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Janusz A. Ostrowski

THE LOWER STRUMESNICA VALLEY DURING THE*ROMAN PERIOD
: AND IN THE LATE ANTIQUITY ;
.Polish_Bulgarian surface and triel investigations inlsouth-western
Bulgaria, on the lower Strumednice (the ancient Doberus ) sllow us to
meke a preliminary estimation of the distribution and character of set-

" tlement in this area in apcient times, and consequently enable the role
pleyed by the river valley in encient times to be specified. These in-
vestigations have confirmed the previous hypotheses of numerous _scholars2
as to the importance of one of the three natural routes running along
the parallel of latitude, and connecting the valley of the ZAxius (now
Vardar) with the valley of the Strymog (now Strums)’,

Complex investigations on tpe territory bounded on west by the Bul-
sarian-Yugoslavian frontier, on the south by the morthern slopes of the
Belasica Mts. (the Bulgerian-Creek frontier runs slong the peeks}, on
the east by the Strume valley and on the north by the southern slopes
.of the Ogra¥den - & practically unknown area constituting ipsc facto &
"terra incognits" in Bulgarien erchaeology - introduce many essential
elements into the problems connected with the history of this region
from prehistoric times up to the period of Turkish rule. The conclusions

‘ which mey so fer be drawn from the investigations sre still very gener-
al, though of sufficient importance to deserve a short résumé, alihough
only & preliminery exploration of the area has been made,

Eefore the results of the investigations on the settlement from the
Roman end, Late Antiquity periods are pPresented, mention should be made
of two problems of & more general nature which in the suthor’s opinion
are of basic significence for later considerations. -

The first problem is connected with the conditions of surface in-
vestigations on 80 peculiar a terrain. Systematic search was grestly im-
peded by the occurrence of various geomorphological forms, from mountsin
revines, gorges and slopes to the wide flat riverside sress of the flood.
-plain terrace of the StrumeSnica (which hes probably changed its bed
meny times, 8s evidenced by a short remark of A.Milfev sbout the dif-
ferent course of the river 30 years agot). In addition, the vegetation
covering particuler ereas (thick bushes in mountain areas, many fields



76

of tobacco and maize) increased the difficulty. Again, the geomorpho-
logical diversity ond cultivation of land are cénnected with the problem
of soil erosion, .particulerly strong in the mountain areas, both on the
slobes of the Ogra%den and on the Belasica. Especiaslly in the latter -
where alluvial cones are clearly visible to the south of the roed run-
ning from the village of Belasica to Gabrene - it should be remembered
that archaeological materials mey slip down from the higher parts of

the slope and ceremic fragments mey shift, occasioning a8 false picture
of the distribution of sites. Neither should the interference 'of man
both in the past and in the present be f&rgotten. A.MilZev, in the art-
icle cited, writes explicity‘thai in the hineteenth and twentieth cent-
uries the activity of man in the region of'the KoZuh mountain and in

the forks of the Strume end the StrumeSnica almost totally destroyed
the surface remsins of an encient town situsted on the slop and at the
foot of the mountain (stones dug out by the ipcal people served to build
an Orthodox church in the town of Petrit and-Q church in the village of
Muletarovo, not to mention many ‘houses in this\ village adorned IPy the
owners with fragments of stone and terracotta architectonical decore-
tions found in the ancient town)s. The present 8ctivities connected with
the cultivation of land, the plentaiion of large vineyards (bulldozers
are used, asmong other things, for this purpose), the construction of
roads, irrigation canals and artificial water reservoirs, and the de-
velopment of villages, have conducted to the shifting or destruction of
materials (slthough, on the other hend, as & result the relics hidden
in the lower strata are unearthed). Still another form of humen activi-
ty should bé'brought to notice, the predatory "piraticael" excavations
frequently leading to the destruction of the site and the confusion of
culture layers. These are problems which should be teken into account
in surface investigetions; sites recorded must be thoroughly verified
and conclusions drawn extremely carefully.

