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Abstract: The following study seeks to present the results of an intensive ceramic
survey on Vidingrad near Vodovrati, the presumed site of the ancient town of Argos in
Paconia. It is one of the first studies of this type carried out in the region of the Middle
Vardar and we thought it was important to publish the results, although the study of the
collected pottery is still in a very early phase. After a brief description of the method
of fieldwork, the distribution of the overall surface record is discussed. It enabled us to
establish the precise location and draw the limits of the ceramic site. In the second half
of the paper, the distribution of certain classes of ceramic material is examined and
an attempt is made to trace the history of the settlement, from its founding to its final
demise. The maximum size of the settlement, the presence and the quantities of some of
the analysed ceramic categories, alongside the known historical facts about Argos on
the Vardar are also indicative of the socio-economic character of this town.

Introduction: Argos, the geo-historical and
archaeological setting

A number of towns in the ancient Greek world
carried the name of Argos. The Pauly-Wissova en-
cyclopaedia of the ancient world lists nearly a dozen
of towns called Argos. (Wissova ed. 1896: 787-798)
Thanks to its place in the genealogy of the first royal
dynasty, the name quickly became popular in ancient
Macedon. There was a town called Argos in Orestis,
in the northwest of the early kingdom (Papazoglou,
1988). However, the written evidence from the later
Hellenistic and Roman periods, indicates the pres-
ence of another town with this name, this time lo-
cated further north, in the Middle Vardar Valley. Be-
cause this name is foreign to the region of the Vardar
Valley, it has been suggested that Argos on the Var-
dar had been founded as a Macedonian colony after
the conquest of this region by the Antigonids in the
course of the 3" century BC. (Papazoglou, 1988: 312)
Indeed, both the last Argeads and the Antigonids had
founded colonies in the peripheries of their domains.
A large number of examples are known from the pe-
riphery of the ancient Macedonian kingdom: Olym-

Bosexn: Aproc, reoucTOpuCKH U
APXCOJIOIIKH KOHTEKCT

Bo aHTHYKHOT CBeT mocroene MOBeKe TIpajioBH
co umeto Aproc. Ennuknonenujara [aynu-Bucosa
HaBeayBa Okoiy 12 rpaja m HacenOu Moj OBa MME.
(Wissova ed. 1896: 787-798) Ilopamu ounriieqHu-
T€ KOHOTALMM CO UMETO Ha IIpBaTa JUHACTH]a, OBO]
TOIIOHUM CTaHajl MOLIHE IOMyJapeH U BO aHTHUYKa
Makenonuja. MeryTtoa, criope] MICTOPUCKUTE H3BOPU
nmocroen rpaja co ume Aproc Bo Ilajonuja, naneky Ha
ceBep OJ1 jaipOTO Ha CTAPOTO MAKEJOHCKO KPAJICTBO.
Co oryen Ha TOa ITO OBAa UME MY € Tyl'O Ha PETHOHOT
Ha cpenHoTo lloBapaapue, HEKOM MPOyUyBaYHd CMe-
Tase feka Aproc Ori1 MakeZoHCKa KOJIOHH]ja, OCHOBa-
Ha M0 0CBOjyBameTo Ha [1ajoHnja o AHTUTOHUIUTE,
BO TEKOT Ha 3-oT Bek 1.H.e. (Papazoglou, 1988: 312)
On xommapaTHBHA INIeIHA TOYKA, OBA TBPIEHE HE €
coceMa 0e3 ocHoBa. [lo3Haro ¢ meka m Apreaaure
Y HUBHHUTE HACJICAHUIM OCHOBale OpOjHU KOJIOHHMHU
Bo bankanot, Mana Asuja u bauckuor Hcrok (Jones
1937; Cohen 1995). Ilocrojar ronem Opoj Ha mpu-
MepH off ieprdeprjaTa Ha MaKeIOHCKOTO KPaJICTBO:
Onumnuja, AHTUTOHEa W AHTHIATpea BO CEBEPEH



pia in northern Epirus', Heraclea and Antigonea in
Upper Macedonia and Paeonia, Alexandropolis in the
Strymon Valley, Beroe, Cabyle and Philippopolis in
Thrace. With the exception of Cabyle, the names of
these towns are apparently derived from the names of
the major dynastic figures of ancient Macedonia. The
planting of colonies in the freshly conquered parts
of the kingdom was a widely adopted strategy in the
Hellenistic period, particularly well-attested in Asia
Minor and the East under the Seleucids (Jones 1937;
Cohen 1995). Finally, the colonizing activities of the
Antigonids find an explicit testimony in the writings
of Polybius and Livy (Cohen 1995: 99). The found-
ing of a town called Argos on the Middle Vardar was
thus a minor episode in a wave of colonization that
affected much of the land conquered by the Mace-
donian dynasts and cannot be dismissed as a mere
confusion of the historical sources.

The site identified with the ancient town of Argos
on the Vardar is known as Vidingrad or Ramniste. It
is located about 1 km to the north of the centre of the
modern village of Vodovrati and about 3.5 km to the
west of the Vardar Valley. (Map 1; Josifovska-Drago-
jevi¢ 1965: 117-136) Vidingrad or Ramniste occupies
a low and narrow ridge that separates the drainages of
the streams of Vidin Dol and Glavjata. (Map 2) The
two valleys run parallel to each other at the northern
and southern foot of the ridge for nearly 2 km, before
they meet at its eastern end. They provide a natural
protection for the site on three sides. Only the west-
ern aspect, the one facing the mountainside, is easily
accessible. Because of their natural defensive quali-
ties, this type of micro-topographic units had attract-
ed permanent settlement ever since later prehistory.
They are not uncommon in the Hellenistic period, al-
though the majority of the newly established Hellen-
istic settlements are placed on much more exposed
micro-locations, in control of larger tracts of fertile
land and closer to natural corridors®. Vidingrad does
not meet these two criteria. This settlement is situated
over 3 km to the west of the Vardar Valley and in a
zone of thin and eroded lacustrine sediments. Vidin-
grad was not located on the main interregional corri-
dor along the Vardar, but on a vicinal road that lead
from the Vardar Valley to Mount Klepa and into the
neighbouring valley on the west.

Nor does the layout of the circuit walls of Vidin-
grad indicate a planned Hellenistic foundation. The
fortification consists of at least 3 or 4 rings of wall,

! Antigonea and Antipatrea also belong to this group,
although they were probably founded by Pyrrhus the Great
and Cassander; (Cabanes 1976; for Thrace see Gerov
1980: 211-227; in general see, Cohen 1995).

2 Cf. the examples of Stobi or Heraclea Lyncestis, locat-
ed on major crossroads and in fertile basins or river plains.
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Enmp,* Xepaxiieja u Auturoneja Bo [opHa Maxkeno-
Huja u [lajonnja, Anekcanaporonuc, HeKaje BO J0-
nunata Ha Ctpyma, bepoe, Kabwiie n ®@ununonomnuc
B0 Tpakuja. Crmopen Toa, OCHOBAaKETO Ha Ipaj coO
umMe Aproc Bo pernoHoT Ha Cpemnoro [ToBapnapue e
JIeJ1 Ol eHa IOIIMPOKA MTOJUTHUKA Ha KOJIOHU3AIM]ja
¥ HEMOXKe Ja ce OT(PIIH IO U3TOBOP JieKa ce paboTh
3a 00MYHa IpelIKa BO aHTUYKUTE U3BOPH.

Bo nomamiHarta Hayka oBOj rpaj € yOuImpaH Ha
JoKanuTeToT Bumunarpan® wiu PamHuInTe, CMEcTeH
Ha OJaJICYCHOCT O OKOITY | KM CEBEpHO O IEHTapOT
Ha ceyoTo BomoBpatu u okoiy 3.5 KM 3amamHO Of
nmonvHata Ha Bapmap. (Josifovska-Dragojevi¢ 1965:
117-136; Muxymuuk 1999; Mana 1) Ce pabotu 3a
HU30K CPT, OTPaJICH O CEBEPHATA U jy)KHA CTPaHa CO
nmonosute Bunun [{on u [asjara. OBue nBe nonunma
Ce CIojyBaar Ha OKOJIy JIBa KHJIOMETPa MCTOYHO OJ
JIOKAJIUTETOT, TaKa [ITO TOj € HajIIeCHO MPUCTATICH OJT
3armajgHara CTpaHa, oX IpaBell Ha miannHaTa Kirena
(Marma 2). OBoj THIT Ha IPAUPOTHO OpaHETH JIOKAIIH
OmJI 3am0CeTHYBaH BeKe BO MPEIUCTOPUCKUTE SIOXH
Y OBaa TpaJMLHja MPOJO0IKUIIA BO TEKOT HA AHTHKA-
ta. Ho 3a paznmka o moBekeTo HOBOOCHOBAHU Xelle-
HUCTHUYKH TPaJIOBH, AProc He € CMECTEeH BO OJIM3HHA
Ha TIPUPOIHA cooOpaKkajHHIIa O] ITOTOJIEMO 3HAYCHE,
HUTY TIaK IMOCeAyBa 0COOEHO IJIOHA U TOJIeMa TepH-
topuja.® OBaa Hacenba € cMecTeHa Kpaj JIOKaJIeH Iar,
KOj ja moBp3yBasl pekara Bapmap co MIIaHMHCKHOT
peruoH oxointy BpBoT Kiena. Bo HeroBoto Henocpei-
HO ONKpPY)KyBame JOMHUHUPAAT €POAUpPaHU €3EPCKU
CeIMMEHTH, MHOTY TOCHPOMAIIIHN OF KBapTEPHUTE
HaHOCH BO JloMHaTa Ha Bapnap.

“BuguHrpan,, OTCKOKHYBa O]l IIOTOJIEMHOT Opoj
HOBOOCHOBaHH TPAJICKH XEJICHUCTHYKH HacelnOu u
criope KapakTepot Ha ogOpambenurte oenemu. Cro-
pen mocera eAMHCTBEHUOT 00jaBeH IJIaH Ha OBOj JIO-
KaJIUTCT, KaKO U CIIOpE€] OHAa HITO MOXEBME CaMHTC
Ia To 3abenexxnme Ha TepeH, (Mukymauk 1999: 100,
JloHeB, BO IOATOTOBKA) OBaa Hacenba ce mupesa op-
TaHCKH, TI0 TePAacUTe OJ PHUIOT, KOU OWIie JeIyMHO
noxsuayBanu. Hema Tparu of miancku ypOaH paBoj,
HUTY MaKk GOpTHOUKAIMCKHA EIEMEHTH KapaKTepHc-
TUYHHM 32 0BOj niepuos. Bo morex Ha ogOpamOeHNOT
OemeM W MHKpoOJOKanwjara, ‘“‘BumuHTpay,, mMemocHo

! TlocneanuBe nBa Tpama Ouie ocHoBauu on [lup u
Kacanzep, Cabanes 1976; 3a mpoctopot Ha Tpakuja BuaN
Gerov 1980: 211-227; onwTo 3a KONOHM3auujaTa Kaj
Cohen 1995.

2 Tlorouno “Bummn Jlon,,. Ha mewmranure um Gemie
HEOOMYHO CIIOMEHYBamkETO Ha MMeTo BuanHrpas. Moxeoun
ce paboTH 3a KOHCTPYKT Ha HEKOH OJl COBPEMEHHTE
UCTPaXyBa4dH Ha OBOj JIOKATHUTET?

3 Cnopenmt co stokaruuTe Ha Xepakiea JIMHKeCTHCKa
mwm Cto0u, OCHOBaHU Kpaj BaXKHM COOOpakajHUIN U BO
TUTOTHY HU3WHY WM PEYHH JOIUHHU.



arranged concentrically and unrelated to each other.
(Donev forthcoming) They enclose the upper sections
of the hill in wide arches, from the east and north. Be-
yond the southern edge of the hill-top the ground falls
sharply into the valley floor of the Glavjata and the
wall follows the contour line along this section. The
westernmost line, the one guarding the most vulnera-
ble side of the settlement, is unusually protracted and
drawn below the highest peak of the ridge. On the
only published plan of the fortification, a conjectural
wall is drawn further west, enclosing the small knoll
that is the highest point of the ridge. (Mikul¢i¢ 1999:
fig. 100) More field-research is needed if we are to
get a better understanding of the fortifications of
Vidingrad. Nevertheless, the general layout already
signals a gradual, spontaneous expansion of the set-
tlement core rather than a planned development. The
initial observations on the building technique and the
details of the fortification walls suggest that this fort
does not stand apart from the other Iron Age hill-forts
in the region of the Vardar Valley®.

The intention of this study is not to challenge the
identification of ancient Argos with Vidingrad near
Vodovrati. Admittedly, this town is not included in
the Late Roman itineraries and there is no precise ge-
ographic reference to its location. Nevertheless, the
few extant written and epigraphic sources that men-
tion the name of the town and its community provide
us with unambiguous indicators of its location. Livy
mentions the fields of the Argestai in the context of
the wars between Rome and Macedon, apparently
somewhere in the northern periphery of the kingdom.
(Livy XXVII 33) In the Synecdemos of Hierocles
there is a town called Argos in Macedonia Secunda,
listed immediately after Stobi. (Hierocles 641, 3) The
most decisive evidence comes from the epigraphic
record. Of the three inscriptions commissioned by
the local town council in the 3™ century AD, two have
been discovered in the immediate vicinity of Vidin-
grad, whereas the third has been directly related to
the nearby village of Vodovrati. (Josifovska-Drago-
jevi¢ 1965: 117-136, Papazoglou 1988: 312) There-
fore, the identification of the ancient town of Argos
with the ruins on Vidingrad rests on firm ground and
there is little use in re-examining the evidence. In any
event, the findings of the ceramic survey can add lit-
tle to the debate about the location of Argos. How-
ever, they can throw additional light on a number of
aspects of the settlement that are ultimately relevant
to its foundation, character and inner evolution.

3 In fact the earlier researchers clearly mention that the
earliest movable remains on Vidin Grad date to the Iron
Age, but do not discuss the possible implications (Josifo-
vska-Dragojevi¢ 1965; Mikul¢li¢ 1999: 154-155).
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My Ipunara Ha KpyroT Ha »KeJe3HOAOICKH yTBPIY-
Bama BO JOJIMHATa Ha pekara Bapaap.

LlenTa Ha OBaa CTyaHja HE € Jia ja OCcIopyBa you-
Kanujara Ha rpagot Aproc Bo [lajonuja. Taa e 3acHo-
BaHA HA MTOIaTOLH COAPKaHN BO HEKOJIKY JJOBEPIINBH
anTHuku u3Bopw, (JluBuj xuura 27, 33; Xuepoxie
641, 3) u Gapem Tpu enurpad)Cku CIOMEHHKa Ha-
padanu of rpaigckroT coBeT Ha Aproc (Josifovska-
Dragojevi¢ 1965: 117-136, Papazoglou 1988: 312).
[Monaromure coOpaHu BO TEKOT Ha WHTEH3WBHOTO
PEKOTHOCIIMpahe Ha TOBPIIMHCKATE HAOTM Ha OBOj
JIOKAJIUTET HEMOXKAT Jia JTONPUHECAT TUPEKTHO KOH
pelaBameTo Ha OBHE MPOOIEMH 01 HCTOpUCKATA Te-
orpadwuja, HO THE Ce MOIITHE WHAUKATHBHU BO OJHOC
Ha XpOHOJIOTHjaTa Ha OBaa Hacenba, HEj3UHHOT Ka-
paKTep M BHATPEIIHA €BOIYIIH]a.

