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OBSERVATII ASUPRA NECROPOLELOR TUMULARE SI
ASEZARILOR ,,INVIZIBILE” DIN VESTUL SERBIEI
IN PRIMA EPOCA A FIERULUI

MARIJA LIUSTINA, KATARINA DMITROVIC (BELGRAD - SERBIA)

Cuvinte cheie: Prima Epocd a Fierului; vestul Serbiei; necropole;
tumuli; asezari

Abstract. Istoria cercetarilor necropolelor tumulare din vestul Serbiei ne
ofera date suficiente pentru a determina caracteristicile si regularitatile de baza
in practica funerard, cu precadere pentru Epoca Bronzului si Epoca Fierului.
Majoritatea mormintelor din Prima Epoca a Fierului din aceastd zond a
Balcanilor poate fi strans legata de influenta dominanta a culturii Glasinac sau a
complexului cultural Glasinac-Mati. Aceste populatii practicau atat inhumarea,
cat si incinerarea defunctilor, insotite de elemente specifice vesmintelor, cu
markere de mormant tumular. In contrast cu necropolele bine documentate,
pozitia asezdrilor din vestul Serbiei este Inca sub semnul Intrebarii. Cunostintele
noastre se restrang la cateva asezari fortificate multi-stratificate, a caror secventa
stratificata slab conservatd cuprinde material din Prima Epocd a Fierului.
Confirmarea materiala a activitatilor din asezare poate fi consideratd ca marturie
a unei organizari specifice a asezdrilor din aceasta perioada. Cu toate astea, sapte
decenii de cercetari intensive de teren, precum si multe sondaje, nu au definit
sistematizarea agezarilor din epoca fierului.

Introducere

In cadrul actualei Serbii, partea de vest este bine cunoscuti pentru
evolutia culturilor din epocile bronzului si a fierului, cele mai relevante
caracteristici sunt reprezentate de mormintele tumulare. Istoricul
cercetarilor indelungate au furnizat date suficiente pentru a defini
caracteristicile si regularititile de baza in practicile funerare, unde
majoritatea mormintelor din Prima Epoca a Fierului sunt legate de
influenta puternicd a culturii Glasinac sau a complexului cultural
Glasinac-Mati.

ISTROS, XXVI, 2020, Braila, p. 43-69
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Se presupune ca populatia epocii fierului din vestul Serbiei a
folosit ambele tratamente asupra corpurilor persoanelor defuncte, dar
predominand inhumarea. Atunci cand se ia in considerare inventarul
funerar, aldturi de diferentele cronologice definite prin caracteristicile
tipologice, numarul, tipul, pozitia, intregite de informatia asupra
trasaturilor arhitectonice ale mormantului, sugereaza diferitele statute ale
defunctului. Conform acestor criterii, am identificat inmormantarile
razboinicilor obisnuiti, aristocratiei si regilor, Insemnand persoane cu
statut social fnalt (Dmitrovi¢ si Ljustina 2020). In orice caz, suntem
constienti de faptul cd, asa cum elegant s-a exprimat J. Collis In lucrarea
sa de referintd despre Epoca Fierului Europeana (Collis 2003, p.19), este
la nivel de individ modul in care se poate opera atunci cand avem de-a
face cu practici funerare. Statutul defunctului in cadrul societatii poate fi
’fosilizat” la moartea sa prin ritul de inmormantare. Diferitele niveluri de
organizare pot fi identificate in termeni spatiali, dar urmele asezarii pot fi
ambigue si siturile cheie pot fi ratate, asa cum vom ardta n prezentul
articol, in timp ce dovezile de Tnmormantare omniprezente ne permit sa
previziondm existenta unor situri nedescoperite. Cu toate astea,
inmormantarile au propriile dezavantaje. Presupunem ca statutul este
indicat de bunurile funerare, de structurile funerare, precum si
amplasamentul mormantului; problema tine de faptul cad fiecare individ
poate detine mai multe statuturi si, atunci, care dintre ele este cel
simbolizat?

Practici funerare — o scurta prezentare generala

In cadrul imaginii generale al practicilor funerare din Epoca
Fierului, primul grup — asa numitele morminte de razboinici — cuprinde
numarul cel mai mare de morminte, iar aceste morminte sunt raspandite,
aproape proportional, pe intreg teritoriul din vestul Serbiei (Dmitrovi¢ si
Ljustina 2020, p. 104-105). Acest grup cuprinde majoritatea mormintelor
de la Kriva Reka si Razana (I'apamanun J[. 1967; Manauh et alii 2016).
Doua tipuri de morminte s-au distins fatd de restul grupului: mormintele
in care scheletele erau insotite de doua varfuri de lance si de un cutit si
mormintele amenajate cu bijuterii si accesorii (butoane, bratari, fibule si
rareori vase ceramice). Aparent, asemadnatoare sunt mormintele de la
Mojsinje (Nikitovi¢ et alii 2002, p. 98-101) si Ljuljaci (CpejoBuh 1991),
Glumag, Pilatovic¢i (situl de la Ravni Lug) (Zotovi¢ 1985, p. 73-75, 81-88)
si din regiunea Novi Pazar (movilele din asezérile Crnoca, Delimede,
Dojevié¢i, Doljani, Glogovik, Gracane, Melaje, Novopazarska Banja,
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Raspogance etc.) (Jevti¢ si LjuStina 2008; Jlernna 1982; LjusStina si
Cvijeti¢ 2019; ITpemoBuh-Anexcuh 2014).

Mormintele atribuite aristocratiei tribale nu sunt la fel de frecvente
precum cel din grupul anterior si sunt caracterizate de bunuri funerare de
import, luxoase si valoroase, si prin cantitatea lor, care ne permite sa
definim defunctul ca membru al claselor tribale inalte (Jevti¢ 1990, p.
115; Dmitrovi¢ and Ljustina 2020, p. 105-106). Acestui grup 1i apartine
mormantul ingropat sub structura masiva din piatrd de forma conica cu
coif de bronz de tip illyrian de la Razana (I'apamanun 1967, p. 46).
Trebuie evidentiate unele dintre bunurile funerare remarcabile: curelele cu
astragale de la Kriva Reka (I"'apamanun 1967, p. 47), Paulje (Bulatovi¢ et
alii 2017, p. 71-74, fig. 85) and Pilatoviéi (Zotovi¢ 1985, T. XXXII/10),
armura de bronz sau cataramele de centurilor de parada din Uziéi
(Zotovi¢ 1985, p. 75), precum si numdrul mare de descoperiri apartinand
mai multor morminte Ingropate intr-o movila de mari dimensiuni, care
cuprindea bratari, fibule, colier de saltaleoni cu pandantive clopot si
varfuri de lance si cutite de fier (Zotovi¢ 1985, p. 75). Mormintele de la
Kremna, Srednja Dobrinja and Mrc¢ajevci apartin acestui grup (Zotovic¢
1985, p. 74-80; Dmitrovi¢ 2019; Crojuh 2000).