The second, separate problem of a general nature is that of dating
‘the cersmics found in this area. During the surface investigaiions re- -
latively little ancient materisl which can be-.deted with certainty was
found (except in some parts of the settlement "Ko%uh" 'in Muletarovo which
will be described later). Since there have hitherto been no systeﬁatic
investigations of the Strume3nice valley and indeed of whole of Msce-
donia, i.e. the Bulgarian, Yugoslavian and Greek parts, maﬁy problems
connected with potteries in this region are still awaiting explanation,
including the typology of vessels, structure of clay, application of‘
various admixtures, and also the mutuel correlation between local and
imported wares. However, even a perfunctory exsmination of the cersamic
materia; shown that the forms elaborated in ancient times end similar

-
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methods of productlon of vessels are encountered over & very long pa-
riod of time, even in the late Middle Ages (this 2lso refers to most
of the building ceramics - brick end roof-tiles). This trsditionelism,
imposing earlier models on local craftsmen, makes dating much more dif-
ficult, the more so since most sites are multi-cultural end the mater-
jal found on them is-very similar. Numerous uncharacteristic fragments,
mainly small pieces of bellies, do not provide much information help-
ful in dating. Since the materisl may hsve shifted, other types of res
lics collected from the surface (fragments of terracotta figurines,
pieces bf glass, metsl artefacts, coins) do not constitute - in the
suthor’s opinion = e reliable criterion for the dating of the site.
Doubtless, much more can be seid about & given site after trisl ex-
cavations have been carried out, However, in many instsnces men’s activ-
ity‘hae caused the displacement of culture layers and the total destruc-
tion of the site in so far &8s it makes & full and relisble stratigrephy
of the trench impossible. This happened in the case of ¢ site on the
peak of Dfonkov Vr8h in the KoZuh Mountain (investigations of K.CisXo-
wicz), or on the Ajdaricas site in the village of Mitino (investigations
of J.Ostrowski). The relics encountered there permit us to infer only
' the continuity of settlement in this aree from the Hellenistic period
up to the Middle Ages, but do not ensable us to establish the precise
chronology or phases of development of the buildings discévered on the
sites. Other trisl excavations (e.g. the Kemenarks site in the "KoZuh"
complex in the villege of Muletarovo - investigations of J.éliwe) prov-
ide almoap'no materiel that is cheracteristic or can be confidently dat-
ed, end besides this, the upper layers heve probably been displaced. The
situstion is cleerer in the cese of trisl excavations of tumuli which
date from the Hellenistic period (the Tofilicas site in the villsge of
Mitino - 1nveatigat1ons of M.Grebsks, ‘the Gréka Cuks site in the village :
of Javornica =- 1nvest1gat10ns of W.Kic), &nd so.do not throw much light
on the period which is the main subject of the present paper.
Considering these reservetions and the fsct that in many cases cersm-
ics con be only generally dated to the "ancient" period, i.e. from the
second half of the 6th century B.C. up to the 6th century A.D., it is
difficult to give @ precise and comprehensive characterization of set-
tlement in this ares in the Romen and Late Antique periods, since too
many unknown factors remein to be explained. For this reason the present
peper cen only be an initial attempt to solve the problem, zn 2ttexpt
which until systematic excavations are carried out in this region, msy
préve to be incomplete and not very accurate.
In the ares included in the surface inves;iggtions, out of 3 tota)l
number of several hundred sites, 120 sites were identified {excluding
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the "KoZuh" complex in Muletarovo) where materisl dating to the ancient
period occurred (Fig.1). Out of this number 63 sites were situated to
the north and 57 to the south of the river Strume¥nice, so the "nothern"
sites are slightly predominant. Of these 120 sites 15 were singled out
where the occurrence of graves was. established or information was re-
ceived that graves had been found im a particular|regiom (naturally,

in the latter case, we cannot be certain whether the burials came from
the ancient period). 11 out of these 15.sites, and so a decided mejority,
were situated north of the river: Imaneto (No. 3 on the map) and Cere3-
kite (No.4) in the village Baskalci; Blati¥%e II (No.19) and Bérdoto
(No.21) in Gega; Belevicata (No.23) in the village Gor¥evo; Prisak (No.
24), Rintinovo (No.25) and Popin Dol (No.27) in the village Dolene;
Virovete (No. 40) in the village Zoi¥ene; Subelo II (§o.67) in the vil-
lage Kukurah¥evo; and Azmake (No.110) in the villagg Curi¥ene. Four sit-
es are situated south of the Strume3nicae: Grobeto (No.36) in the village
Drangovo; Breste (No.50) in the village Klju&; the site "south of Gro-
bi%Zeto" (No.58) in the village Kolarovo; Goh¥eto (No. 98) in the vil-
lage Semuilovo. Numerous tumuli (meinly from the pre-Romen period), most
of which are situated north of the river, have not been included smong
the sites with graves. :