MeTton Ha paGoTa

MeTooT HAa WHTCH3MBHU KEPAMUYKH PEKOTHO-
CIIMpame Ha WHIWBUIYATHH JIOKAUTETH CE TPUME-
HYBa IOBEKE OJl TP JCLECHUH BO HEKOJIKY 3€MjU OJ
UCTOYHHOT MenuTepan u HeMa moTpeda of neTa-
JIeH ONKC Ha METONOT Ha paboTa WIIM amloJIoreTcKa
pacripaBa 3a HETOBHTE NPEJIHOCTH M HEIOCTATOIH.
(Snodgrass and Bintilff 1988: 57-71; Alcock 1991:
421-463; Vermeulen et al. eds. 2012) Ocsen Toa, 0BOj
METOJI Ha paboTa € OMUIIIaH BO HEKOJKY HaBpaTH BO
JomarHu ctpyunu cnucanuja. (Donev 2013: 89-111;
Homnes, foprOBCKH, Jacobs, Mladenovi¢, Russel,
Strutt, 2017, 73-90) Tyka camo HaKyco ke ce OCBpHe-
Me Ha JIBETE €Talu OJ] HCTPaXyBambEeTO U MPUCTAIOT
pU COOMPAmETO U KBAaHTU(UKYBAHETO HA JBIIKHU-
OT MaTepHjail.

[TpBata aza Ha UCTpaKyBamkETO MMAIIE 3a eI
Jla TH OIpeeNy NPUOIMKHUTE TPaHUIM U TOYHATA
JoKanyja Ha JokanuTeToT. OcobeHo BakHO Oerre f1a
ce obe3benar momaToIy 3a OpojHOCTa HA JBHUKHUOT
Marepujai Kou ke OUaT CropeIMBHU CO MOJATOIUTE
cOOpaHM 0] PEKOTHOCLUPAHETO W3BEACHO Ipes He-
KOJIKY TOJMHU BO CEBEPHHOT JIEN OJf OBOj MHUKPO-PE-
rioH. Toa € ¥ eMUHCTBEH HaYMH MO O0jEKTUBEH IaT
Jla ce oIpejenar rpaHUIUTe Ha UCTPaKyBaHUOT JIO-
KaJIUTET, J]a C€ CIIOPENU I'yCTUHATA HA MaTepHjalioT
BO PaMKHUTE Ha JIOKAIUTETOT CO OHAA M3MEpeHa BOH
apxeonomkure Jokanurery. (Bintliff 2000)

3a oBaa 1en Oelle HCKOPUCTEHA TOCTOCUKATA IM0-
Jenda Ha TEPeHOT Ha 3eMjOACIICKH Maplend. (Mara
3) OBue mapuenu BO mMpocek mepea mo oxory 3500
kB MeTpu. Cekoja mapiienia Oere mpoBepeHa 1Mo Ha-
JIOJDKHATa OCKa Off CTpaHa Ha TPOjIa J0 YeTBOpPHUIIA
apxeoJio3H, Paclope/ieH! Ha pacTOjaHue Of OCYyM JI0
necet Metpu (Mmama 4). CHOT Marepujal BUIUIMB Ha
MOBPIIIMHATA BO M0jacH O METPO H ITOJIOBUHA OJT JIBE-
T€ CTpaHW Ha HCTpaxKyBadyuTe Oerre u3dpojan u Oea
coOpaHH IMOIaTOIH 33 MPUCYCTBOTO HA IPYTH KaTero-



It is impossible to provide an exhaustive interpre-
tation of the survey results on this occasion. The col-
lected finds have received only a preliminary analysis
and the chronology of the prevailing fabric groups
still needs to be refined. Nevertheless, the distribu-
tion of the overall surface record is already indicative
of the maximum size of the settlement and its general
layout. In addition, the distribution of the chrono-
logically more sensitive categories of ceramic finds,
like tile, grey-ware, Black and Red Gloss pottery can
give us a clue to the core and the possible size of the
settlement during the various phases of its existence.
Furthermore, the relative frequency of some of these
categories will reflect the likely socio-economic sta-
tus of the settlement that is the subject of this study.

The ceramic survey: the fieldwork method

Ceramic surveys of urban and para-urban sites
have been conducted for over three decades in the
Eastern Mediterranean and there is little room for
apologetic elaborations of this method, its advan-
tages and downsides (Snodgrass and Bintilff 1988:
57-71; Alcock 1991: 421-463; Vermeulen et al. eds.
2012) Nevertheless, a brief description of this par-
ticular survey is in order. This will allow the reader
to evaluate the representativeness of the ceramic col-
lections and the scope of the survey.

In contrast to the rural surveys carried out in the
northern part of this micro-region, the results of
which have been published elsewhere, (Donev 2013:
89-111) Vidingrad was characterized by a much dens-
er ceramic carpet. This circumstance has been antici-
pated and it was confirmed during the first few visits
of the site. One of the primary goals of the survey
was to determine the extent and the exact micro-lo-
cation of the ceramic site. But in order to determine
its limits more objectively, it was necessary to extend
the survey beyond the hypothetical confines of the
ceramic site and include parts of its hinterland. Only
against the background of the district off-site densi-
ties could we hope to arrive at a meaningful density
threshold and distinguish between the zones of site
and off-site density. (Bintliff 2000) Ideally, the prob-
lem should be tackled by imposing an integral grid
over the entire site-area and expand the survey until
the ceramic carpet thins out. However, we lacked the
means and the sophisticated equipment necessary to
carry out a survey of this sort. It was equally impor-
tant to compare the density records from Vidingrad to
the densities recorded in the rural surveys carried out
in this and in other micro-regions. Because in rural
surveys normally larger quantitative and field-walk-
ing units are used, it was decided to cover the hypo-
thetical site-area in a similar manner, using irregular
field blocks as basic quantitative units. This approach
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pHUH Ha JBM)KHUA HAOIM M 32 CTENEHOT Ha BHUJIMBOCT.
3a 51a ce IOKpHeE LienaTa MOBPLIMHA Ha JIOKAJIUTETOT
BKYITHO Oea pekorHocuupanu 44 BakBu OJ0KOBU.

Bo oBaa npBa ¢a3za Oea noOueHn 3HaYajHU CO3HA-
HHja 32 MPUONMKHATA TOJEMHHA HA KEPAMUYKUOT
MOKpHUBAY, HEroBaTa MpoceyHa I'yCTHHA U BHATpPEII-
Ha CTPYKTypa, HO SIUHHIUTE CO TojeMuHa of 3.5
Jekapa Oea TperojieMu 3a Ja ce qo0re Iomperu3Ha
CITMKA 32 TOYHUTE T'PAHUIM U MECTOIOIOXKOa Ha JIo-
KauTeToT. OCBEH TOa, OBHE SIUHHUIIM MTOBPIIMHA CE
NpEerojieMu 3a Jia OMIaT HCKOPUCTEHU 3a cOOMpame
Ha TOBPIIMHCKHA MaTepHjal U yTBPIYyBamke Ha XOPH-
30HTaJHATa CTparurpaduja Ha JOKAIUTETOT.

3a oBaa 11e11, BO Bropara (aza oJl UCTpaKyBarbe-
T0, Oca mocraBeHn 10 KOOpAMHAHTHH MPEKH KOH
orngakaa peyrcu eaHa MOJIOBHHA Of] MOBPIIMHATA HA
JokanuTeToT. (Mana 5) Bo npocek, eaHa MpexxHa enu-
HHuna Mepeme 150 kBagpaTHH METPH, HAKO MOBPILH-
HaTa HAa TPaHUYHHUTE eauHMIM Bapuparie ox 100 mo
250 xBagparau MeTpr. Co HCKIY9YOK Ha ITOTOJIEMHUTE
(hparMeHTH rpajie’KeH MaTepujajl, IeJIOKyITHHOT Mare-
pHjan BUIUIMB Ha MOBpIIKHATA Oeme coOpaH. Ha oBoj
HavyrH Oellle M3BPIICHO W coOMparme U KBaHTH(UKA-
II¥ja Ha IBWKHUOT MaTepujal, a BoenHo Oere 00e30e-
JICHO M PETIPE3CHTATUBHO KOJIMYECTBO HA HAOH.

KoopannarHuTe Mpexu He Oea MpOMMPEHH Tpe-
Ky LieJ1aTa MOBPIIMHA Ha JIOKAJINTETOT. I 'ycTo oOpac-
HaTW Napleiy, Kako W Mapuesid Ha Kou Oelle eBH-
JEHTUPAaHO MaJo KOJIMYECTBO Ha Marepujan He Oea
BKIIy4eHH BO KOOpAMHATHUTE Mpexu. Bo onmpenena
Mepa, I0CIeHaBa OJUIyKa ce IIOKaKa KaKo IOrperl-
Ha, 3a ITO pacnpasame nogoy. Cenak, Bo oaa (a3za
ycIieaBMe /1a IOKpUeMe OKOJIy 4 XxeKTapa WK peurcu
€/lHa TPETHHA OJ MOBPIINHATA TOKPHEHA CO PEKOT-
HOCLMpPamkeTo Bo npBara ¢aza. OcBeH Toa 6ea codpa-
HU # okony 10 000 ¢pparmenTH KepamuKa, IITO € Cce-
KaKO pernpe3eHTaTHBEH el 0] BKYITHOTO KOJMYECTBO
JIBIDKEH MaTepHyjalt Ha OBOj JIOKAITUTET.

JucTtpudyuuja Ha BKYMHHOT KePpaMUUKH
MOKpHUBa4

Ilo HampaBeHuTe aHaNM3M Ha COOpAaHUTE IMOa-
ToIM OeIle jacHO OmpezeNieHO jaapoTo Ha OBaa Ha-
cenba. Peuncu monoBuHa on HaomuTe Oea coOpaHH
on Tpancektute 22 a0 29. (Mama 6, Buau mana 3 3a
HyMepanujata Ha TpaHcekTuTe) Ha oBue eamHUIN
Oemre n3Mepena ryctuHa ox Hax 150 ¢pparmentu Ha
eneH aekap. OBre KOHIIGHTPAIMH CE€ U JI0 TPH TaTH
0 BECOKH O] KOHIIEHTPAIIUUTE U3MEPEHH Ha COCE/I-
Hute napueny. Hajsucoka rycruna og Han 400 dpar-
MEHTHU Ha JieKkap Oelle JOKyMEHTHpaHa Ha TPaHCEK-
ToT 23. Ha ocranarute OJI0OKOBH Ol OBaa 30Ha, T'yCTH-
HaTa Ha KepaMHUYKUTE HAoIH ce ABmxernie ox 150 no
200 dbparmentn Ha nekap. CIMYHA KOHIICHTPAIHH
Oea eBHIEHTHpPAaHU U Ha HEKOW APYTU TPAHCEKTH —



ensured a direct comparability between the densities
recorded within the limits of the settlement and in its
hinterland. (Map 3)

The modern divisions of the terrain in agricultural
parcels were used to this end. Most of these fields fol-
low the local ground-configuration and, theoretically,
they could correspond to the original units of depo-
sition. The average parcel measures about 3 500 sq.
meters. Each of these units was transected along the
longitudinal axis by three to four surveyors, spaced
between 8 and 10 meters apart. (Map 4) All materi-
al visible on the surface within tracts not wider than
3 meters (1.5 meters on both sides of the surveyor’s
trajectories) was quantified and note was also taken of
the presence or absence of other categories of surface
material. In addition, the surveyors recorded the visi-
bility conditions in each transect. These data allowed
us to compensate for this factor in the final analysis. In
total, 44 field blocks of roughly similar size were need-
ed to cover the assumed site-area and the neighbouring
fields to the west and north of the site.

The quantification of the surface ceramic finds by
irregular field blocks represented only the first stage of
the survey. It provided us with a general idea of the ex-
tent and the density of the ceramic carpet and it high-
lighted the zones of high and low artefact densities
within the site-limits. It also produced density records
that were comparable to the results of the rural surveys
carried out over the past few years. But the 3 500 sq.
meters-large field blocks offer a poor resolution for the
purposes of mapping the site’s inner structure. More to
the point, they are too large to be used as units of col-
lection of surface material, especially in conditions of
very high artefact densities. Because of this, they are
an inadequate tool for recording the horizontal stratig-
raphy of the ceramic carpet. In order to achieve this
goal, it was necessary to use a finer spatial unit and a
more intensive collection technique.

In the second phase of the survey, a dozen of reg-
ular grids were laid out across different sections of
the site. (Map 5) The size of the grid units normally
varied between 100 and 250 sq. meters, although the
average module measured 10 by 15 meters. All ma-
terial visible on the surface was collected with the
exception of larger fragments of tile, only sample
fragments of which were gathered. The total collec-
tion strategy secured a fairly accurate record of the
amount of ceramic fragments on the surface and, at
the same time, it produced a highly representative
sample of the ceramic carpet. Moreover, it was pos-
sible to merge the operations of counting and collect-
ing ceramic shards (normally carried out separately)
and save a great deal of time and energy, although at
the cost of overburdening the museum depots and the
pottery experts.
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33, 44 u 13 - cute Bo paamyc on okoiry 150 meTpm
0J1 CaMOTO jaJipo Ha JIokanuTeToT. OcoOeHO n3HeHa-
JyBayKH 0Oea T'yCTUHHTE M3MEPEHU Ha TPAaHCEKTHTE
38, u 40 mo 42, cnopeasuBU CO OHHE U3MEPEHH BO
CaMoTO jaipo Ha JIOKanuTeToT. OBHE TPAHCEKTH Ce
Haoraar Ha ceBepHHOT Oper Ha Bumun Jlon u, nako
cropen; OpojHOCTa Ha HAOAUTE HE OTCTAITyBaaT OJf
TPAHCEKTUTE MITO TO MOKPUBAaT CaMOTO jajpo Ha
JIOKAJIUTETOT, OCTOjaT HEKOJIKY MHIMKATOPH KOH IO
OCIopyBaaT HaceJIOWHCKHOT KapakTep Ha 0Baa KOH-
[EeHTpanuja o MOBPUIMHCKU Haomu. [Iporeramero
Ha Haceybara BOH NPUPOJHHUTE TPAHUIM HA JIOKa-
JUTETOT HE € HUIITO HEBOOOMYAEHO, HO BO CITy4ajoB
30yHyBa (aKTOT IITO OBaa JOKaIl{ja € IEeIOCHO W3-
octaBeHa of o0paMOeHHOT cucTteM Ha BuamHrpan
— OocaMeHaTa YeTHPHArojiHa Kyja Koja ro OpaHena
CEBEPHHUOT MPHUCTAII JI0 JIOKauTeToT ((oTo 1) — Kako
1 ONTU3WHATA HA OCTATOITUTE O CTapH, IIOTPEOHH Xy-
MKH, Ha pacTojaHue on okosry 30Ha MEeTpH Of TpaH-
cekT 39. (poto 2) Cocema € MOXKHO Ha IMOCIIETHABA
MHKpPO-JIOKaIlMja a MOCToeNa TyMyJHa HEKpoIoia
BO HajpaHara ¢a3za oIl IOCTOCHETO Ha OBaa Hacenoa,
T1a MaJIKy BEpOjaTHO € JIeKa BO OBOj Iepro/] Hacen0a-
Ta ce MmpoTerayia ToJKy Janeky Ha cesep.’ Cenak, He
Tpeba a ce MCKIYyYl MOXKHOCTA JeKa JIEBUOT Oper
Ha Bumun Jlon Oun HaceneH Bo oxapeneHa (asza on
MOCTOEH-ETO Ha Hacenbara.

