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Abstract: The goal of this paper is to present the results of the topographic study of
the architectural remains at the site of Vidin Grad, near Vodovrati, carried out in 2017.
It is a sequel to the report of the systematic survey of this site, undertaken in 2013.
In order to avoid repeating the facts about the location of this site and the historical
sources that are related to the ancient town identified with this site, reference is made
to the article published in Patrimonium 16. (Donev 2018) In the present article, the
results of the study of aerial images and the ground-truthing campaign are presented.
The detailed description of the layout of the enclosure is linked to the organization of
space and the evolution of the settlement. The ramparts of Vidin Grad also hint at the
local road-network and the social and economic status of this ancient settlement.

Introduction: microtopography and modern
land-use

The first indicator of the presence of an ancient
settlement at the site of Vidin Grad are the architec-
tural remains visible on the surface. Large amounts
of building stone can be seen along the field hedg-
es and, at a number of locations, individual build-
ings are preserved as large and overgrown heaps of
rubble. (Photo 1) Because of the large number of
building remains and, in particular, the likely pres-
ence of a wall enclosure around this settlement, the
recording of the surface architecture could not be

' This paper has already been submitted for review
when the journal editor decided to dedicate this issue to the
late Professor Ivan Mikul¢i¢. The fact that, by chance, it re-
fers frequently to a study by Professor Mikul¢i¢, highlights
the profound impact left by this scholar on Macedonian
Archaeology. The critical stance is not meant to depreciate
or undermine his contribution to the field of ancient ur-
ban topography. After all, it is our mission to improve and
build on the knowledge produced by earlier researchers.

I am delighted to be given the opportunity to express
my respect towards the late professor. His studies will con-
tinue to motivate and inspire new researchers.
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BoBen: Tomorpajguja Ha JOKaJIUTETOT, 3€MjO-
AeJICKH Tepacu U AHTHYKH MOASHAOBH

[IpBHOT mMOKa3aTeNn 3a MPUCYCTBOTO HA aHTUY-
Ka HacenbOa Ha jokanureror Buaun I'pax kaj cerno
Bomosparu ce Tparute o apXUTEKTypa Ha IOBp-
muHara. Octaroru on OegeMuTe WIH TpaadH BO
BHATPEIIHOCTA HA OTPaJICHHUOT MPOCTOP Ce cpeKaBa-
aT BO JOJDKWHA O] HaJ CEAYMCTOTUHU METpPH, IIH-

! TekcToB Beke Oellie UCmpaTeH 10 peaakuujara Ha [la-
TPUMOHHYM KOTa CTHTHa BecTa Jieka OBOj Opoj Ha crmca-
HHETO MY € IIOCBETEH Ha HeoJlaMHa IIOYMHATHOT Ha mpode-
copot Mukymrunk. Toa mITo TEeKCTOB KPUTHYKHU CE OCBPHYBa
Ha eJIcH IUIaH MOTHHIIAaH O NMPOogecopoT € YucTa CIIydaj-
HOCT ¥ CaMo T0 WIyCTpUpa FoJIEMHOT I1eyar IITO TO OCTaBH
0BOj MCTpaKyBad Bp3 Make/llOHCKara apxeonormja. Llenrta
Ha KpUTHKara M3HECEeHa BO 0Baa CTy/IHja HE € Jia ce MoTIe-
HH TPUIOHECOT IITO TO Jaje NpodhecopoT MUKYIUNK KOH
NpOyYyBambeTo Ha aHTHYKaTa ypOaHa Tororpaduja. Hama
3aj1a4a € Jja ro yHanpeyBaMe U I'paJiMe Bp3 3HACHETO IITO
HH TO OCTaBHJIE BO HACJIEACTBO MOCTAPUTE UCTPAXKyBaUH.

Mu npercTaByBa OrpOMHO 33JJOBOJICTBO TOA IITO MH
ce JajJie MOJKHOCT Ha OBOj HAauMH Ja ja M3pa3aM Mojara
MOYUT KOH npodecopor Mukymunk. HeroBure cryaun ke
MPOOJIKAT Jia OMIAT MPEAN3BUK M MOTHBAIIM]a 32 UIHUTE
TIOKOJICHH]ja apXEOJIO3H.



accomplished in 2013, in parallel with the ceramic
survey. In 2017, a separate campaign was organ-
ized, with the goals of reconstructing the perime-
tral wall of the settlement and accurately recording
the surface remains of individual buildings.” Two
factors are of particular importance for the design
of the architectural survey and the interpretation of
the ensuing results. These deserve a brief mention
before going into the method of field survey and
the preliminary results.

Vidin Grad occupies a narrow ridge, defined by
two narrow valleys that run in a west-east direc-
tion: Vidin Dol to the north and Vodovratska Reka
to the south. (the latter is named Glavjata on Map
1) The northern face of this ridge is gentler than the
southern. It gradually descends into the valley of
the Vidin Dol. On the other hand, its southern slope
has an inclination of over 60 degrees, making the
site inaccessible from the direction of the village of
Vodovrati. This observation seems counterintuitive
because, nowadays, the fastest way to approach Vi-
din Grad is by a wide dirt road that comes from
Vodovrati. (not shown on Map 1) It crosses the
deep valley of the Vodovratska Reka and ascends
the steep southern face of the hill, before it turns
west following the crest of the ridge. In compar-
ison, the approach from the northern bank of the
Vidin Dol is much easier. Its valley can be crossed
at a number of points and the ascent to the top of
the ridge is much lighter than from the valley of the
Vodovratska Reka. On the northern side, the height
differential between the valley floor and the top
of the ridge is less than 20 meters, whereas on the
southern, it is nearly 50 meters. The approach from
Vodovrati is preferred nowadays, simply because
of the greater proximity of the asphalt road, ending
only about 700-800 meters south of the site.

The ridge occupied by this site is an old lacus-
trine terrace, made of Early Quaternary conglom-
erates and breccia. According to the Macedonian
Soil Information System, the risk of erosion in
this area is low to moderate. (http://www.maksoil.
ukim.mk/masis/, last accessed 10/06/2020) None-
theless, most of the agricultural fields in the terri-
tory of the nearby village of Vodovrati are on ter-
races, often supported by rubble walls. (Photo 2)
They form wide hedges, easily recognized even on
low-resolution aerial photographs. In this respect,
Vidin Grad does not stand apart from its immediate

*1 would like to express my gratitude to Darko An-
gelkovski and Kristijan Toseski, for taking part in the
ground-truthing campaign.
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podnHa o peducH aBecte MeTpH. ok Mefrute ce
3a0eJie’KyBa TOJIEeMO KOJIMYEeCTBO KaMEHH OJIOKOBH,
a Ha OJIPEJICHW JIOKAI[MH CE COYYBAaHU M CIUHECUHU
rpanou. Tue hopMupaar oOpacHaTH KyNHINTA KaMEH,
BUCOKH ¥ 110 11Ba Metpa (¢oto 1). Ox oBue mnpuyu-
HH Oellle HEBO3MOXKHO MOBPIIMHCKUTE OCTAaTOLH OJ
apXHUTEKTypa Ja OuAaT CHUMEHH BO MCTaTa TOAMHA
Kora 06ea M3BEJICHH M KepaMHYKUTE PEKOTHOCIUPAbha
Ha oBOj JokanuTeT. Bo 2017 roguna Gemie opraHu-
3MpaHO MOCEOHO NCTPaXKyBambe, YN OCHOBHU LIEIIN
Oea peKOHCTpYKIIMjaTa Ha JIMHUjaTa Ha OOSHUANETO H
CHUMAame¢ Ha MHIUBHUIyaJTHU 00jEKTH BO M BOH paMm-
KWTE Ha OrpajieHara NoBpIIrHA. J[Be 0coOeHOCTH Ha
UCTPaXXyBaHUOT MPOCTOP TO JUKTHpaa METOJOT Ha
TepeHCKa paboTa W MPUCTANOT mpu oOpaboTkaTa Ha
tepeHckuTe noxarouu.” Ilpen ma Ounmar mpercrase-
HU METOJOT Ha HMCTPaXyBame M INPEIUMHHAPHUTE
pe3ynTarH, HAKPaKkToO Ce OCBPHYBaMe BP3 JOKAIHATA
Tororpaduja Ha JIOKaJIUTETOT U ToAen0ara Ha Tepe-
HOT Ha 3€MjOJICJICKH Tepacu.>

Jloxanureror Buaun I'pan e nouupan Ha HU30K
rpebeH, Ha pacTojaHue OJ] HEIITO MOMAJIKY OJ] €ICH
KWJIOMETap CeBepo3amagHo ox cenoro Bomosparu
(mama 1). Ilokpaj jyKHOTO M CEBEpHOTO TMOJHOX]E
Ha PHUIOT MOMUHYBAaaT AofMuMmara lnaBjata u Bu-
quH Jlon. OBHUeE OJIOBY Ce CIIOjyBaaT Ha OKOIy €ICH
KWJIOMETap Off HajUCTOYHATA TOYKA HA JIOKAIUTETOT,
3aTBOPAjKU IO TPOCTOPOT OJ CUTE CTPAHHU, OCBEH O]
3amamHara. Ha rpeGeHoT, TepeHOoT mara of jyT KOH ce-
BEp, Ma LEJINOT JIOKAJIUTET IJIefla KOH CEBEPOHCTOK,
BO IpaBel] Ha cenoTto Buanuanu. JJ0KOJIKy To HCKITY-
YMMe 3amaJHuOT MpHUCTal, KOj joara off CTpaHa Ha
mianuHara Knena, Bunun ['paj e HajnecHo npucra-
MIEH O]l CEBEPOMCTOYHATA CTpaHa. Jy)KHUTE TaHA
Ha pUIOT C€ CTPMHHM M HenpucranHu. BucuHckara
pasnuka nomery Bunun Jlon u cprot Ha Buaun I'pan
e Hewrro Hag 20 mMeTpa, 1oAeKa Of jy)KHaTa CTpaHa,
BUCHHCKaTa pasjiiiKa H3HecyBa peuncd 50 MeTpH.
Ogaa ojyMKa Ha JIOKaJHATa Tonorpaduja € JoHeKa-
Jie 3amarvieHa of JIOKaJlHara natHa mpexa. VmeHo,
HajKyCHOT IaT JI0 JIOKAJIUTETOT JEHEC BOAU OJ Mpa-
Bell Ha cenoto Boposparu. OBOj nar He € mpuKaxaH
Ha Mana 1, mTo ykaxkyBa Jieka Ouil HeoJamHa Ipo-
ouen. Toj ce HamoBp3yBa Ha ac(aaTHHOT MAT INTO
3aBpIllyBa BO LIEHTApOT Ha BomoBparu u 06e36enyBa
0p3 u necen npuctan no Bumua ['pan. [Topann osa,
Kako ¥ mopaau ¢axToT mro Bugun ['pag i nmpumara

*Ha oBa mecTo, UM ce 3a0iaromapyBaM Ha KOJETUTE
Hapxo ArrenkoBcku u Kpuctujan TomeBcku 3a HHBHOTO
YUYECTBO BO TEPEHCKUTE UCTPAXKYBaba.

2 OBoj U3BemTaj Tpeba 1a ce YuTa 3aeJHO CO CTYHjaTa
o0jaBena Bo [Tarpumonnym 16 (Joues 2018), kame mro ce
MPETCTABeHU U O3HATUTE HCTOPUCKH ITOJATOLH 32 TPAJOT
Aproc Bo Ilajonnja, koj 00WYHO ce HACHTU(DUKYBA CO JIO-
KanuTeToT Buaun [pan.



surroundings. The surface of the hill is divided into
about a dozen terraces of irregular shape and une-
qual size. (Map 2) The retaining walls always over-
lap with the field hedges. For the greater part, they
are orientated northwest-southeast, following the
contour lines. But in the central parts of the ridge,
they turn south and then west, creating roughly
concentric field terraces. A few of these terraces
are divided along their shorter axes, with hedges
running parallel or slantwise to the slope. These
patterns are not repeated on the other slopes in the
surroundings of Vidin Grad. The terrace walls on
Vidin Grad also stand out thanks to their size. They
are marked by hedges that are often twice as wide
as the hedges that delimit the field terraces on the
neighbouring ridges.

The key problem with these terrace walls is to
determine if they have been constructed recently,
for agricultural purposes, or if they are readapted
ancient walls. This problem is exacerbated by the
fact that large quantities of stone rubble are regu-
larly brought to the surface during ploughing. In
theory, the retaining walls of these terraces could
have been created by regular piling of stone and
ceramic debris along the edges of the fields. Be-
cause they do not follow a recognizable pattern, it
is impossible to determine the original purpose of
these terraces solely by looking at aerial images.
This requires the inspection of every individual
terrace wall in the field.

There is a published plan of the perimetral walls
of Vidin Grad. (Mikul¢i¢ 1999, Figure 100) How-
ever, there are a number of gross inaccuracies in
this plan. North arrow is missing and the back-
ground map does not fit the topographic reality
at this site. Although some of the elements shown
on this sketch were confirmed during fieldwork, it
seems as if it has been drawn from memories and
impressions rather than by careful recording in the
field.? Therefore, one of the goals of this study is
to propose a new reconstruction of the perimetral
walls of Vidin Grad.

Method of fieldwork

The principle source material for this study
are a set of aerial photographs, partly open access
(Google Earth) and partly purchased (orthopho-
to maps 1: 40 000 and photographs taken from

2 1t is likely that Professor Mikul&i¢ has never studied
this site in great details. His observations are otherwise
surprisingly accurate.
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Ha KaTacTapCKara OIIITUHA BO,[[OBpaTI/I, JCHCUIHUOT
IIOCCTHUTCII HA OBOj JJOKAJIUTCT HEMA BIICYATOK JICKa

MIPUPOJIHO, JIOKAIUTETOT T'PaBUTUpa KOH CEBED,
KOH ceJ1oTo BuHuyanu.

I'pebeHOT Ha KOj TOYHMBA JIOKAIMTETOT BuanH
I'panm e mem o crapa e3epcka Tepaca, COCTaBeHa Off
CeIMMEHTHH KapIiv, KOHIoMepaTtu u Opeun. MHTe-
PECHO € IITO CHOopeN MOoAATOIUTe BO Make1OHCKHOT
MOYBEeH WH(POPMAIMCKH CHUCTEM, MOYBHTE BO HEIIO-
CPEIHOTO OIIKPY)KyBamke Ha JIOKAJTUTETOT ce€ C1abo
nmo ymepero epomupanu (http://www.maksoil.ukim.
mk/masis/, mocereno Ha 10/06/2020). 1 moxpaj oBa,
peNlaTUBHO CTPMHHOT TE€PEH HaMETHAT HHU3 IEeTHOT
arap Ha ceno BomoBpaTu 3emjonenckuTte HOBPIIMHA
Jia ce moctaBeHu Ha Tepacu (¢poto 2). Tue ce nmornu-
paar Ha BUCOKH emapIiy, mro GopMupaar BereTaiu-
CKH TI0jacH, UIMPOKH U A0 HEKOJIKY METpa W JIECHO
MIPETIO3HATINBY Ha aepo-pororpaduu. JlokamureTor
Bununa I'pan Bo oBaa cMmucia He OTCKOKHYBA OJl CO-
ceaHuTe punoBu Llennor norer e nopeneH Ha fece-
THHA 3€MjOJICIICKH MAapIEH, CO HeeJHAKBH (DOPMH U
nuMmens3un (Mama 2). PaGoBure Ha oBHE Tepacu 4ecTo
ce rmoasuanu. Tre BO HajrolIeM /I CE OPUEHTHPAHH
CeBepO3ara/i-jyrTouCTOK, MapajellHO CO M30XHIICUTE.
MeryToa, BO IEHTpAIHUTE JEIOBH OJ JIOKAJIUTETOT,
THE BPTaT KOH jYT, a TIOTOa KOH 3amnaj, u popmupaar
KOHIeHTpHYHH Tepacu. Kaj Hexou of1 0BHE Tepacu ce
3a0esekyBaaT W IMOAETON IO HampedyHara OCKa, CO
MelH TOBJIEYCHH HOPMAIHO WJIM KOCO BO OIHOC Ha
n3zoxuncure. BakBu momendu He ce cpeTHyBaar Ha
3eM]jOJICTICKUTE TePACH Ha COCEIHUTE PUIOBU. Meru-
Te Ha Buaun I'pan OTCKOKHYBaaT O OKOJHMTE Te-
pacHU SUJIOBU U CIIOPE HUBHUTE AUMEH3UU. THe ce
BUIJIMBO MMOIINPOKH U ITOBUCOKH O] MEruTe Ha apyru
JIOKaIMy BO OKOJNMHATa Ha BomoBpatw.

['maBeH Npenu3BHK HA MPE3EMEHOTO HCTPAXY-
Bame Oellle Ja ce ONMpeien KOM CETMEHTH O]l OBHE
TEpacHH SHIOBU CE PELIEHTHU 3€MjO/CICKH METH, a
KOW ce MpeafanTHpaHd aHTUYKH noasunoBu. OBOj
npo0JIeM € YCIOKHET Off TOJIEMOTO KOJIHYECTBO ap-
XEOJIOIIKY MaTepHjal ITO PEIOBHO C€ M3HECYBa HA
MOBPIIMHATA TIPH 00paboTkara Ha 3eMjumTeTo. Be-
pojaTHOCTa JieKa MOTIIOPHUTE SUA0BU Omiie oopme-
HH CO MOCTENEHO TpyMame Ha MaTepHjajl HCUUCTEH
O]l TIOBPIIIHATa Ha HUBAaTa HE MOXKE J]a CE€ MCKITYYH.
Co orvies Ha Toa MTO TEPACHUTE SHIIOBH HE HOpMHU-
paaT HeKakBa MPEIO3HATINBA [IeMa, HEBO3MOXHO €
Jla ce ONpeleid NPUCYCTBOTO WM (yHKIHMjaTa Ha
OJlpeieHH TEPacCHH SHUAOBH CaMO Bp3 OCHOBA Ha ae-
po-¢otorpadun. ExuHCTBEH HauMH Aa ce ONMpeAeH
OBa, € J1a Ce MIPOBEPH CEKOj MOECANHEUEH TePACEH SHI.

Bo crpyunara nuteparypa o0jaBeH € IUIaH Ha
onbpanbenute suauan Ha Bunwa ['paa. (Mukymank
1999, cn. 100). MefyToa, BEpoJOCTOJHOCTA Ha OBOj
TUTaH € BO HajMalia paka coMHuTenHa. OpueHTanuja-



a drone). On these images, the terrace walls are
clearly visible as narrow belts of dense vegetation.
On the high-resolution photographs taken from a
drone, it is also possible to observe segments of the
retaining walls. In the first phase, individual stretch-
es of terrace walls were defined and earmarked for
detailed examination in the field. In total, seven ter-
race walls were singled out for further analysis on
the northeast slope, six on the eastern and four on
the southern slope of Vidin Grad (Map 2).

The fieldwork component consisted of removal
of the top-soil from areas measuring ca. one square
meter, at a number of points along the linear fea-
tures defined on aerial photographs. The goal was
to determine if the risers of the terraces were rein-
forced by rubble walls or not. This survey design
rests on two principle assumptions. First, there is
a difference between carefully constructed support
walls and rubble accumulated randomly along the
terrace edges during field clearance. Discard of
building rubble during field clearance is unlikely
to result in continuous and compact wall sections.
Nor are farmers likely to invest the time and efforts
necessary to construct massive support walls. The
second assumption is that the surface of the retain-
ing walls is not buried at depths greater than 5-10
cm beneath the ground surface. This is precondi-
tioned by the steepness of the risers. Therefore,
absence of a compact rubble layer immediately un-
derneath the top-soil can be taken as an indication
that a retaining wall had not been constructed there
in the first place.