The graves discovered differ in size, from 140 cm in length (Goh¥eto,
No.98) up to 220 cm (Grobeto, No. 36) and from 55 cm to 90 cm in-“width.
In many cases (as we were informed by the villagers) the walls and bot-
tom of the graves were faced with terracotta slabs or lerge-size roof-
ing tiles. Large flat stones with traces of smoothing, 160-170 cm long
and 70-90 cm wide, frequently served to cover;the graves (the Breste
site, No.50), According to our informents, clasy pots were found in meny
graves no longer existing, but we have no definite data on to their ep-
gparance and shape.

It was established that there are 29 sites conteining only ancient
ceramics (both utility and building cersmics), i.e. 25% of the- total
number of sites; 22 are -situated in the north and 7 in the south. There
are 8 sites containing only Roman ceramics: 6 in the north (Prisak No.
24 and Alds No.26 in the village Dolene; Kostinavee No.30 and Kiselica
No.35 in the village Dolne Ribnice; Skaleto No, 43 in the village Kavra-
kirovo; Gremadite No 62 in the vil;age'Karnalovo) end 2 in the south
(Sivica No.10 in the village Gabrene; Reme3nice No.51 in the‘village
Klju¥). Only Late Antique ceramics were found in 15 sites: 10 in the
north (Imaneto No.3 in the village Baskalci; Blati3¥e II No.19 and B&r-
doto No.2! in the village Gega; innominate site No.34 in the village
Dolna Ribnica; "300 m to NNE of Laglovo" No.64 and Maslinics No.66 in
the village K8rnalovo; Zulkate No.69 in the village Mendovo; Cepanxca
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No. 74 in the village Mihnevo; Si¥kovec No.-85 in the village Pravo Bér-
do; Veloge No. 87 in the village PArvomei), and 5 in the south (Kara-
ende-Kara¥ No. 46 in the village Kahena; innominate site No. 95 and
Srenica No., 99 where the village Samuilovo and Kolarovo meet; Tuhlarski
Kooperarnik No. 99 in the village Samuilovo; Luskovica No. 118 in the
village Javornica). Five sites contained Roman and "ancient" ceramics:
three in the north (Ceredkite No. 4 in the village Baskalci; Goliomata
Niva II No. 9 in the village Borovi&ege; Singurica No. 109 in the vil=-
lage StarZevo) end two in the south (Cukatp No. 56 in the village Kola=-
rovo; Livadite No. 100 in the village Samuilovo). There is also one si-
te (in the north) which hes yieldéd Roman, Late Aﬁtique and "ancient™
cersmics (Bukovec No. 32 in the village Dolna Ribnica). Apart from these,
there are 8 sites conteirding ceramics from the Late Iron Age, attribut-
ed by Bulgarian archaeologists to the pre-Roman phase of the ancient pe-
riod, partly coinciding with the Hellenistic epoch. Of these 8 sites,

6 are situated in the north (Staratg Niva No. 5 in the village Baskslci;
Delvite II No. 17; Ruovica No. 18; Cukata No. 20 - all three in the vil-
lage Gega; Rin&inovo No. 25 in the village Dolene; Sarenata Clrkva No.
31 in the village Dolna Ribnica) and two in }he south (Grobeto No. 36

in the village Drangovo; Boi¥ev Blok, Gréka Cuka No. 114 in the village
Javornica) . o

On the remaining 91 sites relics from the ancient period period oc-
cur together with either esrlier materisl (prehistoric - 3 sites), or
later (88 sites with ceraomics from the late Middle Ages and from the
period of Turkish rule).

Cn 9 sites, out of the total number of 120, finds other then ceramics
were collected during the surface investigations. Undoubtedly the most
important were coins. They were found on the Pulovo Mogila No. 112 site
in the village Curifene (AE, ob. MAKEAONAN, rv. a ehieid, 185-146 B.C.).
in the village Zoi%ene (KE,’ob. a buet‘in left profile, legend on the
rim ANASTASIVS PPAV, rv. ;.5: follis of Anestasius I 491-518 A, from

the mint in Conetantihople), and on the Ajdarica No. 71 site in the vil-
lage Mitino (AE, oh. the standing figure of a woman with letters VIC
AVG, rv. three signa militaris and legend COHCRPRAETPHILIP from the mint
in Philippopolis from the turn of the 18t century B.C.). One of the
coins come from the Hellenistic period, one from the Romen, and one is
late antique.
There were some other finds: a frogment of a cult figurine of & horse

p and 11 stone weights (the G8l8bovata Cesma No. 53 site in the village .
K1ju¥), clay weights (GradiBZeto No. 97 o1 the border between the ‘vil-
lages Ssmuilovo and Kolarovo, and on the Livadite No. 100 site in the
village Samuilovo), two fraqmenta of stone bes-reliefs: & sleb repre-