Ha ocrarokoT of pekorHocuupaHara moBpIInHa-
Ta, TYCTHHATa Ha JBI)KHUOT MaTepHjall ce IBMKHU O
30 no 80 ¢parmentu Ha eneH aekap. OBaa 30Ha ce
NpoTera KOHIEHTPUYHO OKOJY jaZpoTo Ha Haceyda-
Ta, HO ¥ MUCTOYHO OJ] HAJBOPEIIHUOT OeJeM, KaKko U
Ha JeBuotr Oper on Bumun Jlon. Ha mucneme cme
JieKa ¥ 0Baa MOBPIITIHA OnjIa COCTaBEH JIeN O Hacell-
Oara. Mako rycTrHaTta Ha ABIKHHUOT Marepwjall € |
JI0 TPU-YETUPU TIaTH TIOHKCKA OJf OHAA W3MEpeHa BO
CaMoTO jaApo Ha Hacenbara, Taa € Cermak HEKOJIKYK-
paTHO 1O BHCOKA OJ TYCTHHATA HAOAW U3MEpEeHa Ha
3amajHata ¥ MCTOYHA Nepudepuja Ha JOKAIUTETOT.
Bon rpanumnute Ha Tpancektute 8, 9 u 10 Ha 3aman,
Y TpaHCEKT 34 Ha WCTOK, TYyCTHHATA Ha MaTepPHjaoT
omara nox 10 ¢parmentu Ha eneH nexap. OBaa 30Ha
Je(UHUTHBHO HE W TpHUIaraia Ha camara Hacenoa.
Jloxonky ce 3eMe BO IpEeABHJ caMO 30HaTa Ha IMpo-
CeYHa W BHCOKA I'YCTHHA Ha JBHXXHH HAOHU, TOJIEMH-
Hara Ha OBOj JIOKAJINTET MOXE Ja C€ IPOLIEHH Ha Ce-
IyM JI0 OCyM XeKTapa (0e3 CIOPHUTE KOHLIEHTPALUN
Ha ceBepHHUOT Oper Ha Bunun o).

Cropen pesynrarute of Bropata (a3a Ha peKor-
HOCIIMPAam-ETO, U3BEJIEHO CO ITOMOIII Ha KOOpAWHATHA
MpeXKa, MOBPUIMHATA Ha OBOj JIOKAJIHTETOT € HEITO

4 MomrHe CIM4eH ¢ MPOCTOPHHOT OJHOC HEKPOTIoJa-
HacenmOa u kaj ememku Cormot, Jok. Jlabumm. (Donev
2015)



The grid survey was not extended over the entire
site-area. There was no use in setting-up a regular
grid over the thickly overgrown central sections of
the fortified area. The western and eastern parts of
the area included in the transect survey were also
omitted from the total collections, because it became
evident that the density of the ceramic cover was con-
siderably diminished in these survey sectors. Despite
the unfavourable conditions on certain sections, the
coverage of the grid survey was satisfactory. It was
possible to extend the total collections over an area of
nearly 4 ha or about 60% of the fortified area and one
third of the area covered by the transect survey. More
significantly, the survey resulted in a massive collec-
tion of almost 10 000 ceramic fragments, a volume
that guaranteed a representative sample of the total
ceramic record on Vidingrad.

The distribution of the overall ceramic carpet

Both the raw density figures and those corrected
for the visibility factor document plainly the core of
the ceramic site. Nearly one half of the pottery record-
ed in the survey area was counted on field blocks 22
through 29. (Map 6, see Map 3 for the transect labels)
They form a continuous cluster in the eastern half of
the fortification, stretching over an area of 1.7 ha.
With the exception of transect 27, these field blocks
feature artefact densities higher than 150 fragments
per 1000 sq. meters. On average, this is three times
the artefact densities recorded on the neighbouring
field blocks. By far the highest artefact density was
documented on field block 23, on which over 400
shards per 1000 sq. meters have been counted. On
the rest of the field blocks within this zone, the den-
sity of surface finds fluctuates between 150 and 200
shards per 1000 sq. meters. Comparable or slightly
lower densities were encountered on field blocks 33
and 44, to the east of the site-core and outside the cir-
cuit wall and on field block 13, in the western half of
the fortification. These field blocks are located within
a radius of 150 meters from the supposed core of the
site and the increased densities on these locations are
hardly surprising. However, we did not expect to dis-
cover similar quantities of material on three transects
located outside the assumed site-area, on the left bank
of the Vidin Dol. The densities recorded on transects
38, 40 — 42 are equal or higher than those encoun-
tered near the core of the settlement, the on-site status
of which was confirmed by the grid survey. In terms
of sheer quantity, the transects on the left bank of the
Vidin Dol must be assigned an on-site status. How-
ever, some elements in the local topography speak
against the presence of a separate residential quarter
in this part of the survey area. Although technically
possible and attested in certain time periods, a set-
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nomana. CMeTame Jieka oBa € pe3yaTar Ha HaYMHOT
Ha Kou 0ea MOCTaBeHU KOOpIUHATHHTE Mpexu. Kako
HITO HATOMEHABME IO TOpe, KOOPAMHATHUTE MPEKU
Oca IIaBHO MMOCTaBEHH Ha JICIIOBU O]l JIOKAJIUTETOT
Kaje 0ea JIOKyMEHTHUPAHU TOJIEMO WM 0apeM Mpo-
CEYHO KOJIMYECTBO ABWKHU Haomu. [Topaau cinabara
BHJIJTMBOCT M MajJHOT OpOj Ha HAOIWU €BHUIACHTUPAHH
Ha TpaHcekTuTe 12, 13 u 16 Ha 3anannara, 31 u 34
Ha MCTOYHATA CTPaHa, OBaa 30HA Oelle M30CTaBeHA
oJ1 kKoopauHatHuTe Mpexu. [lopaau oBa He ycnieaBme
Jia TH JOTpelr3upame MoJaTouTe 3a TpaHUIUTe Ha
JIOKaJTUTETOT JOOMEeHH BO mpBara (haza Ha pEeKOrHO-
CIIMPAETO, a IPBUYHUTE PE3YNITATH CO3/a0a MPH-
BUJI JIeKa JIOKATTUTETOT € MMOMAJT Of HeTOBaTa BUCTHH-
cka ronemuna. Ke Gele JOBONHO 1a TH MPOLTHPHME
MPEKUTE TI0 [IeJ1aTa MOBPIIUHA Ha TpaHCceKkTuTe 5, 14
wi 35, 3a 1a yTBpAUME Jajd KOJITHYECTBOTO Ha HAO-
JIM TIPOJIOJDKYBA Ja omara, Kako IITO Cyreprpa peKor-
HOCIIUPAKHETO MO TPAHCEKTH MJIM OCTaHYBa Ha HCTO
HHUBO Kako Ha nepudepHaTa 30Ha 07 JOKAIUTETOT.

Bo cute ocraHatu acmekTH, pe3yiITaTHUTE ON pe-
KOTHOCIIMPAmETO MO0 MPEXHH SANHULN U TPAHCEKTH
ce mokyonyBaar. HajronemMo konn4ecTBo Ha ABHKHU
HAOJW — PEYHCH JIBE-TPETHUHH Off CUTE€ HAOAMU CO-
OpaHu TpH OBa HCTPaKyBame - Oemie coOpaHO O
Mpexute 2 10 5. Ha nmonoBuHa ofl KBaapaHTUTE OJ
Mpexute 2, 3 u 4 6ea m3mepenu Haxa S0 pparmeHTa
Ha 100 kB. MeTpu. JIBe moManu jagpa ce JiecHo 3abe-
JISKIMBU: 3aMaHo KOE Ce MPOTera Bp3 HajroJieM el
Ol Mpeka 4 ¥ CEBEPHHOT A€l 011 MpeXa 5 U HCTOYHO,
KO€ ce TIpoTera nmpeKy Mpexute 6, 3 u 2. OKoiry oBHE
janpa ce mpoTera 30Ha CO IMPOCEYHa TYCTHHA o1 25
1o 50 ¢pparmentu Ha 100 kBagpara.

Hcro Taka ce 3abenexyBa W HAIIO Onarame Ha
TyCTUHA Ha JIBIDKHUTE HAOIU KOH repudepujara Ha
koopauHatHuTe Mpexku. Cemnak Tpeba 1a ce MmOBTO-
pH lleKka oBa € TOCNeAnIa Ha MOCTaBeHOCTa Ha KO-
OpIVHATHHUTE MpeXHu. Ha jy’)KHHOT Kpaj om Mpexa 5,
Kako U Ha mpexute 1, 8 u 9, Bo 3amagHuoOT 1en ox
JIOKAITUTETOT, TYCTHHATA HA JBUXXHHU HAOAW HUKO-
ram He HaaMuHyBa 20 ¢parmentu Ha 100 kBagparta.
OnarameTo Ha OpPOjHOCTA HA HAOJAWTE BO HMCTOYCH
mpagerl, Ha Mpexute 6, 7 u 10 e mocreneno. Beym-
HOCT, TIO €[IeH TECEH I0jac KOj ce OJUIMKyBa CO TOT-
MpOoCeYHa T'yCTHHA Ha HAaoau, OPOjHOCTa Ha HAOTUTE
MOBTOPHO C€ HAKayyBa BO LICHTPAIHUTE U CEBEPHUTE
nenoBu ox mpexka 10. Ha Hekou kBagpaHTu Taa Jo-
cera u 10 50 ¢parmentu Ha 100 xBagparta, HO OBa
Ce 0CaMeHM KOHIIEHTPAIlu{ OTKPYKEHH CO 30Ha Ha
MpOoCeYHa TyCTHHA Ha HaoAW. Jlypu Ha jy)KHaTa U nc-
To4yHara nepudepuja Ha mpexa 10, OpojHocTa Ha Ha-
OIMTE Ce U3paMHYBa CO OHaa U3MEPEeHa BO 3alaHara
MIOJIOBUHA Ha JIOKAIHUTETOT.

Kaxo 1o Oemre HaroMeHaTo Horope, o ce u3rie-
Jla KOH HacelleHaTa MOBpIIMHA Ke Tpeba 1a ja mpu-



tlement spreading on both sides of a steep valley is
quite unusual for this geographic setting and for the
time-period in which Vidingrad was occupied. About
30 meters to the north of grid 7, on the other side of
the Vidin Dol the remains of an isolated rectangular
tower were discovered. (Photo 1) Its walls are con-
structed of roughly cut stone, bonded with mortar and
it could date anywhere between the Roman and the
Ottoman period. Located on the valley floor, with no
visual control over the surroundings, it certainly had
the function of controlling the local traffic across and
along the stream. If this tower dates to the Roman pe-
riod, it also probably defended the northern approach
to the settlement, marking the settlement periphery
on this side. The left bank of the stream, even if occu-
pied in earlier periods, was probably abandoned once
the tower had been constructed. Finally, a mention
should be made of a likely burial mound, situated on
the upper portions of the left bank of the valley, not
more than 30-40 meters from the northern edge of
transect 39. (Photo 2) The presence of a necropolis
on the taller and narrower bank of the Vidin Dol is
not unparalleled, especially during the early phas-
es of the settlement’s history.* It is unlikely that the
settlement spread into this direction in the period in
which the mound necropolis was still in use. None-
theless, it has to be admitted that none of these argu-
ments pertains to the large quantity of surface finds
on the left bank of the Vidin Dol. The high artefact
densities must be related to residential activities, at
least during certain periods of occupation at this site.

The rest of the fortified area is characterized by
average artefact densities defined by the thresholds
of 30 and 80 fragments per 1000 sq. meters. The tran-
sects that belong to this density zone encircle the core
of the site. They too spread beyond the line of the
eastern wall and to the north of Vidin Dol. Although
the density of the ceramic carpet on these units is
much lower in comparison to the central parts of the
surveyed area, they clearly stand apart from the field
blocks that occupy the western and eastern peripher-
ies of the survey area. In fact, the difference in arte-
fact densities between these two zones is multi-fold.
Beyond the limits of transects 8, 9 and 10 on the west
and transect 34 on the ecast, the artefact density de-
clines sharply and it never exceeds the threshold of
10 fragments per 1000 sq. meters. We believe that this
line marks the limits of the site’s built-up area. About
90% of all finds recorded in the survey were count-
ed within the limits of the zone of high and average
artefact density, coinciding approximately with the
fortified area. The small quantities of finds recorded

* In Sopot, to the north of Veles, the Iron Age mound
necropolis and the contemporary settlement are positioned
almost identically. (Donev 2015)
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KIIy4MMe M 30HaTa cO ryCTHHa Ha Haoau ox 10 mo 20
¢parmentu Ha 100 kBagpara. MHaky ronemMuHaTa Ha
JIOKAIMTETOT OM MopaJie Jia ja MPOIICHNME Ha camo
2-3 xeKxTapa, MHOTY TIOMaJjia O TIOBpIITMHATa OOUKO-
JeHa o ogOpaMOeHHOT OeneM. YBEpeHH cMe JieKa
JOKOJIKY PEKOTHOCLMPAmETO MO MPEXHU €AWHULIN
Oellie MPOIIMPEHO MpeKy TpaHcekTuTe 1 1o 6, wim 35
1o 37, ke Oeliie KOHCTATHUPAHO HATAMOIIHO OTarame
Ha OpojHocTa HaonuTe. [lokonky ce obumeme na ro
MpoeKkTupaMe OpojoT Ha KepaMHykd (pparMeHTH Ha
OBHE IMOBPIIWHY IITO OU OWJI JOKyMEHTUPAH JJOKOJIKY
THe 0ea BKIyYeHH BO PEKOTHOCHHUPAHETO TI0 MPEXK-
HU €IMHULIN — criopen popMyriaTa JeKa PeKOTHOCIIH-
pameTo M0 MPEXHHU EIMHUIM PE3YJTHpa CO HU3Me-
pPEeHH 1Ba 10 TPH MaTH MOBHCOKU KOHIICHTPAIH BO
OITHOC Ha PEKOTHOCITUPAKETO 10 TpaHcekTH (Bintilff
2000, 200-215) — rycTrHaTa HA KEPAMHYKHOT Mare-
pHjan He O To HaJgMHUHANA paroT of 2-3 ¢pparmMeHTa
Ha 100 kBanpara. PenaTUBHO I71e1aHO, OBa C€ MHOTY
TIOHUCKH KOHIIEHTPAIMH OJ] OHUE M3MEPEHHU Ha Mpe-
*a 8 i 9, Kaje mpocevyHara TyCTHHA H3HECyBallle
oxonry 10 pparmenTa na 100 kBampara.

Bo cny4ajor Ha Bunusrpan, eBUISHTHO € AeKa JIO-
KJIMTETOT HE Ce MOKJIOYBA BO MOTIOJIHOCT CO MOBP-
HmMHaTa oOHMKoJIeHa of oxOpamOenute Oenemu. Jlen
07l japOTO Ha JIOKAJMTETOT CE MPOTEral WCTOYHO U
MOXEOHM CEBEPHO 01 0oa0paMOCHHOT OeleM, aoiaeKa
3amagHaTa MOJOBHHA Of TBPIMHATA OMia JocTa Io-
peTko HaceneHa. Bo pamku Ha Tpancektute 10, 11 u
14, mocraBeHH BeAHAI A0 3alaJHHOT OeaeM of Ha-
cenbara, (cropen maHoT Ha Mukymauk 1999: 100)°
0ea OTKpHEHH AWBO PACKOIIaHU TPOOHHMIIH, KOH MOXKe-
6u morexHyBaar o Pumckuot Ilepuon, mro ykaxysa
Jieka Hacenbara He ce IIHMpPena BO OBOj IIPaBell.

