aropa o
MOKE Ja CE IPEAIOAOKH, Y€ CE KACAE 34 CKAAJ
32 CbXPaHsABAHE HA TAMHEHH cbgose. [Togo6-
HHU ChOPBKEHHA €2 H3BECTHH H OT APYTH Mec-
Ta B Bbarapusa (AeTER 1964, 66-70; TEOPTHEBA
1991, 1).

B'b3 OCHOBA HA MOCOYEHHTE HAPAAEAH TAH-
HEHHTE CbAOBE gaTHpaT B Kpas Ha 1X u Haya-
Aoto Ha VIII B.np.u.e. IIpenusupane Ha satu-
MIOBKATa MOXKe Je Ce HalpaBH cAeg o6paboTka-
Ta HA LEAHA KepaMUYeH MaTepHaA OT paHHaTa
KEAA3NA ernoxa OT NPAHCTOPHYECKOTO CEAHLIE
B Hosa 3aropa.
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‘Tombs of Thracian Kings
in the Region of Kazanluk

Georgi Kitov

Teopeu Kumos

Tpodnuyu na Tpaxuticku yape 6 Kasanasuko

Censayuonromo omxpusane wa Kasanavusama epodnuya ocmasa sa dsase nepuod eduncmeenama naxodxa, Maprupauwa
HAXUNUENIO N MPAKUTLCKD WKOIA & A iomo uixyemao. 20 200unu cred mosa 6 chugun paiton ce omxpuxa ouge dee epodnuu
U JANOUHAXA UNMERIUGHI NPOYUBAHUA HG MPAKUTCKUME MOSUAN 6 pationd. B mAx 6AXQ OMKPuIMI MHOMKECNME0 HAKUMIL U
ANAUKAYUU, NPLOMEMU HA BHOPOICEHUEMO, MECIMHU U EHOCHU CBO0BE U pedua dpyeu apxeorozuvecKu Mmamepuaru. 3a nogeve-
MO 0 MOZUAUME ce NPedNonaLa, Ue ca CHObPIAN WAPCKU NoZpefeNUA, nopadu koemo paiionsm oxono Kasanasx fe napeuen

‘Aoauna na Tpakutickume yape”.

On April 19, 1944, an interesting archaeo-
logical discovery was made in the region of Ka-
zanluk, under the embankment of a Thracian
mound - the Kazanluk tomb, as it is well-known
in science today, with its multicolored draw-
ings. The sensational discovery of the Kazanluk
tomb' remained isolated for more than 20 years.
It became the reason for writing and arguing
about the existence of a Thracian school in the
antique art of painting (DiviTrov 1966).

The tomb consists of a corridor and a cir-
cular beehive chamber. The walls are covered
with a multicolored stuccatura, most of which
represents different scenes. The ones in the
corridor illustrate the military exploits of the
buried Thracian ruler. The chamber is covered
with numerous plant, geometric, and animal
ornaments. The basic part of the image field is
also occupied by scenes. A contest with gallop-
ing chariots is depicted in the uppermost frieze.
Another scene is drawn under the frieze, most
probably of a funeral feast in honor of a de-
ceased and deified Thracian ruler. He is seated
on a throne, with a wreath on his head, and is
stretching his hand in farewell to his distressed
wife. Around them, servants and relatives carry
funeral gifts, while a young chariot-driver holds
the reins of the horses, which would be offered

""The first serious investigation is carried out by V. Mikoy (Mik-
ov 1954). The subsequent literature on the Kazanluk tomb
is tremendous, both in terms ol specialized research, and in
terms of review works on the antique art. The more impor-
tant ones are given by OGNENOvA-MariNova (1991, 22 f1),

*The tomb is discovered in 1965 (TziNova axp GeTov 1973,
15 f1.).

as a ritual sacrifice. The colors are harmonic,
the contours of the images are precise and sure,
most of the participants in the scenes possess in-
dividualized traits. The Kazanluk tomb still re-
mains one of the masterpieces of the Thracian
tomb architecture and art of painting (OcNeNO-
va-Marivova 1991, 12 ).

Two tombs, which were not so well preserved
and were less impressive, were found a little
more than twenty years later, in the same region.
The one at Muglizh has a long corridor, brick
chambers, but is devastated to a large extent,
still preserving mural fragments, which are in a
process of restoration®. The tomb at Krun is less
preserved; its walls had been covered with mul-
ticolored parget, the precise outlines of which
could only be supposed (Getov 1991, 42)%.

As soon as thirty years later intensive re-
search began in the region of Shipka, Kazan-
luk region (Kitov 1995a). During the very first
days of the excavations, a peculiar tomb was
found. Its walls were built up of raw stones and
its interior was filled with soil and small stones.
It turned out that it was not looted. Moreover, it
can be concluded that it has belonged to a ruler
because of two bone scepters, which are in the
shape of a double-axe, and a massive golden
ring with an engraved scene of an investitura.

* The tomb is discovered in the same 1965. It is located
closer to Shipka than to Krun. Now it is buried under an
embankment, which has naturally slid down. Near the
mound, in which it is discovered, a larger mound em-
bankment is situated. [n its southwestern sector a drill-
ing was made in 1992, The embankment is filled up with
beehive-like ritual pits.

In Honorem Henrieta Todorova
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Fig. 1. Part of the tumular necropolis Shipka-Sheynovo.
In the background the munition factory Arsenal (left), Golyama Kosmatka mound (right).
Photo: Georgi Kitov.

Fig. 2. A bronze situla with representation of a
bearded silenus. The Small mound, 4th century BC.
Photo: Zhelian Nikolov

The rest of the funeral gifts from the stock are
incredibly ornate and diverse as well. A superb
golden necklace stands out among them. Its
chain consists of thousands of miniature, inner-
soldered rings. The clasps are artistically made
of thin soldered golden fibers. A pendant in the
shape of a miniature amphora is a masterpiece
of the art of jewelry. Its body is covered with thin
golden fibers and a multitude of microscopic
golden balls, which are arranged in stripes or
heaped in clusters. Another similar pendant is
not so precisely carried out. The places of joints
between the separate elements of the necklace
are discovered through small oval plates, over
which a small female face is portrayed — prob-
ably belonging to the gorgone Medusa. Another
golden necklace consists of richly ornamented
beads, covered with a multitude of rosettes,
which are a result of the bending and welding
of golden wires. Its richly ornamented bi-coni-
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cal pendant is not less elegantly made. Ten more
golden objects, a multitude of silver ornaments,
two silver phialae, two bronze vessels, one of
which displaying precisely made plastic images
of a bearded male tace and a three-dimensional
lion’s head, a lot of clay vessels, some of which
imported from ancient Greece, and lots of oth-
er, more insignificant objects illustrate the high
aesthetic needs of the Thracian aristocracy dur-
ing IV century BC (Kitov 1994a, 5 ff.; Krrov/
THEODOsSIEV 1995, 317 ff., bibl.).

On April 13, 1973 near the town of Shipka,
one of the biggest Thracian mounds revealed
another sensational archeological discovery. It
turned out that the largest and most impos-
ing Thracian tomb, known so far in general in
the Thracian world, was located in the south-
ern periphery of the embankment. It astounds
with numerous idiosyncrasies, each of which
is new to science (Kirrov 1994b, 13 ff.; Kitov
1995, 245 ff.)

The device constitutes an enormous funeral
and cult complex, which consists of six premis-
es, five of which are rectangular and one is cir-
cular. With its area of 100 m” it is at least two
times bigger than that of any of the known so
far Thracian tombs. The central funeral cham-
ber is impressing and is carved out of a huge
monolithic block®. The ceiling is covered with a
multitude of miniature fields, which are filled
out with magnificent colorful images.

The formation of the complex has start-
ed in the middle of IV century BC, when the
monolithic block at hand had been carved and
mounted. A three-stair rectangular platform
(stereobate) was built up for its fixing and at-
tachment. An enormous chamber was placed in
the middle of the platform, after it had been
poured on with lead. Its size — 3,5 m X 2,5 m X
2,5 m, prove that its total weight is greater than
60 tons. An entrance, a threshold, a free space,
and a large rectangular funeral bed with stone

* A similar case in Thrace is not known. Besides, the cham-
ber is situated perpendicularly to the entrance, and the
frontons are not over it, but toward the lateral walls,
which contradicts the principles of antique architecture.
Remote parallels to the sarcophagus-like chamber in the
Ostrusha mound, can be seen in the tomb of Kir Stari in
Persia (Lukoxin 1977, 61 Fr.) -- the tomb, however, is built
in and its entrance is on the narrow side, and in a tomb
from Iznik, Nikea in Turkey (VuLeva 1994, 60 anp LIT.).

legs, that are imitating lion’s paws, are carved in
the block. Aediculas have been modelled at the
two ends of the bed, but they are pretty “vague”.
Obviously, the bed had been covered with a car-
pet or some other expensive fabric. The chamn-
ber is covered with a 5-wall block. Its eastern
and western front parts are formed from the
outside like frontons. A band of a jagged orna-
ment — alternating concave and convex rectan-
gles, imitating trimmer joists, pass under the
frontons along the whole length of the block.
Analogical “beams” divide the ceiling from the
inside into 42 squares with murals®. The com-
position is perfect and is arranged around a big
central circle, which symbolizes the sun. It had
been thoroughly and thickly gilded. The eight
triangles around it resemble sunrays. The rest of
the area of the ceiling is divided into two levels,
each of which consists of square image fields.
Their size in the upper level is 14 e X 14 cm.
The corner fields are filled with 16-leaf rosettes
of alternating oak and laurel leaves, every other
of which colored in red and green. The rest of
the fields have portrait images of male and fe-
male heads. The male ones carry wreaths on
their heads, which legitimizes them as rulers.
From the female ones, the most-preserved face
is that of a young woman in 3/4 profile, with a
sweet expression, auburn hair, with earrings on
her ears and a necklace on her neck. An incrus-
tation of thick golden plates, which have been
wrenched, had additionally emphasized the or-
naments. The female image is expressive, real-
istic, and of a high artistic value, as is the case
with the rest of the frescoes.

The lower outer level consists of larger
squares — 18 cm X 18 cm. They had been filled
with scenes from the Thracian mythology and
perhaps with the life of the buried Thracian
king. On the better preserved scenes, one can
see a seated warrior with a big golden shield in
his hand; two talking human figures, which re-

Here, I will not have the opportunity to present my argu-
ments about the lack of direct connections between the
building traditions, which gave birth to the mentioned
tombs, and the traditions, which resulted in the Shipka
tomb-mausoleum.

* The carliest cassette ceilings in Thrace date back to the
Roman epoch. They are presented with numerous monu-
ments in the Greek and Etruscan worlds (Kitov 1904z,
18 fL.).
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semble a scene from the golden treasure from
Panagyurishte (Marazov 1978, p.104 ff. and
lit.)°. One of the figures rests on a club and
resembles Heracles. There are also scenes of
animal fights, that are typical for the traditional
Thracian art (VENEDIKOV/GERAssIMOV 1973, 119)7.
Some fields are filled with plant ornaments. All
“beams” are covered with a rich geometric and
plant decoration. The frescoes are painted in
red, blue, yellow, and green, which is rarely
found in such murals. Besides, strokes had been
used, as well as nuances, among the separate
colors. In its original appearance, the ceiling
of the central chamber in the Shipka tomb had
possessed higher artistic value than the frescoes
of the Kazanluk tomb’, mostly because of the
tact that the images are on fields, several times
smaller, and contain much more details on a
significantly smaller area. Besides, the Shipka
murals are at least half a century older than the
ones at Kazanluk and confirm the hypothesis
about the existence of a Thracian artistic school
in the Hellenistic and antique art of painting
(DivrTrov 1966). Some of the portraits and
scenes could be regarded as masterpieces of the
art of painting, and reveal the high artistic and
technical demands and capabilities of the Thra-
cian society as early as the middle of IV century
BC.

The central monolithic chamber
Shipka tomb had existed separately for some
time, maybe for about a decade. The other five
premises were attached to it subsequently, and
thus it acquired its final appearance of a mau-
soleum® of a Thracian king, who was deified
meanwhile. Undoubtedly, his image is drawn on
the ceiling, as well as the images of the members

of the

S In my opinion, the interpretation of the scene is unac-
ceptable. It seems more plausible that the basic scene
represents a Thracian ritual dance in front of the tomb,
while the lonely and indifferent old man and lad should
be perceived as priests in a process of preparation of the
ritual act (Krrov, in press).

7 A fight between animals can be seen in applications from
Lukovit, Letnitza, Vratza, and many other finds,

* The term “mausoleum” (Krrov 1977, 12 ff.) seems to me
more suitable than the often used instead “heroon”, “sanc-
tuary” (Rousseva 1987, 30 f£), and others. Historically and
religiously A. Fol has substantiaced it (For 1990, 171).

* This is the 22 beehive chamber in Thrace-6 in North-
ern Bulgaria, 15 in Southern, and second in European
Turkey (Krrov 1990, 116 T.). The 23 one was found in

of his family — ancestors or future rulers, who
should have been buried in the same place.