\
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senting Artemis-Bendis (measuring 34.4 by 27.2 cm} from the 3rc or 4th
century A.D. on the Gerkovec No. 101 site in the village Samuilovo, and

a very badly preserved relief representing @ neked man (7) holding ur

his arms (measuring 33.5 by 22 cm) on the Keov Rid No. 78 site in the
village Mihnevo.

During the surface investigations the remains were found of an ap=-
perently Romen or even Late Antique villa rustica (the DebeliZ¥e No. 59
site in the villsge Kolercvo), evidenced by fragments of.stoné walls
bound with mortar (only & small section is visible), and alsoc by & msrb-
le capital found beer by, which may come from the Sth or 6th century
A.D., but it is difficult to estsblish precisely when it w2s mode since
it is in very bad condition. Little can be said about the remzins of s
building with apses discovered on the areas of the village Eibnik (the
Cradena Nive No. 90 site), messuring 39 m (along the SW-NE axis) by 20 m,
with walls about 1.35 m in thickness. Perhags these zre the rémsins of
a medieval Orthodox church (as on the site C8rkva in the  village Mitino),
although they may alsc be remains from the early Christisn period, since
the ceremics enccuntered here have been indentified as ancient.

Trisl excavations 8t several points in both eastern and the western
parts of the Strume3nica valley yielded numerous data as far as earlier
epochs are concerned. Trial excavstions in the villege Muletarovo in
the "KoZuh" complex (the Kasmensrka site investigated by J.éliwa, and
the DZonkov Vr8h site investigated by K.Cislowicz), 8and in the village
Mitino on the Ajdarica No. 71 site (investigeted by J,Ostrowski) were
connected with the Romen and lLete Antigue periods. Since the first two
belong to the "KoZuh" complex, they will be discussed later,

Trial excavation: on the Ajdarica No. 7! site led to the discovery of
the remsins of & villa rustica (?) or some other domestic buildiné which
had been standing &t least from the Ist century 4.D. (ceramic"fragﬁenta
and a8 piece of & voluted lemp) until the 6th century A.D. (coins)7. The
building hed & dresinage system - a2 sewer 36 cm wide and 25 cm deep, pav-
ed with slate tiles, was discovered dug in the rock. Another conduit,
paréllel to the first end made of terracots pipes 18.5 cm in diameter,
was laid in e rock ditch. The wells of the building sbout ! m thick,
consisted of twc layers: an outer 0.55 m thick (stones with some bricks
bound with mortar), &né en inner 0,45 m thick (stones bound with clay),
The wells of the building were covered with paintings, s evidenced by
the discovery of seversl hundred smell fregments cf polychrome plaster
(the fregments preserved measure from 1.5 by 2.0 cm up to 1% by 2C om),
In colour, the plaster is creeam with bleck and red stripes, blsckish-
brown, red, and dark blue with narrow red stripes (0.5-C.7 cm wide),
Exploration of the trial trench yielded :ich'and‘diverse meterials.
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Roman pottery is represented inter alis by fragments of thin- end
thick-walled vessels made of well prepared washed clay and covered with
red and brown gleze, alsc by the fragment of the voluted lamp élready
mentioned (the arms and part of the discus). Among the Late entique ce-
ramics three main groups may be distinguished: 3

1) thin-welled &nd medium-thiék, turned, clay with & smell emount of
fine-grained .admixture. Surface rough, hard snd red. Often a grey core

occurs;
2) medium-thick walls, turned, washed cley. Surface soft, smooth and

red in cclour; . ‘

3) medium-thick and thick-walied, turneh, cley with & smell’amount
of fine-grained admixtures. Surface rough, hard, brown and grey in co-
lour. :
There also occur fragments of vessels medé.of well prepared washed,
soft clay, cream in colour, whose surface is Eovered with numerous smell
grooves, as well as grey ceramics. Considerablé quantities of thick well
medieval ceramics were found, including meny moulded or turned fragments.