Cel de-al treilea grup — orizont princiar — este format de un numar
semnificativ mai mic decat cele ale grupurilor anterioare. Principalele sale
caracteristici sunt reprezentate de movilele mari evidentiate prin
constructiile funerare din interiorul lor, cu inventar funerar de lux realizat
deseori din metale pretioase, avand uneori o valoare artistica remarcabila
(Vasi¢ 1987). In acesta privinta trebuie evidentiate piesele de origine
elenistica si italicd, In special produsele de chihlimbar; la prima vedere,
contextul sau superior este evident. Acestui orizont princiar i-au apartinut
mormintele de la Atenica, din apropiere de Ca¢ak (Puknié and Jovanovié
1966), Pilatovi¢i din Pozega (Zotovi¢c 1985, p. 88-100), Novi Pazar
(Mano-Zissi and Popovi¢ 1969) si, foarte probabil, descoperirile de la
Krusevica (Cpejosuh 2002, p. 272-288), care este situat intre Novi Pazar
si Atenica.

Asezarile cunoscute si necunoscute

Spre deosebire de segmentul sepulcral bine cunoscut al imaginii
arheologice din Prima Epoca a Fierului, amplasamentul asezarilor din
sud-vestul Serbiei (regiunile Cagak si Uzice — Fig. 1/1-12) incd nu sunt
suficient cunoscute. Totusi, sapte decenii de cercetdri intense de teren,
precum si mai multe sondaje, nu au oferit o imagine clara a asezarilor din
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epoca fierului, care sunt, deseori, reprezentate printr-un strat de cultura
subtire sau chiar unul absent. Se intdmpld ca anumite situri sa fie
identificate pe baza materialului ceramic tipic Tmprastiat. Nu rar se
intampla ca un singur sit sd contind vestigiile culturilor anterioare (Ctojuh
1997; Crojuh 2000), care indicd faptul cd unele locuri erau destul de
potrivite pentru comunitdtile preistorice din perioade diferite. Doar un
numar restrans de situri au putut fi atribuit Primei Epoci a Fierului.
Semnificative sunt asezirile fortificate. In principiu, asezirile din sud-
vestul Serviei aveau structurile sau straturile de culturd arheologica subtiri
sau distruse 1n totalitate si care au fost cercetate prin sondaje de mica
dimensiune. In consecinti, inci ne lipsesc date suficiente despre
trasaturile principale ale acestora.

Ceramica tipicd perioadei secolelelor VIII-VII a. Chr. din vestul
Serbiei apartine siturilor Sengoljska Gradina din Rasna, Pljosna Stijena
din Radoinja, Greblje din MaZiéi si Rastovlje din Celice (Fig. 2/6-21), in
timp ce in Rasna si Radoinja straturile de culturd preistorica au grosimea
cuprinsa Intre 0,3 si 0,8 m, dar complet deranjata, in timp ce materialul
ceramic a fost atribut perioadei mentionate pe baza caracteristicilor sale
tipologice si stilistice. Reprezentative sunt: castroanele fatetate cu buza
evazatd, decoratd cu impresiuni paralele sau valurite, vase amforoidale, cu
decoruri canelate, incizii In formd de triunghiuri fragmentate si dublu
punctate (Ctojuh 1997, p. 64-68).

Mai la est de acest grup, asezdrile nu sunt mult mai bine
cunoscute, iar existenta lor a fost, din nou, determinata pe baza prezentei
ceramicii tipice. Acestea au fost identificate in urma unor prospectiuni de
teren sau excavatiilor realizate cu diferite alte scopuri (spre exemplu:
excavatiile fortificatiilor medievale din vestul Serbiei). Aici trebuie
mentionate asezarile fortificate de la Gradina din Grab, din Muntii Jelica,
Liska Cava din Lis, Gradina din Vuckovica Dragadevo, Trijeska si
Brusnicko Groblje din Brusnica, in apropiere de Gornji Milanovac,
Jerinin Grad din Gornja Crnuca, Sokolica din Ostra (Ctojuh 1992-1993,
p. 7-10; Hukurosuh 1997, p. 7-12) (Fig. 3), in timp ce in vestul vaii
Morava se afld situl Zivani¢a Put din Baluga, care nu este publicat in
detaliu. Multe fragmente atribuite primei epoci a fierului sunt
caracterizate prin impresiuni in forma de ”’S” tipice pentru stilul Basarabi
sau, in alte cazuri, prin incizii de linii valurite si prin decoruri canelate
(Ctojuh 1992-1993, p. 8-10; Bacuh 2000, p. 26-27).

In aval, pe raul Morava de Vest, in vecinitatea localititii Kraljevo,
se afla doud asezari preistorice semnificative — Iznad Luke din Kovanluk
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(Fig. 2/1-5) and Crkvine din Konarevo, ambele publicate sumar
(Muxaunosuh  1996; borocaBmweBuh-Ilerposuh et  alii  2006;
borocasmeBuh-IlerpoBuh  2000). Spre deosebire de celelalte situri
mentionate, acestea contin descoperiri destul de bogate, cu privire la
suprafata de 56 de hectare a sitului din Kovanluk (Muxaunosuh 1996, p.
233) sau la vestigiile arhitecturii de epoca fierului inregistrate prin
prospectiuni  geoelectrice realizate in Konarevo (borocaBmeBuh-
[TerpoBuh et alii 2006, p. 20-21). Majoritatea materialulio ceramic
abundent le asociazd primei epoci a fierului, cu toate ca au fost
descoperite fragmente care apartineau si altor orizonturi cronologice
preistorice (Muxaunosuh 1996, p. 236; Ctojuh 1992-1993, p. 10).