"Two of the additional rectangular premises
flanquer the central monolithic chamber and
are constructively closed. There the funerals
of members of the dynastic family had been
probably carried out. The premises had been
immediately blocked up, which did not hinder
their subsequent pillage. An antechamber is
built up in front of the central chamber with
two premises on its two sides, which are con-
nected with it through entrances. The walls of
the antechamber, its entrance from the south.
and the entrances to its lateral chambers, had
been decorated with plastic ornamentation,
from which too little has been preserved. The
thresholds had been covered with organic mat-
ter, which has left pale brown imprints.

The southeastern premises is circular and
some arch-like incisions are distinguished in
the preserved 3-4 rows, which point out to its
beehive shape®. The premises had been pil-
laged. The bones found here, show that at least
two horses were buried here.

Fortunately the southwestern premises,
which is almost square, turned out unplun-
dered". A horse skeleton, with its legs to the
south and its skull to the east, was cleared out in
the southern part of the premises. Objects of the
blow-picrcing armament, with which the animal
was killed, were found in the area of the chest.
Obviously the horse (stallion) had to accompany
the Thracian king in his afterlife. In the north-
ern half of the chamber, a complete set of silver
ornaments for horse ammunition was put in a
bag. The set is one of the few found in Thrace,
both with its complete content and of such a high

1995 in the mound Golyama Arsenalka in the region of
Shipka-Sheynovo - here, later on.

" The mound Ostrusha is used as a neceropolis during the
early Byzantine epoch. The device has been found prob-
ably at one of the pits, has been robbed, and partly de-
stroyed in IV century AC. The crypt had been searched
for under the central funeral chamber, and a tunnel
was dug, in which a part of the plates of the stereobate
have sunk. Dozens of coins of Constantine the Great,
shoe tacks, and other materials were found in the tunnel
and in front of it. Because of intolerance to human im-
ages, and because of the plates of incrusted gold, muny
of the frescoes are scraped oft and pardy or completely
destroyed. Fortunately, the robbers have not reached the
floor ol the southwestern chamber.
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Fig. 5. A gold decorations on the inside walls

of the silver phiale from Sashova mound.
HI-IT century BC. Photo: Georgi Kilov

Fig. 6. The first chamber with the entrance toward
the central room of the tomb with polychrome
decorations in the Sarafova mound after

opening the door. Photo: Georgi Kitov
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Fig. 7. The antechamber and the chamber of the tomb in Slavchova mound with partitioned wall
[from south. Photo: Georgi Kitov
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arustic value. It consists of a three-dimensional
forehead-plate, six cheekpieces with an engraved
decoration, a multitude of circular smooth ap-
plications, rings, and a bridle. Plant ornaments
are presented on the plate of the forehead-plate,
which resembles the symbol of power in ancient
societies — the double axe. These elements are
an echo of earlier animal images, which were
modified meanwhile according to the tenden-
cies of development of the Thracian art during
this epoch (Kitov 1992, 71). The front part of
the body of a griffin, which was a favorite mon-
ster in Thrace — a combination of a lion’s body
and an eagle’s head, is depicted in the middle.
The stylistic traits of this griffin give us the con-
necting unit between similar earlier and later
images in the Thracian art, which was miss-
ing tll now. The fact, that similar monuments,
which were much more roughly made and with-
out an understanding of the initial meaning, are
widespread in Scythia (MozoLevskir 1975, 166
FF.; MELIUKOvVA 1979, 37 ff. and lit.; 1981, 67 f{f.),
hints that their prototypes should be sought in
the works of Thracian art. The forehead-plate
of the Shipka tomb belongs to these prototypes.
The rest of the applications of the horse ammu-
nition have engraved animal images. On four of
them there are three griffin heads, which are
twisted spirally so that each bites in the mane of

the previous one''. The other two are variations |

of the “connected lion’s paws”, which are wide-
spread in the Thracian subject-matter'?,

Two silver vessels were found in the west-
ern chamber. The pitcher is of the so-called
“Derveni” type” — with a leaf-like decoration

""The closest analogy to the Shipka applications are the
ones at the Mogilanska mound in Vratza (VENEDIKOV
1975, 18 IT.).

'* The most characteristic similar applications, but carried
out worse, are the ones at Panagyurishte and Bednya-
kovo (now Stoyan Zaimovo, Chirpan region) (FiLov 1916,
18, 23, Ne 29, 30, 45).

" This name originates from the village Derveni near Thes-
salonica, where a pitcher with a leal-like decoration on its
body, was tound (ANproxicos 1975, 22). In fact, a pitcher
with such a decoration was found already in the second
half of the last century in Rozovetz (former Rahmanli),
between Brezovo and Pavel Banya, at about 35 km to the
southeast of Shipka (FiLov 1934, 170, Ne 3, table 11, 1).

" The only whole pectoral ol this type is the one at Mezek
(FiLov 1937, Ne 43). Two other similar, but fragmented
pectorals are known from Vurbitza and Yankovo. L.
Ognenova-Marinova made a successful attempt lor their
graphic restoration (OcNenova-MariNova 1969, 407 ).

on its body, which is well-known from the large
Rogozen treasure (NikoLov/MasHov/Ivanov
1988, 119, 143-153). The phiale has vertical
embossed edges. A pectoral could be almost en-
tirely restored from a multitude of silver frag-
ments. It has an iron base and is covered with
a silver, gilded foil with engraved plant and
geometric ornamentation. The overall outline
of the pectoral is sickle-like. It had been used
undoubtedly as a front collar of a chain-mail or
an armor . Other similar fragments are still
being processed and we cannot determine for
sure whether they are pieces of a separate object
or were used for the decoration of this chain-
mail or armor, which is not preserved.

A sarcophagus-like grave, smoothed by huge
stone blocks, was uncovered in front of the
tomb. No archaeological materials were found
in it although it turned out to be intact. Perhaps
it had been a place for a symbolic funeral.

The last ones are acroterium and six antefix-
es. All of them are covered with plastic palmettes
of a Thracian type, with leaves coiled inwards'",
some of which resemble birds’ or griffins” heads.
Three of the antefixes are painted in pale pink
and the other three in pale blue. Obviously they
had crowned the edges of a fronton on a pleks.
Judging from some analogies, the pink ones
were along the eastern sides, and the blue along
the western. Their placement and conscious ar-
rangement out of the complex, which resembles
a ritual “funeral”, sets us before an unknown
custom in the Thracian funeral practices, which
needs further clarification'®.

The Shipka tomb-mausoleum is a unique

Two more similar pectorals, but very fragmented were
found in 1995 in Tzviatkova mound and Golyama Arsen-
alka. They are in a process ol restoration. So, three of the
six similar pectorals originate from the Shipka-Sheynovo
necropolis.

This type of palmettes prevails over the monuments of

Thracian art. Besides on the architectural details, they

are modeled on numerous ornaments and applications

lor horse ammunitions from the Shipka-Sheynovo ne-
cropolis.

'* The cases at Strelcha and Sveshtari are the most indica-
tive ones. A chariot is buried in [ront of the beehive tomb
in Zhaba-mound. It is covered up carefully with stones,
so that its wheels could stand upright. Among the stones
there are two acroteriums with highly artistic images, as
well as pieces of a stone door with a plastic decoration.
Similarly, architectural details, for which itis assumed that
they have not been scattered by plunderers, were found in
tront of the tomb in Ginina mound, near Sveshtari.

b
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Fig. 8. The fagade of the domed tomb in the Goliacima Arsenalka mownd with fallen douwn leaf
[from the two-leaved door and a part from partitioned wall. Photo: Georgi Kitov

Fig. 10. A bronze vessel from the grave from Lesh-
nikova mound. Second half if the 5th century BC.
Photo: Georgi Kitov

Fig. 9. A small silver jug and silver phiale from
Leshnikova mound. End of the 5th century BC.
Photo: Georgi Kilov
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monument of the Thracian tomb architecture
and of the art of painting, also because of the
invested in it ideas. It has suggested what unex-
pected discoveries could be anticipated in the
Kazanluk valley. And they were not late. In 1994
a tomb, which i1s particularly important from a
scientific viewpoint, was found but, however, it
did not reveal attractive building techniques or
archaeological materials. It is in a way a tomb in
anegative. It has a circular shape with a beehive
cover and a corridor. The interior, however, is
entirely filled with stones, which were firmly
coated with a mud solution (Krrov 1995b, 65).
The device had been pillaged during ancient
times. Only fragmented objects of armament
and clay vessels were found, which allow us to
say that it dates back to the end of 4 or the
beginning of 3" century BC",

The following year, 1995, turned out to be
the most successful in the history of Thracian
archaeology™. The series of sensational discov-
eries continued with the discovery and research
of four monumental, completely preserved

" This device obviously belongs to the necropolis of the

capital of Sevt 11, which has existed in the end of IV

and the beginning of [T century — Sevtopolis. Nowadays

it is at the bottom of the "Koprinka” dam. Most of the
mounds, which have been investigated in the last years
in the region ol Kazanluk, are out of the chronological
frames of Sevtopolis. Imposing graves and tombs date
back between VIII and I century BC, which is an evi-
dence for the existence of another important city center
in the region, which has not been localized yet. The lit-

erature about Sevtopolis is by D. Nikolov (Nikolov 1991,

71 f1.); about other centers (Kitov 1994, 89.)

I mean that other important monuments of Thracian

antiquity like the treasures from Vulchitrun, Panagy-

urishte, Lukovit, Letnitza, etc, as well as the tombs
near Kazanluk and Mezek, for example, were found by
chance. Here, for the first time a short review of the re-
search in 1995 is made. Since a little more than 4 month
has passed since the end of the excavations, it is natural
that some formulations are not precise, and that the dat-
ing is liable to further precision. I was heading the inves-
tigation, while G. Lazov, E. Docheva, and G. Vuzvuzova

from the National Historical Museum, K. Zafirov and E.

Dimitrova from Historical Museum “Iskra”, Kazanluk,

the geophysicists 1. Katevski and N. Tonkov from AIM

at the Bulgarian Academy of Science, other specialists,
students and technical collaborators, were participating.

[n contrast with the typical tombs with a semi-cylindrical

arch, where the entrance is on the narrow side and the

chambers are situated along the axis line.

* Asitis known, these tombs carry the name "Macedonian”
type because of the fact that they were found for the first
time in the region of the ancient Macedonian kingdom
and are still most numerous there (Vureva 1994, 55 ff).
Until recently, only seven similar devices were known in

-

Thracian tombs and over 450 objects of muse-
um value, a large part of which are unique. Lots
of new data about the Thracian antiquity was
obtained, some of which would probably cause
changes in the traditional interpretation of the
Thracian history, culture, and religion.

The tomb in Sashova mound is unique not
only with its peculiar design and with the un-
known so far arrangement of the central tomb
chamber, which is transverse to its axis line', but
also with the fact that it is the first monumental
tomb in Thrace, which has not been pillaged
and where the funerals are intact. The device
has a 13-meter-long corridor, which leads to an
ante-tomb chamber and through it, to the vir-
tual funeral premises. The latter has a semi-cy-
lindrical arch®, located perpendicularly to the
entrance. A stone bed*, over which the corpse
of the first Thracian man has been laid, most
probably of the king, is built to the left (to the
West). He has a very well preserved bronze hel-
met of a Thracian type*. He has a wriggled sil-
ver torqua (a bracelet for the neck) on his neck.

our country, six in Northern Bulgaria and only one in
Southern -- Mezek. With the discovery of the tombs in
Slavchova and Sashova mound in the region of Kazanluk
in 1995, their number has increased to nine. Obviously,
more tombs with a semi-cylindrical arch will be found
in the [uture and it is not impossible that some of them
turn out to be earlier than the Macedonian ones. Unfor-
tunately, the precise dating of the building of the last two
tombs in the region ol Kazanluk, as well as that of most of
the others, is complicated by the fact that they had been
used for a long time, and that the materials are charac-
teristic ol the last funeral. Slavchova mound has consid-
erable chances because under the floor of the chamber
there is a level of traces from ritual actions, which pre-
cede the building ol the device. When the [ragments of
clay vessels are cleaned up, possibly pasted together, and
analyzed, perhaps a more precise dating would be pos-
sible. Here, T would like to mention that in 1981, near
the village Slavyani, Lovech district, a stone tomb with a
semi-cylindrical cover was found. There are reasons for
it to be dated back to the end of V or the beginning of
[V century AC.

The stone beds, which are chavacteristic for the “Macedo-
nian type” tombs (Vureva 1994, 55), had been also built
in many typical Thracian tombs, as the beehive ones in
Mezek, Malko Belovo, the newly found one in Goliama
Arsenalka, in the necropolis of Shipka-Sheynovo, etc.