Most of the finds encountered during the re-
moval of the top-soil were in a secondary context,
deposited during field clearance or eroded from
the surface of the fields. Nearly all of these finds
are badly worn and can only be used to establish
the termini ante quem for the last phase of con-
struction. Chronologically more sensitive were the
ceramic fragments inserted into the support walls.
These are usually tile fragments and they are indic-
ative of the last phase of construction of the ram-
parts.

The top-soil was removed at 168 points along
the supposed line of the perimetral wall and indi-
vidual buildings. At the end of the campaign, the
centroids of each of these probes were recorded
with a GNSS device. These points were labelled
and coded for the presence or absence of terrace
walls. The field data were processed and interpret-
ed in a GIS software, MaplInfo Pro. 15.2. The points
recorded in the field were placed on a geodetic 1:2
500 and orthophoto background (scale 1: 40 000)
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Ta Ha rpaadara He ¢ Ha3HaueHa, a Tomorpadckara
3aJJHUHAa HE COOJIBETCTBYBAa Ha JIOKATHHUOT peijed.
Mako HekowW oJ €JIeMEHTHTE MPETCTaBCHH Ha OBOj
TuTaH Oea MOTBP/ICHHU BO TEKOT HA MCTPaXXyBamaTa, ce
JoOMBa BIIEYATOK JIeKa CKUIlaTa OWja WCIpTaHa BpP3
OCHOBA Ha BIIEYATOLIM U CEKaBama, a HE Ha CaAMOTO
MECTO M BpP3 OCHOBA Ha M3BPIICHH Mepema.® 3aroa
€JIHa OJ] IISJIUTE Ha 0Ba UCTPaXKyBame Oelle J1a ce u3-
paboTy HOB IUIaH Ha sUAUHUTE Ha Buawa [pan.

Metox Ha TepeHcKa padora

Kako mTo Oemie HarmoMeHaro, MOeTUHEYHUTE Te-
pacu Bp3 KOM ce MpoTera JOKAIUTETOT Ce JIECHO TIpe-
MO3HATIIMBY Ha jJaBHO JOCTAIlHU a€pO CHUMKH (Mara
2). 3a menwuTe Ha MCTPAXXyBameTo Oea HAOABEHU W
JUrUTanHa opTo-(hOTO Mama, Kako ¥ CHUMKHU Harmpa-
BEHH OJ JPOH 3a NoTpebute Ha MUHHUCTEPCTBOTO 32
3eMjOZIeTICTBO W IIYMapcTBO, OJ CTpaHa Ha KOMIIa-
Hujara Apuatop Berruec oq Cronje. Ha oBue cHuM-
KU MOJKE Jja ce 3a0esexar 1 IeJIOBU Off IIOJISUIOBUTE.
Cenak, ¥ IOKpaj BIIEUATIIMBOCTA HA TEPEHOT Ha KOj ce
NpoTera JIOKAJIUTETOT, TEMIKO MOXe JIa CE KaXKe caMo
Bp3 OCHOBA Ha aepo-CHUMKHUTE KOM MOjacu ce Ael O
craporo obsuaue. PaboBute on Tepacute He POpPMH-
paar HekakBa (opTH(UKaAIKCKa IeIUHA, TYKYy ce T0-
CTaBeHM efHa oz Apyra. Hema jacHo BuanmBu Tpa-
TH OfI KYyJIM, HaKO OapeM 3a JIBe TOUKH MOXKELIe Ja ce
NPETIIOCTaBH AeKa ce padOTH 3a IIABHHUTE BIC30BH BO
OTrpaJIeHHoT MpocTop. 3a mogodpo na ro pokycupame
TEPEHCKOTO HCTPAXKyBarhe, HAJIIPBHH, CEKOja O MeTu-
T€ BUUIMBU Ha aepo-oTorpaduunte Oerre HymMepupa-
Ha. McTpaxkyBamara I' 3all04HaBME CO OHHE IIOTE3U
3a KOM HajMHOT'Y C€ COMHEBABME JIeKa C€ JIeJT O] CTapu
HacenOuHcku TepacH. CenyMm Meru Oea M3IBOCHU Ha
cesepouctouHara (CH11-7), mect Ha ucroynara (11-
6) 1 yeTupu Ha jyxHara nmaguHa (J1-4).

LlenTa Ha TEpPEHCKUTE HCTpaXkyBama Oelie Jia ce
HOTBPAAT WM OT(PIaT MPETHOCTaBKUTE JOHECEHU
Bp3 OCHOBa Ha aepo-cHuMKkuTe. Kiryuno Geme na ce
YTBPAU NOCTOCHETO Ha MOASHIYBama 10 paboBHUTE
Ha TepacuTe, Ja ce N0o0HjaT HEKaKkBU CO3HaHHWja 3a
HAYMHOT Ha KOj C€ IPaJICHU U 3a BPEMETO BO Koe Ouiie
n3suIaHu. 3atoa Oelle HEOMXOAHO J1a C€ PaCYUCTH
BEreTallUCKUOT IOKPHBA4Y U CJIOjOT MOBPLIMHCKU
LIyT HA OZPEICHU TOUKH oA emapnute. OBue HHTEP-
BeHIIMU Oea TMMUTApUHM HA TOBPIUMHU HE IOTOJIE-
MU 0]] €IeH KBaJapaTeH MeTap. BakBuoT npucram ce
MOTNHpa Ha JABE KIYy4YHH npernoctaBku. Criopesn mp-
BaTa MPETIIOCTaBKa, IIOCTOM jacHAa Pa3liiKa IMOMery
HaMEHCKH M3rpasieH HOTIOPEH SUA U KyIHIITA YT,
CTUXHMJHO HaTpyIyBaHU NoOkpaj merure. lleprnoany-

3 Ce moOuBa BITeyaToK Jieka mpodecopotr MUKYITIHK ce
HeMa ITOJIeTaTHO TI03aHUMaBaHO CO 0BOj JIoKauTeT. Hero-
BUTE OICEPBAIIMN HHAKY CE TPHINYHO TOYHH.



and a reconstruction of the enceinte was attempted.
(Map 3) Only the locations and approximate size
of individual buildings were recorded. The method
of fieldwork adopted in this study does not allow
the recording of details of fortification elements or
individual buildings. This would have required a
complete removal of the rubble layer.

Geophysical surveys can potentially offer more
confident and detailed reconstructions of buried ar-
chitectural remains than aerial surveys or ground
reconnaissance. (Sarris 2015) However, the re-
cording of all individual stretches of terrace walls
would have required a lengthy and costly field
campaign and, due to thick vegetation, many seg-
ments would have been inaccessible.

Preliminary observations
The outer eastern wall: SI2 (Map 4)

This hedge is located in the eastern part of the
settlement. Like most other hedges, it is orientat-
ed northwest-southeast. It is slightly over 200 me-
ters long and ten meters wide on average, and it is
among the largest and most ubiquitous of the linear
features included in this survey. Perhaps the most
telling detail is the breach in the middle of this
hedge. A closer look reveals that these are actually
two separate breaches. The northwestern one is ob-
viously related to the dirt road that links this site to
Vodovrati and it is almost certainly recent. Howev-
er, the southeastern breach is perpendicular to the
previous one and it is unrelated to the local roads.
At this point, the ends of the northern and southern
segment of SI2 do not meet, but run roughly par-
allel to each other for about 15 meters. Thus, they
form a short corridor, whose width increases from
13 to 20 meters, from north to south. (Photo 3) It
is possible that this corridor was narrowed by a
short cross-wall coming from the eastern segment.
This type of gates is known as overlap or tangen-
tial. The earliest examples identified in the eastern
Mediterranean date to the Bronze Age, but they
were also widespread in the Balkan Peninsula and
the Aegean in the second and first millennium BC.
(Burke 2008; McNicoll, Milner 1997; Medovi¢
ed. 1986) This specific plan is of a limited chron-
ological value, but it has been argued that, by the
Late Hellenistic to Roman period, it had become
obsolete. (McNicoll, Milner 1997, 6-7) In view of
the chronology of Vidin Grad, as determined by
the study of the surface ceramics and its historical
background, the occurrence of this type of gates
is not without significance. We shall return to this
issue towards the end of this study.
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HOTO PAaCUYHMCTYBamE Ha apXCOJIONIKH MaTrepHjasl O
00pa0OoTIMBUTE TIOBPIIMHUA HE MOXE Jla Pe3yiTupa
CO KOHTMHYHpPaHa 1 KOMITAaKTHa OIS JaHa ITOBPIIN-
Ha.Ox mpyra cTpaHa, MaJIKy € BepOjaTHO JeKa COTI-
CTBCHHUIIUTE HA 3eMjHUIITETO OU MHBECTHUPAJIC TOJIKAB
HATOp M BpeMe 3a Jla U3rpajiaT MPWINIYHO MaCHBHH
notnopHY suaoBu. Co ories Ha Toa MITO CTaHyBalle
300p 3a MOMSHIOBU Off TepacH KOUIITO Oea ce yITe
(GYHKHIIMOHAJIHHM, BTOpaTa NPETIOCTaBKa Oelle Jeka
SUAHATa Maca ke OWje 3aKolaHa IUIUTKO TOJ| TIOBP-
nmmHara. OTCYCTBOTO Ha TPArd O SUIHATA Maca Bel-
HAaIll IO/l TOBPIIIMHCKHUOT CJIOj, HU JIaBaIlie 3a IMpaBo
Jla KOHCTaTupaMe NPEKUH Ha 00SHIUETO.

[Tpu oTcTpaHyBameTO HA BETETALMCKHOT TOKPH-
Ba4y M MOBPUIMHCKHOT WIyT, Oellle MPOHajAeHO U T10-
MaJIo KOJIMYECTBO JIBIDKHU Haoau. [71aBHO ce paboTtu
3a CUTHH ()parMeHTH CaJloBa U Ipaje’kHa KepaMuKa,
KOH CelaKk MOKarT Ja JajaT JparolleHd WHAWIMHU 32
nocieaHara (aza Ha KOPUCTEHE Ha TEPACHHUTE SHJIO0-
BU. Hajromem aen ox oBue Haoau Oea NMPOHAjICHU BO
MOBPIIMHCKUOT C€JI0j, HajJ KaMEHHOT IUIAIIT, U THE
OYHMITIEZHO OWJIE MCIIOMPAHH O TIOBPIIMHATA HA Te-
pacute mpu 00pabOTKara Ha 3eMjUIITETO I MPEKY
epo3uBHH nponiecu. Ho man Opoj Ha kepamuuku dpar-
MEHTH, IIaBHO (DparMeHTH O] TPaJieKHa TPHYApH]a,
0ea BHMMaTeTHO BMETHATH BO SHAHAara maca. Tue
Omie cocTaBeH Jiell OJl SUIHHUOT OIyC M Ce 3HAYajHU
MIOKa3aTesy 3a nocjeaHara gasa Ha 00SHUANETO.

[ToBpmMHCKHOT CJI0j Oelie OTCTpaHET OO BKYII-
HO 168 TOUuKH, AOIK MEPUMETPAIHUTE SUJOBU U Off
WHIMBHU]TyalTHU TPaJ0N BO PAMKUTE Ha OTPajiCHHOT
npoctop. Ha mocneaHnoT AeH of TepeHCKHUTE HC-
TpaXKyBamba, CHTE TOYKH O]l KOM Oelie OTCTpaHeT
MOBPIIMHCKUOT CJI0j, 03 pa3nka Ha pPe3yaTaTH-
Te, Oea cauMmenn co GPS-ypen, co mperusHOCT of
IUIyC-MUHYC 5 cM. JIOKONIKY ABE WM MOBEKE COHAU
0ea MOCTAaBEeHHW Ha PacTOjaHUE MOMajo Of 2 MEeTpa,
KoopauHatu Oea cHUMaHu camo o egHa. Cekoja
Touka Oemre moce6HO Hymepupana. OHHUE Kaje IITO
pe3yaTaToT Oemre MO3UTHBEH Oea Oenexanu co 11,
OHHE Ha KoM Oellle KOHCTaTUPaHO OTCYCTBO Ha SH/I-
Ha maca Oea Oexnexxanu co H (mama 3). OBue ToukH
Oea Haramy npouecupanu co nomom Ha ['MC npo-
rpama. Tue Oea MOCTaBEHU Ha reoieTCKa U OpTo(HOTO
momyora — 1: 2 500 u 1: 40 000 — mmo mrro Gea uctp-
TaHW KOHTYPHTE Ha OOSHINETO, MOKHUTE BIE30BU
KaKo U peTKUTe 00jeKTH ITO Oea eBUACHTUPAHU BO
BHATPEIIHOCTA Ha OrpageHuoT npoctop. OCBEH KOTH
0]l TOYKHTE HCTPaXKEHH BO TEKOT Ha TOIMHAIIHO-
TO HCTpaXkyBame, 0ea CHUMEHHU W TEePHMETPUTE O]
00jeKTUTEe TIO3HATH OJ] PETXOTHUTE HCTPAKyBamba:
ocaMmeHara KyJjia Ha ceBepHHOT Oper Ha Buaun [lom,
KaKo ¥ JINBO PACKOIAHWUTE TPOOHUIMN Tpe] 3ama Hu-
oT BJe3 BO HacenOara. Llenta Geme npeunsHo aa ce
CHHMAaT MECTOIOJI0KO0aTa 1 MPUOIMKHUTE TUMEH3HN
Ha rpagbute. Co BAKBHOT METOJ] Ha paboTa HE MOXKE



The southeastern segment of SI2 hides the re-
mains of a wall, four to five meters wide and lean-
ing against a two meters-tall escarp. It was traced
over a distance of 80 meters from the entrance
corridor, after which, it disappears or changes di-
rection abruptly. This wall is built in an emplek-
ton technique: a core of uncut stone blocks (up to
20 by 30 cm large) bonded with poor mortar and
consolidated by roughly cut fagade blocks. Their
dimensions are fairly uniform, measuring 20 x 25 x
50/60. Only a few of these blocks were discovered
in situ. (Photo 4) Their scarcity could be related to
the fact that they were used only near the entrance
corridors.

The western wall of the entrance corridor leans
against a low escarp. This is one of the rare seg-
ments of the perimetral wall of Vidin Grad that
rose above the tread of the terrace. It is between
four and five meters wide and built in the same
technique as the eastern corridor wall. The inner,
southeast corner of this wall was uncovered during
the field survey. (Photo 5)

As mentioned before, the western corridor wall
is detached from the northeast segment of SI2 by
a modern dirt road. The northwest segment contin-
ues on the other side of this road. It was revealed at
point 19, seven to eight meters west of the northern
end of the corridor wall. A possible explanation is
that there was a kink in the wall at this point. The
wall along the northwest segment of SI2 was traced
for about 45 meters from 19 P. Then, it turns west-
wards under a blunt angle, forming a broad bastion
that overlooks the crossing of the Vidin Dol. The
last point at which the surface of the terrace wall
was uncovered is located less than 15 meters from
this bent. The escarp continues for almost 40 me-
ters in a northwest direction, but there are no traces
of a retaining wall. At this point, the terrace riser is
several meters high and building a retaining wall
would have been both unnecessary and impracti-
cal.

According to an old geodetic map of the site of
Vidin Grad, this escarp continuous to the southern
bank of the stream. This does not correspond to the
present situation on the ground. It should not be
excluded that the old terrace has been bulldozed
away in the recent past to expand the arable zone.

The northwest segment of SI2 was built in the
same technique as the southeast segment. The first
impression is that the masonry is humbler in com-
parison to the latter. The building blocks are small-
er and not a single fagade block was discovered
along this long stretch. Tile fragments inserted in
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Jla ce CHUMaar MOCIUHEYHH aeTanu of popruduka-
IUCKUTE SJICMEHTH WU TPaIONTE BO BHATPEIIHOCTA.

Ha mecto e omcepBanujata geka reohU3HUKATE
METOJIM Ha UCTPAKYBAE MOXKE J]a Ja/1aT TIOCUTYPHA U
HOTIPENIM3HA PEKOHCTPYKIMjaTa Ha MOTIOBPIIMHCKHUTE
APXHUTEKTOHCKH OCTAaTOLM O]l AePO-CHUMKUTE WIH O
KJIaCH4YHHUTE TOMOrpa)cKu peKorHocuupama. (Sarris
2015) Merytoa, 3a TeOpHU3NUKH J1a C€ CHUMa CEKOj
MOe/IMHEYEH TepaceH SHII Ha OBOj JIOKAIUTET Ke Oere
HEOITXOITHO JIa C€ OPTaHU3MPa JIOJITa U CKarla KaMIlamba.
Hypu u na 6ea 00e30e1eHN HEOIXOMHUTE CPEIICTBA 3a
BAKBO HCTPaXKyBame, MPHCTAIOT JI0 rojeM Opoj cer-
MEHTH OJI TepacHUTE SHIOBH Ke Oelle MOIIHE OTEeXKHAT
Ol TycTara BereTanuja i CTpPMHHOT TEPEH.

IIpBrYHM pe3yJTaTH ¥ CO3HAHM]A OJf
HCTPa’KYBaH-€TO

Hansopemen 0egem: CH_2 (mana 4)

[TpeTnocTaBKUTEe NTOHECEHH BP3 OCHOBA HA ac-
PO-CHUMKUTE O] JIOKAJUTETOT, HaKO HE CEKOraill, BO
HajroieM Jien O6ea nmoTBpaeHU. MeruTte mTo Ouite e
OJl CTapOTO 00SHIME OOWYHO JIECHO C€ IPEIO3HaBa-
at, Omaejku opMupaar MOMUPOKH U TIOTYCTH BeTe-
TAIMCKH T10jacH O] CIIOPESTHUTE UITH PEIICHTHU METH.
MeryToa, OHa IITO HE HaBee /1a ro OapaMe HCTOYHO-
TO 00sumue kpaj mojacor CH-2, Geire MpeKUHOT Ha
OBaa JIMHHU]a BO HEj3MHATa CEBEPO3aIiaiHa MOJI0BHHA.
bnausy mo Toukara Kaje IITO COBPEMEHHOT MOJICKH
TIaT ja ceve Merara, MOXe jacHO J1a ce 3a0emexu neKa
noreror CH-2 ce cocTtou O [BE ITOCEOHU JIMHUU,
YU KpPaeBH HE ce cocraByBaar. KpaeBure Ha ceBe-
pO3anajHuOT U Ha jJyTOMCTOYHUOT MOTET Ce MPEKIIOo-
MyBaaT BO JO/DKMHA O okoiy 15 metpa. Tue He ce
napasnentu. PactojanueTo momery oBue J1Ba Kpaka ce
sronemyBa of 13 no 20 metpH, ox ceep koH jyr. Ha
TOj HAYMH ¢ (GOPMHUPAH KyC BIC3CH KOPUIOP, CIUICH
Ha T.H. TAHTCHIIMjaJTHH TOPTH. MOXHO € IPOCTOPOT
nomery aBaTa suja Jia OMiI 3aTBOPEH CO KyC HCITYCT
O]l UCTOYHHMOT KpaK, HO HEMaBME JOBOJIHO BpEME
TOJIKY JETATHO Ja TH MpoydyBaMe cute hopTuduka-
[UCKH CIEMEHTH.