The lste 2ntique ceramics included an oil-lamp with one wick, broad
arms decorated with three rows of smell bosses, with a convex discus and
vertical filled hendle, dsted to the 3rd or 4th century A.D. The orna-
ment of grenules is cheracteristic¢ of Balkan werkshops in that period.

Undoubtedly the most important group of finds discovered on the Aj-
darica site is 8 collection of 63 coins dated to the period from the
4th century A.D. to the reign of Justin II (565-578). Among them there’
is 3 gold solidus of Justin II minted in Constantinople in 519 A.D., and
8 gold tremissus of Justin II, alsc from the mint in Constbntinople.

The discovery of the coins enables us to establish the probable date of
the destruction of the building in the second half of the 6th century'
4.D., which must have been connected with the Slev invasion of the ter-
ritories of Thrace and Macedonia. _

A bas-relief representing the fagade of & temple (?) with a8 pendoent
garland between two antse (the cornice of a stela?) was also discovered,
as well as & small fragment of 8 similar relief. A slaeb with a Greek
inscription was also found: [.] «M»APKOY DIONYCIOY [..] (very bedly
preserved), and s smell piece of marble with the letters: [..JTH[..].

The finds elso include severel pieces of nails and iron hooks, as
well as several hundred smell glass fragments (meny rims end handles).

The material discovered on the Ajderice site bears witness to the
rank of the buiding, which flourished from the 4th to the 6th century
A.D. Unfortunately, in the Middle Ages (from the-9th tc the !1 century?)
2 cemetery was founded here, csusing’ the destruction of culture layers
’(the sctivities of the inhabitants of the surrounding villages haed the

\
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same effect when they made prgdetory excavetions egnd - ss we have been
informed - pulled down the walls standing on the surfsce of the ground).
In the course of explorstion a grave 165 cm"long2 meximum width 70 cm,
end 13,7 cm deep, in which lay the skeleton of & woman, was found hewn
in the rock. Among the vertebrae two bronze pendants were found, dsted
by M.Pargzewski to the period of ninth-eleventh‘centuries A.D.8

The Ajdsrice site and the adjacent Tofilica site where s Hellenistic
grave was discovered, lie on the northern bank of the Stfumeéhica, op-
posite the village Muletarovo situated to the SW of the XoZuh Mountain.
On the southern, south-eastern, and socuth-western slopes of the eactern
peak of this range, DZonkov Vréh, end st the foot of it, &re the remsins
of an ancient town which A.Mil¥ev - following other investigators -
identifies as the &ncient Petra, the cepital of a Threcian tribe of the
Maidoi, destroyed in 181 E,C. by Philip V of Macedonis, &s is mentioned
by Livyg. On the other hand some archaeologists.see this place the an=
cient Orthopolis. :

Regardless of which hypothesis is true (so far, there hzve been no
other premises then those which the Bulgerisn archeeologists hud at
their disposal), it should be said that the town which once existed in
this srea must have played an important role both in the Hellenistie
as well es the Romen and Late Antique periods. This is corroborated by
_the rich finds, mainly ceramics. Fragment of Megarian bowls, Romsn ves-
sels covered with red and brown varnish, end also pieces of Late Antique
pottery were encountered (these last fall within the cetegories of the
clessification system used in the description of the Ajdasrics site).
Besides ceramics numerous bas-reliefs were discovered in this area {(now
étored in the museums of Petri® and Sendanski) and architectonicsl de-
tails - fragments of friezes, capitels, drums of columns, bases,'écme
of which were reused by the inhabitents of Muletarovo. During'surféce
investigations of the ancient town, several coins were found: Hellenist-
ic (AE, ob. Apollo’s head, rv. an eagle on & dolphin?, Istrhs, 4th or
3rd century B.C.), Romen (AE, ob. illegible, rv. signa militeria, from
the turn of the 1st century B.C.), end Late Antique (two coins AE, sl-
most illegible, mo?t probably from the 4th century A.D.). Small fragJ'
ments of glass, and marble tiles beering traces of working were also
found.