Criopen cBouTe IMMEH3MH HacenbaTa Ha Bumun-
rpaj He OTCTallyBaja O APYIHTE MpeN-pUMCKH Ha-
cesiOM co IrpaJCKu KapakTep BO OBOj PETHOH, AHTH-
ronea, Ctubepa, AinkomeHa u ap. Taa ce mporerana
Ha MOBPIINHA O] OKOIIy 7-8 XeKTapa, IITO COOJBET-
CTByBa Ha HaceneHue of okoiry 1200 xwurenu. Cenak
BO cropenda co TUIMWYHUTE PYPATHH HACEIIOH, CO
rojieMuHa oj 2-3 xekrapa, BuauHrpaa e ouurieaHo
Hacesn0a 071 OBUCOK PAHTL.

XpoOHOIOWIKHOT Pa3Boj Ha Hacejg0aTa Bp3 oc-
HOBa HA AWCTPUOyNHjaTa HA HEKOHW KaTeropuu
KepaMuKa

OcHOBHa 1LIe7T Ha HCTPAXYBAIETO IO MPEKHH
eIMHUIM Oelre 1a ce yTBPAM XPOHOJIOTHjaTa Ha Ha-
cesibara, Kako ¥ €BEHTyaJIHAaTa XOPU30HTAIHA CTpa-

5> Co wucTpaxyBamaTa HW3BEICHH KOH KpajoT Ha

MHUHaTara TofuHa Oelre yTBPACHO JeKa OBOj IIaH MHOTY
OTCTAITyBa O]l peajlHaTa CUTYyallhja Ha TepeHoT, [loHeB, BO
MOJITOTOBKA.



on the western and eastern periphery of the surveyed
terrain are in all likelihood traces of non-residential
activities. Taking into account the area covered by
transects with artefact densities that are close to or
higher than the district average, the size of the ceram-
ic site can be estimated at about 7-8 ha.

The hyper-intensive grid survey recorded a slight-
ly smaller ceramic spread than that recorded by the
transect survey. (Map 7). However, we are convinced
that this is related to the focus of the grid survey. With
the exception of the thickly overgrown transects 17-
19, it covered most of the units with artefact densities
higher than the average. The relatively small quan-
tities of worn finds collected from transects 12, 13
and 16 on the western, and from transects 31 and 34,
on the eastern end of the fortified area, dissuaded us
from extending the grid survey over the entire zone
of average artefact density. It has to be admitted that,
from a methodological point of view, this decision
was not very sound. It deprived us of the opportunity
to determine the limits of the site less ambiguously,
by demonstrating the contrast in artefact densities be-
tween the core and the periphery of the survey area.
It would have sufficed to carry out regular grid col-
lections on field blocks 5, 14 or 35 to see if the arte-
fact density continues to decline towards the limits of
the surveyed terrain. Therefore, it can be argued that
the results of the regular grid survey are of a limited
value. They merely demonstrate the considerable dif-
ference in quantity of surface finds on the core and
periphery of the site. Not only do they add little to
the insights provided by the transect survey, they ac-
tually offer a false impression that the site is smaller
than it really is.

Regarding the on-site distribution of surface finds,
the grid survey confirmed the results of the transect
survey. The largest amount of pottery was collected
from grids 2 through 5, in the central parts of the sur-
vey area. The total number of finds from these units
amounts to almost two thirds of all shards collected
during the grid survey. Over half of the units on grids
2, 3 and 4 have very high artefact densities or over
50 fragments per 100 sq. meters. Two major cores
are visible: one on grid 4 and partly continuing into
the northern part of grid 5 and, in the western half of
grid 6, the one that stretches over the southern half
of grid 3 and the northern half of grid 2. The artefact
density declines gradually and in roughly concentric
circles on the rest of the grid units. The two high-den-
sity cores are surrounded by grid units that belong to
the density range of 25 to 50 fragments per 100 sq.
meters. They include the rest of the area covered by
grids 2, 3 and 4 and most of the surface on grid 5.
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tArpaduja BO paMKUTE Ha JOKAIATETOT. Bo mper-
XOIHMOT €]l ce 3aAp)KaBMe MCKIY4YMBO HA JUCTPH-
Oyuujara Ha BKyNHaTa KOJM4YMHA Ha Haoxu. OBmue
MOAATOLM TY Opa3yBaaT caMO JOMUHAaHTHHUTE (azu
Ha OBaa Hacenba W HE J03BOJIOBYaaT Jia ce pasrpa-
HUYHU YYECTBOTO HA PA3IMYHHUTE STIOXH BO BKYITHOTO
KOJIMYECTBO TOBPIIMHCKH Marepujaj. 3a oBaa Il
Oel1e HEOIXOIHO CHCTEMATCKH Ja ce co0epe U Ipoy-
YH IIOTOJEMO KOJIMYECTBO IBM)KEH TOBPIIMHCKU Ma-
Tepujal.

Cenak oBHE pasrpaHHYyBamba CE TEIIKO H3BOA-
JIMBH, TypU U KOTa CHCTEMAaTCKH € COOpaHo rojieMo
KOJTMYEeCTBO Marepujan. Hajromem men ox coOpanHu-
T€ HAOMH, CIIOPEA KapaKTEpUCTUKUTE Ha (hakTypara,
U Ipunaraar Ha JIOKaJHAa KepaMuiKa MPOAYKIH]ja,
MOCBeI0YeHa co TroyieMuoT Opoj — peuncu 10% ox
BKYITHUOT OpOj Ha coOpaHM HAOAW — HA MPETOPEHU
¢parmentu. HajronemMuor aen ox HaoauTe MOXKE J1a
ce JJaTUpaar caMo BO HCKITYYHBO I'PyOH XPOHOJIOIIKA
paMKH, IEpUOAHN O 110 TP A0 YeTHPH Beka. Peuncu
25% on coOpaHHOT Marepujan My IMpuIara Ha JIo-
KaJIHO TPO3MBEACHA KepaMHKa KOja MOXKe /1a JaTupa
on XKenesnoro Bpeme no Xenenucrtuukara Emoxa, a
MOXKHO € ¥ J1a TpoAoirKyBa Bo Pumckuot [epuon. Ce
pa30upa, BO BaKBH YCJIOBH, MHOT'Y JETAJH OJ] UCTO-
pujara Ha oBaa HacenOa ke ocraHar Hermmo3HaTH. Oco-
OeHo mpobnemaTHyeH € (aKToT IITO CHOpes IPBUY-
HHUTE CO3HAaHHWja, BO paMKHUTe Ha BuanHrpan Hema uz-
pa3eHa XOpU30HTalIHA cTparturpaduja, Taka ITo He
CMe BO MOXKHOCT JIa U3/IBOMME IMOCEOHU KEPaMUUKU
TPy Ha OCHOBa Ha JAWCTPUOYyITHjaTa Ha IPOHAjIe-
HUOT Marepujail.

Jlpyra moTemKoTHja MpH WHTEpIIpeTandjarta Ha
OBHE TIOJIAaTOIM € HaAMeTHATa OJI camara IpHpoja Ha
MOBPIIMHCKUOT MatepHjai. Jlypu u 1a umame jacHa
Npe/icTaBa 3a XPOHOJIOTHjaTa Ha KepaMHUYKUTE Tpy-
M Ha OBOj JIOKAJHTET, HEBO3MOXKHO € J]a OJITyYrMe
JIamu OpojHaTa HaJMOK Ha OIpelaeHa KaTreropvja Ha
HAOM € pe3y/iTar Ha 3rOJEeMEHHOT MHTEH3UTET Ha
KHBECH-E Ha JIOKAJIMTETOT, 3roJIeMeHaTa KepaMuikKa
NpOoAyKIIMja WK NaK Ha cTpaturpadckara monoxoa
Ha OJIHOCHHOT Marepujall. 3a Ja ce pa3jacHaT OBHE
OITHOCH, K& OWJie HeOIXOIHO PE3YIATATHTE O OBA HIC-
TpaKyBame Ja OWIaT HaJIOTIOMHETH CO cTparurpad-
CKH MCKOITyBama Ha oI0paHM JIOKAI[M BO PaMKU Ha
Hacenbara.

Hajpanutre Haoqu Ha JOKaIMTETOT BuamHrpan
narupaat Bo JKenesnoro Bpeme. (Mama 8)° Cranysa
300p 3a payHO W3pa0OTEHU CaJOBH, CO TOJUPAHH

¢ Bo Apxeonomikara Kapra Ha PerryGnuka Makenonna
ToM 2, 63-64, (110 Tpemka) € HaBeICHO JeKa HajCTapruoT
XOPH30HT Ha OBOj JIOKAJIMTET AaTWpa BO bpoH3eHOTO
Bpewme. Ilomery coOpaHHOT MaTepHjal He HaHJOBME Ha
Haoau nocrapu ox XKenesnoro Bpewme.



Towards the periphery of the gridded area the ar-
tefact density declines more steeply, but it should be
repeated that, to some extent, this is an effect of the
focus of the grid survey. On the southern end of grid
5 and on grids 1, 7, 8 and 9 in the western half of
the survey area, the artefact density drops significant-
ly and rarely exceeds the threshold of 20 fragments
per 100 sq. meters. This trend is not repeated on the
gridded areas in the eastern half of the site. Although
they have lower average densities than the core areas,
the decline is gentler on grids 6, 7 and 10 than in the
western half of the gridded area. In fact, after a zone
of low artefact density in its westernmost rows, the
quantity of surface finds rises again above the survey
average in the central and northern parts of grid 10.
Here, we see a number of units with artefact densi-
ties higher than the threshold of 50 fragments per 100
sq. meters, surrounded by an equally extensive zone
of average artefact density. Only in the eastern and
southern parts of grid 10 does the number of surface
finds diminish to the levels recorded on grids 8 and
9. High concentrations of finds limited to one or two
grid units were also encountered on grid 7, on the
northern edge of the grid survey.

It was already mentioned that the grid units with
artefact densities lower than 20 fragments per 100
sq. meters also probably belong to the built-up area
of this settlement. Otherwise we would have to con-
clude that the site was limited to an area of only about
2-3 hectares in the eastern half of the fortification. If
the grid survey was extended over the peripheral, low
density transects 1-6 or 35-37, the artefact densities
on grids 1, 8 or 7 would have gained in prominence.
In order to illustrate this point, we can try to extrapo-
late the hypothetical artefact density in the periphery
of the survey area on the basis of the results of the
transect survey. Normally, the artefact densities re-
corded by the intensive grid surveys are two to three
times higher than the artefact densities recorded by
the transect survey on the same units. (Bintilff 2000,
200-215) On grids 8, 9 or 10 the average artefact
densities per grid are close to the threshold of 10
fragments per 100 sq. meters and, although these are
considerably lower than the densities recorded in the
central parts of this site, they would have still ranked
much higher than the hypothetical densities on tran-
sects 1 — 5 or 35 — 37. Were these units included in
the grid survey, the artefact density would have hard-
ly exceeded the ceiling of 3 fragments per 100 sq.
meters. It is almost certain that this low density zone
falls outside the built-up area of the site, marking a
zone of non-residential activities.

In the case of Vidingrad the ceramic spread only
partly coincides with the fortified area. The core of
the ceramic carpet was located near the eastern wall,
on grids 4, 5 and 3, and the entire eastern third of the
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HOBPLIMHHU U CO €IHOCTaBEH M peayIHpaH IeKopa-
THBEH perepToap: BTUCHYBamba, yOOIN U IIOHEKOTalll,
kaHenypH. (poro 4) Hema npumepn Ha ¢pparmMmeHTH co
LEJIOCHO Pa3BUEH JEKOPaTUBEH pEneproap, KapakTe-
puctuueH 3a [lomaoro XKenesno Bpeme Bo Cpennoro
IloBapnmapue. (Mutpescku 1997) Toa mTo oBHe Ha-
Ol COYMHYyBaar camo okomy 1% om BKymHHOT Opoj
Ha HAOIM He Tpeba J1a 3a4y/IyBa CO OIlie]] Ha CTpaTH-
rpadckara mojox0a Ha 0BOj XOpU30HT. TeopeTcku, He
Tpeba J1a ce MCKIY4Yd HU MOXKHOCTA Jieka ce paboTu
3a YKEJIE3HOMOTICKH PELUINBH KOU JIaTUpPaar off MoIo-
IIHEeXXHHU eroxu. Ho Bo city4ajoB, HaoAWUTE HE ce TM0-
JIeZTHAKBO pacIipe/ie]IeHH Ha [ieJlaTa OBPILIHHA OJ JIO-
KaJIUTETOT, TYKy KOHIIEHTPUPAHU BO TPU jaJipa: €IHO
TIOr0JIEMO BO LEHTPAIHHUOT JIeT O] Mpeska 2, U JIBE 110-
MaJI BO 3alaIHUOT Jed o Mpeka 4 u 7. OBaa Karero-
pHja Ha KepaMHYKH (pparMeHTH ce jaByBa MOIIIHE PET-
KO Ha MpEXHTE 3 -5 1 pedncH BOOIIITO BO 3allaHaTa
HOJIOBMHA O] JIOKAIUTETOT. PaKTOT IITO IOTOJIEMH
KOHLICHTPALIMH Ce jaByBaar 1o nepudepujara Ha JoKa-
JIMTETOT YKAXKyBa Ha MOYKHOCTA JIeKa BO LIEHTPAJIHUTE
JICTIOBH, OBOj XOPU3OHT € LIEJIOCHO 3arievyaTeH OJl Top-
HHUTE apXEOJIOIIKH CIIOCBH.

To4HaTa HOCTABEHOCT U TMMECH3HUHU Ha HajcTapara
Hacenba HEMOXKe JIa ce OIpeaeriaT, Mery JpyroTo, u
3aToa IITO rojyieM Jell 0J] HAOMUTE MOXKE Jia Ce JaTu-
paar camo rpy0o BO mpeapumMckara emoxa. (rpada
1) OBOj XOpPU30HT € MPETCTaBeH CO JOMUHAHTHATA
Kareropuja Ha Tpy0a, payHO pabOTeHa KepaMHKa,
HEKOJIKy moMaiu (pakTypHH TpyNnd W €O T.H. CHBa
najoHcka kepamuka. Ke ce 3aapiume Ha 1ucTpHOy-
[[fjata Ha OCTIeJHaBa KATeropyja Ha HAOH, IIUPOKO
pacmpoctpanetn Ha bankanckuor IlomyocTtpoB BO
Panara Autrka n Xenenucruukara Emoxa. (poto 5)7

Ogaa ¢daxkTypHa rpyna npercraByBa 6 10 7% on
BKYITHHOT Opoj coOpaHa KepaMHKa Ol OBO] JIOKaJIH-
TET U ce MPOTera HU3 Iiejara UCTOYHA MOJIOBUHA Ha
nokanuTeToT. Ha ocHOBa Ha rycTiHaTa Ha ABUKHHUOT
Marepujan MOXKe Ja ce M3JBOjaT TP 3aceOHM 30HU:
kBazpaHTu co Hag 20 ¢pparmentu Ha 100 KB. MeTpa,
(TI1aBHO KOHILIEHTPHUPAHH BO Mpeka 2 1 4) KBaApaHTH
co ryctuHa ox 3 mo 10 ¢parmenta Ha 100 xB. Me-
Tpu (Ce mpoTeraar HU3 OCTATOKOT Ol MpPEXHTE 2 U
4, nenoBu ox 6 M 7) ¥ KBaApaHTU CO MOMAJKY O 3
¢parmenta Ha 100 kB. MmeTpu (Mpexu 1, 7 u 10). Bo
3amajiHaTa MOJOBMHA Of MCTPaKeHaTa MOBPILIKHA,
3armaHo o7 MpeXxa S5, ce 3aberekyBa Harjo onarame
Ha OpOjHOCTa Ha HAOIHTE.