Hajpanara nojaBa Ha OBOj THII MIOPTH BO HCTOY-
HUOT Menurepan natupa ox BpoH3eHOTO BpeMme, HO
OBOj JIM3ajH CE OAp>Kall MOIIHE JI0NTOo, c& 0 Xele-
Huctuukara emnoxa. (Burke 2008; McNicoll, Milner
1997) Onpenenu BapujaHTH Ha OBOj THUN MOPTHU ce
cpekaBaTr M Mery TIPeIUCTOPUCKUTE TBPIUHU HA TI0-
HMIHPOKHUOT OankaHcku npoctop. (Memosuk yp. 1986)
OuurneaHo, TaHT€HIMjaTHATE BIE30BH CaMu IO cede
HE MOXKE Ja ce 3eMaT Kako MpeLn3eH XPOHOIOIIKU
unaukarop. Cenak, MOXe Ja ce KOHCTaTHpa JeKa
OBOj TUII Ha OPTH [EIOCHO U3JIET0J 0 yrnoTpeda 10
BpEMETO Ha pUMCKaTa eKCIIaH3Hja Ha OBOj IIPOCTOP.
(McNicoll, Milner 1997, 6-7) Co ornen Ha XpoHO-



the rubble mass, point to a likely Late Roman con-
struction phase.

SI2 is correctly recorded as the outer wall of
Vidin Grad on the only published plan of this site.
(Mikul¢i¢ 1999, Figure 100) Despite the extreme
schematism of this plan, the entrance corridor is
easily recognized. However, the author has failed
to observe the true layout of the gate and the wall
has been drawn over 200 meters northwest of its
true location.

The eastern fore-wall, 12 (Map 4)

According to the plan referred to above and the
observations made on aerial photographs, 80 me-
ters from the northern end of the entrance corri-
dor, SI2 turns southwards, enclosing the settlement
from the east. (Map 2) This makes sense, because
this segment of the rampart would have blocked
access to the site from the crest of the ridge. The
line of the supposed eastern wall of the settlement
—12 —is a low escarp that measures nearly 100 me-
ters. At its northern end, it is two meters high, but
its height gradually decreases and, a dozen meters
from the southern edge of the ridge, it disappears.
12 is a faint phenomenon that does not differ from
the typical field hedges in this area. The field sur-
vey failed to discover traces of a wall revetment
along this stretch.

Nor are there traces of a rubble wall along the
stretch SI1, north of the modern dirt road. Instead,
the wall traced along SI2 turns northwards under a
straight angle — [2a — and it terminates a short dis-
tance from Vidin Dol. This wall is built differently
from SI2 and most probably belongs to a differ-
ent construction phase. It is only about one meter
wide, but it does not lean against an escarp. It is
preserved as a linear heap of rubble, not taller than
0.5 m. The reused blocks evidenced at a number
of points also suggest that it belongs to a late con-
struction phase (Photo 6). Its main purpose would
have been the defense of the lowest terrace of the
ridge (transect XLIV in the ceramic survey, Map
5) which, by the density of surface material, most
probably belonged to the built-up area of this set-
tlement. It is unfortunate that the segment at which
this wall joins SI2 has been removed during the
construction of the dirt-road. The most telling data
about the relations between SI2 and the eastern
fore-wall would have been found precisely in this
segment of the fore-wall.

The absence of a retaining wall along 12 was
a surprising discovery. It left the eastern flank of

245

norujara Ha Bunun ['pan, yTBpieHa Bp3 ocHOBa Ha
MOBPIIMHCKUOT KEPaMUYKH Marepujaji, oBa € Jpa-
TOIICH TEPMHUH ante quemsa CTapoCTa Ha UCTOYHATA
mopra. Kon kpajoT Ha cTynujaBa, ke ce HaBpaTHUMeE Ha
OBa TIpallame.

JyroucrouHnoT Kpak Oerre MOTBPJACH IO Iierara
nowkuHa of 6nmuzy 80 merpu. Ce paboTh 3a MaCHBEH
Oenem, mmpok Oapem 4-5 merpu. Co HCKIY4OK Ha
enqHa Touka — 1511 — He ycmeaBMe 1a €BUICHTHUPAME
TUIeBy OJIOKOBH, Ma 0e3 MOOICEKHU HCTPaKyBamba
HE MOXE /1a c€ Kake HHIITO TMMOKOHKPETHO 3a IIH-
pourHaTta Ha O6ememoT. Kako u 1o menara qoiKrHa,
0e1eMOT BO OBOj CETMEHT Ce MOTIHPA Ha eIIapIia BH-
coka u 10 2 merpa. ['paneH e ox rpy0o m3aenKaHu
6iokoBH, co auMmeH3uu o 10 x 15 g0 20 x 30 cm,
Bp3yBaHH CO KaJl M cuTeH kaMeH. OBaa KaMeHa maca
O]l HaJ[BOpEIIHATa CTpaHa Owiia KOHCONUINpaHa CO
pENaTHBHO MPABWIIHY MTapaIeIONUTIETHN OIIOKOBH CO
JuMeH3un o] okory 20 x 25 x 50/60 cm. Moxkea na ce
3a0eseKar caMO HEKOJIKY BaKBU KaMEHHU OJIOKOBHU BO
MPBOOKUTHA M0JI0k0a, BO CEBEPHUOT Kpaj Ha jy)KHATA
MTOJIOBUHA O MCTOYHHOT Oexem, ONMu3y IMpeTHocTa-
BEHHOT BJIe3 BO HacemoOara (¢porto 4). Co ronema Be-
POjaHTOCT MOXE J1a C€ MPETIOCTABU JIeKa HACUIIOT
OMJI IOCOJIMITHO SHUJAH BO JIEJIOT Ha MopTara, mna Ha
OBHE JIOKAIIUHU TOj OWJI MOI00p0O COUyBaH.

3anagHuoT SHUJ OJ BIE3HHUOT KOPUAOP, OAHOCHO
JY’)KHHOT Kpaj OJ CEBEpO3anaHuoT KPaK ce MOTIH-
pa Ha HucKka emapna. Co omien Ha rojieMOTO KOJH-
YeCcTBO KaMEHHU OJIOKOBH, MOXKHO € OBa Ja OWJI eleH
Ol PETKUTE CEIMEHTH Ha 00SHIHMETO IITO CEe U3UTrall
HaJ TOpHUOT pad ox emapmata. [lo ce usmiena, Ha
Touka 16I1 ycnieaBme ja jtornupame JBa JHULEBH O10-
Ka Ha CaMUOT aroJi ojf Kpakot (¢oto 5).

Ocraronu of UICTHOB OeleM JeTeKTUpaBMe Ou3y
12 MeTpu ceBepHO Ojf OBaa TOYKa, HO Ha clieiHaTa
MpoBepKa, mocie 12,5 M u Bo OJIM3MHA HA MECTOTO
KaJe IITO MOJICKMOT AT ro mpecekoa 0eaeMoT, Tpa-
T O] SUJIHA Maca He eBUJeHTUpaBMe. Ha oBaa Touka
0ezeMoT mpaest MaJl IpesioM, OUIejKH Tpard of SU-
Hara Maca 06ea KOHCTaTMpaHd Ha 7 10 8§ MeTepH Io-
3armajgHo, Ha Apyrara cTpaHa ox marot (touka 1911).
ITociie 0BOj MIPEeKUH, SHIHOTO TJIATHO HETIPEKUHATO
Teue BO JOJDKMHA Of OKOMy 45 MeTpH, Kaje IITO ce
MPEKpIITyBa Mo Tan aroi, GopMupajku uchpiieH 3ad
WJIW 3ajaKHaT JIaK, CBPTEH TOKMY KOH IMPEMUHOT TIpe-
Ky Buaun Jlon. Bo HaTaMOIIHUOT Jiel1, ceBepo3anai-
HHUOT KpaK OJf UCTOYHHOT OeZeM MOCTETIEHO ce Bpaka
Ha CTapuoT KypcC, HO Ha pacTojaHue o] oKoiy 15 Me-
TpH, ce TyOU CeKakBa Tpara Of SUAHATa Maca, Hako
3eMjeHaTa emapia MpoIobKyBa 3a yIITe JeCeTHHA
MeTpu. He cmee na ce uckirydn omigjara Jeka OBOj
niepudepeH en o HacenbaTa O OpaHeT co 3eMjeH
Hacur. Cemnak 3a4yayBa (akTOT IITO OBOj HACHIT HE



the settlement completely undefended and it un-
dermined the defensive quality of the entrance
corridor, because it could have been easily circum-
vented. It is possible that, from this direction, the
settlement was defended by a low earthen rampart,
preserved in the stretch 12. Recall that, prior to the
building of the dirt road that comes from Vodovra-
ti, access to the site from the Vodovratska Reka
would have been difficult.

The eastern inner wall: SI3, I3 and 14
(Map 3 and 4)

At a distance of 40 to 60 meters from the north-
ern segment of SI2, there is another series of linear
stretches (SI3, I3 and 14 on Map 2). Along certain
segments — especially, north of the local dirt road
that follows the crest of the ridge — they are taller
and more imposing than the outer ring of walls.
Like the outer wall, the local dirt road splits the
inner line into three segments: a northern one, SI3,
orientated northwest-southeast, and two southern
segments, 13 and [4, orientated north-south. On the
existing plan of Vidin Grad, this stretch is inter-
preted as the inner wall of the town.

The northern segment stretches over a length of
about 45 meters, in a northwestern direction. Then
it turns north-northwestwards and, after a distance
of 23 meters, it returns to the old course. From this
point, the terrace edge extends to the southern bank
of the Vidin Dol. Its total length is almost 240 me-
ters, but remains of a retaining wall can be found
only along the southern end of this escarp. This
stretch is covered with large quantities of uncut
stone blocks, some measuring up to 30 by 40 cm.
Because of dense vegetation, it was impossible to
observe the particularities of the construction tech-
nique. However, in view of the steepness of the
escarp, this must have been a retaining and not a
free-standing wall. We managed to clear a surface
measuring approximately 60 by 60 cm, close to
the point at which the terrace edge makes a west-
ward turn, 39 P. (Photo 7) The building technique
is identical to that encountered on the outer wall.
Individual cobbles were smaller than and not as
densely packed as on the outer wall, but these var-
iations occur on the same terrace walls and cannot
be attributed to chronological or functional differ-
ences.

It is difficult to follow this support wall north
of the kink in the terrace edge. It was traced over
a length of almost 40 meters, before it disappears
completely. (Map 3) At this point, 35N, the riser
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NPOJOJIKYBa 10 caMoTo Koputo Ha Bunun o, mwto
ceKako Ou OWII0 HajIpakTUYHO penienue. MiHTepecHo
€ Toa IITO TOKMY BaKBa CHTYyalldja € peTcTaBeHa Ha
cTapa TreojieTcKa Maria Ha OBOj JIOKAJHMTET, KaJie IITO
ce 3a0enexyBa Jieka elaprnara Ha UCTOYHHOT HACHIT
NPOIOJDKYBaa ce 10 Kopuroto Ha Bumau Jlon (mana
4). Mo)xHO € OBOj /i€ Off HACUIIOT Ja OMJI pasypHar
BO TIOHOBO BpEMe O]] COIICTBEHUKOT Ha 3€MjHILTETO,
KOj Ha TOj HAYMH ja MPOIIHPHI 00paboTIIBaTa MoBp-
muHa ce 1o Operot Ha Bunun od.

CeBepo3anagHuoT Kpak € TPajieH BO CIIUYHA TeX-
HUKAa Kako W jyrouctouHuoT. He ycrmeaBme 1a Haj-
JIeMe Tpard OJ JINIEBU OJIOKOBH, OJIeKa OJIOKOBUTE
BMETHATH BO japOTO Ha HACUIOT Oea CO HEIlTO Io-
MaJId JUMCH3HUHU BO OAHOC HAa OHUEC O,Z[jerI/ICTO'-IHI/IOT
Kpak. McTo Taka Oerre 3abemnexaHo moroiaeMo mpucy-
CTBO Ha ()parMEHTH TpajJie’kHa KepaMUKa BO SHIHOTO
iaTHo.Mopa Jia ce HarmoMeHe Jieka OBa Ce caMo Ip-
BUYHH UMIpecuu. Pacuucrenn Gea mpeMHOTY Maiu
MOBPIIMHHM Of] HACUIIOT 3a Ja CE HaIlpaBaT MOMPEIU3-
HU OIICEPBAaIIUU.

Moske co CHTYpPHOCT Jia ce Kake JieKa OBOj Ha-
cum ¢ obenexaH Kako ,,HAJIBOPEITHHOT OeneM,, Ha
€IMHCTBEHUOT 00jaBEeH TUIAH OJT JIOKATUTETOT BuauH
I'pag (Muxymauk 1999, ca. 100). JacHo ce 3a0enexy-
Ba MECTOTO KaJie IITO Ce MPEKIIOMyBaar JiBaTa Kpaka
OJ1 UICTOYHUOT HACHII, CO TOA IITO HA OBO] IUIAH, THE
ce momectern peurcu 200 MeTpa KOH ceBepo3amna.
Hcto Taka, MoXe Jia ce 3a0eNexu Jieka CeBepo3ana-
HHUOT KPaK ce ryOr HeMmOCPEIHO MO TOUKATa KaJie IITO
HACHIIOT OJIaro ce MpeKpIIyBa.

HcTtouen npensug (mana 4)

Crnopes UTHPAHUOT TUIaH, KaKO U CIIOPE]] HalllH-
TE OYEKyBama, OBOj HA/IBOPEIICH HACHII BPTEJ KOH
JyT, IITUTEjKH ja HacendaTa o] UCTOYHATa CTpaHa, 1o
ockara Ha cprot. Ha oBaa nmuHMja jacHO ce 3a0ernexy-
Ba eIIapia BUCOKa U JI0 2 METPa BO CEBEPHHUOT KPaj,
KOja TIOCTETICHO ofara U ce TyOr HEKOJIKY MeTpa IpeT
JjyxHHOT pabd ox muaroto (moter M2). Ha Huty exno
MECTO I10 LEIMOT OBOj MOTEr He Oea eBUACHTHPaHU
CUTYpHH Tparu ofi o0suaue.

JyroucTouHNOT Kpak Ha HAIBOPEITHHOT OeaeM He
ce HajJioBp3yBaile HuTy Ha morerot CU1, TyKy ckpui-
HYBa CEBEPHO IT0J] PEYHCH MpaB aroi — morer M2a Ha
Marma 2 — u mocie 111-112 metpu ce rydu Ha KpaTko
pacrojanue ox Buamn Jlon. OBoj sug e mocnad of
HaznBopemHNoT Oenem. Llupok e HemTo Haj eneH
MeTap, HO He ce TIOTIHpPa Ha BUCOKA emapna. SuaaH
€ OJ] CIIMYEH MaTrepHjall Kako HaJBOPEUIHUOT OeneM,
HO CIIOTOT € TIOPENIOK, a ce 3abernexyBa U ymorpeda
Ha crionud (¢dorto 6). OuuriienHo oBoj Kpak Owi Jo-
JaJieH Ha HajBopemrHuoT OemeM. HeroBa ocHoBHa
¢ynknuja Omna na ja OpaHM HajceBepHaTa Tepaca



of the terrace is several meters high and its height
increases in the direction of the Vidin Dol.

South of the dirt road, two linear features — 13
and 14 - running roughly parallel to each other, are
visible on aerial photographs. (Map 2) The eastern
line — I3 — is a direct continuation of SI3. It stretch-
es southwards in a straight line, ending a few dozen
meters from the southern edge of the hill. Because
its edges are well-articulated on aerial photographs
and because it is depicted on the old geodetic maps
of the site, the expectations were that this was a
fore-wall, built during a period in which the settle-
ment area contracted and was limited to the area
enclosed by the inner wall. However, this assump-
tion has not been proven. There are no traces of a
terrace wall along this line. At point 47N, we en-
countered a group of hare burrows that cut across
the hedge, reaching a depth of at least a couple of
meters. Not a single block could be seen on the
surface or in the walls of these trenches.

On the old geodetic map of the surveyed terrain,
I3 continues to the northwest, running at the foot
of the escarp labelled SI3. This would be a logical
position for a retaining wall, but the ground survey
failed to confirm its presence along the line shown
on this map.

14, the western of the two features, stands at a
distance of about 30 meters from I3. Throughout
its length, it is covered with building rubble and
there is little doubt that this is the inner, eastern
wall of the settlement. It joins SI3 under a straight
angle and, after a short distance, it turns south.
Over 50 meters south of this turn, the rubble heap
grows visibly wider. Here, the builders have creat-
ed a primitive bastion tower, over 30 meters long
and up to 9 meters wide. (Photo 1) It dominates the
eastern half of the settlement and offers an excel-
lent view over the valley of the Vodovratska Reka.
This platform is poorly consolidated. It is possible
that the exterior face of the wall was covered with
large facade blocks, like those discovered in-situ
near the main gate. Unfortunately, this portion of
the tower is completely overgrown and inaccessi-
ble. The core of the building was made of carefully
arranged, roughly cut stone blocks and fragments
of tile. There are no traces of mortar.

I4 continues to the south of the bastion tower
but, after a distance of 20 meters, it suddenly dis-
appears from the surface. This wall does not reach
the southern edge of the ridge, but it turns west, en-
closing the central part of the settlement from the
south. The southern terraces of Vidin Grad were
thus left out of the fortified perimeter. As discussed
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Ha HacenOara (Tpancekt XLIV u cocemnara napie-
Jla KOH ceBep, Mama 5), Koja crope] TyCTHHATa Ha
JBIDKHUTE HAOJM OWia COCTaBEH JIell O] Hacenoara.
3a aJ, ToukaTa KaJie IITo OBOj IPEISH/T CE CIT0jyBaT
CO HAJIBOPEIIHUOT MCTOYEH OeleM € OIHECeHa IpH
MpOOMBAaKETO HA 3€MjEHUOT MaT mTo foara ox Bo-
noBpard. OZHOCOT MmoMery OBHE J1Ba SHJa HajjacHO
0u ce coryesai TOKMY Ha OBa MECTO.

MoXHO € TIIaBHOTO 00SHIKe CeTak Ja BPTeIo KOH
JyT, HO BO BUJ Ha 3eMjeH Hacun. HeroBoTo memocHo
OTCYCTBO Ha OBOj TOTeT 30yHYyBa, OHJejku Toa Ou ja
OCTaBWIIO Haceyibara HeOpaHeTa O OBaa CTpaHa U
01 ro HamManTwII0 oN0pPaHOCHNOT ePEeKT Ha NCTOYHATA
nopra. Cenak noTceTyBaMe JieKa pea NpoOuBameTo
Ha 3¢6MjCHHOT Tar 11To Boau o1 Bogosparu 1o Bunu-
yaHu npexy Bunna Jloi, mpuctanor 1o Hacenbara o
OoBaa CTpaHa OWJI MOIITHE TEeKOK M HeMajo moTpeda
OI CWJIEH OeneM.

HcrTouen BHaTpemieH Oegem (Manu 3 u 4)

Ha oxomny 40 mo 60 meTpu 3amamHo o CeBEPHHOT
KpakK Off HaJIBOPEIIHUOT HACHUII, C€ U3ANUTa BTOPA JIH-
HHja Ha HACHIIM, BO CEBEPHHOT JIeJI JOCTA IOBUCOKU
on mperxognute. (CU3, U3 u U4) U oBaa nunuja e
MoZIeJICHa Ha JiBa CETMEHTa CO JIOKAJHUOT MaT: Ce-
BEPEH CO OPUEHTAIIH]ja CEBEPO3ama/i-jyroucToK, 1 jy-
JKeH, OpUEHTHPaH CeBeP-jyT.