In pofida faptului ci existd un numar deloc neglijabil de asezari
care datateazd din Prima Epoca a Fierului, ar trebui subliniat faptul ca
marea lor majoritate au fost excavate concomitent, avind un strat de
culturad subtire sau neconservat, de obicei distrus de interventii ulterioare.
Unele dintre acestea, dintre cele care aveau un strat de cultura consistent
si bogate in artefacte, precum Kovanluk si Konarevo, in apropiere de
Kraljevo, sau Baluga, in apropiere de Cagak, nu sunt inca publicate in
detaliu, motiv pentru care nu putem oferi o imagine mai clara pentru
aceastd perioadd. Se poate presupune ca in prima epoca a fierului au
coexistat in vale asezari fortificate si nefortificate, insa fara posibilitatea
redarii unei comparatii detaliate. Pe de altd parte, se poate sustine ca
aceastd situatie este o consecinta a intereselor cercetatorilor, care au optat,
mai degraba, sa excaveze movilele decat asezarile slab conservate, incerte
si cu material neatractiv.

Referindu-ne la regiunea Novi Pazar, in afard de adapostul din
pestera Smoluéa, unde in straturile superioare s-a descoperit ceramica de
Prima Epoca a Fierului aldturatd materialului din perioada eneoliticului
tarziu (Jetuh 1985, p. 25; Kanyheposuh 1985, p. 5; IlpemoBuh-Anexcuh
2014, p. 301-302), toate celelalte situri Prima Epoca a Fierului reperate in
regiune pot fi definite ca mici fortificatii (Fig. 1/13-24). Asezarile au fost
construite in puncte greu accesibile, deasupra unor cursuri de rauri sau in
apropierea unor rute comerciale sau a unei intersectii importante de
drumuri. Asezarile fortificate sunt protejate prin ziduri de piatra (Jeruh
1996, p. 9). Centrul de Cercetari Arheologice din cadrul Facultatii de
Filosofie din Belgrad a efectuat sapaturi de verificare in doar doud dintre
aceste aseziri fortificate: Sarski Kr§, din cadrul localititii Sare (Jepruh
1983b, p. 19; IIpemoBuh-Anexkcuh 2014, p. 490-491) si in Gradina din
Osaonica, din apropierea localititii Duga Poljana (Jevti¢ si Pordevi¢
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1993; IlpemoBuh-Anekcuh 2014, p. 39-41). Ambele asezari fortificate au
detinut materiale de la sfarsitul Primei Epoci a Fierului, desi unele
descoperiri de la Sarski Kr§ pot fi asociate Eneoliticului final sau
inceputului Epocii Bronzului. Existenta celor doud orizonturi preistorice
mai vechi, precum si similaritatile cu materialul din Prima Epoca a
Fierului face ca stratigrafia de la Sarski Kr$ si fie asemanitoare cu cele
ale unor situri partial conservate sub fundatiile fortificatiilor din
antichitatea tarzie si medievale. Deosebit de interesant este materialul din
cetdtile de la Gradina Ras, din apropiere de PazariSte (Jestuh 1992
ITpemoBuh-Anexcuh 2014, p. 220-221; Popovi¢ 1999) si Juzac de langa
Graane (Jesruh 1996; IIpemoBuh-Anekcuh 2014, p. 214-215; Popovi¢
1987), cercetate in numeroase campanii de M. Popovi¢, precum si
descoperirile din cetatile de la Gradina Ras din Postenje (Kamuh and
MpxoOpan 1986; Ilaposuh-Ilemmkan 1992, p. 338), sdpate de D.
Mrkobrad. Cel mai recent orizont preistoric al fortificatiilor, reprezentate
prin castroane cu adancime micd, conice sau in forma de coif cu buze
invazate, fatetate sau canelate (Fig. 4/2-5), cu o banda sub buza sau sub
gatul unor vase mici (Fig. 4/7), vase mai mari cu gat lung si evazate, cu
buza canelata sau fatetatd, cupe mai mici in forma curbatd cu o singura
toartd proeminentd in partea de sus (Fig. 4/1) etc. (cf. Jertuh 1992, p. 8),
poate fi asociatd fazei finale a Primei Epoci a Fierului. Similitudinea
materialului din acestea sugereaza existenta asezarilor 1n acelasi timp, cel
putin de-a lungul unei perioade mai scurte. Cu toate astea, aparitia si
perioada de existentd nu este aceiasi. Asezarea Gradina Ras, din
apropierea PazariSte, are o Intdietate cronologicd: materialul, in care
ceramica de import din centrele ceramice din nordul Greciei cu forme
geometrice tarzii si arhaice timpurii joaca un rol foarte important, este
atribuitd sfarsitului de secol VII si VI a. Chr. Descoperirile sporadice de
ceramica decorata in stil Basarabi apartin aceluasi orizont. Acestea apartin
unor vase lustruite gri-maroniu, cu gat mai lung in forma conica, decorate
cu motive imprimate in forma de ,,S” pozitionat orizonat, incadrate in
snururi decorative false. Motivele imprimate au fost umplute cu pasta alba
(Fig. 4/6). Exceptand Gradina Ras, 1n regiunea Novi Pazar, ceramica
decorata in stil Basarabi se gaseste numai in tumulul din situl de la Livada
Kod Dzamije din Melaje (Jertuh 1992, p. 8; IIpemoBuh-Anekcuh 2014,
p. 322).

Locuirea prelungitd a asezarii de la Gradina Ras din Postenje si
Juzac este sugerata importurile grecesti datate la sfarsitul secolului al V-
lea si inceputul secolului al IV-lea a. Chr., cum e cazul fragmentului de
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buza a unei vaze rosiatica din clasa Sf. Valentin, clasificatd ca fiind din
grupul VII, acoperitd cu lac negru si gros (Fig. 5/8), fiind incadrata
cronologic in ultimul sfert al secolului al V-lea si inceputului celui de-al
IV-lea a. Chr. (ITapoBuh-Ilemukan 1992, p. 338), precum si o fibula de
bronz profilatd din schema La Téne timpurie, de tip Zagrade (Fig. 5/7),
datatd in faza Glasinac Vb (350-250 a. Chr.) (Jetuh 1996, p. 10).