The aim of the Polish-Bulgarian team was to identify and loceste the
sites surrounding the ancient town, to establish their hypotheticsl ex-
tent and chronology, and 8lsc to single out from among the recorded
sites settlements situated in the immediate vicinity of the town. 4 to-
tal 'area of about 16 sg.km was explored, bordered on the south by the
river Strume!n1ca, on the east by the Struma, on the north-west by a



84

roup of hills, the Kelibarski Rid, and on the west by a modern road
running from Petri? to Slagoevgrad. In the course of the explorziion
of this area, greatly diversified in respect to its geomorphology as
well @s vegetation, 36 sites were recorded situated mainly to the south,
south-west, west, and north-west of the town. Within the sites ‘we sut=
ceeded in identifying at least four settlements referred to as "i", “B",
, and "D", of which the largest es settlements “A" (hypothetics:
size 1.5 km-by 0.8 km), situated farthest to the west of the town (Fig.
2). The settlements yielded basically homogeneous’ ceramics and the
smallish gaps in the occhrrence of materisl between the sites within
one settlement ma be explained by ferming and building activity in the
area. Cn the other hand, the considerasble scantiness or total absence
of material between the borders of the identified settlements confirms
' our hypothesis. The sites grouped to the east ané south-east of the vil-
lages K&rnalovo and Star¥evo may constitute two more settlements "E"
and "F" (Fig;z). They are, however, rather far from the boundsries of
the ancient town, and have been srtificially separated from the other
settlements (a road was built here which mey have destroyed archzeolog-
ical meterials confirming the connection of these).

In the area occupied by these settlements, apart from e rich ceramic
material (inter alia the Kamensrks or Vysoki Rid site in settlement "B"
yielded a terracotta head from the Hellenistic period; numerous sites
in settlements "A" aﬁd 8 e yieldgd élay weights of looms), traces of
walls have been indetified (the Cervenite Skaly site in settlement "C";
near the Kamenarks site in settlement "B" the shaft of & column can
still be seen in situ), and in the area to the west of settlement "A",
in the plsce known a& Livarski Rid, & considerable smount of slag was
encountered, probably the traces of metallurgic workshop in this place.

Trisl trenches dug in the village Muletarovo snd on the Ko¥uh Mt.
were intended to estsblish the chronological contonuity of settlement
in selected areas. The investigetions of K.Cistowicz on the summit of
DZonkov Vr8h in the KoZuh Mountain, revealed the remeins of a building, .
not sc far identified. Fragments of walls were .unearthed and a rich ce-
remic méterial from the pre-fHellenistic up to the early Middle Ages wes
found. The investigations of J.Sliws on the Ksmensrkas site (settlement
"B") disclosed fragments of ceramics, mainly Komen and Late Antique,

8 small piece of 8 terracotte figurine, and s bronze coin minted in
Thessalonica in the 2nd century B.C. (ob. the hesd of Jsnus, rv. two
centaurs and an inscription OESSAAONKIK)HCS)> ). Unfortunstely, we found
that in both trenches culture layers had been destroyed and the materiel
intermingled, and so a full stratigraphic picture of the trenches could
not be obtained. The situstion wWes similar in the case of the third
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trench on the Rupite site (investigations of I.Kulov) situated to the
north-west of the KoZuh Mt,

1y seehs, however, that if systematic excavations in this area are
undertaken, these preliminary findings could then be verified, and also
the question of the name of the town could be definitively solved and
consequently the problems connected with the historical geography of.
this region eould finally be explained (the problem of Parorbelia, es-
tablishing whether the Belasica range is the same as the ancient range
of Orbelus, the ancient name of the river Strume3nica etc.). ;

The Polish-Bulgarian exploratiéns in the whole of the Bulgerien part
of the Strume3nica valley constitute the first stage of large-scale in-
vestigetions. The fact that slready in the first phase of investigstions
120 ancient sites were identified.- the sites in the village Muletarovo
should also be added to this number - points to the importance of the
role played by the valley in ancient times. Although in thé region of:
the KoZuh Mt. several settlements could be positiveiy identified, in
the remaining part of the valley -the problem is still unsolved. In some
regions of the valley large clusters of sites occur (especislly in the
area of the villages Gega, Dolene, Pravo Bfrdo, P&rvomai, K8rnslovo and
StarZevo to the north of the river, and in the villages Gebrene, K1juZ,
.Javornica, Samuilovo, Kolarovo, R&8%dak and Drangovo to the south of it).
The clusters msy confirm the presedqe of larger settlements in this area.
However, considering the problems advanced in the introductory part of
this paper, we should refrain from offéring a final gsolution of this
question until systematic excavations based on the previous results have

been made.