CeBepHHOT Kpak ro ciaeaesme no noreror CU 3.
Toj ce mporera Bo ceBepo3ariajieH mpaserl BO JOKHU-
Ha o Hax 40 merpu. [locie eneH Kyc mpenoM KOH
3amajgHara CTpaHa, HACHIIOT ITOBTOPHO ce€ Bpaka Ha
MPUOJIMKHO HMCTHOT MpaBel] U JavyHO MPOJOIDKYBa
ce 1o xkoputoro Ha Bunun Jlon. Tokmy oBaa Tpaca
€ TpeTcTaBeHa Kako BHATpemrHo (ceBepHO?) o0su-
QM€ Ha MMOCTapUOT IUIaH O] JOKaJIUTeTOT. Tparu of
KaMEH HACHUIl HE MOXKE Jla Ce CIeNar Mo JODKUHATA
Ha IETMOT MOTeT. Jy>)KHUOT e Ol OBOj HACHII, TIPE]
0JaroTo MpeKpIIyBame KOH 3anajiHa CTpaHa, € SUIaH
MHory toMacuBHO. 1o camara emapra ce 3abenexy-
Ba OTPOMHO KOJIMYECTBO KAMEHHU OJIOKOBH, HEKOHU CO
mumensun o Hap 30 x 40 cm. Llenmor oBoj morer e
TyCTO O0OpacHaT W TEIIKO MOXE Jia ce JoOue mper-
CTaBa 3a HAYMHOT Ha Koj Omi m3rpajaeH Hacunotr. Co
oryie]] Ha CTPMHHOT TEPEH, MOXe Jla ce MPETIIOCcTa-
BU JleKa, Kako ¥ Ha JOJHHOT TIOTerT, Tepacara Onia
noasuaana. Hema ycnoBu 3a camocroeH sua. Iloro-
JieMa MOBPILIXHA — 1Be COHAM co qumen3un 30 Ha 30
CM - OZ SHUJHOTO TJIaTHO Oellle pacuucTeHa Ha Me-
CTOTO KaJi¢ IITO HACUIIOT IO MEHYBa MPAaBELOT, KOTa
3911 (doto 7). Tyka Gernre kKOHCTaTHPaH OIMYC CIUICH
Ha OHOj o AOMHUOT noTer. [loemuHeunnTe O10KOBH
Ce CO MOCKPOMHH JMMEH3UU U TIOPETKO CE PEeNeHH,
HO OBH€ BapHjalliy CE CPETHYBAaT M Ha UCTO SHJIHO
TUIaTHO, 112 HE MOpa J1a COOJIBETCTBYBAAT CO pa3jiny-
HU a3y Ha SUJambe.



in a later section, there is a breach between 14 and
the southern wall of the inner fortification. The role
of this feature is unclear. Possibly, this segment of
the wall has been removed in the recent past.

The southern segment of the inner eastern wall
is built massively along its entire length. No less
impressive than the bastion tower is the northern
segment of this stretch, with a width of over 5.5
meters. There is a high concentration of roof-tile
fragments and imbrices in the rubble heap. Be-
cause of their shape, it is unlikely that the imbrices
were inserted into the masonry. Unless in a second-
ary context, it should not be excluded that these
remains come from a collapsed roof construction.

The southern inner wall, J2 (Map 6)

This is one of the shortest of the hedges exam-
ined in this study. It is only 65 meters long, ex-
cluding the missing ca. 15 meters in its eastern
end. Nonetheless, the rubble heap is massive, over
6 meters wide. A semi-circular, inward projecting
buttress was observed at point 56P, also recorded
on the geodetic map of this site. It is completely
overgrown and the exact shape and dimensions of
this feature could not be determined. This wall is
built in the same rubble core technique, although
we failed to detect facade blocks in-situ. It is high-
ly probable that most of these blocks have been
robbed over the centuries. J2 does not coincide
with a high terrace riser and this must have been a
free-standing wall.

Looking at the aerial photographs, it has been
assumed that the inner southern wall continues
westwards and joins the outer western wall (SI 5
on Map 2). In order to confirm this assumption, the
surface layer was removed from about a dozen of
points along stretch J3. All probes were negative.
Identical results were obtained from the survey
along I6. This is a low earthen bank, about 50 me-
ters long, that joins the western wall of the central
terrace and the southern edge of the settlement.
Our initial assumptions were that the inner western
wall follows this line.

Almost symmetric to 16 is I5, joining the north-
west corner of the central terrace and the northwest
end of SI3. There are no traces of rubble wall along
this line. It should be recalled that both IS5 and 16
are orientated differently from the rest of the field
hedges. If these features were part of the ancient
layout of this settlement, their role could not have
been defensive. A different approach is needed to
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[To mpenoMOT KOH BHaTpeUIHATa CTPaHa, TParuTe
Ol KAMEH HaCHII CTaHYyBaar ce MOPETKU. YCIeaBMe Ja
T'Ml KOHCTaTupaMe Ha HEKOJIKY JIOKAI[HH, BO JTOJDKUHA
nomaia ox 40 MeTpH, 1o IWTO Ha TOTIIOPHUOT SUJT MYy
ce ryOm cekakBa Tpara. (Mama 3) 3eMjeHHOT HaCHII
NPOJOJIKYBa 3a YILITE CTOTHHA METpu ce 10 Buaux
o u ja sronemyBa cBojaTa BUCHHA.

Bo jykHara monoBHHa, BHAaTPEUIHHOT OeneM ce
HaJ0Bp3yBa Ha ABa norera, 1 3 u U 4. Ucrounnor
0] OBHE MEI'M C€ HaJIOBP3yBa JUPEKTHO Ha CEBEPHMU-
OT Kpak oj] 0eIeMOT 1 TIPOIOJKyBa BO MpaBa JINHH]ja
KOH jYT, KaJie IITO TOCTENeHo ce TyOu Ha pacToja-
HHUE O] HEKOJIKY JECETHIH MeTpa Ol jy’)KHHOT pad
Ha maroto. OBaa JHMHUja JIECHO Ce Mperno3HaBa Ha
aepo-CHUMKH W UCTaTa € WCIPTaHa Ha IeojieTcKara
Mama Ha TepeHOT. Cemak, Tpard of KaMeH SHI IO
oBaa Tpaca He Oea mpoHajnenu. Ha xorara 47H, 3a-
OenexxaBMe Tparu oJ] POB HCKOMAH O] INBO XHBOTHO,
KO€ Ha HEeKOJIKy MeCTa ja MMalle IpoOHeHo Merara.
Hury enen kameH 070Kk He MOXKelIe Ja ce 3a0enexu
10 NpoQUIIMTE O jAMHUTE WM Ha MOBPIINHATA.

Tpeba nma ce HamoMeHe JeKa Ha CIIOMeHarara
Mama O HMCTpPakyBaHHOT IPOCTOP, OBaa Tpaca €
MPOJIOJDKEHA KOH CeBepo3arnaj, KaJe IITO BPBU Ta-
paJIeTHO CO HACHUIIOT, OJIU3y JI0 HETOBOTO TOAHOX]E.
CoceMa JIOTUYHO € 110 OBaa JIMHWja A3 OWII u3rpajicH
MOTIIOPEH SH/I, HO KOHKPETHH JJOKa3M 3a OBa Ha MOBP-
[IMHATa HEMAIIIE.

MHoOTry MOMOKHO SHJIaH € 3amaaHuoT moter, U 4.
Toj ce HamOBP3yBa pedrcH HOPMATHO Ha CEBEPHHUOT
Kpak o] BHaTPEIIHHUOT OelleM U IO KPaTKoO pacToja-
Hue Oaro 3aBuBa KoH jyT. 1o okoiy neneceTuHa Me-
TPH, SHIHOTO IJIATHO € UC(PIICHO 32 HEKOJIKY METPHU
HaTpea ¥ SUAaHO € MHOTY MOMacuBHO. Bo jpomkuHa
on peuricu 30 mMeTpa, SUAOT MMa IIUPOYMHA Of pe-
gucu 9 merpa. Ha oBoj HaumH moOueHa e enHa -
poka mardopma ui OacTHOH IITO JOMHHHUPAI HaJ
WCTOYHATA MOJIOBUHA O Hacenbara. SujHara Maca €
ciabo xkoHconmuaupana (poro 1. Moxedu ox HaIBO-
pellHaTa CTpaHa IiejiaTa KOHCTPYKITHja ce MoTnupaia
Ha MacWBHH (pacagHu OJOKOBH, HO MOPAIX IycTara
BereTallyja BO MOMHOX)ETO Ha OACTHOHOT, HEMaBMe
MIPHCTAI JI0 HETOBUTE JIOJIHU MAPTHH. JapoTO Ha Ha-
CHUIIOT € COYMHETO O]l TYCTO PE/CH, U3JICIKaH KaMCH
U petku (parMeHTH Tyia. Tparu oj Bp3UBHO Cpe/l-
CTBO HE eBHIeHTHpaBMe. Kamenara maca ocraHajia
peNlaTHBHO KOHCONMUAMpaHa, caMo OlaromapeHne Ha
COIICTBEHATa TEXKMHA.

OBoj Kpaj om jy)KHHOT OemeM IMpPOAOIDKYBa 3a
VIITE OKOJIy IBacCeT METPH BO jy)KE€H IpaBel, IO
HITO HaeJHAIl My ce TyOH cekakBa Tpara. Kako mro
ke BHIUME TIOHATaMy BO M3BEIITAjOT, BHATPEIIHUOT
OemeM TPoAOIKYyBa BO 3ala/IicH MPaBell, 3aTBOPajKH
TO IIEHTPAIHUOT el Ha Hacen0ara off jy’KHa CTpaHa.
ITomery oBre nBa cerMeHTa MMa peKUH of 6au3y 15



determine if these are recent field hedges or ancient
divisions of space.

Southern edge of the ridge, J1 (Map 6)

J2 does not continue westwards, towards the
highest point of the ridge, but it joins a short, trans-
versal wall - I6a — that encloses the terrace from
the west. (Map 2, 6) This is a rubble wall that, like
the rest of the walls discovered at this site, leans
against a meter- to meter and a half-tall escarp.
In view of its defensive properties, 16a is similar
to I5 and 16. It cuts across a part of the site — the
southern terrace — that was certainly inhabited and
it does not block access to the settlement from the
west. Therefore, it could have neither played a de-
fensive nor a structural role in the functioning of
this settlement. It is possible that this is a recent
field boundary. Its width of over a meter is slightly
confusing, but it does not exclude this possibility.

The main question in this part of the site was the
presence of an outer, southern wall along the edge
of the hill. I6a is about 50 meters long and ends
at the southern edge of the hill top, 155P. Starting
from this point, the edge of the southern terrace
— J1 — can be followed over a distance of about
115 meters. J1 is over four meters tall and merges
seamlessly with the southern slope of the hill. Trac-
es of stone rubble were discovered along the bot-
tom of the escarp, but it was too sparse and chaotic
to be qualified as a retaining wall. The stone blocks
are too small to have had any structural function.
Finally, the large quantity of ceramic debris found
along this line must have been eroded from the ter-
race above. We suspect that the loose stone rubble
is also in a secondary context, eroded from the ter-
race above, together with the ceramic finds.

In fact, between points 164N and 166N, even
these faint traces of a support wall could not be lo-
cated. However, at the next point 167P, coinciding
with the southeast corner of the terrace and offer-
ing a broad view over the valley of the Vodovrats-
ka Reka, we encountered a large quantity of stone
rubble and tile. This material was arranged careful-
ly over a surface of almost 20 square meters and it
is easy to distinguish from finds eroded or cleared
from the surface of the terraces. There are no traces
of mortar nor were large fagade blocks discovered.
Therefore, it is not easy to determine the size and
shape of this feature. It looks like an isolated watch-
tower. It was located at the point at which the field
boundary between transects XXXI and XXVII joins
the southern terrace edge. This exposed corner was
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metpu. Ilo ce u3rnena aeka Bo 0BOj Aed 00SUAMETO
HE ce MOTMHUpANo Ha enraprna u OUiIo OTHECEHO MpHU
MPOOHMBAKETO MAT 33 3eMjOICIICKa MEXaHu3alldja.

Jy>)KHHOT Kpak o BHATPEUIHUOT OeZieM € MAaCUBHO
SHIaH TI0 TenaTa cBoja mospkuHa. [lokpaj GacTHo-
HOT Ha HETOBUOT jYXEH Kpaj, CO CBOjaTa MaCHBHOCT
0COOEHO ce MCTaKHYyBa HEIOBHOT CEBEPEH CETMEHT.
Bo 0BOj cermMeHT SHIO0T € MIUPOK pedyrcHu 5,5 MeTpa.
Bo xynuinrara kaMmeHu OJIOKOBH ce cpedaBaar 10CcTa
(parMeHTH MOKPUBHHU KEPAMUIN U LIETH UMOPEKCH,
¢dbopMa Koja He € 0COOEHO TOATINBa 1a OwIe Brpa-
JIeHa BO suiHaTa Maca. MOXHO € OBOj MaTepHjaj aa i
npunaran Ha HEKaKBa MOKPUBHA KOHCTPYKIIH]a.

Buarpenien OenemM, jyxHa ctpaHa (Mamna 6)

Jy’)kHara cTpaHa Ha BHATPEIIHHOT OeleM € JToC-
Ta MOKyca BO CHOpenda cO OCTaHATHTE OTCEYKH O]
obsuaneto. bes ga ro cMerame HCTOYHUOT Kpaj, 0Baa
OTCEYKa € Jojira HemTo mox 65 merpu. M Ha 0BOj
MOTET SHIOT € J0CTa MacHWBeH, Ha MecTa IIMPOK U
Hag 6 merpu. Ha xorara 5611 ce 3abenexyBa monr
UCITYCT, HAJIMK Ha IPy00 M3sHIaHa TTOyKPYKHA KyJia
(ctmopenu co reongerckara noasora). [lopanu rycrara
BereTanyja He 6eBMe BO MOKHOCT JIa U ja OfiperMe
TOYHaTa (OpMa U TUMEH3UU. TeXHUKara Ha SHOAme
€ UJICHTUYHA KaKO Ha OCTAaHATHTE CETMEHTH OJ1 00SH-
JTUETO, HO HE yCIleaBMe Ja MPOHajeMe JTUIeBH O110-
KOBH in-situ. [IpeTnocraByBame Jieka OBOj MaTepuja
Oun ogHeceH Bo MUHaToTo. Y 0BOj suj He HaJleTHYBa
Ha BUCOKA elIapria U HajBepOjaTHO CE M3IUTall HaJ
TOpHHUOT pab of Tepacara.

Bp3 ocHOBa Ha aepo-CHUMKHUTE, IPETIIOCTABYBME
JleKa jy’KHHOT BHATpeIieH OeneM IPOAOoDKyBa KOH
3amaj, Kaje MITO CE CIOjyBa CO HAJBOPEIIHHOT 3a-
nmajeH OeneM Ha HacenOara. (CHS Ha mama 2) 3a Taa
1eJI, OTBOPUBME JISCETUHA TUIUTKUA COHJU IO TPET-
nocraBeHara JMHHja Ha oBoj sup (J3), HO peuncu
CHUTE J1ajioa HeratuBeH pesynrar. ClM4Ha cuTyanyja
KOHCTaTHpaBMe Ha moTerot M6, kame mTo jacHO ce
3abenexyBallie HU30K 36MjeH HACHII, JIONT okony 50
MmetpH. Toj ce mporeraiiie of] jyro3anaiHUuoT aroi Ha
IEHTpaJHaTa Tepaca JI0 JY)KHHUOT pad Ha IIaToTo H
KaKo eJIEMEHT Ce TIOBTOPYBa Ha CeBEpHATa CTpaHa Ha
neHTpanrHara tepaca. OBoj MOTEr HE € OPUCHTUPAH
KaKO M 3€MjOJICJICKUTE MAapIIeH KOU IO JeNaT JIOKa-
JUTETOT U CMeTaBMe Jeka He ¢ pereHTeH. Cernak,
OCTaTOLM OJf KaMEH SHJI HE yclicaBMe Aa MPOHajIe-
Me, KaKo MOKpaj 0Baa JIMHHUja, Taka U TIOKpaj peurcu
CUMETPHUYHO NOcTaBeHara orcedka M5, mro ce npo-
Tera momery ceBepo3anaHioT aroj Ha IEHTpaTHaATa
Tepaca u ceBepo3ananHuoT kpaj Ha CU3. J{oxonky
OBHME OTCEUYKHM ¥ MpuMaraie Ha aHTHYKaTa Mpexa
O]l TEPaCHU SHJIOBU, HUBHATA ()YHKIIMja CUTYPHO HE
Oua oxpaHOeHa.



reinforced and extended, possibly transformed into
an observation post that controlled access to the set-
tlement from the south.

The central terrace with public buildings
(Map 6)

Perhaps the most ubiquitous feature on the
aerial photographs of this site is the quadrangular
enclosure in its central part. Measured from the
middle axes of the hedges, its dimensions are 75
by 64 meters. The hedges that separate this from
the neighbouring fields are documented on geodet-
ic maps of the site and the plan of the fortification.
It is surprising that the western hedge is missing
in these documents. The plan of the fortification
shows a building with an unidentified plan on this
side, whereas on the geodetic map, the western
side of the field is unenclosed.

The ground survey confirmed the presence of
the eastern support wall. A hole dug illicitly at
point 80P has brought large quantities of roughly
hewn stone blocks to the surface. (Photo 8) This
is a retaining wall, the main purpose of which was
to stabilize the ground for the large buildings that
stood on the central terrace. It partly enclosed the
terrace from the north and south, but this was not
a continuous enclosure as hinted by the aerial pho-
tographs. This explains its absence from the geo-
detic map of the site. The rest of the perimeter of
the central terrace was enclosed by large buildings,
preserved under a thick vegetation cover. (Photo
9) The largest and most recognizable is the build-
ing in the southwest corner of the central terrace.
This is almost certainly an Early Christian basili-
ca. Measured from the outer side of the perimetral
walls, its dimensions are 21 by 13.5 meters. The
building is orientated east-southeast — north-north-
west. The long axis has an azimuth of 102 degrees.
The plan of this building is identical to that record-
ed on the geodetic map of this site. In the course
of the ground survey, the vegetation cover was re-
moved from the eastern side of the building and a
well-built, apsidal wall was uncovered. The mate-
rial fallen on the surface of the wall included rare
dolomite blocks and roof tile fragments. There are
no fragments of architectural capitals or column
shafts. The remains of this basilica are impressive.
They form a compact pile of building debris, up to
two meters high.

The other two buildings, on the western and
northern side of the central terrace, are less
well-preserved than the basilica. Still, they form
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HangBopemen Oenem, jy:kHa cTpaHa-jy:keH pad
o1 cproT (Mana 6)

Baarpenrnuot jyxxeH Oenem J2 He mpopomKyBa
KOH 3amaj, KOH HajBHCOKaTa KOTa Ha JIOKAIUTETOT,
TYKYy BPTH KOH jyT U ja 3aTBOpa Tepacara O] 3ara/i-
Hata ctpasa. (M6a Ha mama 2) Ce pabotm 3a cia0,
nperpajieH Suj TpajicH BO CIIMYHA TEXHUKA KaKO U
OCTaHATUTE CErMEHTH o7 oOsuaueTo. U Toj ce moT-
MUpaj Ha eniapna, BUCOKa JI0 METPO, METPO U MOJI.
Herorara on0OpanOeHa yiora e npobiieMaTndHa, mo-
pamy GakToT ITO SHAOT MUHYBA CPEJIE jY)KHUOT JIeIT
oIl Hacenmbara U eAMHCTBEHO MOXKE J1a TO OpaHH MPHC-
TaroT JI0 Tepacara o] 3amajHa CTpaHa, OJHOCHO OJT
CTpPMHATa jy>KHa MaJWHA Ha PUIOT. MOXKHO € Ja ce
paboTH 3a peneHTeH suj co (QyHKIMja Ha Mera, HO
30yHyBa HeroBara IIUPOYMHA Of HAJ €ACH MeTap U
(baxToT MTO, KAKO M OCTAHATHTE HACUIIH Ha OBOj JIO-
KaJIMTET, IOYMBA Ha emapria.