O cantitate modestda de informatii a provenit din asezdrile
preistorice 1n timpul sdpaturilor desfasurate in cetatile din antichitate si
medievale tarzii, precum cele de la Gradina din Saronje, pe versantii
sudici ai muntelui Rogozna (Kamuh and Ilomosuh, 1988; IIpemoBuh-
Anexcuh 2014, p. 71-72), Kulina in Rogatac (IIpemoBuh-Anekcuh 2014,
p. 42; Cumuh 1987) si Hum din apropiere de Tutin (MBanumesuh 1988a).
Pe baza informatiilor insuficiente din rapoartele de sdpaturi si din
repertoriul ceramic disponibil, a fost posibil sa se distingd un orizont din
mai precisd. Situatia este asemdnatoare in situl de la Jerinin Grad din
Krnja Jela. Cetatea este amplasatd pe varful dealului Troian, care
formeaza granita naturald dintre cele doud unitati — lantul montan Jarut si
platoul Pester. Sapaturile arheologice au condus la descoperirea unui strat
foarte subtire, care continea doud orizonturi culturale. Orizontul preistoric
provine din Prima Epoca a Fierului, in timp ce orizontul antic este atribuit
perioadei Antichitatii Tarzii (MBanumesuh 1988b, p. 160; IIpemoBuh-
Anexcuh 2014, p. 450-451). Conservarea slaba a orizontului se reflecta
prin fragmentele ceramice si dificultatile in analiza sa tipologica.
Intelegerea ansamblului ceramic i-a permis lui M. Jevti¢ (Jeuh 1996, p.
10) si-l conecteze cu materialul de la Saronjska Gradina, Kulina din
Rogatac si Zlatni Kamen de pe muntele Rogozna. In ceea ce priveste situl
Kr§ din Zlatni Kamen, este situat la 9 km sud-est de Novi Pazar, pe
versantii vestici ale muntelui Rogozna. O fortificatie cu straturi de cultura
preistorice si din antichitatea tarzie a fost cercetata in varful dealului, care
coboara spre vest pana in valea raului Zlatna. Ea domina valea Novi Pazar
si, mai departe, pana pe platoul Pester si muntele Golija (MBanumesuh
1990, p. 12; Jeptuh 1996, p. 10; [IpemoBuh-Anexcuh 2014, p. 147-148).

Descoperirile din situl de la Gradina din Leskovik, din cadrul
localitatii Crkvine, sunt, de asemenea, problematice. Sondajele realizate
au scos in evidentd material atipic, cel mai probabil din Prima Epoca a
Fierului, desi atribuirea lor la perioade mai tarzii nu poate fi exclusa
(ITomoBuh 1995, p. 74; [IpemoBuh-Anexcuh 2014, p. 292).
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Sapaturile arheologice din Gradac, din apropiere de Tutin,
conduse de D. Premovic¢-Aleksi¢ (IIpemoBuh-Anekcuh 1984, p. 9;
[IpemoBuh-Anekcuh 2014, p. 413-414) au indicat existenta unei mici
cetati de la sfarsitul Primei Epoci a Fierului, care difera de celalalte
asezari din aceastd zona atribuite aceleiasi epoci, prin procentul foarte
mare de ceramicd produsd la roatd, inspiratd de modelele grecesti si
elenistice (Fig. 5/1-6).

Cercetdrile la scard micd realizate la Velika Gradina din
Spuzani¢i, din apropiere de Sebecevo (Jevti¢ 1983a, p. 24; IlpemoBuh-
Anexkcuh 2014, p. 208), conectata cu Gradina Ras, din apropiere de
PazariSte, printr-o trecitoare In formad de sa, au furnizat ceramica din
Prima Epocd a Fierului similard cu cea de la Gradina Ras (Fig. 4/8-11).
Meritd mentionat faptul ca o parte din ceramica de la Velika Gradina
poate fi atribuitd epocii bronzului. O parte din fragmentele de ceramica
din Prima Epoca a Fierului au fost prelevate de pe versantii dealului
Gola¢ din Crnoca (situl Golaé-Stolovi), in timp ce ceramica din epoca
bronzului timpuriu a fost gasita sub resturile zidurilor de piatr dislocate
din acelasi sit (Jevti¢ 1983a, p. 24; IlpemoBuh-Anekcuh 2014, p. 233).
Deoarece atat Velika Gradina, cat si Gola¢, sunt lipsite de publicatii
finale, stratigrafia acestora poate fi pusa in legatura numai cu precautie cu
cetdtile de la Postenje, PazariSte, Juzac etc.

Concluzii

Spre deosebire de necropolele bine cercetate, localizarea siturilor
din vestul Serbiei este Incad sub semnul intrebarii. Informatiile noastre sunt
limitate la unele asezari fortificate multi-stratificate, a caror secventa
stratigraficd slab conservatd cuprinde si material din Prima Epoca a
Fierului. Confirmarea materiald a activititilor din asezdri poate sta
marturie a organizarii specifice din acea perioada.

In jurul anului 700 a. Chr. zona intinsi a Novi Pazar, platoul
Pester in prima faza, a fost ocupatd de noii veniti din vest, din bazinul
Lim. Inmormantirile din faza mai vechi a epocii fierului, dezvoltate in
partea de est a platoului PeSter, apartin largului complex cultural
Glasinac-Mati. Necropolele tumulare din aceastd perioada au servit, cel
mai probabil, ca spatiu de inmormantare pentru membrii tribului
Autariatae si pot fi gasite in siturile Latinsko Groblje din Glogovik,
Gracanska Polja din Gracane, Novopazarska Banja, probabil Delimede
etc. Descoperirile din asezarile de prima epoca a fierului pot fi intelese in
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lumina acestor concluzii. Curios este ca cetatile din regiunea Novi Pazar
(Gradina Ras, din Postenje, Gradina Ras, din apropiere de Pazariste,
Juzac, Sarski Kr§, Gradina din Osaonica, si probabil Gradina din garonj e,
Trojan, Zlatni Kamen, de pe muntele Rogozna, Kulina din Rogatac,
Velika Gradina, din Sebecevo si Gola¢, din Crnoca, contin strat de cultura
din Prima Epoca a Fierului, nu mai vechi decat momentul aparitiei
descoperirilor din necropolele locale, atribuite culturii Glasinac .