As the discovery of a helmet of a Thracian type during
archaeological excavations was considered an extraordi-
nary event, besides the one in Sashova mound, two other
were found during the last summer, The one in Zareva
mound is made of bronze and has superbly made cheek-
pieces with a stylized beard on them. The other one was
tound in a complex tuneral device in the mound Fomus

and is made of iron.
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An iron chain-mail® lies on his breast. The bed
and the wall have fallen, a huge iron sword, an
iron umbo for a shield with arch-like incisions,
with which he resembles the symbol of the king’s
power — the double axe. A small bronze pitcher,
with an egg-like body and an embossed image of
a human head on the lower part of the handle,
was also found there*. A silver phiale of an un-
known type lay near the pitcher. A 12-leaf star is
modeled from gold on its bottom. It resembles
the Macedonian star from the tomb of Philip of
Macedon in the mound near Vergina in North-
ern Greece®. The interior part of the walls of
the phiale is decorated with three golden belts.
The lowest constitutes the motif of the running
wave, which is known from other monuments
of the Thracian art as well. The middle one
has alternating rhomboids and laurel leaves,
which are stylized like a wreath®*. The upper
belt, which is parallel to the mouth, consists of
two rows of pearls, among which there are cir-
cles, connected with tangents. On the bottom
there is an inscription, which has not been deci-
phered yet. A golden fibula of an unknown type
was found at the same place. Three vertebrae
with nests, incrusted with a dark blue material,
the character of which is to be determined, are
strung on the fibula’s bow.

Ahorse is buried to the right of the entrance.
The rest of the objects from the funeral stock
- an iron bridle, a great number of clay vessels,
some of which imported from Greece, 150 glass
beads, and many other objects of an extraordi-
nary scientific and artistic value, are situated

#The information that in the mound near Rozovetz
(former Rahmanlii) a knitted iron chain-mail was found
(Sukorei, H., K. SukorriL 1898, 125) as early as the
middle of the last century, was perceived with distrust
until the explosive increase of the finds of whole or frag-
mented chain-mails [irst in Kulnovo, Shumen region (G.
Atanassov’s excavations), later in Doyrentzi and Smo-
chan, Lovech region (G. Kitov's excavations), Ravnogor
in the Rhodopi mountains (Kitov 1989, 36 anp NOTE 22),
and now, besides in Sashova mound, also in Slavchova,
Tzviatkova, and others near Kazanluk.

* The pitcher is in a process of a laboratory treatment.

% As it is known, 8-, 12-, and 16-ray stars are modelled on
gold there (Anpronicos 1984, 80 ff.).

% The ornaments on the forehead-plate from Ravnogor
(Krrov 1986, 46) and the phalerae from Ivaylovgrad re-
gion are very similar in terms of the way of execution and
the content (FiLov 1925, 33). In later researches these
phalerae are mistakenly referred to as i they were found
in the Krumovgrad region.

between the skeleton of the horse and the bed.

The tomb seems to have been built in the
middle or in the second half of 4 century BC,
and was used for more than a century as a mau-
soleum of the Thracian ruler, who was deified
meanwhile. It was finally closed in the begin-
ning of 2" century BC, when the last funeral
was performed there®.

Another unique tomb, but with merits in
other aspects, was researched in Sarafova
mound. It has a corridor and two chambers.
The corridor is built of stone blocks. It has had
a flat ceiling and a two-slope ceiling, covered
with well-baked and even artistically made flat
and bent tiles. A horse, preserved in a full ana-
tomical order, is buried in the corridor. Both
premises are made of bricks®. The first cham-
ber does not have any archaeological materials.
The second one was firmly sealed with a mas-
sive stone door®. It had not been opened. When
we opened it, we were standing in front of a dif-
ficult to describe view. Bones of human skeleton
and an insignificant quantity of silver, clay, and
bronze objects, were diffused on the floor. What
caused admiration and surprise, however, were
the elegant outlines of the space and the belts
with multicolored decoration on the walls. The
colors were fresh and strong as if they had just
been laid on. Belts in pompous red, black-or-
ange, violet, and pale pink alternated one over
another. The walls gradually narrow from all
directions and end up in a pointed roof.

The walls of the corridor and the first cham-
ber had been decorated in the same way but

¥ The fact that during the entire 3" century BC the tomb
has been functioning as a mausoleum and has not been
destroyed, casts suspicion on the widespread opinion
about the strong Celtic attack on the QOdriss state, espe-
cially in the region of Kazanluk.

* This conlirms the opinion, which was already expressed,
about the early introduction of the brick in the Thracian
tomb architecture (Cuicikova 1973, 129 fF).

¥ For the [irst time such a door is found in place. It is a
thick stone plate, smooth on the outside and cassetted
on the inside. Its right long side (when looked from the
outside) is round and ends up and down with cylindrical
protuberances. The lower one fits into a cove in the stone
threshold, and is strengthened with lead and iron. The
upper one goes into a wide and thick iron loop, which
is attached to the page by means of two wedges, which
were fixed in it and connected with a lead backing. The
plate was firmly stuck to the pages and its opening was
not an easy work. After the opening the door was freely
hanging on its axis.
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their colors have significantly faded away. The
tomb at Sarafovo mound is of a type, unknown
to the Thracian tomb architecture. The ar-
rangement of belts of polychrome decoration
is also a novelty. It is older than the Kazanluk
tomb* and is an evidence of the striking diver-
sity in the works of the Thracian mural school.

The discovery of the tomb at Sarafova
mound and of the other devices in the region
can be accepted as a confirmation of the hy-
pothesis for the existence of tombs-mausoleums
in Thrace®'. Simultaneously, this tomb poses an-
other question. Why were so few archaeological
materials found behind the firmly closed stone
door? Furthermore, there were imprints of the
bases of three large, probably metal vessels on
the ground of lime plaster, as well as imprints
of their handles near the wall. The most plausi-
ble explanation so far is the hypothesis that the
gifts had been consciously taken out in a mo-
ment of danger for the Thracian state, in order
to provide for the means for the collection of
mercenaries and for the purchase of weapons™.
After that the door has been closed again and
remained in this way until nowadays.

Two other tombs were found in 1995. The
one in Slavovo mound has a tomb chamber and
an antechamber, opened to the south. Both are
built of huge, well-processed stone blocks, con-
nected with iron clamps, which were poured on
with lead®. The chamber was pillaged in an-
cient times. In spite of this, when sifting the soil,
there were found a silver application with the

# A black-firnis kantharos with vertical ribs was partially
recovered from fragments, which were found in the cor-
ridor. It cannot in any way be dated back later than the
last quartér of IV century BC, which is several decades
earlier than the time in which the Kazanluk tomb was
built and its [rescoes drawn.
See note 14. It has been definitely determined strati-
graphically that the tomb has been built after the re-
moval ol part of the embankment ol a ready mound. The
foundations lie at a level not less than I m over the old
terrain. Besides, under their own weight the walls have
fallen into the weuk embankment layer below them and
the floor is warped upwards.

* It is possible that this has happened during the time of
some of the crusades of Lizimach or in the beginning of
the Celtic invasions around 280 BC.

3 The chamber and the antechamber are covered with a
false semi-cylindrical arch. The cutting of the blocks is
after the third vertical row and is extremely precise. See
notes 30 and 31 with regard to this type of tombs. The
arching is along the axis line of the antechamber and

image of a lion-griffin, an iron scepter with a
handle of a stag horn, some insignificant cle-
ments of a gilded wreath, pieces of clay vessels.
A horse in a full anatomical state was cleared
out in the antechamber. Besides a silver appli-
cation, fragments of two large amphorae, which
were restored, lay there. One of them has a rec-
tangular seal of the manufacturer.

The most beautiful and the most architec-
turally valuable beehive®' tomb among the 22
in Thrace, was found in the mound Goliama
Arsenalka. It has an imposing facade, a rectan-
gular and circular chamber. The latter’s floor is
covered with big stone plates, arranged in three
belts around a central one, with an excavation
in the middle. It obviously symbolizes the sun,
and the three belts around it illustrate the idea
of the old Thracians about the structure of the
world. A beautiful funeral bed is built opposite
the entrance. The dome is 3,3 m high™, and
consists of precisely carved and arranged stone
blocks, welded together with iron clamps, which
were poured on with lead. The bechive tomb
was also plundered during antiquity. The bones
of the horse skeleton in the first chamber are
scattered®. Four golden applications™, pieces
of a silver gilded pectoral®, and fragments of a
golden wreath, all of which had remained from
the gorgeous funeral, were found in the gaps
between the floor plates and the bed. They al-
low us to judge that the tomb was designed for
a Thracian king, who had deceased most prob-
ably in the beginning of 5" century BC. It was

the chamber.

* See note 15.

% The dillerence between the height and the diameter of
the chamber is only 2-3 ecm in favor of the height. This
distinguishes it from the one at Mezek, where with the
same diameter the height is over 5 m

% In the other three tombs the horse skeletons are in a
full anatomical condition. Six more horse skeletons were
found in the excavations -- two in Teviatkova mound and
one in four other mounds.

7 The applications have a rosette at one end, transverse
embossed edges in the middle, and a griflin's head, when
looked trom above, at the other end. Similar applica-
tions, but which were made of gilded silver, were found
in Tzviatkova mound, and purely silver applications -- in
Sarafova mound. They are similar in type with the oth-
ers from Mezek (FiLov 1937, p. 30 ff.), Kralevo (GiNev
1983, 31 I[), Koprinka in Kazanluk region and Dolna
Koznitza in Kyustendil region (THE RICHES OF THE TR
c1ax Rivers. Tokvo, 1994, N 14, 25, 7), and others.

¥ See note 23.
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used as a mausoleum subsequently. During the
plunder, the two two-wing stone doors have
been taken out of their axes, and have fallen on
the ground.

Golden, silver, bronze, and iron ornaments,
a multitude of applications for horse ammuni-
tions, objects of the armament, local and im-
ported® vessels of clay, bronze, and silver, and
many other archaeological materials, were
found in the rest of the mounds in the region of
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Jewellery Fashion of the Western Pontic
Colonies in the Hellenistic Times
(from the territory of Bulgaria)

Milena Tonkova

Munena Tonxosa

FOgenupcmeomo 6 3anadHONOHMUUCKUME KOROHUN npes Eaunuima

(om mepumopuama na Bwneapusn)

B cmamusma ca pazzaedanit eXURUCMULLCKUNE H08ENUPHU naxodxu om 3anadwononmuiickume xoronuw. Te dasam yenna
uniopmayua sa Konmaxmume Mencdy mesu 2padoge w ocmaranme yenmpose om nepuoda, Kaxmo w 3a Mecmuume npedno-
wumanus uaw xydorcecmeenu ymenua. Ocaen mosa me noxazeam porama wa KoroHuume npu ducnpudyyuama na eHocHUME
cmoku KoM aumpewnocmma wa Tpaxua. Hynopmuparu uru npousseden 8 Mecmmu pabomuanuu, me Hocim ca padomenu 8

omura Ha 2psykama enuHuUCmunecxa Guxcymepua..

ITpes pannus enxuHUCMULECKU nepuod Odecoc e uzpan saxcna pors, npel CPEOHUA ERUHUCIUNLCKU nepuod Mecambpus u
ANOAOHUA €Q DUIU NO-AKMUSHU, @ npes Kpenua - domunupa Anxuano. Pasuyeemusm Ha medu 2padoge e npedcmeen u wped nped-
Memume na AYKCA, HAKOW oM KOUMO €& UMNOPMUPANU oM JadMmopcku ameruend.

Fine gc)ldjcwe!s, most often with polychrome
decoration, were fashionable during the Hel-
lenistic period in the colonies on the western
Black Sea coast. These objects give information
about the connections between the coastal cit-
ies and their relations with the other Hellenis-
tic centres, as well as about the local tastes and
artistic faculties. Such finds speak also of the
role the colonies played in the distribution of
the imported goods into the interior of Thrace.
Imported, or products of local workshops, as a
whole they belong to the artistic traditions of
the Greek jewellery and follow its rhythm of de-
velopment through the three stages of the Hel-
lenistic Age — Early, Middle and Late.

During each of these periods different cen-
tres from the coast were more active. Through
the first one that was Odessos, during the 2nd-
Messambria and part of the time - Apollonia
and during the 3" - Anhialo. To some extent
this conclusion is a result of the differences in
the stage of investigation of the necropolises.
It also reflects the peculiarities of the cultural
processes that took place there. Itis logical that
the flourishing of the towns often found expres-
sion in luxurious gold jewellery usually import-
ed from overseas workshops.

' The comparisons between the jewellery [ashion of the
coast and that of internal Thracia, the argumentation of
the date of the burial complexes with jewellery as well as

Odessos and its hinterland Early

Hellenistic jewellery fashion

Almost all of the Early Hellenistic jewellery
which has reached us was found in the necropo-
lises of Odessos and its hinterland. We have no
data about the fashion in the southern colonies
- Messambria and Apollonia. Graves of this
period with jewellery until recently were not
found in Nessebar. Examples of precious metal
are almost absent in the ancient cemetery of
Sozopol. At the same time, gold jewellery, of-
ten masterpieces of the Greek goldsmiths, have
inevitably presented amongst the burial offer-
ings in the rich mound graves of the interior
of Thrace south of Balkan'. Obviously, these
objects reached the Thracian centres through
different roads and the two Pontic colonies had
not always got a primary importance (TONKOVA
1994b, 165-166).