OBoj sux ce TIpoTera Bo IpaBa JUHHja, BO JTOJDKH-
Ha OJ1 HaJ| TIeIeCeT METPH, JTOCETajKH TO Jy>)KHUOT pad
Ha maroto. On oBaa TOYKa SHAOT BPTH KOH HCTOK U
ja 3aTBopa HMcTara Tepacara of jy)kHara cTpaHa. Ha
0Boj moTer, J1, MoxXe a ce cliein emapa Bo JOJKH-
Ha o1 peurcH 115 metpu. Taa ro ciean jyKHUOT pad
0]l TUIATOTO U € COYyBaHa KaKo HAaCHIl CO BUCHHA OJ
okoiy 3-4 meTpu. MoXHU Tparu oA sSUgHa Maca yc-
neaBMe Jla €BUACHTHpaME caMO Ha IOIHOX]ETO OJ
oBoj Hacun. Ce pabotu 3a MoIIHE ciada KOHIICH-
Tpaluja oJ KaMeHH OJIOKOBH CO Malll JMMEH3UH.
AKo ce cyou cropel HUBHMTE OUMEH3UHU U ciala-
Ta TyCTHHA, OBAa HE C€ OCTATOLM Of (PyHKIHOHAJECH
noasu. M3memano co oBoj Marepujai, Oeme Hpo-
HAjIeHO MOT0JIEMO KOJIMYECTBO ABMKHU HAOAH, ILITO
Owyie AMCIONMpPaHU Of TOpHATa Tepaca MpU eposuja
Ha 3EMjUINTETO WA MIPU YUCTEHE Ha 00paboTIINBH-
Te moBpiuHA. CMeTaMe JAeKa W KaMEHOT IPOHAjICH
Ha TIOHOXKjE€TO O]l OBOj HACHII OWJI TUCIIOIMPAH OJ
ropHara tepaca. imajku ja npeaBu CTpMHATA jyKHA
najvuHa Ha pUAOT, TOMAaCHBEH SU Ha OBOj TIOTET U HE
6w moTpedeH.

Ha norerot ox xorara 164H no xorara 166H nema
Tparu ofl MoAsuIyBame. MeryToa, Ha cieJHaTa KOTa
16711, BO jyroMCTOYHHOT arojl Ha Tepacara— TOYKa
0J] K0ja ce MpoTera MKUPOK MOTIe ] BP3 JECHUOT Oper
Ha BozmoBparcka Peka — ce Haujie Ha roiemMo Kojiude-
CTBO KaMeH m3MemmaH co Tyna. OBoj Marepujain Ou
r'yCTO W NpaBHUJIHO PEACH Ha IOBpPHIMHA OO PEUYUCHU
JIBacceT KBaJpaTHU METpa, IO MITO CEe Pa3IuKyBa O]l
CeKyHIIapHO Ha(pIIaHWOT MaTepHjall, U3BJICUCH MPH
oOpabotkara Ha 3emjumirero. Hema Tparm on Bp-
3MBHO CPEICTBO, HUTY OCTaTolM ox (hacazna of Imo-
KpyIHH OJIOKOBH. 3aT0a TEIIKO MOKE 1 C€ OTpe/IeNn
(dopmara Ha 0BOj 00jekT. CMeTame Jieka ce paboTH 3a
UMITpoBU3MpaHa 1uiatgopma. Taa ce jaByBa Ha TOY-



extensive heaps of building rubble. Because of the
dense vegetation cover, it is impossible to deter-
mine their dimensions and shape. It is merely ev-
ident that both buildings faced the central terrace
with their long axes. Given that this was the main
square of the settlement, these were probably pub-
lic buildings, like the basilica. These discoveries
should not occasion surprise, especially if the iden-
tification of “Vidin Grad” with Argos on the Vardar
is correct. According to Hiercole’s list of bishop-
rics in Illyricum, this town had retained its status
at least until the middle of the 6™ century. (Donev
2018, 53) The dimensions, layout and location of
the central terrace, indicate that it was the econom-
ic and ecclesiastic centre of this town, at least in
the Late Antique period. Obviously, without more
intensive field research in this area, it is impossible
to confirm or refute this thesis and determine the
function of the large buildings that surround the
central terrace.

Four linear features extend radially, from the
corners of the central terrace to the perimeter of
this site. These are J4, 15, 16 and SI4 (Map 2). All
of these are clearly visible on aerial photographs
and they are recorded on the geodetic plan of this
site. The southwestern segment 16, extending be-
tween the southwest corner and the southern edge
of the hill, has already been discussed. There is no
evidence of a retaining wall along this line. Similar
segments radiate from the northwest and northeast
corners of the central terrace, but traces of a re-
taining wall were recorded only along the north-
west hedge, 15. This feature is a gently curving line
that connects the northwest corner of the central
terrace to the northern end of the inner wall, SI3.
It is difficult to determine the function of this wall.
A possible explanation is that it provided a direct
link between the central terrace and the perimetral
wall of this settlement, but this would imply that
Vidin Grad was primarily a military site, which is
difficult to reconcile with its micro-location. An al-
ternative and likelier explanation is that these are
recently created field hedges, even though they are
orientated differently from the majority of agricul-
tural terraces in the surrounding area.

The “acropolis”: south and eastern wall, S14
and Sl4a (Map 7)

The highest terrace, covered by blocks VIII
through XIII in the transect survey, is located in
the western half of this site. It rises several me-
ters above the southern terrace. It is surrounded by
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KaTa KaJie IITO Ce CII0jyBaaT TePACHUOT SUJ IITO TH
nemu onoxoBute XX VII 1 XXXI 1 jy:)kHUOT pad on
omoxor XXVII (mama 6). OBoj aron Oui moasHaaH
Y TIPOIIHPEH, CO ITO ce AoOMIa momodpa BU3yeITHA
KOHTPOJIa BP3 jY’)KHUTE U jYTOUCTOYHHUTE MIPUOTU KOH
Hacenobara.

IenTpasnara Tepaca co (jaBHa?) rpanda
(mamna 6)

Ha aepo-cHUMKHTE O] TIOKAIUTETOT, BO LIEHTPaJ-
HHOT €] 0 Hacen0ara, JIECHO Ce TJIe1aaT KOHTypHUTE
O]l YeTHpHarojHa Tepaca co AUMEH3HHu ox 75 X 62
MeTpHu (MEpEHO Of CpelrHaTa Ha METUTEe, Mau 2 u
6). Mefurte mTO TO BOjaT OBOj MPOCTOP O COCEI-
HUTE OJIOKOBU Ce€ MIMPOKH U 70 6 METPH O jy>KHa-
Ta CTpaHa, U UCTUTE ce 3a0eNeKaHn Ha MUTHPAHUOT
TUTaH Ha Hacen0ara Kako U Ha TeoJeTCKara Mara Ha
TepeHOT. Ha oBue TOKyMeHTH OTCYCTBYBa 3allaiHaTa
Mmera. [Inanot u3padoren o M. MUKyImIuk mpuKkaxy-
Ba Tpanda co Heme(WHHUpAH TUIAH OJ] OBaa CTpaHa,
JIoJIeKa Ha TeoJeTCKara Mara HeMa HUTY Mefa HUTY
HEKaKOB 00jEeKT.

Hamwre uctpaxypama ro MOTBp/Hja MOCTOCHC-
TO Ha MCTOYCH TepaceH sui. Ha xorara 80I1 Toj Oun
JISIIYMHO TTPOOKMEH MPH JIUB UCKOII, CO IITO OMJIO U3-
BJICYCHO MOI0JIEMO KOJTMYECTBO I'PAJICIKHHU OJIOKOBH.
(doto 8) Cmerame neka ce pabOTH 32 OCTATOIH OJ
MOTIIOPEH SHJI YHja OCHOBHA 33j1a4a Ouia jJa ja cra-
Omm3upa 3eMjara 3a TOJIEMHUTE TPaJ0H IITO CTOESNIE
Ha oBaa Tepaca. Toj IellyMHO ja 00MKOTyBaJI Tepaca-
Ta O] jy’)KHATa U CEBEpHA CTpaHa, 10eKa OCTAHATHOT
JIEJT O TIEPUMETAPOT OWJI IIOKPHEH O MACHBHH T'Pa/I-
Om, 4rj rabapuT ce YMHH BO rojemMa Mepa € COIyBaH.
(doto 9) OBa ro objacHyBa OTCYCTBOTO Ha 3amajcH
MOTIIOPEH SH/T Ha IICHTPAJTHATA Tepaca Ha TeOIETCKHU-
OT IUIaH OJf JIOKAJUTETOT. HajBrieuarnuea no cBOUTe
JUMCH3HUH U IUIaH € rpaadara Bo jyro3anajHuoT aroj
Ha Tepacara, KaJe ITo BeKe CO rojieMa BepOjaTHOCT
MOYKE J1a C€ TBPJIM IMTOCTOSHETO Ha PAHOXPUCTHjaHCKA
Oasmnuka, co mpubmxan quMmensun oxn 21 Ha 13,5
METpH, MEPEHO O] HaJ[BOpEIIHATA CTpaHa Ha SHO-
Bute. ['pagdara € opueHTHpaHa UCTOK-jyrOUCTOK —
3amaji-ceBepo3ana. [aBHaTa ocka WMa a3uMyT OJf
okony 102 creneHna. Bo TekoT Ha MCTpaxKyBamara,
r0 pPacYMCTHUBME MOBPIIMHCKHOT W BETETAICKHUOT
CII0j TIOKpaj McTo4HaTa mnepudepuja Ha rpandara,
KaJie IITO HauWJIOBME Ha COJMJIHO TPAJICH arCUIajIcH
su. [To moBpiMHara umaiie 100po couyBaHu (par-
MEHTH TOKpHBHA KepaMHJa Kako M PETKH MepMep-
Hu OnokoBu. He ycneaBme na eBupeHTHpamMe ¢par-
MEHTH OJ] apXWUTEKTOHCKAa IJIaCTUKA. YPHATHHUTE
o]l oBaa rpaada ce CO UMIPECHBHU TUMCH3UH. THe
(hopMHUpaaT KOMIAKTEH KYII TPaJIe’KEeH MaTepuja co
BHCHHA O] HaJI METap H TOJ.



wide field hedges on three side, whereas its north-
western side coincides with the bank of the Vidin
Dol. Its western edge is the outer western wall of
the settlement. Our initial expectations were that
a retaining wall was built only along the western
hedge of this field. However, in the course of the
survey, it became evident that the southeastern
edge of this terrace was covered with large quan-
tities of stone blocks. A few shallow probes at the
foot and the lower parts of the southeastern slope
revealed the traces of a strong retaining wall. It is
built of carefully arranged uncut blocks, bonded
with poor mortar. This wall does not join the south-
ern end of the outer western wall. It starts from the
southeastern corner of this terrace and it follows
its eastern edge, albeit not along its entire length
of 170 meters.

A well-built revetment wall was discovered
along the eastern edge of the terrace. Measured be-
tween points 139P and 90P, it is almost 84 meters
long (Map 2, 7). This is not a straight escarp. The
retaining wall follows the natural edge of the ter-
race. Roughly at midway, the terrace edge makes
an inward projecting U-turn. This point is marked
by a high concentration of stone rubble. The thick
vegetation prevented detailed recording of this fea-
ture. It is recorded on the geodetic map of the site,
on which it is drawn 16 meters wide and 19 meters
deep. At present, it is impossible to determine the
function and character of this feature.

At its northern end, this terrace wall joins the
feature labelled SI4 on map 2. This hedge extends
from the northwest corner of the central terrace to
the southern bank of the Vidin Dol. Cobbled sur-
faces were uncovered only along a 50 meters-long
stretch, between points 89P and 94P. Roughly at
94P, the terrace edge turns north and, after a dis-
tance of about 30 meters, it turns west, forming
a massive bulwark in the direction of the Vidin
Dol. At about the same point, the cobbled surface
stops. In its northern half, SI4 gradually loses its
height. We suspect that a retaining wall had been
constructed only along the more densely built-up
sections of this terrace.

During the clearance of the vegetation layer
along SI4, at point 94P, a well-preserved, decorated
tile fragment was discovered inserted into the wall
construction. The surface of this tile is decorated
with linear geometric motifs, crudely executed by
incision in wet clay. This find helps determine the
date of the last renewal of the northeast support
wall of the “acropolis” to the Late Antique period.
It coincides with the date of the other buildings that
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Ocranarute 1Be rpandH, MOKpaj 3amagHara 1 ce-
BepHaTa Mera oJf Tepacara ce Mociad0 COYYyBaHH.
CranyBa 300p 3a aMOpGHHM KyIHIITa KaMEH U Tpa-
JIe)KHa KepaMMKa, BUCOKA U o 2 Metrpa. [lopanu
rycrara Beretaiuja TEIIKO MOXe Jia UM CE Ompele-
nat paboOBUTE WM TOYHHTE IUMEH3MU. EnuHCTBe-
HO MOJKE Jia ce 3aKIy4d JieKa U ABara 00jeKTH Ouie
OpPHCHTUpPAHH KOH IICHTpajiHaTa Tepaca cO HUBHUTE
HaJOJDKHU CTpaHH, IITO MOXKeOH YKaXyBa Ha TOa
Jeka ce paboru 3a Tpaabu on jaBeH Kapakrep. Ha-
MOMEHyBaMe JieKa JOKOJIKY HCHTH(HKAIMjaTa Ha
0BOj JIOKAJIHUTET CO aHTHYKUOT Ipaj Aproc e TouyHa,
rojaBara Ha PaHOXPUCTHjaHCKAa Oa3WiIMKa BO OBaa
Hacen0a € coceMa JIOTHYHA U O4YeKyBaHa. Aproc Tu
3apKa 0COOCHOCTHTE Ha Tpajcka Haceinda Oapem
JI0 6 BEK O HAIlaTa epa, Kora ¢ ClIoMeHaT Kako eruc-
korvja on crpana Ha Xwuepokie. ([oner 2018, 53)
Wnaky, nenrpanHara Tepaca 1o CBOUTE IUMEH3HUU U
MECTONOJIONK0a MHOTY TIOTCETYBa Ha JIOIIHOAHTHYKO
miomrardye, aaMHUHUCTPATUBHO U CKHCSI/IjaCTI/I‘IKO
cpenumnTe Ha HacemOara. Ce pa3dupa, HEOITXOIHH CE
no(QOKyCHUpaH! UCTPAKYBama 3a Ja Ce YTBPIU TOY-
HHUOT KapakTep Ha OBOj NPOCTOP U IpajiOUTe MITO IO
OTIKpYKyBale.

Opn arute Ha, YCIOBHO KakKaHO, LIEHTPAIHOTO
TUIOILITaTYe Ce M3[BOjyBaaT TPU OTCEYKU, KOU pa-
JIMjallHO ce IIUpaT KOH MEepuMeTapoT Ha Haceibara
(J4, U5 u 16). OBHe mojaBH JIeCHO ce 3a0eIeKIINBH
Ha aepo-CHUMKHTE, a UCTUTE C€ JOKYMEHTHPAaHU Ha
MIO0CTOEYKATa Te0IeTCKA MOJJIoTa 3a 0BOj TepeH. Beke
Oele CriOMEHaT KPakoT KOj ce JBOW Of1 jyro3araiHu-
OT aroJ BO MpaBell Ha jyxHOoTo oOsuaue 6. Tparu
Ol KaMeHa Ipajz0a 1Mo oBaa JIMHUja HE MPOHAjA0BME.
CimyeH Kpak ce IBOEN U O CEBEPOUCTOYHHOT H
CeBepo3amna/ieH aroyl Ha Tepacara, HO OCTaTOLM O
KaMeH TOJISH] TPOHAjJOBME €AMHCTBEHO J0JIK CeBE-
po3amagHuoT Kpak US. OBoj moTer JiauHO ce M3BUBA
3a okojry 70 METpH | Ce CIojyBa CO CEBEPHUOT Kpaj
Ha BHATPEIIHUOT OezieM. Bo MOMEHTOB Temko Moke
Jla ce pa3jacHU yiorara Ha OBHE IPErpagHy SHIOBH.
MoxeOu Tue 00e30emyBane NUPEKTHA KOMYHHUKa-
Mja momery LeHTpalHaTa Tepaca U HaJBOPEIIHUTE
O6enemu Ha Hacenbara. MefyToa, BakBOTO pellEHHE
O0m OMJI0 OYEeKyBaHO 332 BOJHMYKO YTBPAYBam€ IITO,
Criopesl HeroBaTa MHKpOJOKaluja M APYTH Kapak-
tepuctuku, Bunun ['pan cekako He e. He tpeba nma
ce UCKIIyYd MOKHOCTA JIeKa Cemak ce paboTu 3a pe-
LEHTHHU MeTH, Yija OCHOBHA QyHKIM]ja Oua nogenda
Ha 3EMjOJICJICKOTO 3eMjHUIIITE.

»AKpOMmoJia,,: jy:keH H UCTOYeH OeaeM (Mama 7)

Hajsucokara tepaca (6mox VIII-XIII, mana 5) e
CMECTEeHA Ha 3alaJHUOT Kpaj Ha HacenbOara. Taa ce
U3IUra JI0 HEKOJIKY MeTpa Haj OKOJHHOT TEPEH BO
HEJ3UHHOT jyKeH Kpaj. OBaa Tepaca € 0OMKoIeHa CO



belong to the last urban phase of occupation at this
site.

The outer western wall, SIS (Map 7)

Already during the preliminary study of the
aerial photographs from Vidin Grad, it became ev-
ident that the outer western wall of the settlement
followed the feature labelled SIS. (Map 2) This
interpretation was confirmed in the course of the
field survey. In its layout, the western wall is very
similar to the eastern outer wall. Like the majori-
ty of the terrace walls at this site, it is orientated
northwest-southeast. It is composed of two, differ-
ently orientated segments, northern and southern.
Like on the eastern wall, the ends of these seg-
ments do not meet, but run parallel to each other,
over a distance of 11 meters. They form an 8 me-
ters-wide corridor, less impressive in comparison
to the eastern gate. The possible cross-wall joining
the western wall of the entrance corridor could not
be confirmed. The width of the western wall in-
creases in the segment of the corridor entrance. On
aerial photographs, the end of the western corri-
dor wall appears like a massive rectangular tower,
measuring 11 by 8 meters. (Photo 10) The thick
vegetation does not allow a detailed study of this
segment of the gate.

The southern segment of this line is considera-
bly shorter than the northern. It is about 88 meters
long. Like the rest of the terrace walls, this segment
does not follow a straight line. Roughly at midway,
it makes a blunt turn. Its northern half — the western
wall of the entrance corridor — is orientated north-
west-southeast, like the northern segment of this
wall. On the other hand, the southern half is orien-
tated north-northeast — south-southwest. The inten-
sity of stone rubble decreases along this section.