" Bo permoHaJIHH paMKH, OBaa KepaMHKa ce JaTUpa Of
4TH Bek I.H.e ce JI0 KpajoT Ha PuMcKo-xeneHncTHyKara
enoxa, HMaKo IIOCTOjaT HecoracyBama, (Stojanovic-
Anderson 1992: 13-17; Concev and Mil¢ev 1970: 149-
203; Ceka 1985: 119-162.)



ceramic site falls beyond the line of the eastern wall.
The combined results of the transect and the grid sur-
veys demonstrated that the upper western portion of
the fortified area had been occupied more sparsely. In
fact, it is possible that the field blocks along the prob-
lematic western wall (10, 11 and 14) did not belong
to the residential area of the settlement during most
of the period of its existence. This was certainly the
case in the Middle to Late Roman period, when the
area immediately to the west of the circuit wall was
turned into a small necropolis. (Photo 3)

The ancient settlement on Vidingrad does not dif-
fer from the rest of the urban and proto-urban centers
in this region in terms of its size. The ceramic spread
that, we believe corresponds to the built-up area of
this settlement, measures not more than 8 ha and, in
this respect, Vidingrad joins the ranks of pre-Roman
Antigonea, Styberra, Lychnidos or Alkomena. The
ancient town at Vidingrad was not a large agglom-
eration, but it is clearly distinguished from the open
rural settlements typical for this part of the Vardar
Valley. They rarely cover more than 2 or 3 ha.

The general chronology of the settlement and
the distribution of certain ceramic categories

The principle aim of the total collections by reg-
ular grid units was to clarify the overall chronology
of the settlement and to document the horizontal stra-
tigraphy within the limits of the site. The figures pre-
sented in the preceding paragraphs pertain to the total
ceramic carpet on the surveyed site, generated over
a period of over one millennium. They either reflect
the most dominant period in the surface record or the
aggregate remains of several subsequent and partly
overlapping chronological phases. As an archaeo-
logical document their value is relatively limited. In
order to disentangle the input of each of the phas-
es represented in the surface archaeological record,
it was necessary to systematically collect and study

KBampantuTe co rojemMa T'yCTHHA Ha HAOIU KOW
Y TIpHITaraaT Ha OBaa KaTeropuja OOMYHO MCTO Taka
MMaar rojeMa BKyITHa TYCTHHa Ha Haomu. Taka, BO
WCTOYHHUOT JIEN Of JIOKAJIUTETOT, 30HUTE CO ToJieMa
TryCTHHA Ha BKYITHUOT KEPAMHUYKH MOKPUBaY, IIIABHO
ce TMOKJIONMyBaaT CO 30HHUTE CO BHCOKAa KOHIICHTpa-
[[Mja HA CHBO IeUeHa MajoHCKa Kepamuka. Meryroa
OBHE JIBE KaTEeropyuu HE Ce MOKJIOMTyBaaTr BO IEJIOCT.
CuBo meyeHara rmajoHcKa KepaMHKa € peTka BO JIeJo-
BU o1 Mpexka 5 u 10, kou ce oJIMKyBaaT co BUCOKa
KOHIICHTpAIlMja Ha KepaMHYKU ()ParMEeHTH.

Wako necHo mpemno3HamivBa, (HakTOT MITO OBaa
KaTeropvja Ha KepaMUYKU CaJIOBH IOKPHBA pelia-
TUBHO JOJII' BDEMECHCKHU IIEPUOI U IIUPOK CIICKTAp Ha
(hyHKHIIMOHAITHU THIIOBH TO OTEKHYBA TOJIKYBAFHETO
Ha paclpocTpaHeTocTa Ha 0Boj Marepujai. [lorop-
HO C€ jaByBa JUIeMara, Jalld CTaHyBa 300p 3a Hario
3rojieMyBam-€ Ha HacenbaTa BO 1aleH BPEMEHCKH Iie-
puon of kpajot Ha JXKene3nara Enoxa 1o XeneHu3MoT
WJTH TIaK 32 Hacenba gue jaapo MOCTEIeHO Ce TTIOMeC-
TyBaJIO HU3 UCTOYHATA MTOJIOBIHA Ha JIOKAJUTETOT BO
TEKOT HA OBHE HEKOJIKY BEKOBH. 3a jKaj, MPEeMalIKy
3HaeMe 3a OBaa KaTeropuja Ha HAOIM 3a Jia MOXe Jia
OuieMe TTOKOHKPETHH BO TOj TIOTJIE].

Bpojor Ha HaoaM KoM MOXe Jja ce JarupaaT Mol-
PEIM3HO BO XEICHUCTHYKUOT Tepuopa € man. Ensaj
30 ¢parMeHTH Ha KOU ce 3a0eNeKyBaaT Tpary o IpH
WA TPHO-T[PBEH (PUPHAjC MOXKE CO CHTYPHOCT Jia ce
nmarupaar Bo oBaa emnoxa. (Manesa 1979; burpaxo-
Ba-I'po3manoBa 1987; Stojanovié-Anderson 1992)
CnuyHO Ha MajaTa Tpyna KeJIe3HOIONCKU HAOAH, U
OBHE COUMHYBAAT €JHO MaJio jaJipo, JIOIMPAHO BO 3a-
MajiHaTa MOJIOBMHA Ha Mpeka 4 M ceBepo3anagHuoT
aron Ha Mpexa 5. (mama 9) Bpenn na ce Haniomene
JIeKa camMo MaJl JieJ OJl OBHE HAOY OWIIe IPOHAjIeHU
Ha TPAaHCEKTH Ha KOU € EBUJICHTHPAHO MOTOJIEMO KO-
JIMYECTBO JIBM)KCH TOBPIIMHCKU Marepujai. MoKHO
€ J1a JIOIIIJIO JI0 TI03HA4ajHO IOMECTYBambe Ha jaApoTo
Ha HacenmOara Bo XenmeHuctudkara Emoxa. [IpoGie-
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and fabric groups

large amounts of surface finds from different sections
of the site-area. The quantity of nearly 10 000 ceram-
ic shards gathered from the central sections of the site
guarantees that only the most transient periods in the
local settlement history will pass undetected.

However, the total survey by regular grid units
only brings us one step closer to the desired goal. Sur-
face pottery has a restricted chronological sensitivity.
This circumstance becomes particularly problematic
in cases in which the great majority of the pottery
classes are the product of an ill-understood regional
and local production. In the case of Vidingrad, local
production is evidenced by the significant presence of
over-fired fragments, amounting to about 10% of the
total collections. Over 2/3" of the pottery fragments
collected can be dated only within wide chronologi-
cal terms, stretching over at least two major historical
periods or three to four centuries. (Graph 1) Approx-
imately 25% of the total ceramic record on this site
belongs to a fabric group that could date anywhere
between the Iron Age and the Hellenistic period, and
it is possible that its production continued into the
Roman period. (Graph 2)° The date-ranges that can
be assigned to the other fabric groups, like the Grey
Paionian ware or the majority of the tile fabrics are
equally imprecise. Obviously this low chronologi-
cal resolution does not provide a very clear insight
into the local settlement dynamics and transforma-

5> To be sure, it was possible to observe certain varia-
tions regarding the solidity of the paste or the surface treat-
ment, but they are very subtle and will require prolonged
macroscopic studies combined with the study of pottery
from stratified deposits.
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MOT € BO TOa IIITO HE 3HAEME KOJIKaB MPOLEHT OJT CH-
BO-TICUEHATa KEpaMuKa JaTupa oj XeJICHUCTHUKATa
Enoxa. Ilorojgemu Koiu4ecTBa Ol OBaa Kareropuja
KepaMUJKH CaJIOBH Ce cpekaBaar Ha MpexuTe 2 u 4,
UCTUTE OHUE MPEKHU Ha KoW Oelle MpOHajIeHO II0-
rOJIEeMO KOJHMYECTBO JKEIIE3HOMOIICKH Marepujal u
MOYKHO € BO OBOj CITy4aj Jia IOCTOM U KOHTUHYUTET
BO HACEJIOMHCKOTO janpo. Cerak, mieaHo BO IENIOCT,
HaoAUTe AaTUpaHU BO XejeHucTuukara Enoxa He ce
COBIIaraar I1eJIOCHO CO 30HUTE Ha BUCOKA TYCTHHA Ha
BKYITHHOT KEpaMUYKH MaTepHjall.

@®parmeHTuTe 1PHO-QUPHHj3HpPAaHA KepaMHKa
Ce jaByBaar 3aelHO CO Aypru (GaxTypHHU TPy, KOU
MOXEeOM HMCTO Taka JaTHpaaT BO XeJICHUCTHYKHUOT
ITepuon. [loxonky ja pasmiegame AUCTPUOYIHja-
Ta Ha OBUE (PaKTypHHU TpymH, ke 3a0eiexnMe neKa
MOKPHUBAYOT O]l XEJICHHCTHUYKH MaTephjal € eIBaj
HelITo rmopacmpoctpaner. (Mana 9) Haxsop ox koH-
LeHTpauujara Ha UPHO(UPHHUj3UpaHa KepaMuKa Ha
MpexuTe 4 u 5, oBHE PparMeHTH ce J0CTa PeTKH. 3a
pas3iuKa oJ1 JKEeJEe3HOJONCKHOT MaTepHjall, XeJICHHUC-
THYKUTE HAOIM CE jaByBaaT M BO 3aIlaJJHATA MOJIOBHU-
Ha Ha JIOKaJIUTETOT.

HecomHeHO e neka oBHE KaTeTOpPHH KepamHKa
NPETCTaByBaaT caMO MaJl MMPOLEHT Ol BKYIHHOT Ke-
paMUYKH acopTHMaH Off OBaa €moxa. JacHo e Jeka
KOH HpHO(QHUPHHj3UpaHaTa KepaMHUKa U OCTaHATHTE
(akTypHU TPYIU KOW ja MpHIPYXKyBaar, ke Tpeda
Jla ce TMpUAomazar u jaen ox (pakTypuTe AaTHpaHU
BO XeneHucTuuko-puMckuot Ilepuon u Xenesnoto
Bpeme. OnHa 1mTo HaBenyBa Ha MOMHCITATa JeKa BO
Xenenucruukara FEmoxa HacTaHalle MO3HaYajaHu
NpoMeHH Bo Tomorpadujara Ha Hacenbara e crnabo-
TO TIPUCYCTBO HA OBOj MaTrepHjaj BO jY)KHHUOT JIET Ha
JIOKAITUTETOT, Kaje Oelle eBUACHTUPAHO MOTOIEMO
KOJIMYECTBO KeJe3HOMONCKH Marepujail. Cenak, He €
JIECHO J1a c€ KaXke JajHd OBHE IMPOMEHH C€ COCTOjar
0] U3BECHO CTECHYBambhE Ha Hacebara BO 0Baa enoxa
WIN COLWjaTHO U (DYHKIIMOHAIHO W3/IBOjyBame Ha
IIEHTPATHHUOT I Off Hacenbara, 10 KOj CTHTaje Io-
royieM Opoj Ha TPIIe3HH CaJ[OBH.

Huctpubynmjata Ha 1pBeHO-(pUpHUj3UpaHaTa
KepaMHUKa YKa)KyBa Ha KOHTHHYUTET momery Xee-
HucTHukaTa 1 Pumckara Emoxa. (mana 10) OBue Ha-
omu npercraByBaar camo 0.25% o BKyHHHOT Opoj
coOpaHu Haoau U okony 1% o HaouTe NaTHPaHH BO
Pumckuor u Jlounopumckuot Ilepuon. Tue peuncu
[EJIOCHO C€ IMOKJIOMYBaaT CO Tpyrara IpHOPUPHU]-
3upanu npumeponu. Hansop on mpexute 4 u 5, oBaa
KaTeropyja € MOIIHE PETKO 3acTareHa.

OcraHaTuTe KaTerOpUM KepaMuKa JaTHPaHH BO
Pumckara wiun JlounopuMmckara Enoxa ce nmanieky
MOPACcCIPOCTPAaHETH W MHOTY MOBEPHO T'O peduIeKTH-
paar 00eMOT Ha Hacenbara BO OBHE eroxu. EmHa on
oBHe (aKTypH, IO ce U3Iea JOKaJIHO MPOU3Bee-



tions, especially if the goal is to relate them to the
known or assumed historical processes and events.
To make matters worse, the horizontal stratigraphy
on Vidingrad is poorly pronounced and the spread of
most fabric groups are overlapping. Therefore, we
are deprived of the possibility to group different fab-
ric groups into coherent assemblages on the basis of
their distribution patterns.

But even if it was possible to assign more pre-
cise dates to the ceramic classes represented in the
surface record, the resulting figures would have still
been ambiguous. The sheer quantities of the various
chronological categories of surface material cannot
be taken at their face value. This is because at mul-
ti-period sites the degree to which a certain period is
represented in the surface record is not only deter-
mined by the character or the intensity of occupation,
but also by local taphonomic factors. Most typical-
ly, it is impossible to determine if a certain phase is
underrepresented due to its stratigraphic position in
the archaeological record or if the diminished arte-
fact numbers reflect a genuine contraction of the set-
tlement. In order to clarify this dilemma the surface
artefact survey has to be complemented by strati-
graphic probes on various sectors of the site. There-
fore, it is necessary to exert a great deal of caution
in interpreting the survey results, to acknowledge the
weaknesses of the data and to consider the alternative
interpretations.

Despite the highly conservative character of the
predominant fabric groups, it was possible to deter-
mine the overall chronological span of the ancient set-
tlement on Vidingrad. The earliest datable finds from
the surface collections date to the Iron Age, proba-
bly to its late phase. (Map 8)° These are hand-made
fragments with polished surfaces and a simple and
reduced decorative repertoire, consisting of notched
or impressed motifs and, more rarely, fluting. (Photo
4) There are no examples with fully developed dec-
orative patterns typical of the Iron Age pottery in the
Vardar Valley. (Mitrevski 1997) Therefore, the possi-
bility that this small group of finds, amounting to less
than 1% of the total surface record, is actually an Iron
Age recidivism dating to a later period should not be
excluded. In that case, a highly scattered pattern of
distribution is likely to emerge. However, the bulk
of the finds that belong to these categories have been
collected from a limited number of grid units. They
form one compact cluster in the central part of grid 2

¢ In the country’s archacological atlas (mistakenly?) a
Bronze Age phase has been attributed to this site. We re-
peat that among the pottery collected during the grid sur-
vey there are no finds earlier than the [ron Age. ArheoloSka
Karta na Republika Makedonija vol. 2, 63-64 (The Archae-
ological Atlas of the Republic of Macedonia, vol. 2, 63-64).
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Ha (dorto 6), e KOHUEHTpHpaHa Ha Mpexute 4 u 5,
JaapoTo Ha aHTWUYKaTa Hacejada, HO Ce MpoTera M Ha
mpexute 3, 6, 10 u 8, ce n0 3amagHUOT pabd Ha Ha-
cenbara. (Mama 10) [Ipyru xaTeropuu maTUpaHH BO
OBOj MEPHOJ Ce YIITe TOOPOjHU U MOPACIpOCTpaHe-
tu. Enna dakrypna rpyna koja ce oaiMKyBa co rosue-
Ma IBpCTHHA U OKep 0oja Ha moBpimHara, (Gpoto 7)
npercraByBa okosy 8% o1 BKYmHHOT Opoj coOpaHa
kepamuka u pearcu 20% on xepamukara rpy0oo na-
ThpaHa Bo PumMckara Enoxa. ['ycTrHara Ha oBaa Ka-
Teropuja Haoau € Hax 5 (hparmenta Ha 100 kBagpara
Ha HajToJIeM JIeNl O] MPEXUTE 2 JI0 5, a 3acTareH € U
Ha jy’)KHaTa MOJOBUHA Ha Mpexa 6, 3amaHara 1moJo-
BrHA Ha Mpeska 10 1 ucTovHaTa MOJIOBHHA Ha Mpexa
8. Co romeMa CHTYpHOCT MOXKE JIa C€ MPETIOCTaBU
JleKa OBOj MaTepHjall € 3acTaleH W Ha oO0pacHaThuTe
MOBPILHUHU MTOMETy MpekuTe 5 u 8.