The repertoire of the fashionable jewellery
in Odessos and its region includes representa-
tive earrings, exquisite necklaces and finger-
ings and large decorative buttons, rich clothes
accessories. Most of the finds come from graves
dated from the end of the fourth century till
the beginning of the 3" century BC. There are
adornments from burial mounds from Odessos

all conclusions on the development of jewellery in Thra-
cia during the Hellenistic Age are a result of the author's
studies in her Ph.D. thesis on this theme
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Plate I. Jewellery from the Odessos necropolis: 1-4 - Early Hellenistic Age; 5 - Late Hellenistic Age

(present Varna) (MsaHos 1956; Casoa 1971,
MincHEv 1988) and from the Thracian ne-
cropolis situated not far from the city of Gala-
ta (now a quarter of Varna) (Tonuesa 1951;
Hpeanor 1956, 92; Hiccins 1961, 217; MUHYEB
1975). Several objects found in Kavarna come
also from the same region (JumuTroBA 1989,
TabA.15; Bacuaes 1985, 23: taba. 111, 1; THeOD-
ossiev 1994, 113).

The earrings, usually with lion head termi-
nals belong to a type which was very popular in
the Hellenistic world and was disseminated in
the Thrace too (AumuTtroea 1989, 3, Taba. I, 1-
3, 5. - here PL. I, 3). There were also earrings in
the form of a disc. Wonderful examples of this
type were found in mound No 6 in the necropo-
lis of Galata (Tonuesa 1951, 61, 06p. 112 a, 6.
- here PL. 11, 4). In mound No7 there was also
one local imitation of the same type (MUHUEB
1975, 137, 140, Ttaba. 111, 2-4 - here PL 11, 6).
Closest parallels to the discs from Galata are
the earrings from Kyme, Asia Minor (MARSHALL
1911, N 2059) and from South Italy (VAN DEN
DriescHi 1971, 88). From Odessos comes a pair
of disc earrings executed with perfection. They

have pendant shaped as winged female figu-
rine, identified usually as Nike (CaBosa 1971, 6-
8, 06p. 6-10. - here PL. I, 2). These earrings with
complicated construction made with great skill
have exact parallels from Izmit, situated on the
coast of Asia Minor at the Straits and also from
North Greece (Firatii 1964, 109-110, pl. 43, 2;
DepperT-LirpiTz 1985, 228, fig. 165). Though
these examples were found at places situated
quite far from each other, their style and way of
manufacture give reason to consider that they
were made in one and the same workshop in
the Aegean region. As far as the identification
of the figurines is concerned, most reasonable
is the opinion of M. Andronikos, according to
which they do not represent Nike but a female
hypostasis of Eros (ANproNIKOS/YaLouris 1980,
136). It is based on the insignia fairy from Var-
na - a rhyton and phiala.

The necklaces from Galata, made of simple
spherical beads (Tonuesa 1951, 61, obp. 113.-
here Pl. II, 3), as well as those from Varna, repre-
sent a popular Greek variant (Ruxer 1938, 381).
Such were also found in the interior of Thrace
(duaros 1937, 75, 77, o6p. 33, 8-9; 84, 3). Anoth-
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er kind of Greek necklace, made both of simple
and of decorated beads, and a pendant shaped
as a bull’s head is typical of Odessos (CaroBa
1971, 5, 06p. 5; Mincuev 1988, 463, pl. 70, 1.-
here PL. I, 1). It has no parallels in Thrace but
is typical of the jewellery of the colonies from
the coast of Asia Minor and the northern Black
Sea coast, especially for Pantikapaion (GREIFEN-
HAGEN 1975, fig.1; Amanbry 1963, 234, fig. 138;
ToacToit/Konaakos 1889, 59, o6p.79; Mins
1913, 400, tabl. 12, g; GrEIFENHAGEN 1970, 42,
tabl. 19, 6-8). Parts of necklace from Odessos
belong to a comparatively rare type of Greek
jewellery consisting of cylindrical beads and a
pendant in the shape of a pyramid (MpBaHoB
1956, 93, 06p. I11, 2). Similar one was found in
Istria (BUurpa 1979, kat. 34).

The fingerings from the first period have a
smooth plate or a decoration in relief. On the
specimens from the necropolis at Galata this is
arepresentation of a female face (Tonuesa 1951,
60, ¢pur. 102-103; Muues 1975, 137, taba. 111,
la, 6.- here PL. II, 1-2) and on the ring from Var-
na - of Eros (Meanos 19536, 89, taba. 1, 2.- here
Pl. I, 4). The big buttons or claps in the shape
of discs are also characteristic of the necropolis
of Odessos (Msanos 1956, 89, Taba. I, 2. - here
PL. I, 4). They were being fastened by means of
a cylindrical element and not of pin or a fibula.
The latter is typical of similar adornments from
Messambria (I"'sabsOB 1935, 141-142, 06p. 7).

The adornments from Odessos belong to
types well known in the Early Hellenistic Pe-
riod. Most of these objects are among the best
examples from this time and their style, as well
as the techniques which were used, like for in-
stance the earrings with the winged figurine,
give a reason to consider them real masterpiec-
es. They bear the characteristic of the typical
of the Greek art realistic style. All techniques
known at that time were used by the artist who
made them. Among them is hammering on a
die to obtain relief representations on earrings,
rings and pendants. Only in one case casting
was used for the making of the winged female
figurine from Odessos. For decoration of most
of the objects was used fine granulation for cov-
ering the surface, marking the centres of ro-
settes and spirals, for covering the edge of the
disk-shaped earrings and buttons and only in
one case (the necklace of cylindrical beads) for

covering the whole surface. Filigree was used
for the outlining of all kinds of elements of the
decoration. More rarely were applied inlay and
enamel for obtaining polychrome impressions
(ToHkosa 2002). With little color stones were
marked the eyes on the lions” heads on two ear-
rings from Odessos. With enamel was decorat-
ed a pendant of a necklace in the shape of a
pyramid from the same place. There was used
the technique of covering the hole element with
blue enamel, a manner characteristic of the late
fourth century BC as well as of the following pe-
riods (Horrman/Davipson 1965, 10; RUXEr 1938,
381). Typical of the imported Greek adornments
from the region of Odessos is the applying of a
technique which has not been often described
in publications - filling, consisting of cork or
resin for making some elements firm, like for
example the beads and the pendants shaped as
a bull’s head or pyramid. In Thrace, according
to our observations, this technique was used for
the making of the gold wreath from Rozovets
(Draoe 1934, 164-166).

There is no doubt that more of the objects de-
scribed above were imported in the colonies on
the Black Sea coast. Notable is their great resem-
blance to adornments from the Aegean region
where were situated the crafts centres creating
the jewellery fashion during the Early Hellenistic
Period. As it was pointed out, some adornments,
like the winged figurine from Odessos and the
necklace with a bull’s head, have exact parallels
from different regions of ancient Greece. To our
opinion, the presence of similar and even identi-
cal objects of this kind which represent a long
tradition in the Greek jewellery typical of these
Black Sea centers, could be explained with the
fact, that these places were situated on the trade
route between the eastern Mediterranean and
the Western and Northern Black Sea regions.
The population in the latter regions was con-
sumer of fashionable goods, disseminated from
one and the same groups of famous workshops
in the Aegean region. About the characteristic
features of these workshops have written several
authors like St. Miller (MiLLER 1979, 8, 49-51) and
P. Amandry (Axanory 1953, 88). For the present,
as far as these regions are concerned, we cannot
speak of another direction of dissemination of
the early Hellenistic jewellery (for example from
north to south).
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Plate I1. Jewellery from the thracian necropolis of Galata - Early Hellenistic Age

The popularity of the imported Hellenistic
jewellery naturally resulted in imitations made
in local workshops. Many finds from the region
of the western Black Sea coast speak of their
production (Coja 1962, 115-119; Muuues 1980,
19; KoLkowna 1980; Tonkova 1994a, 185). Such
adornment, obviously preferred in Odessos can
be found among the earrings with lions” heads
and in the shape of discs, as well as the finger-
ings with a plain or relief plate from Galata.
Such are also the gold lamellae from Kavarna.
It is not easy to evaluate the artistic of the crafts-
men representing the different workshops.
Among the adornments there are some, the
quality and the style of which are very differ-
ent from those of the imported (Munues 1975,
141), but there are others which differ only in
some details concerning the decoration or the
workmanship. The later objects could be con-
sidered imported as well as products of skilful
local craftsmen.

The assortments from Odessos are very sim-
ilar to those from the necropolis at Galata and
this can be explained with the trade activities
of Odessos which was a mediator in the proc-
ess of dissemination of imported goods into the
neighboring settlements (Beamnticku 1970, 153).

However, it is possible that the local fashion had
its own peculiarities in the different districts.
For example in the burials from Odessos most
often are presented earrings with lions’ heads
and necklaces with a pendant shaped as a bull’s
head. These varieties are not represented in
the necropolis at Galata. Here have been found
mostly disc-like earrings without pendants and
fingerings with a relief representation of a fe-
male face which are not known from Odessos.
However, these adornments represent only
varieties of the main types and their distribu-
tion could be a chance phenomenon, or they
might have been used in different time within
the boundaries of the Early Hellenistic Period
which is difficult to be established.

Several types of jewellery were typical of
Odessos and its district during the period -
different disc-like earrings and earrings with
lions’ heads, necklaces with a bull’s heads pen-
dant, and rings with plain or decorated in relief
plate. They are decorated with floral motifs or
figures including anthropomorphic ones. Of
those, only the lion-head earrings especially
preferred by the Thracian aristocracy were dis-
seminated in the interior. This is an expression
of an intentional choice made from among the
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Hellenistic jewellery coming from the colonies,
because only the traditional forms and motifs
were accepted in Thrace. The comparison be-
tween several such examples of this type of ear-
rings from Odessos and some settlements near
the Balkan (without engraved spirals on the col-
lars) shows that in Northeast Thrace this type
came from Odessos where it was first imported
(AumuTrora 1989, 10).

Jewellery fashion of the Middle
Hellenistic Age - the workshops of Odessos,
Messambria and Apollonia

During the 2" period of development of

jewellery, coinciding with the Middle Hellen-
istic Period (2" half of 3 and the 2" century
BC), gold adornments typical of the Hellenistic
fashion were disseminated extremely seldom in
the interior of Thrace. In these regions were
popular the traditional Thracian forms and
motifs, imported La Tene jewellery or adorn-
ments made in local workshops influenced by
the La Téne ones (Jdomaragckn 1984, 138-142;
Toxkova 1997). Almost all Hellenistic adorn-
ments were found on the Black Sea coast not
in the interior. As a rule these are new types
or developed jewellery forms and motifs known
from the Early Hellenistic Period.

Odessos

Evidence of the active role of Odessos dur-
ing the second period is one burial with finds
including gold jewellery - a necklace consisting
of band-chains with a medallion and appliqués
decorated with relief representations of Eros,
Aphrodite and Artemis and a hoop earring
with a lion head terminal (Mupues 1947, 259-
241, o6p. 1-3. - here PL. I, 5). The stylisric pecu-
liarities of the adornments characteristic of the
end of 3'Y and the beginning of the 2" century
BC give reason to date the burial a century later
than the date pointed in the first publication on
them. The busts of the deities represented on
the necklace are typical of the jewellery fashion
of this period. The closest parallels of these im-
ages are from the eastern Mediterrancan coast
(Miteer 1979, 35, pl. 20 a; 21, Dervert-Lirerrz
1985, 278). Their style and iconography are
similar but the workmanship is very different.
For the making of the medallions from Odessos
were used the traditional of the period tech-

niques and no enamel or inlay were applied.
This professional conservatism speaks that the
workshop in which they were made was situated
far from the Mediterranean centres of jewellery
production, which were leading in the estab-
lishing of the fashionable for the period poly-
chrome style. Good evidence of the dating of
the find gives the earring which can be dated to
the 2 century BC. It represents a late variety of
the earrings with lion-head terminals and its el-
ements (hoop, collar, proportion) have parallels
only from the territory of present Northeastern
Bulgaria, of the northwestern and northern
Black Sea coast (Jumurrosa 1989, 3, 8, Taba.
I, 16, Bapuant II). Therefore, we may suppose
that this is a local variety. Odessos is one of the
possible centres of production of such jewellery
or at least one of the centres whence they were
disseminated. Almost identical earrings were
found in Thracian territories near the Balkan to
the north of it (usurrosa 1989, 9) with which
Odessos maintained active contacts like in the
previous period. This workshop had created
its own aesthetic conception (though within the
frames of the Hellenistic fashion) and defended
it on a high professional level.