The northern segment of the western wall is
much longer. It is over 230 meters long and com-
pletely encloses the western side of the settlement.
Like the rest of the linear features at this site, SI5
is preserved as an overgrown escarp. At plac-
es it reaches a height of over three meters, but it
shrinks gradually in the direction of the Vidin Dol.
The northern segment is predominantly orientated
northwest-southeast. It turns gently to the north in
its northern end and, after about 70 meters, it sinks
into the surface. SIS was only patchily supported
by a retaining wall. Less than 20 meters from the
eastern corridor wall, the rubble wall stops. There
is no evidence of a retaining wall between points
108N and 111P, a distance of over 70 meters. (Map
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IIMPOKK MEIW ONl CUTE YeTHUpW cTpaHu. Hej3mHMOT
3amajicH pabd BOEHO MPETCTaByBa M 3amajicH OereM
Ha HacenOata. [lo ocTanatuTe Mefn He OUEKyBaBMeE
Jla TIpoHajaeMe Tparu ox oosuane. MeryToa, IpH uc-
TpaKyBamara o JHMHHjaTa Ha HaJBOPEIIHUOT jy>KeH
Oenem, 3a0enexaBMe JeKa jyroucToYHaTa MajnHa Ha
HajBHCOKaTa Tepaca € MOKPHUEeHa CO TOJIeMO KOJIHYe-
CTBO KaMeHH OJOKOBH. HEKoJKy IUIMTKH COHAM BO
MOJTHOXK]€TO ¥ TIOHUCKUTE TTAPTHH OJ1 jy>KHAaTa Tau-
Ha o7 akporonara Oea JOBOJIHH J1a Ce YTBPIU MpH-
CYCTBOTO Ha MOKEH TMOJISHJI, U3BEICH BO BEKE MPeTo-
3HATIMBATa TEXHUKA O]l TYCTO PEJEHU KaMeHHU O1o-
KOBH, BP3aHHU CO 3eMja U CUTEH KaMeH. OBOj MOASH
HE ce HaJIOBp3yBaJl Ha JY’)KHHOT Kpaj Of 3araJHUOT
oemem. Toj 3amodHyBa Off jyrOMCTOYHATA TIJMHA Ha
aKporioNiaTa M ro CJlequ Hej3MHHOT UCTOYeH pad BO
nmommknuHa of 6apeM 170 meTpu.

Tepacen suz Oerie KOHCTaTUPAH JOJK UCTOUYHHOT
pab ox oBaa Tepaca. Mepeno nomery korute 13911 u
90I1, nonr e okomy 84 metpu. (maru 2 u 7) Toj ja cie-
M KOH(HUTypalyjata Ha TEPEHOT U HeMa OfipeJicHa
dopma nu npasen. Moxke 1a ce cieau Bo BUJ Ha Ka-
MEHa IaTeka, UPOoKa 10 Hax ABa MeTpa. [IpnOmmxk-
HO Ha CpellMHaTa Ol 0OBOj IOTET, TEPACHUOT SUJ Mpa-
BU MOJyKPY>XEH CBHOK HaBHarpe. Ha oBaa nokanuja
ce cpekaBa ToJieMO KOJMUECTBO TPaJIekeH KaMeH, HO
Nopajy Tycrata BereTandja He OeBMe BO MOXKHOCT
Jla TH ompenenuMe ToyHara Gopma M JUMEH3UHUTE
Ha oBaa nojasa. Criopes reogerckara 1moiora, 0Boj
o0jexT e amadok oxony 19, a mmpox 16 merpu. Hero-
Bara (yHKIMja OCTaHyBa HEMO3HATA.

OBoj TepaceH s C€ HaJOBP3yBa Ha IMOTErOT
CH4, mito ce mporera o LHEHTPATHUOT AeN Ha Jo-
KaJIUTETOT J10 jy>)KHUOT Oper Ha Buaun [lon u ja 3a-
TBOpa ‘““akporioiara® ojj ceBeporucTouyHa crpana. Ilo
kotara 9411, HacumoT OCTPO MPEKPIIyBa BO MPaBELl
Ha Buaun [lon u ¢popmupa ucdpie 3ad, kako U Ha
HaJBOPEIIHUOT HcTo4YeH sui. CINYHO Kako Ha JO-
JIHUTE OeaeMH, o kotaTa 9411, Ha KAMEHUOT IMOASU
My ce TyOHM ceKakBa Tpara, moJeka 3¢MjeHUOT HACHIT
POJOJIKYBa 3a yire okoidy 90 MeTpu, HO ja ryou
BUCHHATa W TOCTENIEHO CE CTOIyBa CO MOBPILMHA-
ta. CMeTame aeka ce paboTH 3a MOTIIOPEH SUJ, YHja
3ajaya OWjia Jja TH CIpeYr WM 3a0aBH €pO3UBHUTE
NpoIlecH M KOj OWII M3rpajieH caMo JIOJDK TYCTO H3-
rpaicHUTE AEJIO0BU OJf Tepacarta.

Bpenu na ce HanoMeHe JeKa MPU pPacyuCTyBarbe-
TO Ha MOBPIINHATA KPaj HICTOYHHOT pad o ,,aKpoIo-
nara,,, Ha Kota 9411, Gemie npoHajaeH 100po couyBaH
¢parmMeHT KepammIa, BMETHAT BO KaMeHaTa maca.
Hej3unara noBpimHa € ykpaceHa co JMHEeapHH, I'eo-
METPUCKH MOTHBH, U3BEJICHH BO TEXHUKA HA BPEKY-
Bame BO CBeXa rmuHa. OBOj HAO € MOIIIHE CUTYPEH
MHJMKATOp 32 BPEMETO Ha IOCleqHaTa OOHOBAa Ha
NOTHOPHUOT SHJ, OAHOCHO JouHara aHThka. OBa ce



7) The large concentration of building rubble at
111P forms an irregular or deformed bulwark that,
rather typically for this site, projects inwards. It
measures approximately 15 by 9 meters. The dense
oak forest prevented us from defining the shape
of this feature. On the geodetic map of this site,
it is represented as a U-shaped object. It finds a
very close analogy in the U-shaped feature, on the
southern side of the inner wall, 56P and 58P.

The conception behind the outer western wall is
somewhat confusing. Like the majority of the sur-
veyed linear features, this is a terrace wall. How-
ever, whereas the support walls on the eastern side
would have stood a few meters above the ground,
the western terrace wall would have been lower
than the surface of the terrace outside the walled
area. Unless it projected above the surface, SIS
could not have played any role in the defenses of
this settlement.

On the plan of the ramparts of Vidin Grad, the
outer western wall is drawn tens of meters west
of SIS. (Mikul¢i¢ 1999, Figure 100) In fact, SIS
has been interpreted as the inner western wall of
the settlement. According to this document, at its
northwest end, SIS joins the outer western wall of
Vidin Grad. The topographic survey failed to de-
tect a defensive line west of SIS. The only linear
features visible on aerial photographs in this area
are two short and gently curved hedges, located 40
and 80 meters from the northern segment of the
outer western wall, SI6 and SI7. (Map 2) These are
low terrace walls that divide the agricultural fields
west of SIS, and they did not form part of the ram-
parts of Vidin Grad.

Building remains extra muros

During the ceramic surveys in 2013, the re-
mains of a few buildings were discovered outside
the system of terrace walls that encloses the settle-
ment at Vidin Grad. These are not visible on aerial
photographs. They were recorded in the course of
the topographic survey carried out in 2017.

On the rounded knoll that is the highest point
of Vidin Grad, about 160 meters west of the west-
ern entrance into the settlement, three robbed out
tombs were discovered. The sides of the rectangu-
lar pits are lined with regular courses of stones and
they are covered with stone slabs. (Photo 11) The
grave pits are at least 70 cm deep. Only the short
sides remain from the northernmost tomb 1. It is
orientated northwest-southeast and it is about 2.5
meters long. Tomb 2 was found slightly over two
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HOKJIONYBa CO OCTAHATHTE MHIAMKATOPH 33 XPOHO-
JIoTHjaTa Ha IJIAHOT Ha Haceydara BO HEj3MHATa I10-
cJenHa, MOHyYMEHTamHa ¢asa.

HanBopemen 3ananen 6eaem (Mana 7)

[IpeTnocTaBKUTE OKONy JIMHHMjaTa Ha 3allaJHHOT
OemeM Ha Hacenbarta JOHECEHHM BpP3 OCHOBA Ha ae-
po-dortorpaduute Gea MOTBpJAECHNU BO TEKOT Ha Te-
PEHCKHUTE UCTpaxKyBama. Bo CBOWTE OCHOBHH IPTH,
3armagHUoT Oe/leM Ha Hacesn0aTa e peruivka Ha UCTOU-
HUOT HaJ[BopelieH OeneM. Toj € opueHTHpaH ceBepo-
3amaji-jyroucToK, Kako M HajrojieMHOT Opoj TepacHH
suo0BH Ha JokanutetoT Bunuu I'pax. Ce coctom on
JIBa Kpaka, CEBEPEH M jy)K€H, CO pPa3lInIHa OpPHEHTa-
nuja. Kako u Ha ncTtoyHaTta crpaHa, HUBHUTE KPaeBH
HE CE€ COCTaByBaaT, TYKy MPOJOJDKyBaaT MapajeilHo
elIeH co Jpyr, Bo AopkuHa ox Hax 11 merpu. Ilocra-
BEHU Ce Ha MeryceOHO pactojanue on OapeM 8 Me-
TpH, GOPMHPAJKH MUPOK BIIE3EH KOpHuIop. MOKHO
€ Ol Jy’KHHOT KpaK Jja U3JIeryBall KyC HallpedeH SUJI
IITO TO CTECHYBAJI BJIE€30T BO TBpAMHATA. YIITE €IHA
KapakTepUCTHKA Ha BJe€3HATa MapTdja € Toa INTO
KpaeBUTE HA KpaluTe o OeeMOT MTO To hopMHpa-
aT BJIC3HUOT KOPHUIOp OWiie rpajicHu MOMACHBHO OJI
OCTAaHATUTE CCIMCHTHU U C€ BUJHO ITOIIHMPOKH. ch-
TaTa BereTalyja Ha OBHUE TOYKW HE CIIPEYH Ja U3Bp-
IIFMeE TIOTIPEIM3eH YBUI, HO CIIOpe]] aepO-CHIUMKATA,
KpajoT Ha jy)KHHOT KpaK HalIMKyBa Ha KOMIIAKTCH
MpaBoarojieH 00jeKT Co MPUOIMKHA AUMeH3uu o 11
x 8 metpu. (dpoto 10)

JyXHMOT Kpak on 3amagHuoT OejaeM OWII 3HAYU-
TEJIHO TOKPAaTOK o7l ceBepHUOT. HeroBara nomkuna
u3HecyBa okony 88 Merpu. He ce pa3zpuBa Bo mpasa
JIMHUja, TYKy HPEKpIIyBa NPHOIMKHO Ha CpeAUHATa
MIOZ peyucH mpaB aroi. Bo HeroBara jy>kHa TOJIOBH-
Ha jy)KHHOT KpaK € OpUEHTHUPAH CEBEP-CEBEPOUCTOK
— jyr-jyrosamnaj, a Bo ceBepHara ro 1001uBa npaBeroT
Ha IJIABHUOT CETMEHT Off 0e/IEMOT, CEBEpO3ara-jyro-
uctok. Ha xorara 11411 ce 3abenexxyBa Kyc mpeKkuH,
KOj HajBepOjaTHO AaTHpa OJ IOHOBO BpeMeE.

CeBepHHUOT Kpak Ha 3almaJHAoT OeieM € 10CTa Mo-
nonr. Toj ce mpotera Bo AomkuHa o Haj 230 MeTpu u
peuucH Ie0CHO ja 3aTBOpa Hacesbara oJl 3armaHara
crpana. Ce paboTu 3a 3eMjeH HACHUII, HAMECTa BUCOK
U 10 Tpu-yeTupu MeTpu. Bo Hajromem zmen, opueH-
TUPaH € ceBepo3anai-jyrouctok. Camo Bo ceBepHara
TpeTuHa BO OJiar CBHOK BPTH KOH CEBEP U MO OKOIY
70 MeTpu MOCTENEeHo ce CHUXKYBa U ce ryou. Tparu
O]l IO/ISHyBamke Oea KOHCTaTUPaHH BO JOJDKUHA OJT
Hax 115 meTpwu, BO jy)KHaTa MOJOBMHA Off OBOj Kpak,
HO THE He (oMHUpaaT KOHTUHYUpaHO IatHo. Iloro-
JieMd MpeKrHN Oea KOHCTATHPaHHW BO JEIOT HOMEry
xortute 107 H u 108H, xako u Ha moTeror nomery
korute 107 H u 11111. Oxony nocnenHaBa kota 0w
odopMeH MacuBeH OacTHOH, KOj MPOEKTHpPa KOH



meters southeast of the previous tomb. Its perime-
tral walls have been entirely unearthed and the roof
slabs removed. It is orientated north-south and it
measures 3.10 by 1.27 meters. The perimeter of the
third tomb, located about 10 meters to the south of
tomb 2, could not be recognized. This too is a rec-
tangular pit, orientated east-west and at least two
meters long.

These tombs are aligned on the road that follows
the crest of the hill and leads through the western
gate of the settlement. Therefore, it is a sensible
assumption that they were a part of an organized
western necropolis. (Map 8)

Approximately 70 meters from the crossing of
the Vidin Dol, on its northern bank, lie the remains
of an isolated quadrangular tower, measuring 3.00
by 3.80 meters (Photo 12). It is built of roughly cut
stone blocks, bonded with mortar. The walls are
about 30 cm wide. Although this tower is physi-
cally detached from the system of terrace walls, it
was most probably linked to the defenses of the
settlement at Vidin Grad. It stood on the road that
led to Vidin Grad from the north and controlled the
crossing of the Vidin Dol. In view of its location, it
is possible that this tower is contemporary with one
of the construction phases of the ramparts of Vidin
Grad, even though the absence of a similar fortifi-
cation element along the perimetral walls is some-
what baffling. If this reconstruction is valid, the
road that came from the north would have passed
by the tower, crossed the Vidin Dol and led along
the outer eastern wall and through the eastern en-
trance corridor.

Two circular phenomena were observed on
aerial photographs, at distances of 160 and 183
meters from the eastern entrance into the settle-
ment (Photo 13). Their diameters measure six and
nine meters respectively. These features look very
much like the contours of funerary mounds. They
are spaced almost 16 meters apart. Both circles are
negative phenomena, defined by vegetation cover
denser than in their surroundings. There are more
potential circular features on the southern bank of
the Vidin Dol, but they are poorly articulated on
aerial photographs. We suspect the presence of an-
other group of mounds on the opposite, northern
bank. The goal of the ground truthing campaign
was to unearth a few of the ring-stones that define
prehistoric burial mounds in this region. Howev-
er, the results of the survey were negative, perhaps
demanding a different interpretation of these phe-
nomena.
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BHATpPEIIHOCTAa Ha HacenmOara. HeroBara momkuHa
M3HecyBa NpUOMIKHO 14 MeTpH, a IIUPOK € MmoMery
9 u 11 merpu. Kako u ocTaHaruTe BakBU CIEMECHTH
oIl 00SHAMETO, TEIIKO MOXKE Ja ce onpeaenu Gpopma-
Ta Ha OBOj eJeMeHT. Ha reogerckara mmojyora e mper-
CTaBEH KaKo IONyKpYykeH 00jekT. [paneH e Bo ucra
TEXHUKA KaKO U 3aMaJHUOT OSJIeM 1 OCTaHATHUTE KYJIU
1 0aCTHOHU BO CKJION Ha 00suaueTo Ha Bunun [pan,
a cropejl AMMEH3uKUTe U (opMara, HAJIMKyBa Ha I0-
JTYKPY>KHUOT 00jeKT Ha jy)KHHOT BHATPEIIEH SHI, Kaj
kotute SOIT u S8I1.

WHTepeceH ¢ MOAaTOKOT IITO 3a Pas3ikKa O HC-
TOYHHOT OefieM, 3amaJHHOT SHI OWJI MOCTaBEH OJ
BHATpEIIHAaTa CTpaHa Ha TEPACHHUOT SHI. JOKOJIKY
uMaJl HeKakBa oj0paHOeHa (yHKIMja, OBOj Oerem
MOpaJ Jia TO HaJBHIIyBa TOPHUOT pad oj Tepacara.

Ha emuacTBEeHNOT 00jaBEH IUIaH Ol OBOj JIOKAJIH-
TET, 3aIagHOTO O0SH/Me € UCIPTAHO HEKOIKY Jece-
T MeTpu KoH 3amaa. (Muxymauk 1999, cn. 100)
Criope/1 I1aHoT, TOj C€ HaJ0BP3yBall Ha MPETIIOCTaBe-
HHUOT HaJBopelleH OeleM Ha HacenOaTa. Beke Oerre
KOHCTaTHPaHO Jieka OBa € BCYIIHOCT UCTOYHUOT Ha/l-
BOpeEIIIeH OeieM, TIOMECTEH T10 TPEeITka Ha CeBepo3a-
naza. Apyra onOpanbOeHa TuHHUja 3aMaIHO O TOTETOT
CH_5 vema. EnuHcTBEHO MOXKe /1a ce 3a0enexar asa
KyCH U JJa9YHO M3BHEHU MOTE3U Ha pactojanue o 40
u 80 METpH 01 CEBEPHUOT Kpaj Ha 3alaHHOT OeleM.
(CH6 m C7) OBa ce HACKH 3€MjEHH EIIapIIH, CO KOH
Omra TofIesyicHa Tepacara 3arajHo o 0eeMoT Ha Ha-
ceinbara U 10 ce u3Ienaa He Ouie cocTaBeH Aea O
CUCTEMOT HACEIOWHCKHU TePaCH.

O0jexTH HAABOP 01 OrpageHUoOT MNPOCTOP
(mana 10)

Beke mpu cucTeMarckuTe PEKOTHOCIHpama Ha
MPOCTOPOT HA Hacenbara Bo TekoT Ha 2013 roxuHa,
Oca eBUICHTUPAHU TOBPIIMHCKA OCTATOLHU O Mal
0poj 00jeKTH JIOLMPaHHU HAJABOP O/l INIABHUTE OeIeMHU
Ha HacenOara. ATOJTHUTE TOYKW Ha OBHE Tpaadu Oea
CHUMEHH BO TEKOT Ha 0Baa MCTPaKyBadka KamITama.