Notes

Th1§ paper hes been written on the basis of meterials elaborsted by
A.Ledomirski, I.Kulov and J.Ostrowski.

I . .

The question of the ancient name of the present StrumeZnica hss not
-been’'definitvely solved,. nor hes the ancient geographic nomenclzture
of the whole region. In the present paper I have adopted the name Doberus
following N.G.L.Hammond, A History: of Macedonia, Vol. 1, Oxford 1972,
pp. 198-203, map 17, although Pontos, another name of the river, also
very often occurs. ; : 7

. i

These problems, inter alis, are dealt with by N.G.L.Hammond, A His=-

tory..., pp. 198-203; id., Migrations and Invasions in Greece and Ad-
Jacent Areas, New Jersey 1976, pp. 29-33. '

3 : : {
The Strume3nica valley is a middle road. To the north of it the roed
ran froa Stobi (now Gradeko{ along the Bregelnica valley, through Stip
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and Pautslis (now Kjustendil) to Serdice (now Sefie). The southern rosd
howéver, ren from Eidomene (now Gevgheli) scross the southern slopes of’
the Belasice Mounta&ins range, over the water shed Stenaz Dov Tepe and
through the velley of the river Kumla it reached the lower Strymon. Ve
know thet. this roed was used by Alexander the Great when in 33% B,.C. heé
marched from Macedonia agesinst the Agriens and@ Feonians, and 2lso by
Philip V when in 181 E.C. he mwarched out asgzinst the Maidoi. Along the
southern road, on the other hand, the army of Xerxes marched marched
during the invasion of Greece, and later Alexsnder the Great trod this
road going to war against Persia.

4A.Miléev, Arheologi8eski rezkopki i proulvania w dolihata ﬁa sredne
Struma, in: Godi¥nik na Sofijskaja Universitet, Filosofsko-lstoriZeski
Fakultet, LITI, 1, 1959, p. 362,

5A.Miléev, Arheologi¥eski razkopki..., pp. 363-378,

6Naturally, these are not all the Late Iron Age sites; but only those
where ancient pottery occurs.

7It is interesting that during the excavations no prehistoric pottery
was found, though the surface investigations produced cersmic fragments
of this period. Cf. the paper of L.Pernileva in this issue.

8Cf. the paper of M.Parczewski in this issue.

9Titus Livius, XL, 22,23. Mil¥ev’s interpretation is besed on the
philological studies of Kacarov and Defev, published in 1949. (A.Mil¥ev,

Arheologieski rezkopki...p.362, note 1,. p.363, note 1). MilZ¥ev’s hypo-
thesis is shered by some Bulgarian authors (A.Fol, Traskijs i Balkanite
rez rannoelenistilesksja epoks, Sofia 1975, p. 70) Cn the Gther hand
some modern scholsrs (B.Gerov, see in this plzce the ruins of the an-
tcient Orthopolis. All these hypotheses, however are bazsed on weak pro-
mises, which might find confirmation in the course of future investige=-
tions, but until there are no proofs other than s few inscriptions found

at a considerable distance from KoZuh, this important problem should be
approached more cautiously.
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List of sites from the ancient period in the region