Another set of adornments with unknown
origin has characteristic features typical of
the same workshop. It could be related with
Odessos as well as with other colonies situated
to the north of the Balkan. This find consists
of a hoop earring terminating in a head of a
lion-griffin and several elements of a necklace
- a medallion shaped as a disc and crescent-
like pendants (PL IV). They could be dated to
the end of the 3 and the 2™ century BC. This
type of necklace and carring has close paral-
lels among the Greek adornments of different
centres. However, identical specimens or ob-

jects with identical characteristic elements were

found only on the northern and northeastern
Black Sea coast where most likely they were
made (Jnmirrrosa/Tonkosa 1989, 70-75).

Of interest is a pair of earrings with bull-
head terminals about which there is information
that were found in the district of “Dionysopo-
lis (present Baltchik) or in Dobroudja™ (diaos
1910, 225, obp. 1.- here PL 111, 2). They could
be taken as evidence of the role of mediators
which the Black Sea centers played in this re-
gion. These earrings are considered products of
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Plate I11. 1. Earring from Kavarna - Early Hellenistic Age; Earrings from the region
of Balchik or Dobrudja - Middle Hellenistic Age

an eastern workshop because of the character-
istic stylization of the bull's head (BEnEAnKOB/
Iepacumor 1973, 101). Most of the identical ob-
jects were found on Cyprus where we may look
for the origin of the type (Hapaczek 1903, 46;
Hiccins 1961, 161, 213). Conservatism is char-
acteristic of its development, which might be
explained with the supposition that it was tra-
ditional in the centres where it was produced.
1. Venedikov has dated the earring to the 3
century BC (Beneankos/Iepacuvos 1973, kat.
184). In consideration of their closest parallels,
we may date them more precisely to the period
after the middle of the 3rd century and even
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Plate 1V. Set of Jewellery with unknown provenance
- Middle Hellenistic Age

to the end of the 3 and the beginning of the
2 century BC (HOFFMAN/CLAER 1968, kat.76;
DepperT-LipprTz 1985, fig. 191). This date is con-
firmed also by the techniques applied - enamel,
pseudo filigree and pseudo granulation. The
earliest earrings with enamel found in Thrace
are from a grave from Messambria dated to the
second half of the 3 century BC (MHMBYAEBA
1964, 58, obp. 3, a-8). In a grave from Apol-
lonia (present Sozopol) dated to the end of the
3¢ century BC were found earrings decorated
with pseudo filigree and pseudo granulation
(Maaaenoss 1963, 294, Ttaba.159). The pro-
portions between the different elements of the
earrings with bulls’ heads which are similar to
those of the earrings with lion-head terminals
from the second period (Jinirrrosa 1989, 8-9,
papuaut 11 - here PL. I, 5) also support the sup-
posed date.

Messambria

Most of the finds from Messambria can be
referred to the very end of the 3'*and the first
half of the 2" century BC. This mark a com-
paratively short but very fruitful period of the
development of jewellery in the colony. These
chronological boundaries have been established
considering the dating of the burial complexes
as well as the style of the adornments offered in
the graves.

In the outset of their study the jewellery
from Messambria has been referred to the sec-
ond half of the 3" century, but now they can be
related with a better certainty to the jewellery
fashion of the 2" century. 1. Galabov has dated
the rich graves with gold jewellery generally to
the 3! century BC, pointing out grounds cer-
tain complexes to be dated also after the mid-
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dle of the 3" century (I'babsOB 1955, 129-147).
In an article devoted especially to the jewellery
I.Frel has dated most of the jewellery from Mes-
sambria to the period around the middle of
the 3 century BC (FreL 1963, 61- 69). In the
graves which were excavated later and dated
to the 2" half of the 3" and the beginning of
the 2 century BC were found many specimens
belonging to the same types and even identical
ones (ITeTeos/YnMYAEBA 1963, 26; HHMBYAEBA
1964, 61; CimsULEVA 2003, 91-103). In his turn
M. Pfrommer dated the adornments from Mes-
sambria to a shorter period - from the end of
the 3" to the beginning of the 2" century and
pointed out that one of the complexes with
adornments came from the second half of the
94 century (PrroMMEer 1990, 249- 250, FK 95-
98).

These chronological frames are accepted in
the present study on the base of the following
arguments. The earlier complex with jewellery
in polychrome style is dated in the very end of
the 3" or the beginning of the 2! century ac-
cording to the date of a black-glazed cup deco-
rated with a rosette and a frieze of dolphins in
a West slope style. A cup from Pergamom with
a rosette in the same style is related towards
9290 BC (Scuarer 1968, 58-39, Taf. 10, D2),
and another similar cup from Messambria, but
with a different frieze, is dated in the 2" cen-
tury (OGNENova 1960, 230, Abb.9; PFROMMER
1990, 250, K 98, ref. 2035). The blossoming
of the jewellery fashion in Messambria contin-
ued at least to the 3" quarter of the 2" century.
Grounds for this conclusion gives the cup with a
relief decoration with a frieze of galloping bigas
with Nike and floral patterns found in a grave
abundant in gold jewellery (I'bABEOB 19535, 134-
135, 06p. 5). It has been considered as a product
of one of the most significant Ionian workshops
functioning in the late 2" century. For the date
of the articles from Mesambria of particular im-
portance is the fact that the production of the
workshop, called “Atelier du Monogramme”,
was in circulation before 125 BC, too, when a
Celtic oppidum was destroyed and where frag-
ments of vases of this type were found (Laumo-
NIER 1977, 131-132).

The fact that several types and components
of decoration were repeated so often can be
explained by the relative ephemeral flourish-

ing of the splendid jewellery fashion in Messa-
mbria. The adornments from Messambria are
mainly golden, most of them with polychrome
decoration. In this city were popular the hoop
earrings terminating with a head of lion-grit-
fin, head of a maenad or a protome of Pegasos:
chains with golden terminals decorated with a
colour bead and a head of a lion-griffin, spiral
snake rings, ring with a profiled bezel as well
as brooches. Here we would like to point out
some arguments concerning their dating. The
earrings with a head of a maenad (Y1nMEYAEBA
1964, 58, 06p.3, a-B.- here PL V, 4; CIMBULEVA
2005, 104-105, fig. 17/1) were popular in the
3 century and later on (Hiccins 1961, 162;
Greifenhagen 1975, 58-59, pl. 471, 2, 3; Mar-
shall 1911, N 1699-1700). The earrings with a
forepart of Pegasos (MAanBOB 1955, 141, obp.
15, a, 6) have close parallels of the 3 century
BC found at Montefortino at Arcevia (HADACZEK
1903, 50, fig. 90; for the date cp. HIGGINS 1961,
164). M. Pfrommer (1990, 249, OR 471) dates
the examples from Messambria in the early 2"
century. A pair of brilliant hoop-earrings termi-
nating with a head of a lion-griffin and a bead
of cornelian was found in a grave from Messa-
mbria with materials of the late 3 — 2™ century
BC (CimpuLeva 2005, 99-100, fig. 13/1). The
very characteristic of Messambrian chains with
golden terminals with the same motf (I"bABEOR
1955, 141-144, 06p. 9; 10, a; [TeTros/YHMBYAEBA
1963, 25; UnMeyAEpA 1964, 58, 06p.4, a, 6. - here
PL. V:1) have many parallels of the end of 3™
and the next century (GREIFENHAGEN 1975, 119,
pl. 9; Hiccins 1961, pl. 51 B; MARSHALL 1911, N
1964; Makcumosa 1979, 54, ur. 10). However,
some of the terminals from Messambria have
some peculiarities like the elongated silhouette
of the lions” heads, collars profiled like triangles
and other characteristics of the style repeating
in a great number of articles, a fact showing that
they are a product of one and the same work-
shop.

Another peculiarity of Messambrian jew-
ellery fashion are the spiral serpentiform fin-
gerings, a type broadly attested in the Greek
jewellery (GrRErFENHAGEN 1975, 119, pl. 9; Hic-
cins 1961, pl. 51 B; MarsHact 1911, N 1964;
Makcusosa 1979, 54, ¢ur. 10). A fingering
with a snake’s head was found in a grave from
Messambria of the end of the 3" century BC
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Plate V. Jewellery from necropolis of Messambria - Middle Hellenistic Age

(Unmbyaesa 1964, 57, o6p.1; cp. also the com-
mentary above). Similar to that but terminating
in a head of a demon and with inlay decoration
is another well-known fingering from Messa-
mbria (Pl V.2). Taking into consideration the
style of the ring it has been dated to the middle
of the 3" century (BEHEANKOB/TEPACHMOB 1973,
kat. 202) or the first half of the 2™ century BC
(DeppeERT-Liverrs 1985, 273-274).

According to some opinions the earrings with
a demon’s head could not be Greek (Frer 1963,
66) but might be Thracian (I'bAbs0B 1955, 135;
BeHEankoB/TEpacumos 1973, 102). However,
the opinion that they have a Thracian origin is
disputable since there are spiral bracelets with

identical images identified as Ketos found in
several Mediterranean centres - from Eretria,
of the end of the 3'¢ century BC (Horrman/Dav-
insoN 1965, N 68), and from the hoard Carpe-
nisi (?) in Thessaly, of the first half of the 2
century BC (Asanpry 1953, NN 262-263; 1963,
249). A bracelet of this variety is represented on
the hand of Artemis on a medallion from the
same hoard. This personage is represented on
other kinds of adornments too (AMANDRY 1953,
118).

Characteristic only of Messambria are also
the rings with a profiled bezel. There are six
rings of this type belonging to two variants. The
first are with broadened shoulders which join
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the plate forming an acute angle (YHMBYAEBA
1964, 38, ob6p. 2, a; 60, obp. 26). The second
are with straight shoulders (IbAnEOB 1955, 141,
06p.9, r,.a; 143, 06p.10, a, 6). Three of the rings
are local imitations. This type is characteris-
tic of the period 3'4-2" century BC (Laffineur
1980, 414; Henkel 1913, 103). Rings, identical
or similar to those from Messambria were found
in Crete, Thessaly, Kertch and Tarentum, oth-
ers now belonging to the collection “Canello-
poulos” (Hiccins 1961, 174, pl.54, d; AMANDRY
1953, 105-106, pl.XII, fig. 65; OxpzEjOVA 1975,
35, pl. LII, N 4; LarriNeur 1980, kat. 106, figs.
115-116; ALessio 1985, 296, kat. 226). A glass
ring belonging to the first variant was found in
a grave in Apollonia of the end of the 3" or the
beginning of the 2" century BC (MAAJEHOBA
1963, 310, TabA.166, N 1000.- here PL VI, 6).

The brooches are another typical represent-
ative of the fashion of Messambria. This kind
of adornment consists of a plate with a fibula
for fastening it. Five of those were found - three
gold ones, one made of silver and one made of
bronze (TbAbboOB 1955, 141 ca., 06p.7; 8, 6; 9,
6; 11; UnmeyAEBA 1964, 58, 06p. 5.- here PlL V
3,7,8). Only one of them could be considered
imported (Ynmsyaesa 1964, o6p. 5. - here PL.V,
3). Similar to it (as far as the shape, the style and
the details of the decoration are concerned) are
two brooches from Melos from the 3™-2" cen-
tury BC which are considered lonian produc-
tion (Horrsman/Davipsox 1965, 196, N 74). The
way the brooches were fastened also signifies
that they date in the 2" half of the 3'* century
or later on (lomapaickn 1984, 139). According
to some opinions these decorative plates have
a mutual origin with the Thracian pectorals
(Beneankos/Ueracumos 1973, 106). However,
their style and construction as well as the point-
ed out comparisons with similar adornments
show that they were used in more conventional
way - to fasten the piece of cloth on the shoulder
or on the breast.

I. Frel divided the adornments from Messa-
mbria into two groups - imported and produced
in a local workshop according to the quality of
the jewellery workmanship (FreL 1963, 63-65).
In the first one are included objects which can
be considered belonging to the masterpieces of
the Hellenistic jewellery. Many adornments be-
longing to several types and variants and even

identical objects were found in Messambria.
This could be explained with the links of Mes-
sambria established for a short period with one
or several jewellery centres where these similar
objects were made. It is difficult to locate these
foreign centres because of this period was char-
acteristic homogeneous style of jewellery which
makes the regional differentiation not easy to
establish (MiLLER 1979, 50). Very often almost
identical adornments are found on the north-
ern and the western Black Sea coast, in the
Aegean region, in the Eastern Mediterranean
region as well as in South Italy. In spite of this
fact, it is reasonable to look at the Aegean re-
gion for the centers with which Messambria was
in contact because there were found the closest
parallels belonging to the same types, variants
and even identical objects. The homogeneous
style and the high quality of workmanship of
the gold jewels from Messambria can also find
another explanation which seems to be more
reasonable. These characteristics are perhaps,
sooner, an indication of the high professional—
ism of the local craftsmen and workshops. It is
more probable that Messambria itself, showing
an economic prosperity in this period, would
have been amongst the leading centres of Greek
jewellery.