Ha oxony 160 MeTpu 3amagHo of BIE30T BO Ha-
cenbara, Ha 3200JIEHUOT BPB OJ1 PUIOT, Oea OTKpUEHU
TPH JUBO MCKOMIAHH U JCTYMHO pa3ypHaTH rpoOOBH.
Crany0a 300p 3a sujaHu rpoOOBH, IIOKPUECHH CO Ka-
Menu mio4d. (poto 11) Anadoku ce 6apem 70 cm. On
HajCEeBEpHUOT, TPo0 1, coOuyBaHM ce caMO MOKYCHTE
ctpanu. Toj e opueHTHpaH ceBepo3ara-jyrouCcTOK u
nonr e 2,5 merpu. Ha Hemro moBeke on 1Ba mMeTpa
jyrouctouHo of rpo6 1, eBupenTupan e rpod 2. He-
TOBHUTE CTPAaHU OWIIE LIETOCHO OTKPUEHH, a TIOKPHB-
HUTE 104U oTcTpaHeTd. OpUEHTHUPAH € CeBep-jyT CO
JUMEH3UM: ToJbkuHa, 3,10 meTpu, mupounHa 1,27.
Sunosure ox TpeTHOT rpo0, JTouupaH Ha OIu3y ae-
CEeT METPH OA jY’)KHUOT pab Ha rpoOOT 2, HE ce mpe-



Conclusions

The settlement at the site of Vidin Grad did not
have a proper fortification wall. It was not sur-
rounded by a free-standing wall along its entire
perimeter nor did the walls enclose a compact pol-
ygon. The rubble walls uncovered in the course of
this survey are support walls, whose principle aim
was to stabilize the ground for the heavy buildings
constructed inside the settlement. Their defensive
properties would have been negligible. They could
have limited and channeled movement through
the settlement, but they could not have prevented
coordinated attacks from multiple sides nor could
have they offered protection from projectiles. The
security of the inhabitants of this settlement relied
on its inaccessibility and remoteness from the main
regional road along the Vardar Valley. Although the
construction of this series of terrace walls would
have required considerable efforts — the total length
of the escarps surrounding this settlement is at least
1750 meters — they lagged behind the standards of
city wall construction in Classical Antiquity, both
in terms of design and building technique. The
quadrangular tower on the northern bank of the Vi-
din Dol and the basilica on the central terrace are
the only buildings with walls constructed of regu-
lar courses and bonded with high quality mortar.
Most of the terrace walls were built of unworked
stone and rare fragments of tile. This material was
bonded together with a mixture of mud and sand.
Along certain segments of the perimetral walls,
this rubble mass was consolidated with a facade
or a few courses of roughly cut blocks of large di-
mensions. The small number of facade blocks dis-
covered in the course of the survey can either be
related to the intensive mining of this material in
the recent past and/or to the fact that facade blocks
were only used near the main gates and other ex-
posed segments of the perimetral walls. Even the
humble revetment walls were not built along the
entire perimeter of the settlement, but were lim-
ited to its central parts. Because of the primitive
building technique, the plan and dimensions of the
few fortification elements, like the “bastion tow-
er” on the inner wall or the u-shaped towers on the
western and southern walls, cannot be determined.
The occurrence of these remains suggests that the
builders of this rampart were familiar with the ba-
sic concepts of the ancient art of fortification, but
they lacked the necessary means and knowledge to
implement them in practice.
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no3HaBaar. Ce pabOTH 3a YyeTHpHUAroiiHa jama, JIoJira
okoiy 2,15 meTpu, opueHTUpaHa UCToK-3amaa. OBue
rpobOBHU ce Jed of MmoMajia HeKpoIoja, IMoCTaBeHa
Ipex TIIaBHUOT 3allajicH BiIe3 BO HacenOara. (Mmara 8)

Ha oxony 70 meTpu of mpeMUHOT TipeKky Buaun
Jon, Ha HETOBHOT JieceH Oper, Oerre OTKpHUeHa OCHO-
Ba O]l OCaMeHa YeTHPHAaroyiHa Kyia co AUMEH3UH OJf
3 x 3,80 metpu. (poto 12) buna rpagena ox rpy6o
JieNTkaH KaMEH Bp3aH cO MalTep. SHIIOBHTE Ce CO IIH-
poumnHa of okorry 30 cm. Hejsunara gyukmmja Bo of-
OpaHa Ha Hacel0aTa W KOHTPOJIA Ha MMPEMUHOT TIpe-
Ky JOJIOT € OYHUINIEJIHA M CMETaMe Jieka Kynara Onia
MOANTHATa BO UCTO BPEME KOra M CHCTEMOT O[] Ha-
CeNIOMHCKY TepacH ja 100w cBojaTa KoHeuHa (hopMa.
CwMmeramMe Jieka MaroT IITO joaraji o Hacendara oj
CeBepHa CTpaHa, MHHYBAJ MTOKpPaj OBaa KyJa, To Tpe-
MuHyBan Buaua J{on 1 moKkpaj HCTOYHHOT HaIBOpe-
IeH OeqeM BoJies JI0 TIaBHHUOT BIie3 BO HacenbarTa.

Ha onnaneuenoct ox 160 u 183 meTpu ox ucrou-
HUOT BJIe3 BO Hacenbara, Ha aepo-oTtorpaduure ce
3a0eJie:KyBaar JiBe KpyXKHH (OpMaIliy O TPEYHHK OJT
6 u 9 merpu.(doro 13) Tue Mo MHOT'Y CBOM €JIEMEH-
TH HAJIMKyBaaT Ha OCHOBH Ol TpoOHHU Tymymnu.llo-
CTaBEHM Ce€ Ha pacTojaHue of peurcu 16 merpu. Bo
Onmu3nMHATa HEe MOXKE J]a ce 3a0erexar APYTH CINIHH
KPYTOBHU, HaKO MMa WHJIUIIMY 32 TIOCTOCH:E Ha pasyp-
Hara TyMyJIHa HEKpOIIojia Ha CeBEpHUOT Oper Ha Bu-
nuH Jlon. Ha oBa ykaxyBaie (hakToT IITO KPYKHUTE
dbopmu Oea mepuHUpaHW OjaromapeHHe Ha cepuja
O]l TPMYIIIKH IITO W3HUKHAJIE HA TOYKUTE HA KOU OH
Tpebaro J1a ce jaByBaar KaMemhaTa MEIHHUIIN O]l TYMY-
mHUOT npcteH. OOUAOT Ja ce mpoHajae 6apeM elieH
KaMeH Me'HHMK He J1a/ie TUI0[, TaKa IITO TOJKYBAambETO
Ha OBHE TI0jaBH OCTaHyBa HEU3BECHO.

33Kﬂy‘ll—ll/l coriieayBama

Hacenbara Ha nokanureror Bunun I'pan Hemana
o0suMe BO KJIACHYHA CMHCIIA Ha 300poT. Taa He Onia
0o0OWKOJIeHa CO SHJ IITO CTOET CaMOCTOjHO IO IIeIH-
OT HEj3UH MepuMeTap. SUTHUTE TUIATHA MITO Oea OT-
KPHUEHH BO TEKOT Ha TEPEHCKUTE UCTPAXKyBama OHiie
MOTHOPHU SHAOBH, YMja OCHOBHA (pyHKIHMja Omia na
ja cTaOuiM3Mpaar 3eMjaTa BO BHATPEIIHOCTA Ha Ha-
cenbara 3a moaurame BpCTH rpaadom. CekyHIapHo,
OBHE TIONSHIOBY MMaJilec W OTpaHMuYeHa onOpaHOcHa
yrnora. Tue ro JUMUTHpANe ¥ HACOYYBAJE IBUKCHC-
TO OJ1 ¥ BO TBpAMHATA, HO HE MOXKEJIE /1a CIIpeyar Ko-
OpJIMHUPAH HaMaJ Of IOBEKE MPaBIy, HUTY Ja Jaaatr
HEeKaKBa 3allTHTa o NpoekTwian. be3demHocra Ha
HACEJICHWETO IVIaBHO Ce TOTIHpalia Ha HElpHCTAall-
HOCTa Ha JIOKAJIUTETOT U HEroBaTa 3aTCKPHEHOCT OJT
IJIaBHATa Bapjaapcka Maructpaia. Mako mo cBojoT
Oficer ¥ JUMEH3UH (BKyITHATa JOJDKMHA Ha HACUIIUTE
u3HecyBa Oapem 1750 MeTpH), MOOUramkETO Ha OBOj
CHCTEM O] TEPAaCHH SHUJIOBH CEKAaKO Hajarai 3Ha4yu-



This characterization of the perimetral walls of
Vidin Grad is not tendentiously belittling. In fact, if
the immediate context of this settlement is consid-
ered, its system of terrace wall is a major achieve-
ment. The ancient town at Vidin Grad is located
less than 10 km from Stobi, by far the largest town
in this part of Macedonia. It is a true wonder that
it had maintained its status for over one millenni-
um, in an agriculturally marginal area and off the
main regional road. (Donev 2018, Map 1) Under
the Roman Empire, Vidin Grad was the economic
and, possibly, administrative centre of a mountain-
ous microregion, with limited natural and demo-
graphic resources. It is conceivable that this town
did not even control the fertile alluvium along the
Vardar.> Nonetheless, against all odds, Vidin Grad
survived at least until the end of Antiquity and,
like all other towns in Classical Antiquity, boast-
ed a town square with formally arranged public
buildings, including an Early Christian Basilica. It
is worth pointing that very high concentration of
amphorae have been identified among the ceram-
ic fragments collected from the field immediately
below the central terrace. If anything, the ancient
town at Vidin Grad was in an excellent position to
mediate in the exchange of products between the
alluvial plain and the mountainside.

In this context, it is interesting to observe that,
whereas topographically, Vidin Grad gravitates
towards the north, its field of view falls mostly
to the south.* This is predetermined by the local
topography and it is reflected in the architecture
of the perimetral walls. The strongest sections of
the perimetral walls, including the main gate, face
north and northeast. It is logical to conclude that
both the frequency of traffic and the risk of attacks
were the highest from this direction. The main traf-
fic artery in this area would have come from the
spacious plains north of Vidin Grad, entered the
town through its eastern gate and continued west-
wards, in the direction of the mountainside. The
exchange of agricultural surplus between these
two zones, the Vardar Valley and the mountainous

3 This is the case nowadays and, probably, in the recent
past too. The people of Vodovrati do not own the orchards
on the best land along the Vardar, but the dry, lacustrine
sediments a few kilometers west of the Vardar. If that was
the case in the distant past and if these are the ruins of
Argos then the label Argos on the Vardar would be highly
inappropriate. Paeonian Argos would be a more adequate
choice.

# Once a good 3D model of the surrounding terrain is pro-
cured, demonstrating this in GIS should not be a problem.
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TEJIHU HAIlOpH, TOj JAJIEKy 3a0CTaHyBa 3aJ (popru-
(hUKAIUCKUTE CUCTEMH Ha HAIIUTE TIOTOJIEMU aHTUY-
KM TPaJIOBH, KaKO 110 CBOjaTa KOHIIEIIIH]a, TaKka U 110
TeXHHUKara Ha rpajeme. Co UCKIydOK Ha ocamMeHara
YEeTHPUATOIHA KYJia Ha IeBHOT Oper Ha Bumun Jlon u
OaswinkaTta, He yCrieaBMe Jia IpOHajIeMe Tparu Of
CONMUJIHA MalITepHA TEeXHHKA. [loTIOpHUTE SHIOBH
Ouiie rpaleHd oI jaJApo O] HeOOpPaOOTCHU KaMera
U PETKH NMPUMECH Ha TyJa, BP3aHH CO Kaj M CUTHO
npobeH kameH. Ilonekoramr oBaa Maca Omiia KOHCO-
JMUIUpaHa oJ] HAJIBOPEIHATA CTPAaHA CO CH pell JIu-
1[eBU OJIOKOBH, MOPHHO 00pabOTEHU U CO MOTOJICMH
quMeH3nd. Toa mTo Oea MPOHAjACHU MHOTY MaJKy
BaKBHM MPUMEPOIIM MOXKE Ja 3Ha4M JieKa THE Ouie
CHCTEMAaTCKH BaJICHU 110 HAITyIITalkETO Ha Hacenbara
WM TIaK Jieka OWjie KOPUCTEHU MOIIHE OTPaHUYCHO,
€aMo TIOKPaj BIC3HUTE MApTHH U HA KITYYHUTE TOUKH
on 00suaueTo. BripodeM, MCTpaKyBameTO MOKaxa
JIeKa TypH U MOTIIOPHU SHJIOBH HE OUJIE TOTUTaHU 110
1eNaTa JOo/DKUHA Ha TePacuTe, TYKY CaMo JI0JIK OHHE
CEerMEHTH Bp3 KOU TOYMBAJIC IIEHTPATHUTE JCIOBU
on Hacenbara. [Topamu rpyOaTa TeXHHKa Ha Tpaickhe,
TUTAHOT U TUMECH3UUTE Ha ofAeHuTe HopTHHUKAIM-
CKHU €JICMEHTH - KaKo ,,0aCTHOHOT,, HA BHATPEITHHOT
OeneM WK 3arajiHaTa u jy)KHa ,,Kyia,, — He MOXe Ja
OumaT TOYHO onpeaeacH. Tue cBemxoyUaT IeKa JKUTe-
JUTE Ha OBa Trpardye OWie 3aM03HACHU CO TIIABHUTE
TEKOBU BO aHTHYKaTa (HOPTHHUKAIMCKA apXUTEKTY-
pa, HO T¥ HeMalle IOTPeOHUTE CPEICTBA U 3HACH:E 3a
BUCTHUHCKHU J1a TU UMILICMEHTHPAAT.

Baksara xBanmdukanyja Ha onOpanOeHaTa apxu-
TEKTypa Ha aHTUYKHOT Tpaj Kaj ceyno BomoBparu He
MOJKE Jla CE CMETa 3a MpeTepaHo HeraTuBHA, HUTY J1a
3agymyBa. OBa rparde OMIIO CMECTEHO Ha HEIITO O]
10 kM ceBepozanagno ox CToOW ¥ BUCTUHCKO YY/I0
€ IITO yCIeasio JAa Ce OIP>KHU BO TEK OJ PEYUCH €ICH
MUJICHUYM BO TMPETEKHO IUTAHMHCKU PETHOH U Ha-
CTpaHa O]l TIaBHUOT pervoHajieH nar. Buaun I'pan
BO aHTHKaTa OWJ €KOHOMCKO M aJMHHHCTPATUBHO
CpeuINTe Ha Mall ¥ TIPETEXHO CTOYApCKHA PETHOH,
KOj C€ OJJTUKYBaJl CO JIMMUTHPAHU YOBEYKH U TPH-
ponuu pecypeu.® Y mokpaj oBre OKONHOCTH, Buanu
I'pan, xako u cekoja Apyra Hacenda oj TPaJICKU Ka-
pakTep, MOXena a ce nmoganu co ypoaHo CpeulIITe,
TUIONITATYe, U 0apeM HEKOJIKY TpajziOu O] jaBeH Ka-

* TIpatuasbe € 1aau 0BOj TPaj ro KOHTPOIUPAI IIOAHO-
TO 3eMjHIITE BO JIONMHATa Ha Bapnap wiam nak Hajronem
JIel O] HEeroBara TEpUTOpHja Ce COCTOEIN O PUICKO-ILIA-
HUHCKHOT TepeH Bo nognoxjero Ha Kiena. Tyka Bpenu na
ce HallOMeHe JieKa JieHeC aTtapoT Ha cesio BomoBparu He ce
mpoTera 10 IeCHUOT Oper Ha pekara Bapaap. Jlokonky cu-
Tyalnujara Ouia CIMYHa ¥ BO aHTHUKaTa U JOKOJIKY € TOYHA
uaeHTuUKaLUjaTa Ha Aproc co 0Boj JOKIUTET, HA3UBOT
Aproc Ha Bapmap He e 6amr coonBeTeH u Tpeba na ce 3a-
MEHH CO MajoHCKH Aproc.



interior, must have followed this same line. On the
other hand, the links with the areas to the south are
mostly visual. The field of view from the south-
ern terraces of Vidin Grad extends all the way to
Stobi. The visual control of this land was further
enhanced with the construction of the bastion tow-
ers on the southern terrace edge and on the inner
wall. It should not be excluded that these topo-
graphic particularities reflect the local territorial
arrangements. The well-connected plains north of
Vidin Grad were parts of the territory of this town,
whereas the land to the south belonged to Stobi.

The perimetral walls of Vidin Grad also reflect
the longevity of this settlement and the mechanisms
of urban construction. There lacks a coherent de-
sign in the system of settlement terraces at this site.
It evolved spontaneously, following the expansion
of the built-up area. This is the chief reason it
proved impossible to distinguish between ancient
terrace walls and modern field divisions. It is even
more challenging to make any claims about the rel-
ative chronology of the individual wall segments.
We can only afford to articulate a likely hypothesis.
One of the few certainties about these ramparts is
that the outer western and eastern walls were con-
temporary and, possibly, earlier than the other wall
segments. They stand apart from the other terrace
walls by their width, orientation and, above all, the
design of the entrance corridors. The latter were
surely the most representative segments of the city
walls, the eastern gate being the more important
one. It also makes sense to suppose that the inner
line, SI3-14, was later than the outer walls. It is al-
most as massive as the outer wall, but it includes
at least a couple of fortification elements, absent
on the outer eastern wall. However, the inner wall
does not have a monumental gate. It is as if the
primary concern of its builders was the defense of
the central part of the settlement. The building of a
wall along the line SI3-14 not only reduced the de-
fensive perimeter, it also moved it to a more defen-
sible line, on a terrace much taller than the terrace
behind the outer wall.

It is impossible to say anything specific about
the relative date of the short wall segments that pro-
tect the settlement from the east and south. These
stretches were built in a technique inferior to that
used on the wall curtains that faced north. In some
cases, as in the eastern fore-wall, it is evident that
it was added to the outer wall in a late construction
phase, with the goal of protecting the part of the
settlement that stood on the southern bank of the
Vidin Dol. Equally intractable are the relative dates
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paKkTep, KOM PEUUCH CUTYPHO BKJIy4YyBaaT U €IlHA
paHoXpucTHjaHCKa Oasmiuka. Tpeba a ce mocouu u
rOJIEMOTO KOJIMYE€CTBO (parMeHTH of amdopa, mpo-
HajACHN Ha Taplienara Mmoj [eHTpajiHaTa Tepaca, BO
TEKOT Ha ucTpaxyBameTo o1 2013 roquna. brarona-
peHre Ha CBojaTa MecTomonoxkOa, Bumun I'pan 6un
BO HJcaJIHA TMO3UIUja Jla IMOCPeayBa BO pa3MeHaTa
Ha CTOKa MoMery J0oJIMHaTa Ha pexara Bapnap u muia-
HUHCKHOT npenen oxkony Kiemna.

Ha oBa mecrto, 3Ha49ajHO € f1a ce ondenexu PakToT
mTO, moneka tonorpadcku Buawna ['pam rpaButHpa
KOH CEBEp, BUIHOTO TI0JIE O OBOj JOKAIUTET IVIaB-
HO ce mpotera KoH jyr.° OBa ro IUKTHpa JOKaJHATa
Tornorpaduja, OTHOCHO BUCHHCKATa pa3jinka moMery
rpe0eHOT Ha Koj ce Haofa Bunun [pan u cocennute
rpebeHH, 1 € O/Ipa3eHo BO IJIAHOT Ha IEPUMETPATHU-
Te sunoBu. HajcuiiHo rpasenure nenoBu o nepume-
TPaJIHUOT SHJ, BKIIy4yBajKu TM W HOPTHUTE, INIeAaar
KOH ceBep M ceBepoucTok. OBa cekako Tpeba na ce
JIOBEZIe BO BPCKa CO MHTEH3UTETOT Ha JIOKATHUOT CO-
oOpakaj ¥ CO pU3MKOT O]l Hara 1, KOu Ouiie HajroJie-
MU O]l OBaa cTpaHa. | maBHaTa cooOpakajHa BpcKa BO
OBOj Kpaj, Toaraja o IpOCTPaHUTE ITOJIHEbA CEBEPHO
on Bunun ['pan, Bnerysana Bo HacenbaTa HU3 HEj3H-
HaTa UCTOYHA TOpTa ¥ MPOJ0JDKYBaa KOH 3a1aji, KOH
Knemna, cnenejku ja HagomKHATa OCKa HA JIOKAJIUTE-
TOT. HacpoTu oBa, BpCKHTE CO MIPOCTOPOT jY’KHO OJT
JIOKAJIUTETOT ¥ MOTOKOT [ T1aBjara ce mpeTe,HO BU3Y-
enan. Op jyxauTe Tepacu Ha Buaun ['panx mormemxor
ce mpotera c¢ 1o Croou. OBaa o/UIMKa HA JIOKATHU-
OT TEPEH € YIITEe MOBEKe 3achiieHa CO M3rpaadara
Ha “OacTHOHUTE TIOKpaj BHATPEIIHHOT HUCTOUEH U
HaJIBOPEIHHUOT jykeH sui. He cMmee ma ce nckiydn
MOXKHOCTA JIeKa CEBO OBa JOHEKaJe T'M oApasyBa U
TEPUTOPHjATHUTE TIOAENION BO 0BOj Kpaj. [IpocTopor
Ha ceBep of Buaun ['pax, Bo npaBen Ha ycTHeTO Ha
Bbperannuna, my npunaran Ha rparueto Bunun I'pag,
Jlo7ieKka OKoMHara Ha aenemHo [paacko, na Ctobu.