Marepujanor gatupaH paMKOBHO BO Pumckara
Enoxa e ckoHLEHTpHpaH Bo ABe jaapa. Enna ox oBue
KOHLIEHTPALlMK, OHaa Ha MPEXUTE 5 U 4 TpoJIoIIKYy-
Ba OO NPETXOAHUTE €II0XHU, CO TOA IITO I'yCTUHATa Ha
0BOj MarepHjan mocera a0 okony 20 dbparMeHTH Ha
100 xBazgpara, a jagpoto 3adaka morojgemMa IMOBPIIHU-
Ha. BTOpoTO jagpo e cMecTeHO HEKOJNKY JeceTHHA
METPH KOH JYTOHCTOK, BO jy’KHaTa IMOJIOBUHA HA Mpe-
’a 3 ¥ ceBEpHHUOT Jen onl Mpexa 2. Hemro nocna6o
€ U3pa3eHo, co TYCTHHA Ha MaTepujajoT ox 15 ¢par-
MeHTH Ha 100 kxBampara. Ha oBue nBe jokamnmm Oerre
U3MepeHa U HajrojieMa I'yCTHHA Ha BKYIHHOT Kepa-
MHUYK{ TTOKPHUBaY.

Oxoily IeHTpaJIHUTE JENOBH Ha PUMCKOZOOHATa
Hacenba ce MmpoTera eKCTEH3MBHA 30HA HA yMEpeHa
T'YCTHHA Ha HAaOJH, IOKyMEHTHpaHa Ha Mpexure 1 u
7 no 10. Hajromem gen on oBaa MOBpIIMHA U TIPH-
maran Ha Hacen0ara, CO IITO Taa Mepelia OKOIy 7
XeKTapu WiH 1 10 2 XeKrapa MOMAJKy Of BKYIMHHOT
KepaMHUUYK{ TTOKpHUBay.

MoxeOu Hajaobap MHIUKATOP 3a roJeMUHATa Ha
JIEJIOT O JIOKAJTUTETOT IMOJ PEe3UASHIMjaTHd Tpaj-
Ou e pacmpocCTpaHeTOCTa Ha TpajiekHaTa KepaMHuKa.
MerfyToa u o1 oBaa KaTeropvja Ha KepaMHUYKH Ma-
TepHjaJl, HajToJIEMHUOT JeJl MOXe J1a Ce JaThupa caMo
rpy6o Bo Xenenuctuuko-pumckara Emnoxa. Cemak
(haxToT ITO OBOj MaTepHjall PeYHCH BO LIEIOCT Ce
coBmara co QakTypHHTE TpylH AaTHpPaHd BO Pum-
ckara uiau [JonHopuMmcka Emoxa, ykaxyBa Jeka H
rpafiexxHaTa KepaMuKka [JIaBHO 1aTHpa BO UCTHOT Iie-
puoz. Jaxpara Ha OBHE [IB€ KaT€rOpHH HA MaTepujai
pPEUUCH LIEJIOCHO CE€ MOKJIOMYyBaaT Ha MpPEXUTE 3 U
4. (mama 11) OcBeH Toa, MPUCYCTBOTO Ha IpajJeKHa
KepaMHKa Ha nepuepHUTE MPEXKHU O JIOKAIUTETOT
BO KOJIMYECTBA PEYHCH €IHAKBU CO OHHE JTOKyMEH-
TUPAHHU BO LEHTPAJIHUTE JIEJIOBH, My [laBa IOTKperna
Ha HaIIETO MUCIICHE IeKa HACEJICHUOT JIeJT Of JIOKa-



and smaller concentrations in the western half of grid
4 and grid 7. Only a few scattered finds were collect-
ed from the intervening stretch on grids 3 and 5 and
none from the western half of the gridded area. How-
ever, they do reappear along the northern periphery
of'the site, on grids 6 and 7 and, in smaller quantities,
along the eastern edge of grid 10. The heightened
concentrations in the peripheral zones of the gridded
area are not necessarily accidental. They indicate that
the remains from the earliest phase of the settlement
have been concealed in the central portions of the site
by the material from the upper archaeological layers.
Their re-emergence on the northern periphery of the
site signals that the settlement was more extensive
in this direction during the earliest phases of its ex-
istence.

The exact extent and structure of the Iron Age
settlement cannot be determined because almost half
of all collected finds can be dated only between the
end of the Iron Age and the Late Hellenistic period.
(Graph 1) The bulk of the fragments that comprise
this category belong to a single fabric group, men-
tioned briefly in one of the preceding paragraphs. It
is accompanied by the so called Paconian Grey Ware
and another two or three categories that make up less
prominent fabric groups. We will focus on the most
recognizable of these categories, the wheel-thrown
Grey Ware, characteristic for a large number of Early
Antique and Hellenistic sites in the Vardar Valley and
in the wider region. (Photo 5)’

This fabric category represents between 6 and 7%
of the total surface record and it is far more wide-
spread than the category discussed in the preceding
paragraphs, covering much of the eastern half of the
gridded area. There are two major concentrations on
grids 2 and 4, with about 20 shards per 100 sq. meters
each. They are accompanied by a similar concentra-
tion on grid 7, on the edge of the gridded area. A zone
of average density defined by the thresholds of 3 and
10 fragments per 100 sq. meters spreads over most of
grids 2, 4 and 6, the southern half of grid 3 and the
eastern end of grid 7. Similar densities were recorded
on a few grid units in the central part of grid 10. In
the rest of the collections from the eastern half of the
gridded area, the density of this material drops below
3 fragments per 100 sq. meters. There is a gradual
decline on grids 1, 7 and 10, towards the southern,
northern and eastern edge of the site. A sudden drop
was documented on grid 5 to the west, especially in
the southern half of this grid, in which only isolated

7 Grey-fired pottery inspired by Greek pottery shapes is
a widespread phenomenon in the periphery of the Hellenic
world, but its chronology still has not been clarified. (Sto-
janovié-Anderson 1992: 13-17; Concev and Mil€ev 1970:
149-203; Ceka 1985: 119-162.)

63

JIMTET CC MPOTErajl U NpeKy 30HATa Ha NpoC€YHa A0
HHUCKa I'yCTHHA Ha HAOJU.

Ipexy 200 ¢parmentu on amdopu Oea OTKpue-
HU Ha TOBpIIMHATA Ha Bumuarpan. OBa e yimre exna
HOTBpAA 3a IPaJCKUOT KapaKTep Ha OBOj JIOKAJIHTET.
OBaa Kareropuja Ha HAOJM € PEYNUCH COCeMa OTCYTHA
Ha HajroJIeMUOT e pypaiHu Hacendu Bo CpeaHoTo
[MoBapnapue. Hajromem nen ox amdopure Oea mpo-
HajJJOHH BO LICHTPAIHUTE JICIIOBU OJI JIOKAJIUTETOT, HA
Mpexwure 2 u 4, 1 TyKa THE COCeMa CE COBIaraar co
HAOIMTE KOM H IIpHITaraar Ha XeJeHUCTHIKaTa u Pum-
ckara Emoxa. (mama 11) [lomanu xoHumeHTpawu Ha
amdopu 6ea mpoHajaeHU U Ha MpexHTe 3, 5, 7 1 0co-
oeno, 10, Ha uctounara nepudepuja Ha Hacenbara.

[Mopamu (hakTOT WITO HE CME BO MOXHOCT Jia Ha-
npaBUMe No(pHHA paziuKa Momery HaoAuTe KO Jia-
Tupaar Bo Panopumckara u JloniHopumckara Enoxa,
HE MOXeE J1a Ce Ka)ke HUIITO ITOKOHKPETHO 32 €BOIY-
1yjara Ha HacenbaTa BO OBOj MEPUOJ O MOBEKE OJ
6 BexoBu. Co omies Ha OMIUTHTE TPEHIOBU BO OBOj
pEeTHOH, MOXe J1a ce TMpPETIOoCTaBh JeKa Haceinba-
Ta Tpocrepupana, bapeM BO MEPHOJOT HA JOIHHOT
[MpuHIMMIAT, HO BO YCJIOBH KOTa TOJKY MaJIKy 3Hae-
Me 3a TomorpadujaTa Ha XeJICHHCTHYKAaTa Hacenoa,
0Ba MOpa J1a OCTaHE BO JOMEHOT Ha MPETIIOCTABKH-
Te. Oco0eHO MPOOIEMATHYHO € TOA ILITO XOPH30HTOT
Ha Pumckara n Jlounopumckara Enoxa e nocienHa
¢a3za Ha oBaa Hacenba 1 OTTYKa, 32 OUEKYBaIbE € OBUE
HAomW Ja OWIaT Haj3acTalleHW Ha MOBpIITMHATA, 0e3
pasiyKa Ha roJieMHHaTa Ha [TOCTapuTe HAaceOu.

Joxonky ja mpudarnme HISHTHPHUKAIHjaTa Ha
rpagor Aproc Ha pekata Bapaap co HacenOara Ha
Buaunrpaa, on mociieiHUTE CIOMEHU Ha OBOj Tpajn
kaj Xuepoxie u Credan BuzanTuckn MoXe J1a ce 3a-
KITYYH JIeKa IpaJIoT OWJI HaIyIIITeH HeKaJie BO BTopara
MIOJIOBMHA Ha 60T MIJIM IIOYETOKOT Ha 70T BEK OJ H.€.
Cenak, Tpeba aa ce HaroMeHe, Jieka moMery cobpa-
HHUOT MOBPLIMHCKU MaTepujai HeOCTUTaaT HA0UTE
KapaKTepPUCTUYHU 32 TIOCIEAHNOT BEK Ha aHTHKAaTa,
JIECHO TIPETIO3HATIIMBY ¥ MHOT'Y 3aCTalleHH Ha JIPYTH
JIOKAJIUTETH OZ OBOj mepuon. Jlamy oBa 3Ha4M aeka
rpasoT Aproc ce mpeceiamT Ha Jpyra JIOKaIija BO
nepuofoT Ha JlonHara AHTHKA (OBOj apryMeHT He
€ JIOBOJIHO LIBPCT Jia IO JOBENE BO Mpallamke HICH-
TUPHUKYBambETO Ha aHTUUKH Aproc co Buauarpan)?
Bo MOMeHTOB HeMame JJOBOJTHO TOAATOIH 32 JIOKAJ-
HOTO KEPaMHYKO MPO3HMBOACTBO 3a Ja OATOBOPHUME
Ha OBa Npamame. EANHCTBEHO CUTYpHO e, JieKa 110
KpajoT Ha AHTHKaTa, OBOj JIOKAJIUTET OMJI 3aceKorall
HamymTeH. ENTMHCTBEHUTE MOCT-aHTUYKKA HAOAHU I10-
MeTy TIOBPIIMHCKHAOT MaTrepujai o Bumunrpaz e ma-
TepujanoT uchpiieH of KuTenuTe Ha ceno Bomospa-
TH BO MOOMMCKOTO MuHaTo. HeroBoto mpucycTBO
yKa)XyBa Ha T0a JIeKa 110 3aMHPAETO Ha )KUBOTOT HA
Buaunrpaz, T0KalIuTeTOT CTaHAN I Of 3eMjofe-



fragments were encountered. This tendency contin-
ues into the western half of the site, with only several
fragments collected from grids 8 and 9.

In other words, the spread of the Paconian Grey
Ware coincides with the position of the total surface
carpet, at least in its eastern half. (c¢f/. Maps 8 and 7)
With the exception of a few units on grid 7, large
quantities of this fabric group were discovered reg-
ularly on spots with high overall artefact densities.
The opposite is true for grid 5 and parts of grid 10 on
which, despite the high overall densities, the number
of finds that belong to this category is low.

It has to be emphasized that this is not a homog-
enous fabric group. It spans a period of three to four
centuries and it includes a wide spectrum of func-
tional types and, consequently, its pattern of distri-
bution requires a careful interpretation. The fact that
this material spreads over much of the eastern half
of the site can be interpreted either as the maximum
extent of the settlement reached at a certain point of
time between the end of the Iron Age and the Late
Hellenistic period or as the aggregate result of a num-
ber of subsequent phases during which the settlement
shifted across this part of the survey area. The low
chronological resolution does not allow us to recon-
struct the changing topography of this town during its
earliest phases.

The number of finds datable more narrowly to the
Hellenistic period is tiny. It amounts to about 30 frag-
ments, mostly body shards, with a poor black slip on
the surface, characteristic for the later part of the Hel-
lenistic period. (Bitrakova-Grozdanova 1987; Stojano-
vi¢-Anderson 1992) These finds only partly coincide
with the rest of the material roughly dated between the
end of the Iron Age and the Late Hellenistic period.
Like the small group of Iron Age finds, they form a
compact cluster, limited to the western end of grid 4
and the northwest corner of grid 5. (Map 9) Only iso-
lated fragments appear in the field blocks with high
overall artefact density. This seems to imply a change
in the focus of settlement during the Hellenistic pe-
riod. The rub is that there is no way of determining
what proportion of the Grey Paeonian ware dates to
the Hellenistic period. This pottery appears in large
quantities both on grids 2 and 4, and it is possible that
the Hellenistic period merely saw a continuation of the
settlement cores established in the preceding periods.
However, it has to be stressed, that no typically Hel-
lenistic finds appear in the old settlement cores, on grid
2, southeast of the circuit wall, and on grid 7, in the
northern part of the gridded area.

If we look at the distribution of the fabric groups
that have been determined as possibly Hellenistic and
that chiefly coincide with the carpet of Black Gloss
pottery, the resulting spread is hardly more extensive.
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CKUTE MOBPIIMHK KOW UM MpHIarajge Ha Hacenoure
JIOLIMPAHU jY)KHO O] MOTOKOT [ 1aBjara.

3akiay4ok

HcTpaxkyBameTo Ha JIOKAIUTETOT BumuHrpan ru
MOTBP/IX COMHEBamkaTa Ha HEKOM TIOCTapH UCTPAKY-
BauM Jeka Haceirbara Omia ocHoBaHa BO JKene3HoTo
Bpeme, kako pervoHaleH WM IJIEMEHCKH IEHTap.
Co Toa, Buamarpan M ce mpuapyXKyBa Ha cepHja
npyru HacenOu-rpaaumra on Cpemnoro lloBapna-
pHe KoM TpexuBealie Kako TPajcKy WIH MOIyrpa/l-
CKU IISHTPH C€ JI0 KpajoT Ha AHTUKATA.