The adornments from Messambria give rea-
son to draw conclusions on the development of
the Hellenistic jewellery in general. They rep-
resent evidence illustrating the change in the
jewellery fashion after the end of the 3" and
the beginning of the 2" century, represented
by new forms and motifs, executed in a differ-
ent style. The brooches can be considered as a
new kind of adornment. Many of the examples
from Messambria are decorated with a winged
thunderbolt. New forms were accepted espe-
cially among the rings — spiral rings and such
massive or hollow with a profiled bezel. As far
as the other kinds of jewellery are concerned
new motifs came into use. The hoop earrings
for example were decorated with lion-griffin,
maenad, forepart of Pegasos. The chronology
of these hoop earrings offered here (the end of
the 3" and the first half of the 2" century BC)
confirms the B. Deppert-Lippitz’s supposition
about the time of introducing of the different
motifs in the Hellenistic jewellery. According to
it, the hoop carrings were decorated first with
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Plate VI. Jewellery from necropolis of Apollonia - Middle Hellenistic Age

lions’ heads and then appeared the other figural
representations (DepperT-Liverrz 1985, 202). Ac-
cording to the examples from Messambria it can
be supposed that this change occurred around
and after the end of the 3" century. The dating
of the spiral serpentiform fingerings to the end
of the 3™ or in the first half of the 2" century
makes the chronology of the dissemination of
this type more precise. This fact may be used
as a fulcrum of the supposition that the spiral
rings as well as perhaps the spiral bracelets were
in use in the Middle and the Late Hellenistic
Period and not earlier (PreiLEr-LippiTz 1972,
114; DepperT-LIreiTZ 1985, 273).

Another characteristic feature of the jewel-
lery from Messambria is the polychrome deco-
ration (Toukosa 2002). Almost all objects are
decorated with inlay and one with enamel. Ac-
cording to the publications the stones used are
opal (actually cornelian), amethyst, red, green
and brown stones, blue glass pearls etc. The
finds from Messambria have helped for making
more precise the chronology of one typical of
this region type of jewellery - the necklaces with
terminals composed of a colour bead (of cor-
nelian or glass paste with red colour, according
to professional expertise performed recently by
Ruslan Kostov) and a lion-griffin head. They
have shown that in the end of the 3™and the be-
ginning of the 2" century the golden collar was

replaced by a colour stone bead or a glass one in
a gold casing. From the interior of Thrace, the
early Hellenistic chains with gold terminals from
the mound of Mezek (®uaoe 1937, 77, obp. 84,
4) represent a suitable example for comparison.
M. Maximova has recorded a similar observa-
tion on the chains from the Artuhovsky kurgan.
According to her the change took place around
the middle of the 2" century BC (MAKCHUMOBA
1979, 34). According to the existing date of the
complexes with chains from Messambria obvi-
ously this change had already occurred a little
bit earlier. It has to be taken into account that in
one of the complexes along with an adornment
of this type the already described cup with re-
lief decoration which, as it was mentioned, dates
after the middle of the 2" century.

The second group of adornments from the
cemetery of Messambria consists of gold foil
imitations of original gold specimens (PL. V, 6-
8) which are products of local workshops. Since
they are fragile and their workmanship is not
precise, they have been considered as objects
used in the funerary rites (I'bABEOB 1955, 138-
139; Frel 1963, 63). There are imitations of the
most kinds of the “solid” adornments from Mes-
sambria like earrings with a maenad head (PLYV,
6), chains with lion-griffin terminals (PLV, 3),
rings with profiled bezels, the snake fingerings.
Through other examples made of gold foil like
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disc earrings with a pendant shaped as Nike,
earrings with a pigeon, brooches with figural
compositions etc. (I'eAnsoB 1955, 135, 144,
0o6p.8, B, r; 11, 14) we receive information about
other types of original gold adornments which
are expected to be found in Messambria. The
jeweller has tried to make a relief representation
without paying much attention to the details. I.
Frel supposes that they were made into import-
ed dies (Frer 1963, 65). According to me, it is
possible that they were hammered over mod-
els of perishable material. Another manner for
manufacturing some of the decorations is also
presumable. The great resemblance to “solid”
adornments from the same necropolis, as well
as the often amorphous character of the im-
ages, makes us suppose that they were made by
pressing the foil on original gold objects of the
same type. According to the observations of P.
Amandry (Amanpry 1963, 215) in this way most
likely were made imitatons of adornments be-
longing now to the collection of H. Stathatos.

Apollonia

In Apollonia too, the Middle Hellenistic Pe-
riod was marked by tlourishing of the jewellery
fashion. The number of the gold adornments
increased. In fact, almost all gold specimens
tfound in the ancient necropolis of Apollonia be-
long to this period (Maagenosa 1963, 293). In
a grave of the end of the 3'Y century was found
a ring with a relief representation of Aphrodite
and Eros, terminals of a necklace with a garnet
in a casing and a Negro head and hoop earrings
with a head of a maenad (MAaa1eHOBA 1963, 302,
294-296, N 956,909-912, Taba.158, 159, rpo6
702.- here PLVI1,3,4). Another pair of earrings
of the same type but representing another vari-
ant was found in a grave of the end of 3" or the
beginning of the 2™ century BC (MAagEHOBA
1963, 296, N 913-914, 1abA.159.- here PLVI, 2).
The first two finds can be considered Hellenis-
tic adornments imported in Apollonia because
of their complicated construction, precise work-
manship and numerous parallels among the
Hellenistic jewellery. There is not evidence that
in Apollonia there was a workshop with these
professional characteristics.

The number of the finds from Apollonia is
not great so we should not draw general con-
clusions. However each of the objects gives op-

portunity interesting observations to be carried
out. The ring with representations of Aphrodite
and Eros (pl. VI, 3) was found in a grave from
the end of the 3'“century BC, but J. Mladenova
has expressed the opinion that its shape is closer
to the 4"-century rings, so she has dated it "not
later than the end of the century” (MAaaAEHOBA
1963, 300). It is true that the shape (hoop fit-
ting the from of the finger, round shoulders
and raised bezel or plate) relates it to a type
which existed for a long period of time among
the Hellenistic jewellery (Boaroman 1970, 219,
type XI, XII, XIII), but the images represented
associates it with the production of the period
Jra-2ndcentury BC. Two parallels come from this
time - a ring from Tanais and a die for produc-
tion of similar rings from Tirytake (KoLkowna
1980, 112-114). Another example - the image on
a ring from the hoard Carpenisi (?) in Thessaly
(Amanpry 1953, 105-106) is closest to that from
Apollonia. These images were very popular in
the 2°¢ half of the 3'¢century BC and later on, a
fact confirmed by many medallions of the same
period from Kampanari, Thessaly as well as
from the northern and western Black Sea coast
(GREIFENHAGEN 1975, pl. 68, 4; Horrasan/Davin-
soN 1965, N 91; Amanpry 1953, 99-100, N 235;
GREIFENHAGEN 1970, 40, pl.17; MAaageEnoBA 1963,
299, Taba. 1538A).

In the same grave of the end of the 3™ cen-
tury were found also the terminals of a necklace
(PL. VI, 4) with obliterate Negro heads of colour
stones, probably garnet. For the reconstruction
of the motif we have found a base in modern
earrings and necklace terminals. The closest
parallel of the manner the hair is represented
is the earring from Kyme in Asia Minor of the
end of the 4" century or later (HicGins 1961,
pl. 47G), and of the construction of the whole
fastener - the necklace from Budva dated to the
342w century BC in accordance with the dating
of the necropolis in which it was found (RENDIC-
Miocevic 1959, 1V, 15, fig.5). It supposed that
the necklace and the earrings with Negro heads
from Budva had come from Tarentum. Reason
for this statement has not been the motif, which
is considered of oriental origin and typical of
Alexandria but some peculiarities of the tech-
nique used as well as the style. Considering the
great resemblance between the fastener trom
Apollonia and the earring from Kyme we may
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Plate VII. Jewellery from a burial mound of Anchialo - Lale Hellenistic Age

look for a connection between this find and an
eastern workshop. Other parallels to the fas-
tener from Apollonia can also be pointed out
- from the museum at Houston, dated to the
late 3" century BC (DepperT-LirpiTz 1985, 291,
fig.157), from Melos, dated after the 3" century
BC (MarsHaLL 1911, pLXXXVI, N 1961), etc.

The earrings with female head (pl. VI,-1) -

from the same grave are not of good quality.
The craftsman had a good die tor the face but
the rest of the elements were not carefully made.
The decoration of the collar is hammered on
the inner side (pseudo-filigree and pseudo-
granulation) and the places of the joints are not
covered. The hoop is made of gold band which

makes it unstable. The local craftsman did not
follow exactly the pattern of the original ear-
rings (compare the earrings from Messambria)
and applied a composition known from the ear-
rings with animal heads.

The second pair of earrings of this type
(pl. VI, 2) could be considered product of a lo-
cal workshop. The earrings are quite precisely
manufactured and bear traces of a long use. Ob-
viously they were roughly repaired - the front
part of one of them was replaced by a plain
plate, perhaps because of lack of a suitable die.

The style of the adornments from Apollonia
is different from those found in Odessos and to
a great extent from the Messambrian ones. This
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fact supposes connection with different Hellen-
istic centres and limited links between these col-
onies themselves. We may, however, speak about
some similarities between the taste and fashion
of Apollonia and Messambria - at both places
were popular earrings with a head of maenad
- but the adornments belong to different vari-

ants so they could not be considered evidence of

direct links between these two cities.

For this period too there is not evidence that
Messambria and Apollonia were mediators in
the dissemination of the Hellenistic jewellery
into the interior of Thrace. In Thrace there are
no traces of the jewellery fashion popular in
the two colonies and as a whole the gold adorn-
ments (all of them imitations of Early Hellenis-
tic ones) are very rare. During the 2 half of the
3rdand the 2 century BC the culture in Thrace
was, as it has been mentioned, under the strong
La Téne influence and the leading tendency in
the development of jewellery was different.

Jewellery fashion of the Late

Hellenistic Age: jewellery of Anchialo

We have scarce evidence about the devel-
opment of the jewellery in the colonies on the
western Black Sea coast in the period 1* century
BC - **century AD. There is almost no informa-
tion about Apollonia and Messambria. The few
late Hellenistic and early Roman adornments (a
gem and a fingering with a gem, JAuMirrrosa-
Mitauesa 1980, 9 ¢ 6ea. 11 found in Odessos
will be discussed after their publication.

Arich find of gold adornments from Anchia-
lo (present Pomorie) can be outlined against this
general situation. It consists of a pair of hoop
earrings with a figurine of a sphinx and anoth-
er type composed of plate with inlayed stones
and an amphora pendant, two necklaces - one
of plaited band with amphora-like pendants
and another one consisting of separate elements
and lion-head terminals, and a golden funeral
wreath. The adornments are from a rich burial
mound dated to the end of the ' century BC or
the beginning of the 1" century AD (BaxabaHoB
1976, 4, 28-30 - here PL. VII). Most of these ob-
jects are related to the late Hellenistic jewellery
(/Linirrosa 1982, 3, 35 ¢ Gea.6) fashion and
only some of them could be dated to the very
end of this period to which also belongs the
burial itself. Though the two pair of carrings

and the plated band necklace belongs to types
which appeared in different periods they have
similarly executed elements so they make a set
created by one and the same jeweller.

The earrings have inlayed stones and am-
phora-like pendants (Pl VIL1). This type of
earrings appeared, and different variants were
being disseminated, in the period 2"-1* cen-
tury BC (Hicains 1661, 166, type 5C; DEppERT-
Lieprrz 1985, pl. XXXI). The necklace (Pl V11,
4) could hardly be dated after the beginning
of the 2" century BC, which would lead some
changes in the conclusions concerning the de-
velopment of this type. According to the ac-
cepted for the present dating the necklace from
Anchialo is not only one of its late representa-
tives but it is separated by more than a century
from identical specimens from the hoard from
Halmyros in Thessaly (Ruxer/Kusczak 1972,
239, pl. XII, 1, XXXI, 3, tig.8,h; Anmanpry 1953,
110-112, pL.XIII, kat.252; Secarr 1938, 39, N
33, pl.XII). There would not have been such a
contradiction if the supposition of R. Higgins
concerning the necklaces with polychrome dec-
oration was taken into consideration. According
to it “the terminals decorated with inlayed gar-
net appeared on a later stage, probably not be-
fore 200 BC” (Hicains 1961, 168). The necklace
from Anchialo cannot be dated to a period later
than the 1 half of the 2" century BC. To the
same time is dated an identical necklace from
Messambria recently displayed in the History
Museum of Nessebar (YumeyaeBa/KokyXaron
2000, 84, obp. 1).

The earrings with a figurine of a sphinx (pl.
VI, 3) represent a variety of the earrings with
whole figures. Though R. Higgins has not paid
special attention to the period of dissemination
of these earrings, he has pointed out that above
the figures usually there is an inlayed garnet
and he has gave examples trom the late 3 and
the 2" century BC (Hicains 1961, 168). As far
as the earrings from Pomorie are concerned the
dating element is the decoration on the head of
the sphinx - garnets in a drop-like casing which
appears on different types of earrings from the
2utand first century BC (MicLer 1979, 62, pl.25;
Deveerr-Lirerrz 1985, 256, plL.XXXI; AMANDRY,
1963, 115, 218, tig.123).