Situatia din bazinul Moravei de Vest este, intr-o oarecare masura,
diferitd. Se poate presupune ca asezarile si cetdtile din aceastd vale au
coexistat in perioada Primei Epoci a Fierului. De asemenea, merita
mentionat faptul ca toate siturile amintite contineau ceramica
caracteristica stilului Basarabi, care poate ilustra o identitate diferita a
comunitatilor din aceastd zona, in comparatie cu colonistii din regiunea
Novi Pazar.

O intrebare distinctd este cat de vizibile pot fi aceste asezari in
cazul unei prospectiuni de teren. Si anume, experienta noastra vorbeste in
favoarea unor asezari greu identificabile. Urmele care ar putea indica
pozitia sitului — ceramica, solul ars, carbunele sau unele structuri vizibile
la suprafatd — sunt deseori acoperite de un strat gros de pamant sau
vegetatie, fapt care le fac greu observabile de catre arheologi. Sapaturile
si publicatiile ar trebui s devind o prioritate in perioada urmatoare, in
timp ce acest articol reprezintd o oportunitate sd ne reaminteasca acest
lucru.

Traducerea in Romana: Alexandru Halbac
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Abstract. Research history of tumular necropolises in Western Serbia
provided us with sufficient data to define the basic characteristics and
regularities in funerary practice, particularly for the Bronze and Iron Ages.
Majority of the First Iron Age graves in this part of the Balkans can be firmly
tied with the strong influence of the Glasinac or Glasinac — Mati culture/cultural
complex. Its population practiced both inhumation and cremation of the
deceased, accompanied by typical elements of attire, with tumular grave marks.
In contrast to the well explored necropolises, settlement sites in Western Serbia
are still under a question mark. Our knowledge is restricted to some multi-
layered hill-fort sites, whose poorly preserved stratigraphical sequence
comprises First Iron Age material, too. The material confirmation of settlement
activities can be treated as a testimony to the specific settlement strategy during
the period. However, seven decades of intensive field surveys as well as many
sondages, have not provided definite regularities of Iron Age settlements.

Introduction

Within the modern Serbia, its western part is well known for its
developed Bronze and Iron Age cultures, the most characteristic feature
of which is represented by graves under barrows. The long-lasting
research history provided us with sufficient data to define the basic
characteristics and regularities in funerary practice, where the majority of
First Iron Age graves are tied with the strong influence of the Glasinac or
Glasinac — Mati culture/cultural complex.

It seems that the Iron Age population in western Serbia practiced
both of the treatments of bodily remains of deceased, but inhumation was
prevalent. When considering the grave inventory, aside from the
chronological differences displayed by their typological characteristics,
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their number, type and position, supplemented by the information on the
grave architectonic features point to different status of the deceased.
According to these criteria, we recognized the burials of common
warriors, tribal aristocracy and princes, i. €. persons of highest social rank
(Dmitrovi¢ and Ljustina 2020). However, we are aware that, as J. Collis
nicely expressed in his seminal work on the European Iron Age (Collis
2003, p.19), it is at the level of the individual that we may best be able to
operate when dealing with funerary practices. Status of the deceased
within society may well be fossilized at his death in terms of the burial
rite. Different levels of organisation can be identified in spatial terms, but
settlement evidence can be ambiguous and key sites may be missed, as we
will show in the present paper, whereas the more ubiquitous burial
evidence may allow us to predict the existence of undiscovered sites.
However, burials have their own disadvantages. We assume that status is
indicated by grave goods, grave structures and siting of the tomb; the
problem is that each individual may have many statuses, and which is
being symbolized?

Funerary practice — a brief overview

Within the general picture of the Iron Age funerary practices, the
first group — the so-called warrior graves — comprise the biggest number
of graves, and these graves are spread almost equally all over the territory
of western Serbia (Dmitrovi¢ and LjuStina 2020, p. 104-105). This group
encompasses the majority of graves from Kriva reka and Razana
(Fapamanun JI. 1967; Manauh et alii 2016). Two grave types were
distinguished within the group: the graves with skeletons accompanied by
two spearheads and a knife, and the graves furnished with jewelry and
accessories (pins, bracelets, fibulae and rarely ceramic ware). Similar in
appearance are the graves from Mojsinje (Nikitovi¢ et alii 2002, p. 98-
101) and Ljuljaci (Cpejosuh 1991), Glumac¢, Pilatoviéi (the site of Ravni
Lug) (Zotovi¢ 1985, p. 73-75, 81-88) and from Novi Pazar region
(mounds from villages of Crnoc¢a, Delimede, Dojevici, Doljani, Glogovik,
Grafane, Melaje, Novopazarska Banja, Raspogance etc.) (Jevti¢ and
Ljustina 2008; Jlermma 1982; Ljustina and Cvijeti¢ 2019; IIpemosuh-
Anekcuh 2014).

The graves ascribed to the tribal aristocracy are not as frequent as
the previous group and they are characterized by occasional imported
luxurious, valuable grave goods and their quantity, which enables us to
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define the deceased as a member of higher tribal classes (Jevti¢ 1990, p.
115; Dmitrovi¢ and Ljustina 2020, p. 105-106). To this group belong the
grave buried under the massive stone structure cone in shape with an
Illyrian bronze helmet from Razana (I"apamanun 1967, p. 46). Some of
the distinguished grave finds must be emphasized: the astragal belts from
Kriva Reka (I'apamanun 1967, p. 47), Paulje (Bulatovi¢ et alii 2017, p.
71-74, fig. 85) and Pilatovic¢i (Zotovi¢ 1985, T. XXXII/10), the bronze
armor or parade belt appliqués from Uzi¢i (Zotovi¢ 1985, p. 75), as well
as the abundant set of findings belonging to several graves buried within a
mound of greater dimensions, which consisted of bracelets, fibulae,
saltaleone necklace with jingle-bell pendants and iron spearheads and
knives (Zotovi¢ 1985, p. 75). To this group belong the graves from
Kremna, Srednja Dobrinja and Mrcajevei (Zotovic 1985, p. 74-80;
Dmitrovi¢ 2019; Ctojuh 2000).