Masiky 3HaeMe 3a TojJeMUHaTa U IPOTETamETO
Ha Hacenbara BO Hej3MHaTa HajpaHa Qaza. Cyaejku
criopesl AMCTpUOyNyjaTa Ha HAOMUTE KOM JaTHpaar
BO mepuonoT momery JKenesnoro Bpeme n Xenerwc-
trukara Emoxa, Hacenbara riaBHO ce mpoTteraia Bo
UCTOYHATa IOJIOBMHA Ha JIOKAIMTETOT. Bo mcraBa
enoxa OM ja narupaje ¥ KOHLEHTpauujara Ha TMOBp-
IIMHCKHM HAOAM Ha ceBepHUOT Oper Ha Bumun [on.®
3anasHara MOJOBHHA € PEYUCH CTEpUIIHA BO OBHE
enoxu. MeryTtoa, Beke HallOMEHaBME JIeKa OBa HeE ¢
YCIIOBEHO CaMo OJf IIPHCYCTBOTO Ha IOIIOBPIINHCKH
XOPH30HTH O OBOj EPHOJ, TYKY M Ol IPUCYCTBOTO
M O]l MOKHOCTa Ha MOAOLHEKHUTE XOPU30HTH.

Hajcrapara nacenba Ha Bugunrpan ce nporera-
Jla Ha MOBpIIMHA He morojema of 5 xa. Ce pa3zbupa,
JIOKOJIKY My IperuileMe HaceTOWHCKH KapakTep Ha
JIENIOT O JIOKAJIHUTETOT MITO C€ MpOoTera off Jipyrara
crpana Ha Buaun Jlon, oBaa Hacenba Ou ce m3eaHa-
YHJIa CIope] roJieMHHara co Haceibure ox Xeie-
HucTHYKata U Pumckara Emoxa. OBaa MOXHOCT He
Tpeba na ce oTdpia, ocodeHo mopaau GakToT MITO BO
CeBepHa M UCTOYHA HACOKA, MaTepHjaioT O]l HajcTa-
para (aza Ha Hacenbara € MOSKCTEH3UBEH O] OHOj OJT
HOOIHEKHNTE eroxu. OBa He MOpa Jla 3Ha4YH JIeKa
HajcTaparta Hacenba Ouia moroisema. MoxHO € Taa
Jla ©Maja mnopas0oreHa CTpyKTypa O MOJAOIHE)KHUTE
HacenOu. Taka 3roJleMeHEeTO MPUCYCTBO Ha JKEJIE3HO-
JIOTICKM HAOJ¥ BO jyXKHATa MOJIOBHHA Ha JIOKAJIHTeE-
TOT, HE MOpa JIa Ce TOJKyBa KaKo €JHMHCTBEHO jaJpo
Ha HacenOara Bo oBaa (aza. OBaa JIoKaIyja MOXXeoH
JolLIa 10 U3pa3 caMmo 3aToa IITo He Oujia 3armocenHa-
Ta Off IBPCTAa Ipaada BO MOJOLHEKHUTE ETIOXH.

Oxpeneny MpOMEHU BO JUCTpHOyIMjaTa Ha Ma-
TepHjasoT ce 3abenexyBaaT BO XeJICHHUCTHUYKAaTa
Enoxa, xora jagporo Ha HacenbaTa ce IOMECTyBa
KOH Mpeska 4, BO IIEHTPAIHNOT e o7 Hacenbara, a
UCTaBa Ce MPOTera Ha MOoroieMa IOBPIINHA, BKITYYH-
TEJIHO W 3amaJHUOT AeN of HacenOara. JJokonky ja

8 Bo TekOT Ha peKoTHOCIMparmara n3seaeHu 8o 2015ta
ronvHa, Oerre 3a0enekaHo AeKa HajroIeM JIel O] HAOIHTe
0]1 OBaa JIoKaIija My rnpuraraa Ha XKenesHoto Bpeme.



(Map 9) The ceramic site expands over much of the
area covered by grid 4 and continues into the northern
end of grid 5. Outside this central part of the gridded
area, the finds of this group form an extremely sparse
carpet, only slightly denser than the carpet of Black
Gloss pottery. These finds are equally represented
among the collections from the eastern and western
ends of the survey area, further underlying the fine
differences between the positions of the Hellenistic
and the Iron Age ceramic carpets.

Obviously these categories represent only a very
small part of the ceramic assemblage used during
the Hellenistic period. It certainly included some of
the fabric categories that were broadly assigned to
the Hellenistic-Roman periods, as well as material
possibly dating to the end of the Iron Age. However,
the limited dispersal of the Black Gloss ware and its
complete absence from the southern core of the site
in its early phase, indicate that the focus of the set-
tlement changed during the Hellenistic period. This
should not be necessarily read as a sign of decline
or contraction. It is preferably interpreted as an indi-
cator of a process of social stratification, coupled by
a reorganization of the settlement’s layout. Imported
table ware was limited to a smaller section of the lo-
cal community, the majority of the inhabitants con-
tinued to use locally produced, traditional pottery.

It seems that the distribution of one of the most
recognizable categories of Roman pottery, the Red
Slip ware, lends some support to this hypothesis.
(Map 10) It too is represented by a very small cor-
pus of finds, even if we include the locally produced
finds with a red slip of a poor quality. The finds that
have been assigned to this category barely amount to
1% of all Roman finds and 0.25% of the total surface
record. They overlap perfectly with the Black Gloss
ware, appearing almost exclusively in the southern
half of grid 4 and the northern end of grid 5. Outside
this central part of the total survey area, they are even
scarcer than the Black Gloss ware.

That the settlement on Vidingrad was far more ex-
tensive during the Roman period is indicated by the
distribution of the rest of the fabric groups dated to this
period. A locally produced fabric (Photo 6) stretches
over most of grid 4 and the northern half of grid 5, with
a low density zone extending over grids 3, 6 and 10
and on grid 8, on the western edge of the gridded area.
(Map 10) Other fabric categories assigned exclusively
to the Roman or to the Late Roman period are far more
numerous and extensive. One fabric group character-
ized by solid firing at stable temperatures and plain
ochre surfaces is particularly prominent, amounting to
almost 8% of the total surface record and 20% of all
finds datable to the Roman or the Late Roman period.
(Photo 7) Together with the building ceramics, broad-
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npudarume Tezara nexka Bumunrpaa e Aproc, Mox-
HO € OBaa MpoMeHa BO (POKYCOT Ha Hacesdara Jia ja
oJlpa3yBa ClIOMeHaTara KOJIOHH3alllja Ha OBaa Hacel-
0a 3a Bpeme Ha AHTHUTOHHAWTE. MeryToa, Mopa na
ce Tpu3Hae Jieka OBUe 003epBalMy BP3 MPOMEHHUTE
BO TomorpadujaTa Ha HaceibaTa ce 3aCHOBaHU Ha
npeMaliky CUTYpHO JaTUpaHH HaoAW. 3acera Hema
[BpPCTa OCHOBA J]a C€ MPETIOCTaBU JTUPEKTHA BPCKa
noMer’y OCHOBamETO Ha KOJIOHH]jaTa BO 3-0T BEK I1.H.€
u 3a0enexaHuTe MPOMEHH BO ITUIAHOT HA Hacenbara.
BHCTHHCKHOT e()eKT 01 OBOj HACTAH MOXKE CaMo Ja
Ce MPETHOCTaBH, Ol IPUIMHH LITO HE CE 3HAE peUrcH
HUIIITO 3a HacenbaTa Bo npes XeaeHucruukara Emno-
xa. [lepuogoT Ha 50T ¥ 40T BeK II.H.€. € 0COOEHO Mpo-
OneMaTH4eH, CO OIVIe]] Ha Toa IITO HEMOXKHOCTa Jia
Npeno3HaeMe HAOJM KO CO CUTYPHOCT W Tpumaraar
Ha OBaa ernoxa, MOXe MOJEHAKBO Jia CE TOJNKYBa U
Kako MPUBPEMEHO 3aMUPAE HA HAcen0ara Wiy, 1o-
BEPOjaTHO, KaKo pe3yiTaT Ha KOH3EpPBaTHBHOCTA Ha
JIOKajiHaTa Kepamudka Tpaauiudja. Cynejku cropen
OHa IITO Ce 3Hae 3a MOJA0OPO MCTPAKEHETH JIOKATIH-
TETH KoM OwnJie 3adareHu o 0BOj OpaH Ha KOJIOHHU3a-
1uja, kako Oummnononuc u Kabuie, ocHOBameTO Ha
KOJIOHMHTE MMajo MUHHMAaJeH e(eKT Bp3 pa3BojoT
Ha oBue HacenOou. CraHyBa 300p 32 MajM KOJIOHUH,
COCTaBEHH OJ Malld BOCHH EIUHHIM, JOjAJIHU Ha
MakemoHckuot aBop. (Velkov ed. 1982; Kolarova,
Bospatcieva 2005: 69-85)

Hacenbara Ha Bugunarpan, kako U aHTHYKHA Ap-
roc, TO MpeXKUBEalia IPaMaTUIHHUOT IIEPHOJ HA KPajoT
o XeJIEHUCTUYKAaTa U Mo4eToKoT Ha PuMckara Eno-
Xa ¥ OTICTOjaJia ce 10 IepuoaoT Ha JlonHara AHTHKA.
Pumckara n JlortHopuMckara Enoxa ce mo6po 3acta-
MeHN TIoMely TTOBPIIMHCKUOT MaTepHjajl, Taka IITo
nMame moo0py CO3HaHM]ja 3a OTICETOT U (POKYCOT Ha
oBaa HacesiOa. Bo oBaa enoxa ce 3aapkano jaapoTo
Ha Hacenbara ofl MPEeTXOJHHOT MIEPUO]I, HO Hacenbara
ce MPOUIMPHIIa HU3 1IeJIaTa MOBPIINHA Ha JIOKAJTUTET
1 BOH onmOpambenute Oememu. [Ipemanky 3HaeMe 3a
MOCTapuTe TEPHOAN O] )KHBECHETO Ha OBaa Hacell-
0a, 32 J]a TBpAMIME CO CUTYPHOCT JIeKa Taa JIoKuBeaa
eKCIIaH31ja TOKMY 110 PUMCKOTO OCBO]jyBambe.

Bo Pumckara Enoxa, Hacenbara Ha BuauHrpan
Mepelia OKory 7-8 XeKTapa, Co IITO HE OTCKOKHYBaJIa
on ocranarute Hacen6u Bo Cpennoro IloBapmapue
co uckiydok Ha Ctobm. Kako u moBekeTo Tpajcku
HacelOu o OBOj Kpaj, 32 BuamHrpany He mMoxe na
ce Kaxe JeKa OWn TUNMYEH pUMCKH Trpaa. Herosa-
Ta MOBPIIIMHA € TIpeMaJia 3a Jia TH Co0epe CUTE jaBHU
00jeKTH KoM HOPMAJIHO TH cpekaBaMe BO PUMCKHTE
rpagoBu. Bo oBaa cmmciaa, 0COOEHO MHIMKATUBHO
€ OTCYCTBOTO Ha MOHYMEHTAIIHW TPaj0H WU peT-
KHTE OCTaTOIM O]l apXUTEKTOHCKA TUTacTHKa Ha Bu-
muarpan. OBa U He Tpeba Ja 3auyayBa ako ce 3Hae
JicKa Ha caMo 8 KM jy»HO o BuauHrpan ce Haoran
€JICH O] Haj3HaUYajHUTE peruoHaNHu 1eHTpu, CTodu.



ly dated between the Hellenistic and the Late Roman
period, it determines the distribution of the overall sur-
face record. The density of these finds is higher than
5 fragments per 100 sq. meters on most of the area
covered by grids 2 through 5, partly continuing into
the southern half of grid 6, the western half of grid
10 and the eastern half of grid 8. Indubitably, it also
spreads over the intervening, overgrown stretches be-
tween grids 5 and 8.

If we focus on all finds datable to the Roman and
Late Roman period, it is possible to observe two
closely positioned cores. The one on grids 4 and 5
continues from the earlier period, but now it is more
extensive, with maximum densities of almost 20
fragments per 100 sq. meters. The second core is less
pronounced and smaller. It is limited to the southern
half of grid 3 and the northern rows on grid 2, with
artefact densities lower than 15 fragments per 100
sq. meters. On these two locations the grid survey
recorded the highest overall artefact densities within
the gridded area.

The central portions of the ceramic site are sur-
rounded by a ring of low artefact density, captured
by the total survey on the peripheral grids 7-10 and
1. If it is conceded that at least a portion of this zone
belonged to the built-up area of the site — the western
half of grid 10 and the eastern end of grid 8, but not
grids 1 and 9 — we would have to conclude that the
settlement had expanded over an area of between 5
and 7 ha by the time of the Middle Empire. Because
it did not reach the southern and northern limits of
the settlement dated between the Iron Age and the
Hellenistic period, it falls short of the size of total
ceramic carpet by 1-2 ha.

The extent of the built-up area is reflected most
clearly in the spread of the building ceramics al-
though, like the rest of the broadly dated ceramic cat-
egories, it veils the details of the local settlement his-
tory. Tiles were usually dated between the Hellenistic
and Late Roman period, but most likely the majority
of these belong to the Roman period, in which the
usage of architectural ceramics had become common
even in the remotest corners of the countryside. The
scatter of tile fragments matches perfectly the disper-
sal of the predominant fabric group dated to the Ro-
man-Late Roman period. Even the inner structure of
the two spreads is nearly identical. Their cores over-
lap fully on grids 4 and 3. (Map 11) The fairly high
density of tile fragments on the western half of grid
10 and parts of grid 7, approaching the tile densities
recorded in the central portions of the ceramic site,
is particularly notable. This circumstance lends ad-
ditional support to the thesis that the built-up area of
the Roman settlement extended over the peripheral
grids 10, 7 and possibly the eastern end of grid 8.
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(Papazoglou 1988, 313-323) Bo momten Ha Onu3u-
Hara Ha CToOM, BUCTUHCKO 4y/I0 € Kako BuauHrpan
ycenal Jia IpexuBee 10 CaMHOT Kpaj Ha AHTHKara.
Kako mTo ykaxxyBa MpUCYCTBOTO Ha ()parMeHTH O]
am(opu, rpaJioT HajBEpPOjaTHO (PYHKIMOHHUPAI KaKO
JIOKAJIHO Ta3apHINTe U PEIMTMCKH IICHTap, IITO MY
NPYXKHIIO JOBOJTHO ITUPOKA €KOHOMCKa OCHOBA 3a J1a
IO 3aJIp’KU CBOjOT CTAaTyC M IPAJCKU KapakTep.