The second nccklace from this grave is not
published yet. Only separate elements of it have
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been preserved — terminals with zoomorphic
decoration. It is also simultaneous to the rest
of the objects from the set. It belongs to a type
popular in the 2" and the 1" centuries BC as
well as later in the Roman period. A more pre-
cise dating of the necklace can be based on the
combination of two specific elements - animal-
head terminals and precious stones in casing.
This combination we also see on the necklace
from Artyuhovsky kurgan (from the middle of
the 2% century or little later) considered one of
the earlier representatives of this type (HIGGINs
1961, 169, type 4; MAKCHMOBA 1979, 23, 57, obp.
Ha cTp. 29)

All this means that the adornment from An-
chialo found in a grave from the end of the first
century BC - the beginning of the first century
AD, bear the specific stylistic features of the Hel-
lenistic jewellery of the 2*and the beginning of
the 1** century BC. In the lavish decoration of
some specimens with polychrome stones could
be found the further trends of the development
of the craft.

The conservatism in the choice of forms and
motives, the use of Early Hellenistic construc-
tion for the composition of the plated band
necklace, the skilful applying of jewellery tech-
niques speak of a professional workshop with
long traditions. For the present, there is not
enough evidence of its location in the region of
the bay of Bourgas, nevertheless as it was men-
tioned, it can be supposed that in the 2" cen-
tury BC such leading jewellery centre was Mes-
sambria. The same opinion has been expressed
by P. Balabanov who thinks that it is very likely
these adornments to have been produced in a
local workshop (Baaasanos 1976, 31).

The wreath (pl. V11, 2) is the only gold adorn-
ment from this find which can be considered
with a certainty as a local product made in a
time close to that when finds were buried in the
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Belgae Expansion Into South Eastern Europe
and Asia Minor (4th-3rd century B.C.)

Brendan Mac Congail

Ependan MaxKoneaa

Excnansuama na berzume 8 I0zousmouna Espona uw Mana Asua (IV=11I enp.Xp.)

Keamcxomo nauecmsue xoxm K0zouzmouna Espona w Manra Asus e xpan na IV u 8 navaromo na 11 e.np. Xp. ocmaga caed
cefie cu kpamuy notumuecKu, Ho A6AZOMParR KYAMYPer vmIeyK e Barkanume. Banpocrama excnaniun ousa npunuceana
wan npocmo Ha “Keamu” ¢ HEYMOUREH NPOUIX0D WA, NOZPEUHO, HA “eanume”. [Tododen henomen omrpugame He camo y coape-
Mennume agmopu, 1o u 8 OPerinne puyKu u puscxu usopu. Bewuxu nameon ceudemencmsa naseCIAM A MUCBING, UE
sounume, sodenu om Bpenoc npes 279 enp. Xp., ca Gurw scougnoem eazu — eOMA CAMOCIOAMENHA 8 NONUMUNECK) U KYAMYPHO
OMUOMEHIUE NAEMEHHA 2PYNA KEAMU, KOAMO UMA MECHIU 2EHEMUNHIL EPBINU € 2EPMARCKIUME NAEMPHA. Asmopum cuuma, ue
mo3u haxm 61 Mmozvn du Xevpan d0 UIBECMIE CMENEN CELMAUNA BPXY BCE VUE CNOPHUR BNPOC OMNOCNO EMHUNECKUAMA npu-
nadnescnocm na naesemo dacmapruu. Oxaisd ce, ue JOKANo KeAMEKAME GvAHA, 3AARLE HmaIudckua notyocmpod, ce e Cocmos-
1 oM eancxi naemena, mo unsasuama na Baakanume u ocnosasanemo wa Faramesn 6 Mana A ca uisvpuenu om fereu.

As has been said of the Thracians - ‘the eth-
nonym does not denote the united people of a
single state but covers an innumerable popula-
tion that inhabited vast territories in Europe,
the demographic core of whom manifests iden-
tical or similar culture-historical features dur-
ing all the main periods of its existence’ (Fou ET
AL. 2000, 8). A similar distinction must be made
when one talks of the Celtic expansion into the
Balkans and ultimately into Asia Minor dur-
ing the period in question. A tendency to lump
these Celtic forces together under the terms
‘Gauls’ or ‘Celts’ (a phenomenon common even
in ancient historical sources) has hitherto failed
to take into account the different ethnic and
cultural groupings within the race which falls
within this umbrella term. It is of paramount
importance, therefore to establish more pre-
cisely the ethnic origins of the participants in
this invasion. In the name of the Celtic general
— Bolgios/Belgius — who attacked on the western
flank through Macedonia, ultimately destroy-
ing the Macedonian army and killing Ptolemy
Keraunos, we have the first indication as to the
ethnic/tribal origin of the Celtic armies. It is
quite probable that the name of the leader of
the western Celtic army — Bolgios, is derived
from an ethnic appellation. The testimony of
Justin adds weight to the theory, referring to
this leader not as Bolgios, but as Belgio:

Igitur Galli duce Belgio ad temptandos Mac-

edonum animos legatos ad Ptolomeum mittunt,
offerentes pacem, si emere uelit (Just. XXIV, 5;
Cf. Trog. Pomp., Prol., XXIV - ‘Belgius, Leader
Of The Gauls’).

Classical authors mistaking ‘barbarian’ u-
tles for personal names is certainly not without
precedent. A number of factors give us reason
to believe that there were members of the Celtic
Belgae confederation among the expedition.
We know for example that the Volcae Tectosag-
es were one of the three tribes later to cross into
Asia Minor and participate in the subsequent
establishment of the Celtic state of Galatia un-
der Lutarios and Leonorios (Memnon, XI, 6;
Pliny V, 42; Strabo XII, 3, 2). In Caesar’s time
the Belgae were a confederation of tribes who
were settled between the Seine and the Rhine.
The peoples comprising this nation are well
documented in historical sources. (The Treviri,
Mediomatrici and Leuci tribes in the east; the
Remi, Suessiones, Catuvellauni, Meldi, Parisii,
Silvanectes in the west, and in the north and
west the Veliocasses, Bellovaci, Caleti, Ambi-
ani, Atrebates and Morini, Adatuci, Eburones,
Nervii and Menapii (Plin. IV, 105; Ptol. 11, 9;
Caesar, 11, 3, 4, 11; 1V, 19). The Treviri, Remi,
Meldi and Volcae Tectosagae tribes are of par-
ticular interest to us in the present context.

The Belgae confederation were a distinct
group within the Celtic family. Caesar, in the
first lines of his Commentaries on the Gallic
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War, states this clearly (‘Gallia est omnis in par-
tis tres, quarum incolunt Belgae, aliam Aqui-
taini, tertiam, qui ipsorum lingua Celtae, nostra
Galli appellantur’). While Caesar's Aquitania
was bounded by the Garonne, that of Agustus
reached to the Loire, but the eleven tribes of
the greater Acquitania, living between the Ga-
ronne and Loire — the Pictones, Santones, Bi-
turiges, Cubi, Lemovices, Cadurci, Petrucoril,
Nitiobriges, Arverni, Vellavi, Gabali and Rutini
- formed a group distinct from the province
as a whole. Evidence of this is provided by the
method of recruiting troops, for under the em-
pire these peoples had a special dilectator. The
peoples north of the Garonne formed another
unit and their territories in the third century
were separate. In these two cases, as in that of
the Belgae, we have pre-existing relationships
between the natives taken into consideration by
the Romans. They were similar to the distinc-
tions which made Belgica and Aquitania south
of the Garonne separate regions from the rest
of Gaul. These were associations which were
political in some cases but had a racial element
at their core and were thus different from po-
litical associations created simply by the alliance
of two nations or the subordination of one to
another. The same considerations may explain
why certain neighboring civitates are placed to-
gether in small groups, for example for the col-
lection of taxes, and also the subdivisions of the
provinces introduced under Diocletian (HOLDER
I1, 128; Nonetheless their underlying ethnic-
ity, as with the Belgae was Celtic — ‘About the
same time Publius Crassus, the son of Marcus
Crassus, subjugated nearly all of Aquitania. The
people are themselves Gauls and dwell next to
Celtica, and the territory extends right along
the Pyrenees to the ocean’ — Dio. Cass. 39, 46,1).
Caesar, in his Commentaries, continues: ‘Of all
the people the bravest are the Belgae. They are
the furthest away from the culture and civilized
way of the Roman province, and are least of-
ten visited by the merchants who bring luxuries
which tend to make people soft; also they are
nearest to the Germani across the Rhine and
are continually at war with them’. The evidence
of Strabo substantiates this ethnic division. He
tells us that the country next in order after the

Aquitanian division and Narbonitis reaches as
far as the whole of the Rhenus, extending from
the Liger river and also from the Rhodanus at
the point where the Rhodanus, after it runs
down from its source, touches Lugdunum. He
adds —"Now of this country the upper parts that
are next to the sources of the rivers (the Rhe-
nus and the Rhodanus, extending as far, ap-
proximately, as the centre of the plains, have
been classified under Lugdunum; whereas the
remaining parts, including the parts along the
ocean, have been classified under another divi-
sion, I mean that division which is specifically
assigned to the Belgae’; Strabo IV, 3).! Strabo
also mentions the-Germani living mixed among
Celtic tribes, including the Belgic Mediomatrici
and Sequani and as neighbours of the Leuci
(‘After the Elvetii, along the Rhenus, dwell the
Sequani and the Mediomatrici, in whose territo-
ry are situated the Tribocchi, a Germanic tribe
which crossed the river from their homeland.
Mount Jura is in the territory of the Sequani; it
marks the boundary between the Elvetii and the
Sequani. So it is beyond the Elvetii and the Se-
quani, towards the west, that the Aedui and the
Lingones dwell; and beyond the Mediomatrici,
that the Leuci and a part of the Lingones dwell;
Strabo, 1V, 3). Of the Sequani, Pliny (Pliny IV,
106) explicitly states that they were Belgae.
They seem to have had a parucularly close re-
lationship with the Germani. Strabo informs us
that the Romans bore a grudge against them
because they had helped the Germani to invade
Italy and indeed appear to have been in some
sort of alliance with them.

‘But across the Arar dwell the Sequani, who,
for a long time, in fact, had been at variance
with the Romans as well as with the Aedui. This
was because they often joined forces with the
Germans in their attacks upon Italy; aye, and
they demonstrated that theirs was no ordinary
power: they made the Germans strong when
they took part with them and weak when they
stood aloof” (Strabo, 1V, 3).

This comparison and Belgae links to the Ger-
mani is indeed significant (particularly in rela-
tion to the ongoing dispute among academics
as to whether the Bastarnae were of Germanic
or Celtic origin.) However, despite Caesar’s as-

! <http://www.ukans.edu/history/index/europe/ancient_rome/E/Roman/Texts/Strabo/4C* html>

PRAE



Belgae Expansion Into South Eastern Europe and Asia Minor (4th-3rd century B.C.) 907

signing the Belgae as a different ethnic group,
there is little doubt that they were ethnically
Celtic. While the Belgae may have had links to
the peoples across the Rhine, they also retained
strong ties with Celtic peoples outside their
confederation. The Remi tribe were patrons of
the Carnutes (B.G. 1V, 3) and the Bellovaci had
strong links with the Aedui tribe (B.G. II, 14,2).
In the first page of his Commentaries, he also
writes of them speaking a different dialect from
other Gauls (not a different language), while
Strabo (IV, 1,7,6), also speaks of slight differ-
ences of dialect and indeed says that the Gaul-
ish of Belgica was not much different from the
language of the £dui, the Gaulish tribe settled
between the Loire and the Seine.We also know
from Ausonius that the Volcae Tectosages tribe
called themselves Beleae Tectosagi:

Qua rapitur praceps Rhodanus genitore

Lemanno,

Interiusque premunt Aquitanica rura Ce-

bennz,

Usque in Tectosages paganaque Belcas,

Totum Narbo fuit

(Ordu Urbium Nobilium, XIII, 7-10; ‘Bel-

cae = Volcae' — Cf. Pauly CCCIXVIII, T11,

Cols. 198-199).

Of the Volcae Tectosages tribe Caesar fur-
ther informs us that they had occupied territory
inside Germania itself, — ‘It was in this way that
the Volcae Tectosages came to take possession
of the most fertile districts of Germania, near
the Hercynian forest, which seems to have been
known to Eratosthenes and some other Greeks
under the name of Orcynian. There that tribe
has maintained itself to this day, and enjoys a
great reputation for justice and courage’ (B.G.
VI, 24). Tacitus (Tac. Germania, XXVIII) re-
peats Caesars” information and mentions other
Celtic people east of the Volcae — the Boii in
Bohemia and the Cottini in Silesia. Ammianus
Marcellinus, in a detailed passage about the
Gauls also adds — ‘the Druids relate that part of
the population was really indigenous, but that
others had come in from the outermost isles and
the regions beyond the Rhine: (‘Draside mem-
orant revera fuisse populi partem indigenam
sed alios quoque ab insulis extimis confluxisse
et tractibus Transrhenais; XV, 9,2; Ammianus’s
source is Timagenes of Alexandria, a valuable

historian who relates most of the classical tradi-
tions about the Celts.). Marcellinus propounds
another reason for their migration — “They were
driven from their homes by the frequency of
wars and the violent rising of the waves’, (Creb-
ritae bellorumet adluvione fervidi marissedibus
suisexpulsos; op cit), which suggests earlier con-
tacts with the Germani.