The third group — princely horizon — consists of significantly
fewer graves then the previous groups. Its main features are represented
by the large barrows with accentuated grave structures within it, furnished
with luxurious grave inventory often made of precious metals, sometimes
with pronounced artistic value (Vasi¢ 1987). At this point the items of
Greek and Italic origin, especially the amber products should be
emphasized; its superior context is clear at the first sight. To the princely
horizon belong the graves from Atenica near Ca¢ak (Pukni¢ and
Jovanovi¢ 1966), Pilatovi¢i by Pozega (Zotovi¢ 1985, p. 88-100), Novi
Pazar (Mano-Zissi and Popovi¢ 1969) and highly likely finds from
Krusevica (Cpejouh 2002, p. 272-288), which is situated between Novi
Pazar and Atenica.

Visible and invisible settlements

In contrast to the solidly known sepulchral segment of
archaeological picture of the local First Iron Age, the settlement sites in
south-western Serbia (regions of Cagak and UZice — Fig. 1/1-12) are still
known insufficiently. However, seven decades of intensive field surveys
as well as many sondages, have not provided definite regularities of the
Iron Age settlements which are usually represented with a thin or without
any cultural layer. It happens that certain sites were recognized only based
on dispersed typical ceramic fragments. It is not rare that one site shared
the vestiges of precedent cultures (Crojuh 1997; Ctojuh 2000), which
speaks in favour of the concept that some locations were quite suitable for
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prehistoric inhabitants in different times. Restricted number of sites could
be ascribed to the First [ron Age. Dominant are the settlements of hillfort
type. Generally, the settlements in south-western Serbia had a thin or
totally destroyed cultural layers and archaeological structures, and they
were almost always excavated by a small-scale sondages. Consequently,
we still lack sufficient data on their main features.

In western Serbia to the period of the 8-7" centuries BC belong
typical ceramics from the sites of Sengoljska Gradina in Rasna, Pljosna
Stijena in Radoinja, Greblje in Mazié¢i and Rastovlje in Celice (Fig. 2/6-
21), where in Rasna and Radoinja the prehistoric cultural layers were
between 0,3 and 0,8 m thick but completely disturbed, while the ceramics
were attributed to the mentioned period according their stylistic-
typological characteristics. Representative are: facetted bowls with
everted rims, decorated with lines or S imprints, amphoroid vessels,
channeled decoration, incised hatched triangles and doubled dots (Ctojuh
1997, p. 64-68).

Further east from this group, the settlements are not better known
and their existence was determined again by typical ceramic presence.
They were traced in the course of field prospections or excavations with
completely different aim (e.g. the excavations of the Middle Age hillforts
in western Serbia). Here should be listed the hillfort type sites of Gradina
in Grab on Mountain Jelica, Liska Cava in Lis, Gradina in Vu&kovica in
Dragacevo, Trijeska and Brusnicko Groblje in Brusnica near Gornji
Milanovac, Jerinin Grad in Gornja Crnuca, Sokolica in Ostra (Ctojuh
1992-1993, p. 7-10; HukutoBuh 1997, p. 7-12) (Fig. 3), while in the West
Morava valley there is the site of Zivani¢a Put in Baluga, which is not
published in detail. Many fragments corresponding to the period of the
First Iron Age are characterized by “S” imprints typical for the Basarabi
style or in some cases with incised wavy lines and channeled ornaments
(Ctojuh 1992-1993, p. 8-10; Bacuh 2000, p. 26-27).

Downstream the West Morava River, in the vicinity of the city of
Kraljevo, there are two significant prehistoric settlement sites — Iznad
Luke in Kovanluk (Fig. 2/1-5) and Crkvine in Konarevo, both with
summary publication (Muxawmrosuh 1996; Borocasibeuh-IleTpoBuh et
alii 2006; borocasmmeBuh-Iletpouh 2000). In comparison with the other
mentioned sites, these represent quite rich discoveries, regarding the site
surface of 56ha in Kovanluk (Muxaunosuh 1996, p. 233) or the remains
of the Iron Age architecture in Konarevo registered by geo-electric



Remarks on Tumular Necropolises and ,, Invisible “ Settlements 57

prospection (borocasmeBuh-IletpoBuh et alii 2006, p. 20-21). The
plentiful ceramic material mostly dates them to the First Iron Age,
although there were registered fragments that belonged to other
prehistoric chronological horizons (Muxawrtosuh 1996, p. 236; Crojuh
1992-1993, p. 10).

Despite the fact that there is not negligible number of settlements
dated back to the First Iron Age, it should be underlined that most of them
were excavated collaterally, they had a thin or not preserved cultural
layer, usually destroyed by later activities. Some of them, which had
significant cultural layers and rich material, like Kovanluk and Konarevo
near Kraljevo or Baluga near Cacak are still not published in detail, why
we cannot give more precise overview for the period. It can be presumed
that in the First Iron Age hillforts and settlements in the valley coexisted,
while refined comparisons are still not possible. It could be supposed that,
on the one hand, this situation is a consequence of interests of researchers,
who were inclined to the excavation of the more fascinating mounds than
to poorly preserved, uncertain and not attractive findings from
settlements.