Bo TekoT Ha oBaa CTyAMja, aKIEHTOT Oelle cTa-
BCH Ha CHJHO WM3Pa3eHUOT KOHTUHYHTET BO HCTO-
pujara Ha oBaa Hacenba. Cemak MOXKHO € OBa Ja €
pe3ysiTar Ha HaleTo ciiabo Mo3HaBame Ha JIOKAIHO-
TO KEPpAaMHUYKO ITPOU3BOACTBO. Oll OBHUEC IIPUYUHHU, BO
MOXXHOCT CM€ CaMO JIa TO KOHCTaTHpaMe MOCTOCHETO
WJIN OTCYCTBOTO Ha ofipe/icHa (ha3a BO MOBPINHHCKH-
OT Marepujai, a He U Jia ja cleIuMe TUHAMUKAaTa Ha
pacTeme U HamalyBame Ha HacenOara. HaumHoT Ha
KOj IITO MPETIIOCTaBEHOTO OCHOBaHkhE Ha KOJOHHUja
BIIMjaei0 Ha cTapara HacenOa, rojeMuHarTa W Ka-
PaKTEepOT Ha XEJNCHHUCTUYKATa Hacen0a, HEj3UHHOT
OJIHOC CO pUMCKara Hacen0a, Kako U MHOTY JPYTH
npaiama ke 0CTaHaT OTBOPEHU Ce JI0fieKa He J00u-
eMe TI0jacHa MPETCTaBa 3a Pa3BOjoT HA KEPAMHUUKOTO
npou3sBozacTBo. Cemnak, Ha MHUCJICHE CME JeKa He-
MOXe JIa ce TPeHeOperHe CHIIHUOT KOHTHHYHUTET Ha
oBaa Hacen0a. Toj e OTCIIMKaH Kako BO MUHUMAITHUTE
NIOMECTYBamba Ha HACEIIOMHCKOTO jaipo BO TEKOT Ha
JIOJITOBEKOBHOTO MOCTOCH:-C¢ Ha Hacendara, Taka U BO
KOH3epPBAaTHBHOCTA HA JIOKAJTHATA KepaMHuKa.

Enen on MoXHHTE KOHTpapryMeHTH 3a yOHKa-
nyjara Ha Aproc Kaj JJoKanuTeToT Bunuurpan e cna-
00TO TIPHUCYCTBO Ha KEPAMHUYKH THUTIOBH KapaKTepuC-
TUYHH 32 CaMHOT Kpaj Ha aHTukara. O MUIIaHUTE
M3BOPH C€ 3Hae JieKa IpaloT MmpexuBean b6apeM 10
cpeanHara Ha 6-0T BEK, KaKO EMHUCKOICKH LIEHTap BO
Maxkenonuja Cexynna. (Papazoglou 1988, 444-465)
Buauarpan He € 0COOCHO TEIIKO 0CBOWBA JIOKAIIHja
¥ MOXKHO € OBaa Hacenba J1a HacTpajana BO eKOT Ha
TOJIEMUTE MHUTPalliu Ha [ 0THTE 1 0CBOjyBauKHTE TI0-
X0ou Ha XyHHTE KOW Tpaesie o KpajoT Ha 4-0T 10
BTOpaTa MOJIOBHHA Of 5-0T Bek. He Tpeba aa ce uc-
KITYYHM MOXKHOCTA JIeKa IpajioT OWII IOMECTEH Ha JPy-
ra JoKaIfja KOH CaMHOT Kpaj Ha aHTHKaTa, MeryToa
CEBO OBa Ce MPETIIOCTABKHA KO MOXKE J1a CE€ TIOTBPIAT
WIN OT(PpIIaT caMo CO ITOTOJHUTEIHU UCTPAXKYBambA.

WnTepecHo e na ce HaroMeHe AeKa JIOKATUTETOT
Bununrpaa 6un 3anoceqHar ce IypH mocroen ypoaHn
[EHTap BO O0BOj MUKpo pernoH. Co 3aMUpameTo Ha
0Ba Tparye, HaCEJIOMHCKUOT JKUBOT C€ TOBJIEKOJ Ha
MPOCTOPOT jYKHO Off MOTOKOT I maBjara. OBue JoKa-
[[UM CE TIOTIOBOJTHY OJI YHUCTO 3€MjOJICIICKA TIEPCIIeK-
THBA, HO MOPay HUBHATA OJIAJICYCHOCT O] TIaBHATa
JIOKaJTHA COO0pakajHuIla, He OUIIe MTOTOTHY 33 Ha HUB
Jla U3pacHe JIOKAIHO YIPaBHO WJIM €KOHOMCKO Cpe-
JUIITE.



One particularity of the ceramic record of Vidin-
grad is the relatively large number of amphora frag-
ments. This is particularly evident if compared with
the composition of the ceramic assemblages discov-
ered at rural sites from the Hellenistic or the Roman
period, at which amphorae are nearly absent. Over
200 amphorae fragments were collected from the
surface of Vidingrad. They coincide perfectly with
the carpet of finds dated to the Hellenistic and the
Roman period, a fact that is probably indicative of
their chronology. Nearly one third of all amphorae
were collected from the core on grid 4 and a second
concentration in the southern core, on grid 2. (Map
11) Smaller quantities were found dispersed across
grids 3, 5, 7, 8 and especially on grid 10, on the east-
ern periphery of the Roman settlement.

Because the predominant fabric groups can only
be roughly dated to the Roman and the Late Roman
period, the evolution of the settlement during this
period of six to seven centuries is difficult to recon-
struct. In view of the known political history of the
Middle Vardar Valley, it is tempting to assume that
the settlement area expanded under the High Em-
pire, although it should be stressed that the Hellenis-
tic assemblage is known only partially. The fact that
the Roman to Late Roman period represents the last
phase of occupation at this site is also a potentially
distorting factor, because the finds from the upper ar-
chaeological strata are more likely to prevail in the
total surface record. It is also impossible to establish
a more precise date for this assumed expansion, the
late 1% century AD or much later, in the early 3™ cen-
tury, the period to which the small epigraphic corpus
of Argos has been dated.

If it is accepted that Vidingrad was ancient Argos
on the Vardar, it can be surmised that the town had
been abandoned sometime between the middle of
the 6™ and the beginning of the 7" century AD. This
is indicated in Hierocle’s list of bishoprics dated to
the first half of the 6™ century, although it has to be
admitted that the 6" century horizon — well-attested
at other major sites, like Scupi or Gradiste, Konuh
— is poorly represented in the surface collections
from Vidingrad. Is it possible that this settlement had
moved to another location, while it kept its name?
Our rudimentary understanding of the ceramic mate-
rial can hardly be of any help in solving this problem.
The only certainty is that there was no permanent set-
tlement on this location after the end of antiquity. The
latest period in the surface record is represented by
the sparse ceramic debris discarded over the last cou-
ple of centuries by the inhabitants of Vodovrati. Once
abandoned, Vidingrad was never reoccupied again
and it had become a part of the hinterland of the set-
tlements located to the south of the stream Glavjata.
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A summary and conclusions

The ceramic survey on Vidingrad confirmed the
overall chronology of this settlement, suggested by
earlier researchers. This settlement was established
only towards the end of the [ron Age as a regional or
a tribal centre, in the contact zone between the Mid-
dle Vardar Valley and the mountainous hinterland to
the west. A number of contemporary settlements of a
similar size and rank are known from the wider region
of the Vardar Valley, (Eudaristos-Gradiste, Drenovo;
Astraion-Pilav Tepe, Sopur?) some of which, like
the settlement on Vidingrad, outlived the Iron Age
and continued to exist as urban or quasi-urban set-
tlements during the Hellenistic and Roman periods.

The total ceramic survey revealed only small seg-
ments of the earliest settlement on Vidingrad. In the
interval between the end of the Iron Age and the Late
Hellenistic period, the settlement spread over the
eastern half of the fortified area and beyond the limits
of the eastern and northern walls. In fact, it is possi-
ble that the problematic settlement on the left bank
of the Vidindol had already been established by this
time-period.® On the other hand, the western half of
the fortified area appears nearly sterile. However, this
interpretation is only tentative, because the absence
or presence of a certain period in the surface record is
preconditioned not only by the presence of disturbed
subsurface layers from the same period, but also by
the presence and the thickness of later archacological
strata.

Although decisive evidence still has not been dis-
covered, the built-up area of the early settlement can
be roughly estimated at no less than 5 ha. If the size-
able quantities of surface pottery encountered on the
left bank of the Vidin Dol are the remains of a resi-
dential area, it can be concluded that this settlement
was of equal size and possibly even larger than the
Hellenistic and Roman period settlement. Recall that
on the northern and eastern sides, the carpet of finds
dated securely between the end of the Iron Age and
the Hellenistic period was more extensive than the
ceramic site from the Hellenistic and Roman periods.
This does not necessarily mean that the early settle-
ment was demographically larger than its Classical
successor. It is possible that the pre-Hellenistic settle-
ment had a sparser layout than its successors. In view
of the fact that the surface remains from the two ma-
jor phases of the settlement largely overlap, it is very
difficult to say anything specific about the layout of
the pre-Roman settlement. A major concentration of

8 During the transect collections on these field units
carried out in 2015, it was noticed that the majority of the
finds pre-date the Roman period.



pottery was identified in the southern periphery of the
fortified area, but this could merely result from the
fact that this portion of the site was not covered by
solid architecture during the later phases of occupa-
tion.

By the Hellenistic period, the settlement on Vid-
ingrad was mostly concentrated on grid 4, closer to
the geometric centre of the ceramic site. It is also
possible to observe a slight increase in the number
of finds on the grids that cover the western half of
the fortified area. Almost no finds from the earlier
period were collected from this part of the gridded
area. Can these slight shifts in the distribution of the
surface finds be taken as indicators of a change in
the settlement layout? Vidingrad entered the histor-
ical record under the name of Argos, at roughly the
same time period. If the renaming of this settlement
was accompanied by an act of planned colonization,
it is indeed appealing to propose a link between the
observed changes in the surface record and this po-
litical event. However, it has often been shown that
it is very difficult to find an unambiguous relation
between the historical events and the archaeological
record, even in cases in which a much finer chronol-
ogy of the archaeological material is available. The
distribution of the securely dated finds does seem to
indicate certain changes in the layout of the settle-
ment during the Hellenistic period, but they are too
few to illuminate its true nature and scale. The link
between this supposed change and the supposed act
of foundation of the colony by the Antigonids some-
time in the 3™ century BC is impossible to establish.
At present, the real effect of this act on the settlement
size and layout can only be guessed. We know next to
nothing about the settlement on Vidingrad during the
centuries prior to the Hellenistic period. Not a single
fragment can be dated safely to the 5 or the 4™ cen-
tury BC. This could either be read as a sign that there
were no major changes in pottery production in the
early phases of occupation at this site or that there
was a brief abandonment of the settlement prior to
the Hellenistic period. We are more inclined towards
accepting the former explanation. If we are to go by
the better researched colonies of the Argeads, like
Philippopolis or Cabyle, there were a few discern-
able changes between the Classical and Hellenistic
periods at these sites. These colonies were tiny, con-
sisting of a small group of soldier-settlers loyal to the
Macedonian court (Velkov ed. 1982; Kolarova, Bos-
patcieva 2005: 69-85). Typically, it was accompanied
by a change of the settlement’s name, often the most
lasting effect of this colonization policy.

Nonetheless, the settlement on Vidingrad,
re-founded as Argos, managed to survive the turbu-
lent events that marked the Late Hellenistic period in
the Vardar Valley and prospered again under the Ro-
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man Empire. Because it is located closer to the sur-
face, the material from this period is well-represented
in the grid collections and it is possible to follow the
settlement’s topography more closely. In the Roman
to Late Roman period the settlement focus in the cen-
tral part of the gridded area continued, but we also
see an expansion into the extra-mural zone, east of
the fortification. The western half of the enclosure re-
mained sparsely occupied, although the surface finds
from this period appear in greater quantities than the
finds dating to the early settlement phase. It is impos-
sible to say if there really was an expansion after the
Roman conquest of this area.

With a built-up area of only about 6-8ha, this
was an average town by the standards of the Vardar
Valley. Argos on the Vardar was unlike most of the
newly-founded Roman towns. There simply was not
enough room at this site to place all the public build-
ings normally associated with the provincial Roman
towns. The absence of monumental buildings or ar-
chitectural sculpture is particularly telling in this re-
spect. This is hardly surprising if one recalls that Sto-
bi, a town that had become a fully-fledged municipi-
um by the end of the 1% century AD, was located only
about 8 km to the south of Vidingrad. (Papazoglou
1988, 313-323) In view of its proximity to Stobi, it is
remarkable that Argos managed to survive until the
end of Antiquity. The town must have functioned as
the main market and religious centre for the moun-
tainous region around Mount Klepa, to the north of
Stobi. In this context, the reader should recall the
fairly large and heterogeneous corpus of amphorae
fragments, rarely encountered at rural sites. This role
as a micro-regional centre provided the economic in-
put necessary for the preservation of the old commu-
nal identity and social status. Against all odds, Argos
continued to exist in the Roman period and, by the
3" century AD, the decrees of the local council were
recorded in stone.

Throughout this paper the accent was on the re-
markable level of continuity of the settlement on
Vidingrad, but this could very well be an effect of
our poor understanding of local pottery production.
Chronologically more sensitive categories are rare
in comparison to other urban sites; a fact that also
serves to emphasize the relatively humble socio-eco-
nomic standing of this community. Because of this
circumstance, it is often impossible to go beyond the
mere recognition of a certain phase in the surface re-
cord. We remain ignorant of the likely episodes of
decline and retrenchment in the history of Argos.
The ways in which the hypothetical founding of the
colony transformed the Iron Age settlement, the size
and character of the Hellenistic town, its relation to
the settlement from the Roman period and a number
of other important questions will be left unanswered



until a clear sequence of pottery types is established.
Nonetheless, in the case of Argos on the Vardar the
aspect of continuity cannot be overrated. This is
reflected in the relative stability of the settlement’s
topography and the strongly conservative character
of the local pottery. The tribal centre that emerged
on Vidingrad by the end of the Iron Age lived-on
through the Early Antique and Hellenistic periods
and was even successfully integrated into the urban
network of the Early Empire. The eventful history
of the Vardar Valley during this long period of time
seems to have left a few perceptible changes in the
nature of this settlement.

The end came only after the middle of the 6™ cen-
tury AD. As explained in the preceding paragraphs,
the town is mentioned in the historical sources per-
taining to the 6™ century, both by Stephen of Byz-
antium and in the Synecdemos of Hierocles, as a
bishopric in Secunda. (Papazoglou 1988, 444-465)
However, the archaeological evidence (or rather its
absence) suggests the possibility that the Late An-
tique bishopric was not located at the same site as the
Early Roman and pre-Roman town (the possibility
that Argos was located at another site is less likely).
Vidingrad is not a particularly defensive position and
it is possible that the settlement never really recuper-
ated from the shock of the great Gothic and Hunic in-
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vasions in the late 4™ and the middle of the 5 century
AD. It is possible that the bishopric mentioned in the
Late Antique sources refers to a different site, surely
located somewhere in the immediate surroundings of
Vidingrad. A short distance to the west of Vidingrad,
a hill-fort known as Belgrad has been dated to the
Late Roman-Early Byzantine period. (Lil¢i¢ 1998:
13-54) However, these combinations are purely hy-
pothetical and more research is required before we
can be more specific about the demise of this town
and bishopric.

The small quantity of post-antique finds on the
surface of Vidingrad date to the Early Modern peri-
od. Their presence on the surface of this site indicates
that after the abandonment of Argos, it had become
a part of the agricultural territory of the village of
Vodovrati. It is remarkable that Vidingrad had been
occupied as long as there was an urban centre in
this micro-region. The predecessor and successor
settlements of ancient Argos were rural settlements
and they occupied the open terrain to the south of
Vidingrad. These sites were located more optimal-
ly in relation to the local agricultural resources than
Vidingrad, but they were positioned away from the
main local roads and could not have functioned as
micro-regional central places.
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