The expansionist tendency of the Belgae
tribes is well attested to. In Hispania Tarraco-
nensis we find the placename Belgida (Diod.
XXXI, 39), and also a Belgica. Another city
Suessatium recalls the name of the Belgic Sues-
siones (see HuperT 11, 77). Interestingly we also
find in Spain a people called the Germani who
were Celto-Iberians (Pliny I11, 25). Possibly best
documented in historical, archacological and
numismatic sources is the Belgae expansion
into s. Britain and Prolemy (Ptolemy 3,13) men-
tions a civitas Belgarum, which covered eastern
Somerset, Wiltshire and the north of Hamp-
shire. In writing of Britain, Caesar commented
that the coastal areas, ‘maritima pars’, had by
his time come under the influence of people of
a Belgic origin — ‘ex Belgio transierant’. He fur-
ther describes Kent, the territory over which he
advanced, as ‘quae regio est maritima omnis’,
which some historians, have interpreted to mean
that it was the only maritime territory. However,
as Rodwell comments, “the sense of Caesar'’s ac-
count suggests that it was an important part of
a wider maritime district”, an assumption that
can be supported by evidence of coinage (see
RopweLr 1976, 208).While it has usually been
argued that the invaders settled in Kent and
the Thames valley region and that Gallo-Belgic
coins were associated with the incoming migra-
tion, this now seems less likely , and a stronger
case can be made for a limited incursion into
the east Solent region penetrating Hampshire.
The strongest evidence for this is that under
the early Roman reorganization of the prov-
ince this area of Hampshire was known as the
canton of the Belgae. One of their main towns
was called Venta Belgarum, now Winchester.
Caesar (B.G. V, 12, 1-2) informs us that, "The
interior of Britain is inhabited by people who,
according to their own tradition, are aboriginal.
The coast is occupied by others, who came from
Belgia on looting or warlike expeditions, and
have almost all kept as tribal names those of the
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tribes from which they are descended. Brought
in by war, they settled down and proceeded to
cultivate the land.’

The Belgae had also expanded into the s.e.
of Gaul by the 3rd century B.C. Here we find
them in the province of Gallia Narbonensis oc-
cupyng the district between the Garumna, Cer-
benna mons and the Rhodanus. They appear to
have been divided into two main groups — the
Volcae Arecomici and the Volcae Tectosages
(whose territory included that of the Tolosate
tribe) on the west seperated by the river Arauris
or a line between the Arauris and Orbis. The
chief town of the Tectosages was Tolosa (On
further topographical links between the Tec-
tosages in Gaul and those in Galatia see Mac
Congail 2004, 171-176) and of the Arecomici,
Nemausus (Nimes) (Ptolemy, Geography II, 9).
Their presence in this region is further attested
to at the onset of the Second Punic War, when
Livy describes the negotiations of the Volcae
with the envoys of the Roman senate returning
from Carthage where war had been decided on
(Livy XXI, 20).

In relation to the Belgae presence in Asia
Minor particularly relevant is the testimony of
St. Jerome who states that in Galatia, the area
populated by the descendants of those Celts
participating in the expansion of the 3rd cen-
tury B.C. into the region, the language spo-
ken by the Galatians even in his time was very
similar to that of the Treviri tribe who were
also part of the Belgae confederation (Comm.
On Galatians, 11, 3: ‘Galatas , excepto sermone
Grzco, quo omnis Oriens loquitur, propriam
linguam eandem pene habere quam Treviros,
nec referre si aliqua exinde corruperint’). One
further important piece of information on the
Treviri tribe is also given by Caesar who in-
forms us that they were a fierce tribe, ‘not much
different from the Germani’ (B.G., VIII, 25, 2:
‘Labienum cum duabuslegionibus in “Treveros
mittit, quorum civitas propter Germaniae vi-
cinitatem cotidianis exercitata bellis cultu et
feritate non multum a Germanis differebat
neque imperata umquam nisi exercitu coacta
faciebat’). The Treveri inhabited the lower val-
ley of the Mosella within the southern fringes of
the vast Arduenna Silva (Ardennes forest) The
tribal capital of the Treveri tribe was Colonia,
Agusta Trevorum (Trier, Germany), was later

the site of a Roman colony, and the provincial
capital of Belgica itself. This close comparison
of Celts and Germani is not only a Roman trait.
Compare the words also of Strabo who informs
us:

‘Now the parts beyond the Rhenus, immedi-
ately after the country of the Celti, slope towards
the east and are occupied by the Germani, who,
though they vary slightly from the Celtic stock
in that they are wilder, taller, and have yellow-
er hair, are in all other respects similar, for in
build, habits, and modes of life they are such as
I have said the Celt are. And I also think that
it was for this reason that the Romans assigned
to them the name “Germani” as though they
wished to indicate thereby that they were “genu-
ine” Galatae, for in the language of the Romans
“germani” means “genuine” (Strabo VII, 1, 2).

In the Balkan context, place-names in the
Belgic areas of S. Britain and Belgic-Gaul ap-
pear to have strong parallels with the Celtic
topographical traces on the Danube among
the Scordisci and in north-eastern Thrace. In
terms of Celtic placenames in this area, con-
taining the same element as the settlements
in Scordiscian territory — dopiec and Olodoris
(Duridanov 1997, 143) the settlement Durosto-
rum, today’s Silistra, appears to carry a Celtic
name (see Tomaschek I1, 2, 73; Duridanov 1980,
11, 5; Belevliev 1968, 422). This is particularly
important as the element was obviously a com-
mon one among the Remi tribe — compare also
— Durocortum, capital of the aforementioned
(Belgic) Remi tribe (today’s Reims) in Britain,
¢f. also: Duriarno (site uncertain but probably
Plymouth — (RC 105.52); Durnouaria *Duro-
tragum — Dorchester (Ai Itin. XIV'); Durobriuis
- Rochester (Ai Itin. ILIII, IV; RC 106.37); Du-
rocinto - Dorchester on Thames (RC 106.12);
Duroleuo - Sittingbourne (Ai Iten. I, RC 108.
37); Duroliponte - Cambridge (Ai Iten. V, RC
106.52) etc.

Further topographical traces of these Belgic
tribes are to be ascertained in the Balkans and
in Galatia in the aftermath of the Celtic expan-
sion into the region. In Moesia Superior we find
a further link in the capital of the region Reme-
siana (Itin. Ant.), Pepeqave (Hierokl. Synekd.),
Romesiana (Tab. Peut.) (see TomascHEk I, 90-91;
TomascHek 11, 2, 69). Tomaschek first linked the
name to the Belgic Remi tribe. This position is
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echoed by academics such as Holder (11, 1904,
1116); Kazarov (1919, 61) and Besevliev (1968,
420). Duridanov comments that, ‘Der name ist
m.e. eine latenische Bildung auf -iana (vgl. die
ONN @Aopevtiava, Longiana, Candidiana) von
dem lat. Adj. Reme (n)- leitet zu schein scheint’
(Duripanov 1997, 136). Lending weight to this
is the presence in the same area of the Kastell
Bpittovpa, which is ‘certainly Celtic’ according
to Detschew (1957, 90).

Further: on the right bank of the Danube,
between Ratiaria and Almus (todays village Or-
soja) the Roman Station (mansio) Remetodia
(Tab. Peut.) is mentioned by Duridanov (1997,
134) as a Celtic structure. In addition we find
an area in eastern or central Haemus (Tab.
Peut. VIII, 3) - Remesica. First identified by
Miller (1916, 594) as, ‘ein von keltischen Rime-
sii bewohnter Landstrich (Strategia)’ who, in his
opinion dwelt in the area between Naissus and
Serdica (see Tomascuexk I, 91; Horper 11, 868;
Kazarow 1919, 67). The Belgic Remi tribe oc-
cupied the northern Plaine de Champagne on
the southern fringes of the Ardennes (therefore
neighbours of the aforementioned Treviri tribe)
between the rivers Mosa (Meuse) and Matrona
(Marne) with their capital at Durocortum (‘But
the most noteworthy of all the tribes in this re-
gion of Celtica is that of the Remi; their metrop-
olis, Duricortora, is most thickly setled and is
the city that entertains the Roman governors’;
Strabo, 1V, 3) There is, theretfore, sufficient top-
ographical evidence that the Belgic Remi tribe
were one of the components of the Celtic force
which expanded into the Balkans in the first
quarter of the 3" century B.C.

Besides the well documented Volcae Tectos-
ages, a further Gallo-Belgic tribe mentioned in
the Balkan context have been the abovemen-
tioned neighbours of the Remi in Gaul - the
Meldi. Tomaschek (ToamascHex 1, 91) mentions
them in connection with the mansio Meldia.
(Cass. Dio LI 25,4). In Pannonia, Pliny further
mentions a town called Belgites (Pliny [T, 148),
providing additional evidence of the presence
of the Belgae in the region. Of paramount im-
portance in the present context, are the alore-

mentioned Tectosages tribe. The testimony of

Strabo makes the fact that they were Belgae
even more crucial. Fle informs us clearly that
the Tectosages tribe who crossed over into Gala-

tia, ‘is named after the tribe in Celtica’ (Strabo
XII, 5, 1). The moved into Galatia along with
two other tribes, the Troemi and Tolistobogi (
-boii) (Memnon XI, 6; Pliny V, 42) who we are
informed are named after their leaders (Strabo
VII, 5, 1). This would suggest that the Trocmi
and Tolistobogi were not intact tribal units per
se but probably made up of elements of difter-
ent tribes and therefore took their titles from
their leaders. Even more important is that all of
these three groups displayed no ethnic or lin-
cuistic differences each other —‘All three spoke
the same language and differed from each
other in no respect’ (Strabo VII, 5, 1). It the
Trocmi and Tolistobogi differed in ‘no respect’
from the Tectosages then it logically follows that
they were also Belgae. One may conclude with
a degree of certainty that the Galatians were
ethnically Belgic which leads to the logical con-
clusion, in combination with the topographic
evidence outlined above, that the Celtic inva-
sion force into South-Eastern Europe and Asia
Minor, was comprised of tribes from this con-
federation.

How does this then fit in with the testimony
(Polyaen VII, 4) that these Celts were descend-
ants of those who had advanced into Ttaly a cen-
tury earlier? The question remains whether the
Celts who settled in Pannonia, as proved by ar-
chacological material from LT Bl (DOMARADSKI
1984, 72) (beginning of the 4th century B.C.),
came from the Po valley. Fortunately the Gaul-
ish tribes who moved into Ttaly at this juncture
are well documented. They crossed the Alps in
several successive waves. Bellovesus, who direct-
ed the whole operation, had with him the Insu-
bres tribe (Livy V, 34-35; Jullian CCXLVIIL, I)
and was afterwards followed by the Cenomani
under Elitovius (Livy V, 33, 2). Following them
came the Libui and Saluvi, the Boii and Lin-
gones (Livy V, 35, 2). The Senones arrived last
and subscequently provided the army of about
30,000 which crossed the Appenines and took
Rome (Livy V, 35, 2-5).

The effect of the terror on the Italian pe-
ninsula died hard and until the middle of the
4th century B.C., the Romans remained on the
defensive. From that period on they began to
turn on their enemies. Polybius tells us that at
the first Roman attacked the Gauls were so sur-
prised that they stopped short and scattered
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(Polyb. 11, 18, 7) and peace seems to have been
concluded around 335 BC (Polyb. XIX, 1). The
general outcome had been that while Celtic in-
roads had penetrated to the end of Italy, their
conquest stopped at the Appennines. Of these
five main tribes who moved across the Alps we
are informed that the Insubres, Cenomani, Boii,
Lingones and Senones all came direct from a
great distance — from the banks of the Rhine
(App., Celt, I, 2; Prop. X, 10,19). In the time of
Tarquin the Proud we are told that ‘Gaul was
so fertile and populous that that the immense
multitude threatened to be hard to rule. So the
King, being old and wishing to relieve his king-
dom of its excess population, declared that he
would send his sister’s sons, Bellovesus and Sig-
ovesus, who were energetic youths, to whatever
country the Gods should indicate by omens, and
they should take as many men as they wished,
so that no people should be able to resist their
advance. The omens assigned the Hercynian
Forests to Sigovesus, and to the much more for-
tunate Bellovesus the road to Italy’ (Livy V, 34).
Livy also gives us a list of the peoples among
whom Bellovesus raised his army — namely the
Bituriges, Averni, Senones, Aedui, Ambarri,
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