Speaking of the Novi Pazar region, aside from the shelter in the
Smoluca cave, where in the upper layers pottery from the First Iron Age
was found along with the late Eneolithic material (Jestuh 1985, p. 25;
Kamyheposuh 1985, p. 5; IlpemoBuh-Anekcuh 2014, p. 301-302), all
other First Iron Age settlement sites registered in the region can be
defined as smaller hillforts (Fig. 1/13-24). The settlements were built in
positions with restricted accessibility, above river courses or in the
vicinity of important trade routes or crossroads. The hillforts are protected
by drystone walls (Jeruh 1996, p. 9). The Centre for Archaeological
Exploration of Faculty of Philosophy in Belgrade conducted trial trench
excavations at only two hillforts: Sarski Kr3 in the village of Sare (JerTuh
1983b, p. 19; Ilpemosuh-Anexcuh 2014, p. 490-491) and Gradina in
Osaonica near Duga Poljana (Jevti¢ and Dordevi¢ 1993; Ilpemouh-
Anekcuh 2014, p. 39-41). Both of the hillforts provided material from the
end of the First Iron Age, although some finds from Sarski Kr§ can be
indicative of the Late Eneolithic or Early Bronze Age. Existence of two
horizons from later prehistory, as well as similarity of the First [ron Age
material make Sarski Kr$ stratigraphically close to some sites partially
preserved below foundations of Late Antique and Mediaeval forts.
Particularly interesting is the material from the hillforts Gradina Ras near
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Pazariste (Jesruh 1992; IlpemoBuh-Anexcuh 2014, p. 220-221; Popovic¢
1999) and JuZac near Gracane (JeBtuh 1996; IIpemoBuh-Anexcuh 2014,
p. 214-215; Popovi¢ 1987) explored in numerous campaigns by M.
Popovi¢, as well as the finds from the hillfort Gradina Ras in Postenje
(Kanmuh and Mpkobpan 1986; IlapoBuh-Ilemmkan 1992, p. 338)
excavated by D. Mrkobrad. The latest prehistoric horizon from the
hillforts, represented by shallow, conical or calotte-shaped bowls with
inverted, channelled ore faceted rim (Fig. 4/2-5), smaller pots with plastic
ribbons below the rim or on the shoulder (Fig. 4/7), larger vessels with
longer neck and everted, widely channelled or faceted rim, smaller
calotte-shaped cups with one handle with protuberance on the top (Fig.
4/1) etc. (cf. Jertuh 1992, p. 8), can be connected to the final phase of the
First Iron Age. Similarity of their material indicates synchronous
existence of the settlements, at least during a shorter period. However,
their formation and duration of occupation are not the same. The
settlement Gradina Ras near PazariSte has chronological primacy: the
material, in which imported pottery from northern Greek workshops with
Late Geometric and Early Archaic characteristics plays a very important
role, attributes it to the end of the 7™ and 6™ century BC. Sporadic finds
of pottery decorated in Basarabi style belong to the same horizon. They
belong to a polished grey-brownish colour, with longer conical neck,
decorated with horizontally positioned stamped “S” motifs, framed with
rows of false cord. The imprinted motifs were filled with white paste (Fig.
4/6). Except for the Gradina Ras, in the Novi Pazar area pottery decorated
in the Basarabi style can be found only in the tumulus at the site Livada
kod dzamije in Melaje (Jerruh 1992, p. 8; IIpemoBuh-Anexcuh 2014, p.
322).

Prolonged occupation of the settlement in Gradina Ras in Postenje
and Juzac is indicated by the Greek import dated at the end of the 5™ and
beginning of the 4™ century BC, such as a rim fragment of fine reddish
vase of the Saint Valentin class, classified in the group VII, covered with
black and thick varnish (Fig. 5/8) chronologically positioned in the last
forth of the 5™ and beginning of the 4™ century BC (ITaposuh-TTemmnkam
1992, p. 338), as well as bronze arc fibula of Early La Téne scheme,
Zagrade type (Fig. 5/7) dated at the phase Glasinac Vb (350-250 BC)
(Jertuh 1996, p. 10).

A modest amount of information came from the prehistoric
settlements discovered during the excavations of Late Antique and
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Mediaeval forts, such as Gradina in Saronje on the southern slopes of
Rogozna Mountain (Kanuh and IlomoBmh, 1988; IIpemoBuh-Anexcuh
2014, p. 71-72), Kulina in Rogatac (IIpemoBuh-Anexcuh 2014, p. 42;
Cumuh 1987) and Hum near Tutin (MBanumesuh 1988a). Based on scarce
pieces of information from the excavation reports and available pottery
repertoire, it was possible to single out a First [ron Age horizon, without
possibilities for more precise chronological attribution. The situation is
similar at the site of Jerinin Grad in Krnja Jela. The fort at the site is
placed on the top of the Trojan hill which makes the natural border
between two units — the Jarut range and the Pester plateau. Archaeological
excavations discovered a very thin cultural layer, consisting of two
horizons. The prehistoric horizon is from the First [ron Age, while the
antique horizon is attributed to the Late Antiquity period (MBanumesuh
1988b, p. 160; IIpemoBuh-Anexkcuh 2014, p. 450-451). Poor preservation
of the horizons mirrors in high fragmentation of pottery and difficulties in
its typological analysis. Insight into the tiny ceramic assemblage enabled
M. Jevti¢ (Jesruh 1996, p. 10) to connect it with the material from
Saronjska Gradina, Kulina in Rogatac and Zlatni Kamen at Rogozna
Mountain. As for the site of Kr$§ in Zlatni Kamen, it is situated 9km to the
south-east from Novi Pazar, on the western slopes of Rogozna Mountain.
A fort with prehistoric and Late Antique layers was explored on the top of
the hill which goes down to the west and the Zlatna river valley. It
dominates the Novi Pazar valley and further to the PeSter plateau and
Golija Mountain (MBanumesuh 1990, p. 12; Jesrmh 1996, p. 10;
[IpemoBuh-Anekcuh 2014, p. 147-148).

The finds from the site of Gradina in Leskovik in the village of
Crkvine is also problematic. Sondage excavations revealed atypical
material, most probably from the First Iron Age, although its attribution to
later periods cannot be excluded (ITomoBuh 1995, p. 74; IIpemoBuh-
Anekcuh 2014, p. 292).

Archaeological excavations in Gradac near Tutin conducted by D.
Premovi¢-Aleksi¢ (IlpemoBuh-Anexkcuh 1984, p. 9; IlpemoBuh-Anexcuh
2014, p. 413-414) were indicative of presence of a small hillfort from the
end of the First Iron Age, which differs from the other First Iron Age
settlements in the area in greater percentage of wheel-thrown pottery,
inspired by the Greek and Hellenistic models (Fig. 5/1-6).

Small-scale research of Velika Gradina in Spuzani¢i near
Sebecevo (Jevti¢c 1983a, p. 24; Ilpemosuh-Anekcuh 2014, p. 208),
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connected with Gradina Ras near PazariSte by a saddle-shaped pass,
provided First Iron Age pottery similar to the material from Gradina Ras
(Fig. 4/8-11). It is worth mentioning that some pottery from Velika
Gradina can be attributed to the Bronze Age. Some First Iron Age pottery
sherds were collected from the slopes of the Gola¢ hill in Crnoca (the site
of Gola¢-Stolovi) while Early Bronze Age pottery was found below
scattered remains of drystone walls at the same site (Jevti¢ 1983a, p. 24;
[TpemoBuh-Anexcuh 2014, p. 233). Since both Velika Gradina and Gola¢
lack final publication, their stratigraphy can only cautiously be put in
connection with the mentioned hillforts in Postenje, Pazariste, Juzac etc.