ef the StrumeBnices vslley

lage
1 2 3 4
1 Baskalci (N) site 7- (Virovete)
2 " B (R83i&Zeto)
3 v s 4 { Imeneto’
4 = o 5 (6ere§kite)
5 " 10 (Staretz Nivs)
6 Belasica (3) Wil (Pandovica)
7 o LB (Pletonik)
8 Borovigene (N) ] (Petyrde)
9 ” o (Goliemata Nive)
10 Gabrene (S = 153 Sivics)
11 el Wi (Kulatsa)
12 . % ”, (Dubrsva)
13 " " 6 (Solis¥eto)
14 “ e85 (Cyrcarica)
15 " : S itd (Inikovica)
16 Gega (N) e (Delvite I)
17 ” R te @ (Delvite II)
18" 4 & 3 (Ruovica)
19 i 'y 5 (glatisée 28
20 " R (Cuksets)
21 " T (B8rdoto)
22 w g (Rangel)
23 Gorgevo (N) B (Belevicata)
24 Dolene (N) i (Prisak)
25 " ; JaTes (Rin¥inovo)
26 " Raiel (Alds)
27 » : ki v A0S (Popin Dol)
28 Dolna Kru3ice (N) e (Furnata)
29 » " B (Gradidde)
30 " . N X0 (Koetinavec)
31 Dolne Ribnica (N) b 1 (éarenata CBrkve)
32 ¥ " W g (Bukovec)
33 » » ey (Jumerica, Lozsta)
34 % o W (neme unknown)
35 » o S -] (Kiselica, Valog)
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1 e 3 &
36 Drangovo (S) site 2 (Grobeto)
37 " " 3 (§ervenata Zemls II)
38 " " 4 (Cervenata Zemla I)
39 Drenovica (N) RoliSR (Dervi& BEeir)
40 Zoi%ene (N) " 2 (Virovete)
41 Kevrakirovo (N) ” 3 (Kostenksata)
42 . b 5- Cigansksta Mahalza)
3 ” i . .(Skaleto}
44 - S (neme unknown)
45 Kamena (S) " 1 (Trastikite)
46 " » 3 (Karaende-Kerad I)
47 » " 5 (Gerkovec)
48 Klug (S) i 1 (SE of Bozal8ko)
49 " b SIOL (E of EozaXfko)
50 " Rk (Breste)
51 " Hoivig (Remednics)
52 " LA K (Mandreta I1)
53 " " 18 (G&18bovats Cesms)
54 Kolserovo (S) B (TopeliZ%ge)
55 1y xvad (Angelica’
56 » D (Cukatse)
57 » R (Musovice I)
58 » A (S of GrobiZ&eto)
59 " L T 7 (Debeli%&e)
60 " " .14 (Lazarec)
61 Kérnalovo (N) 35 ng (Usip)
62 " " 3 (Gramedite)
63 " b S -(Padarksta)
64 " TR (300 m NNE from Légiqvo
65 " o & (Xeremice)
66 " AR (@aslinica)
67 Kukurah&evo (N) 2 i (Subelec II)
68 ity fr 2 (Groba)
69 Mendovo (N} » i (Zulksta}
70 " » 2 (Grobovete)
T Mitino (&) SRR (Ajderica)
72 " " 3 Tofilica)
73 Minneve (N) bR (gopanerski Rid)
74 » TN (Cepanica)
" b (Redaicsa)
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2

.

8t
g2
83
84
85
86
87
a8
89
90
Q1

>

92
93
94
92

g6

9%

58

39
100
1Ci
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
11

132

Curilene (N)

Mihnevo (N)

"

Muleterove (N) -
Petrid (S)

"
"

Pravo BArdo (N’

" "
-

- "
Pérvomsi (N) *
. "

”

Ribnik (N)

Rg!dak (s)

Samuilovo-
-Kclarovo (S)

"
"
Samuilove (S)
"
"
"

Skr8t (S)

Stardevo (N)

»
”
"

"

site 8
i B
" 15
36 sites in all
site-18
" 20.
" 2‘

] s 2
N B DWW N = ) -

=z
-

2
N~ - 0w -Is @O

2 2
WO AW

E R Y

{Kostova Pclana)
(Levkov Briast)
(Keov Rid)
(Trigornica)

(Térne Beir, Cisur
Kelesi)
(Petrilke Reka)
(Kozlek)
(Kuriloto)
(Cifliks)
(éiSkovec)
(Ahmedov Bair)
(Veloge)
(Duvanlista)
(Coris)
(Gradena Nivse)
{Ciado Pavlovi KoBari)

{Tumbite’

(Kantenski Most I)
(Kentonski Most II)

(name unknown)
(Srenics)
(Gredis&eto)’

(GohZeto)

(Tuhlerski Kooperernik)
(Livedite)

(Gerkovec)

(Belkove, Gér¥enice I)
(Duksenica) . ks
{Ned GrobtiX&eto)

(Mo¥uro, MeSaloto,
Merin Erest)

{Zabrenenoto)
{Taftinka)

{ Remneko)
(Singurics)
{azmakg)
(Xuli%kets 1I)
(Pulovo Mogila)



i 2 3 “

113 CuriZene (N) site 16 (Kupni Dybiei)

114 Javornica (S) - 1 Eoi%ev Elck

15 " e 2 (Cr8ks Cuka)

116 " " 3 (Padins)

117 " ! 5 (Jab&xzkite, Ezbins)

e " " 10 (Lu¥kovica)

119 " e 11 (Pzrcelat na Lefer
LZediev)

120 " " 20 \Parcelet ne Bori
Byistov)