Conclusions

In contrast to the well explored necropolises, a question mark
hangs over the settlement sites in western Serbia. Our knowledge is
restricted to some multi-layered hill-fort sites, whose poorly preserved
stratigraphical sequence comprises First Iron Age material, too. The
material confirmation of settlement activities can be treated as a testimony
to the specific settlement strategy during the period.

Around 700 BC the wider zone of Novi Pazar, the Pester plateau
in the first instance, was flooded by the newcomers from the West, from
the Lim basin. Burials from the older phase of the developed Iron Age
from the eastern part of the PesSter plateau belong to the broader cultural
complex Glasinac-Mati. Tumular necropolises from this period most
probably served as burial grounds for the members of the Autariatae tribe,
and can be found at the sites of Latinsko Groblje in Glogovik, Gracanska
Polja in Gracane, Novopazarska Banja, probably Delimede etc.
Settlement finds from the First Iron Age can be comprehended in the light
of these conclusions. Interestingly, the hillforts in the Novi Pazar region
(Gradina Ras in Postenje, Gradina Ras near Pazariste, Juzac, Sarski Krs,
Gradina in Osaonica, and probably Gradina in Saronje, Trojan, Zlatni
Kamen on Rogozna Mountain, Kulina in Rogatac, Velika Gradina in
Sebecevo and Gola¢ in Crnoc¢a) have cultural layer of the First Iron Age,
not older than the time of mass occurrence of the finds attributed to the
Glasinac culture in the local necropolises.

The situation in the West Morava basin is different to some extent.
It can be presumed that in the First Iron Age hillforts and settlements in
the valley coexisted. It also worth mentioning the all mentioned sites
contained the ceramics that wore characteristics of the Basarabi style,
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which can be indicative of different identity of the communities in the
area when compared with the settlers of the region of Novi Pazar.

A separate question is how visible are these settlement during the
field prospection. Namely, our experience speaks in favor of not easily
recognizable settlements. The traces that might indicate the site —
ceramics, fired soil, charcoal or some structures visible above the earth -
are often completely covered by thick layers of earth or vegetation, which
make them completely hidden from the eyes of archaeologists. Their
excavation and publication should become a priority during the next
period, while this paper is a good opportunity to remind us on it.
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Fig. 1 - Harta asezarilor din Epoca Fierului din vestul Serbiei / Map with Iron Age
settlement sites in southwestern Serbia: 1 - Trijeska; 2 - Groblje in Brusnica; 3 - Jerinin
grad in G.Crnuéa; 4 - Sokolica in Ostra; 5 - Sengoljska gradina in Rasna; 6 - Zivani¢a
put in Baluga; 7 - Liska Cava in Lis; 8 - Gradina in Grab (Jelica); 9 - Gradina in
Vuckovica; 10 - Greblje in Maziéi; 11 - Rastovlje in Celice; 12 - Pljosna stijena in
Radoinja; 13 - Sarski Kr¥ in Sare; 14 - Gradina Ras in Pazariste; 15 - Saronjska Gradina
in Saronje; 16 — Gradina in Osaonica; 17 - Kulina in Rogatac; 18 - Jerinin Grad on the
Trojan hill in Krnja Jela; 19 - Golaé¢-Stolovi in Crnoca; 20 - Smoluca cave in Smoluca;
21 - Gradac in Tutin; 22 - Kr§ in Zlatni Kamen; 23 - Juzac in Gracane; 24 - Gradina Ras
in Postenje; 25 - Iznad Luke in Konarevo; 26 - Crkvine in Kovanluk
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Fig. 2 - Ceramica din Epoca Fierului de la: Kovanluk, din apropiere de Kraljevo (1-5)
(dupa Muxaunosuh 1996); Sengoljska gradina din Rasna (6-12); Vraneska stijena (13);
Pljosna stijena din Radoinja (14-17) (dupa Crojuh 1997) / Iron Age pottery from:
Kovanluk near Kraljevo (1-5) (after Muxamnosuh 1996); Sengoljska gradina in Rasna
(6-12); Vraneska stijena (13); Pljosna stijena in Radoinja (14-17) (after Crojuh 1997)
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Fig. 3 - Ceramica din Epoca Fierului de la: Jerinin grad din Gornja Crnuca (1-3, 15-17);
Gradina din Grab, Jelica (5-7,10); Gradina din Vuckovica (8-9); Sokolica din Ostra (18-
21) (dupa Huxurosuh 1997) / Iron Age pottery from: Jerinin grad in Gornja Crnuca (1-3,
15-17); Gradina in Grab, Jelica (5-7,10); Gradina in Vuckovica (8-9); Sokolica in Ostra
(18-21) (after Hukurosuh 1997)
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Fig. 4 - Ceramica din Epoca Fierului de la: PazariSte, situl Gradina Ras (1-7) (dupa
Popovi¢ 1999); si Spuzani¢i, din apropiere de Sebecevo, situl Velika Gradina (8-11)
(dupa Jevti¢ 1983a) / Iron Age pottery from: Pazariste, the site of Gradina Ras (1-7)
(after Popovi¢ 1999); and Spuzani¢i near Sebecevo, the site of Velika Gradina (8-11)
(after Jevti¢ 1983a)
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Fig. 5 - Ceramicd din Epoca Fierului din Tutin, situl de la Gradac (1-6) (dupa
IIpemoruh-Anexcuhi 1984); fibula de bronz din Graéane, situl de la Juzac (7) (dupa
Popovi¢ 1987); un fragment de vaza din clasa Saint Valentin de la Postenje, din situl
Gradina Ras (8) (dupa ITaposuh-Ilemukan 1992) / Iron Age pottery from Tutin, the site
of Gradac (1-6)( after [IpemoBuh-Anexcuh 1984); bronze fibula from Gracane, the site
of Juzac (7)(after Popovi¢ 1987); a fragment of vase of the Saint Valentin class from
Postenje, the site of Gradina Ras (8)(after [Tlaposuh-Ilemukan 1992)