He mocTou jacHa jioruka BO CHUCTEMOT O]l HaceJ-
OouHcku Tepacu Ha Bumun ['pan. Tue ce pazpuBaie
CTHUXHJHO, BO 3aBHCHOCT OJ TOa BO KOj IpaBell ce
nmmpena Hacenbara. TokMy 3aToa HeE € JIECHO Jia ce
NPEABUIM KOja OJf MEI'HTe OWIa e O] CTAPHOT CHC-
TEM TepacH, a Koja € Bo (yHKIIMja HA COBPEMEHATa
nojiesioa Ha 3eMjuniTero. [TogenHaKBO TEUIKO MOXKE
Jla ce TPETIIOCTaBU pejlaTMBHATA XPOHOJIOTHja Ha
OJIJICITHUTE CETMEeHTH oJ1 0osuauero. Cenak, Hema Jia
Oune Oe3 OCHOBa aKo ce Kaxe JeKa MpuMapHU Ounie
HAJIBOPEIHUOT 3amajieH U uctoueH Oemem. Tue ce
OJUTHKYBaaT Kako IO CBOjaTa MacHBHOCT, Taka W IO
apTHUKyJIalMjaTa Ha BJI€3HHUTE MapTHH. BHATpeHHOT

5 Jlokonky ce 06e36emu 106ap 3/ Mojen Ha TEPEHOT
okory Bunma ['pax, He Ou mpeTcTaByBasio mpoodieM Bak-
BOTO TBpAEHE Ja ce aeMoHcTpupa Bo ['MC.



of the inner terraces, like the central terrace or the
“acropolis”. It can merely be observed that these
terrace walls must have been constructed by the
time the first public buildings had been in place.
Further complicating the inner division of space at
Vidin Grad, are the short segment that encloses the
southern terrace from west or the walls that spread
radially from the corners of the central terrace.
They are impossible to fit into the main system of
terrace walls that surround this settlement nor can
they be attributed any practical purpose. This is the
chief reason to suppose they were built for agricul-
tural purposes, in the recent past.

All in all, this system of terrace walls is not the
product of a planned building campaign, but of a
number of episodes of construction that regulated
the expansions and contractions of the settlement’s
built-up area. Unlike many towns in Classical An-
tiquity, the perimetral walls of Vidin Grad were
created on an additive principle.

There is a very close overlap between the map
of the ceramic site, as documented in the ceramic
survey of 2013, and the map of the perimetral walls
of Vidin Grad (Map 5). The coincidence between
the outer perimetral wall and the zone of high arte-
fact density is almost perfect. Field block XLIV, the
neighbouring field to the north and the field west
of field blocks XXVII and XVIII also belonged to
the built-up area of this settlement. The density of
ceramic fragments drops sharply beyond the line
of the outer walls and we are inclined to believe
that most of the built-up area of this settlement was
behind the perimetral wall.

There are no consistent differences between the
finds collected from the field blocks in the central
parts of the settlement and those collected from its
periphery. The only difference is that the frequency
of pre-Roman finds increases from the centre to the
periphery of the settlement. However, this cannot
be taken as an indication that the area of the set-
tlement shrunk in the later phases of its existence.
As argued before, this could also mean that, in the
central parts of the settlement, the pre-Roman ma-
terial is buried under thick deposits of the Roman
period.” The area enclosed by the perimetral ter-
race walls is about 12.5 ha, slightly larger than the
area of the ceramic site.

It is obvious that this method of fieldwork can-
not secure chronologically sensitive data. Most ar-
tefactual evidence found on the surface of the sup-

3 So far, the stratigraphic test-pit excavations initiated
in 2019 seem to confirm the latter interpretation.
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Oenem Owmn monenHakBO MokeH. Toj compku U ofpe-
neHn (GopTH(RUKAIMCKHA EIEMEHTH, Kako 0aCTHOHOT
O]l ICTOYHATa CTPaHa, HO (aKTOT IITO OTCYCTBYBa-
aT jacHO TPEMO3HATIMBU TPArk OJ TOPTH yKaXKyBa
JileKka 0BOj oxOpaHOeH 1mojac OMII M3rpajieH BO MOAO-
nHekHa (aza on mocroemeTo Ha HacenOara. [lo ce
U3INea, CTapuTe MOPTU BO Hacesdara MpomoKUIIe
Ja (YHKIIMOHMpAAT, a KIIydHO OWIIo Ja ce 00e30enar
KUTETNTE U JaBHUTE TPaJ0H BO IIEHTPAITHUOT AEI O
Hacenbara.

Hajromem nmen ox KycuTe OTCEYKH IITO ja 3aTBO-
paJie Hacenbara oJf ICTOYHA U jy’)KHA CTpaHa ce UCTO
Taka CeKyHJapHU BO OJHOC Ha HAJBOPELIHUTE Oere-
Mmu. Tre ce peloBHO SUAaHU BO TOCIa0da TeXHUKA O
MIOJISHJIOBUTE OPUEHTHUPAHU CEBEPO3amai-jyrOuCTOK.
Bo ciydajoT Ha HCTOYHUOT PESHI, OUHUTIICTHO OIT
MPOIOIDKEH TIIABHUOT HaJBOpemIeH OeleM KOH ce-
Bep, CO IIeJT Ja Ce TIOHY/IN HeKaKBa 3allITHUTA 32 JIEI0T
o] HacenOara IUTO W3JeryBal Ha OperoT ox Buaun
Homn. Jyxxnara u ucrouHara tepaca of ,,aKkporoia-
Ta,, U MOJASWAOT INTO IO OOHMKOIYBa LEHTPAIHOTO
TUIOMITAaTYe WCTO Taka MOXKeOW Owiie MOIWUTHATH BO
€/IHa TIONIOIHEXKHa (Da3a, BepOjaTHO BO HMICTO BpeMe
Kora Ouiie MOIUTHATH NPBUTE MOTOJIEMH Ipagldu BO
BHaTpelrHocTa Ha HacenOara. be3 moxmeramHu mpo-
yayBama, TEHIKO MOXKE JIa e Kake HEITO MOoojpe-
JIEHO 3a KyCHUTE€ OTCEUYKH IITO ja 3aTBOpaJie jy)KHATa
MOJIOBMHA Ha Hacendara of] 3amajHaTa CTpaHa, WiIH
3a HACUNHTE KOW PaUjalHO Ce IIMpar of] IEeHTpall-
HHUOT IUIOIITAJ KOH HaJBOpelHuTe Oexemu. Tue He
MOXKEJIe Jla MMaaT HeKakBa oj0paHOeHa WU Jpyra
NpakTHYHA HAMEHa 1 He Tpeda /1a ce UCKITYYH MOXK-
HOCTa JIeKa OBa Ce PeleHTHU MeTu. Bo cexoj ciydaj,
He ce paboTy 3a mIaHCKH rpaneHa goprudukanyja,
TYKY 3a cepuja 3adaTi co KO Ce peryirpaina eKcraH-
3MjaTa U KOHTpaKIMjaTa Ha HACEIIOMHCKOTO jaapo.

JIoKOJIKY TH NIPEKIIONMME MaluTe Ha KEPaMUYKH-
OT TIOKPHBau M OCTAaTOLUTE O 00SHAMETO, ke 3a0e-
JIeKUME JIeKa JBETE IMOMIJIOTH PEUMCH COBPIICHO CE
mokyomyBaar (mama 5). HamBopemHuor oOpav o
MOJISUAOBY € BOSIHO W TPaHMIA HA 30HATa Ha BHCO-
Ka r'yCTHHA Ha KepaMuyku Haomu. KoH HaceneHara
MOBPIIMHA HA JIOKAJIUTETOT Ke Tpeba 1a TH JoJame
u napuenara XLIV, cocennara napuena KOH ceBep,
Kako U mapiiesara 3anajaHo ox omokoBute XXVII u
XXVIII, xon He 6ea PEKOTHOCIMPAHU BO TEKOT HA
2013 romuna. HaaBop on orpaaeHara MOBpIIMHA,
TyCTUHATa Ha KePaMUYKU HAOJM OIara MOBeKeKpar-
HO Y HajBEPOjaTHO, ICJIOKYITHATA HACEJICHA TOBPIIIH-
Ha OwmJIa 3arpajieHa ol HePUMETPATHUTES SHUMHH.

He moxe na ce 3abenexu MOABOSHOCT TOMETyY
MaTepHjaioT coOpaH Mo MPEXHH eTUHUIM o7 Oio-
KOBUTE OTPaJCHU CO BHATPELIHUOT OEZeM U OHHE Ha
nepudepujara of JOKaIUTETOT. PaKTOT IWITO MpPEA-
PUMCKHOT MaTepHjall ce cpekaBa Io4ecTo HaBOp O



port walls or inserted into the masonry is indicative
of a Late Roman date. Of course, this material is
representative only of the last phase of reconstruc-
tion of the perimetral walls. If anything, this study
has demonstrated that the system of terrace walls
must have had a long history of additions and re-
constructions. It was already mentioned that the
peculiar design of the eastern and western gate
of Vidin Grad is of a limited chronological value.
Nevertheless, the fact tangential gates in general
were not constructed after the Roman conquest,
cannot be ignored. Moreover, the particular variant
of tangential gates at Vidin Grad — short corridor
entrances, with a long axis oblique to the walled
area - has a number of geographically and chron-
ologically close parallels. We could mention the
city-walls of Kallithea in Old Phthiotis, construct-
ed in the late 4™ century BC, (Chykerda, Haagsma,
Karapanou 2014) Stymphalos in Arcadia, dated to
the 4™ century BC, (Williams, Gourley 2005) An-
tigonea in Epirus, dated not later than the 3™ centu-
ry BC, (Zachos et al. 2006) Amantia in Illyria and
Cuka at Aitos in Epirus dated to the 4"-3" century
BC. (Karaiskaj 1980) Precedents can also be found
among some prehistoric fortified settlements in the
Vardar Valley, but these differ from the tangential
gates of Vidin Grad. (Mikul¢i¢ 1982; Ristov 2004)
The corridor entrances at these sites are considera-
bly longer than those at the Late Classical-Hellen-
istic foundations and they are more accurately de-
scribed as concentric than as tangential entrances.
The entrance way does not lead diagonally across
the walled area, but spirals around its central point.
Moreover, prehistoric corridor entrances are sim-
pler. They lack details like cross-walls or the but-
tressing of the corridor walls. All in all, the relation
between the overlap gates of Iron Age forts from
the Vardar Valley and those at Vidin Grad are too
superficial to claim a direct descent between the
two.

This type of gates does not occur on city-walls
or fortifications built after the Roman conquest of
this region. Tangential entrances have better defen-
sive properties than axial entrances, but during the
long period of the Pax Romana, the smooth flow of
wheeled traffic through the city-gates would have
been of greater importance than the security of the
town-dwellers.

Although a Hellenistic date for the principle
construction phase of the perimetral walls of Vi-
din Grad cannot be supported by direct material
evidence, it does not contradict the results of the
ceramic survey and it is in accord with one of the
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JIeNIOT OTPajieH OJl BHATPEIIHUOT OeneM, He Mopa Aa
3Ha4M JieKa Hacesa0ara ce HaMaskiia BO OO HEeKHa-
Ta (asa 0l CBOETO IIOCTOEHE, TYKYy JieKa NpeapuM-
CKHOT XOPU30HT € CKPHEH IO aHTUYKUTE IpafOu BO
LEHTPaJHUOT JIeN Off Hacendara. BkynHara ronemu-
Ha Ha orpajJeHara MOBpIIMHA U3HECYBa OKody 12,5
Xa U € HelITO Morojema of] 30HaTa Ha HaTIpoceyHa
T'YCTHHA Ha KepaMUYKH HAOIH.

Bo oBaa ¢a3za mopa 1a octaneMme BO3/Ip:KaHH Kora
cTaHyBa 300p 3a BpeMeTO Ha MMOoIuTame Ha oBHE Oe-
nemu. Pedricu cute Haoaw mpoHajIeHY BP3 WIIA BMET-
HATH BO SHJHOTO TIATHO MOXKE CO CUTYPHOCT Jia ce
Jatupaar BO JOLHOpHMCKara emnoxa. Ho emuHcTBe-
HO HEIITO IITO OBOj MOAATOK KaKyBa € BPEMETO Ha
nociuenHara ¢asa Ha KOPUCTEHEe U OOHOBA Ha OBHE
sumoBu. Op apyra cTpaHa, Mako Oele IMOABICYCHO
JleKa KapaKTepUCTUYHHTE BIIE30BU BO Haceidara He
Ce TpEeTepaHO XPOHOJOIIKHA CEH3UTHBHH, HE MOXKE
Ja ce urHopupa (akToT AeKa TaHTCHIUjaIHU MOPTH
HE C€ jaByBaaT BO IMEPHOJAOT MO PUMCKOTO OCBOjY-
Bame, OWJIO Ha IMBHJIHH, OMIIO HA BOCHH JIOKAJIUTE-
TH. MHOTY TIO3Ha4ajHO € TOa IITO PEYHCH HICHTHIHA
BapHjaHTa Ha BAKOB TUI TAHTEHIHjaTHU TTOPTH — CO
BJIE30BH [IOCTaBEHH KOCO Ha OrpajieHara IMOBPLIMHA
— ce CpeTHYBaarT Ha HU3a YTBPACHH I'PaJCKU HACEIOH
0]l XCJICHUCTHYKUOT TEePHOJl, BO [puyja ¥ momupo-
ko Ha bankanckuor [lomyocTtpoB. Tyka 6u ru cmo-
MeHaJje rpajackure suauHu Ha Kanurea, Bo dtrotu-
na, m3rpaneHu Bo qouHuot 4 ek m.H.e. (Chykerda,
Haagsma, Karapanou 2014), Ctumdanoc Bo Apka-
nmuja Ha [lenomnoHes, UCcTO Taka JaTHUpaHU BO 4 BEK
n.H.e. (Williams, Gourley 2005), AHTuroneja kaj
Jepme Bo Enmp, natupanr Bo 3 Bek 1.H.e. (Zachos
et al. 2006), AmanTrja u Uyka e Ajroc, Bo Mnupuja u
Enup, narnpanu Bo HCTHOT MEPHOA Kako U AHTHTO-
Heja. (Karaiskaj 1980) Ilapanenu Mmoxe aa ce Hajaar
Y TIOMer'y HEKOM JKeJIe3HOBPEMEHCKH YTBpAYBamba BO
[MoBapnapueTo, HO TaHTEHIMjaTHUTE TIOPTH HA OBHE
JIOKAJTUTETH CE PA3IMKyBaar Off BapHjaHTaTa OTKpue-
Ha Ha Buaws ['pan. (Mukymank 1982; Puctos 2004)
Biiesnure kopuaopu Ha OBHE JIOKAIUTETH CE 3HAYH-
TEJIHO TONOJTH o1 oHue Ha Buaun I'pag u Ha nper-
XOJTHO CIIOMEHATUTE JOITHOKIACUYHU U XCJICHUCTHY-
KM HaceJIOu ¥ THe MOMPBO OM MOXKeJe Jia ce Hapedar
KOHIIEHTPUYHH OTKOJIKY TaHTSHIIMjaJTHH BIe30BH. Bo
OBHE CIIy4ad, BIE3HUOT KOPHUOP HE € TIOCTaBEH KOCO
BO OJIHOC Ha OTpaJieHaTa HOBPIIMHA TYKY BOIHM KOH-
HEHTPUYHO OKONY 3aMHCIICHHOT LEHTap Ha TBPIH-
Hara. OCBeH TOa, MPEIUCTOPUCKUTE TaHTEHIIH]jaTHN
BJIC30BH MMaaT MPHIUYHO €JHOCTaBeH IutaH. Hema
Tparu off CTeCHYBame Ha BIE3HUOT KOPUAOP CO Ha-
MIPEYHH SHJIOBH, HUTY TaK SHIOBHUTE O]l KOPHUAOPOT
ce TMOMAacHUBHO SHAAHU OJl OCTAaTOKOT OJ SHIHOTO
wiaTHo. PopMaNHUTE CIMYHOCTH MOMEry MOpPTHTE
Ha Buaun I'panx 1 Ha XKeJIe3HOBPEMEHCKUTE YTBPY-
Bama BO BapjapcKara JIOJMHA Ce MPIINYHO IMOBPII-



hypotheses for the foundation of this town present-
ed in an earlier issue of this journal. (Donev 2018)
If this suggestion is proven correct, the implication
is that the settlement in its earliest phase was ei-
ther undefended or its ramparts were thoroughly
reconstructed during the Hellenistic period. With a
number of additions and modifications, these walls
had been maintained until the Late Roman period.

This study was primarily an attempt to recon-
struct the wall enclosure of the ancient settlement
at Vidin Grad. To this end, it was necessary to pres-
ent a detailed report of the findings made during
the topographic survey of 2017. Although certain
details of the perimetral walls will have to remain
blurred until further research, the basic layout and
elements have been successfully reconstructed.
Hopefully, this paper has also demonstrated that
the reconstruction of the wall enclosure was not a
goal in itself. The position, plan and building tech-
nique of city walls can also be highly informative
about the socio-economic status of the communi-
ties they defended and their place and role in the
local road and trading networks.
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HH M CMETaMe JieKa YPHEKOT 3a mopTute Ha Bumaux
I'pan Tpeba na ce 6apa Bo hopTHPHUKAIIMCKUTE TEKO-
BU BO PETUOHOB, BO XCJIICHUCTUYKUOT IIEPUOI, 4 HE BO
JIOKAJTHUTE TIPETUCTOPUCKH TPAJUIIHH.

TeopeTcku, TaHI€HIUjaJTHUTE HOPTH MMAaT I0-
no0pu onOpaHOeHN KapaKTEPUCTHKH Of] AKCHjaTHUTE
BJIE30BH, ME'yTOa BO AOJITHOT NEPUOA HA CTAOMITHOCT
M eKOHOMCKH TpoctieputeT noj Pumckoro LlapeTso,
YUCTO OAOpPaHOCHHWTE KBAJUTETH Ha YTBPIyBamara
maraaTr BO BTOp IIJIaH BO OJHOC Ha HEMPEUYEHOTO Ol
BHBame€ Ha KOJICKHOT cooOpakaj. (McNicoll, Milner
1997, 6) Mako HeMa MUpeKTHA MaTepHjaiHa MMOTBpAa
3a JaTUpamkeTO Ha TNaBHara ¢a3a Ha 0OSHUANETO BO
XEJICHUCTHYKUOT TEePHOJl, Toa HE W MPOTHBPEYHN Ha
xpoHoJsiorujata Ha Buaun ['paa nspadoreHa Bp3 oc-
HOBa Ha MOBPUIMHCKUTE HAOAM, HUTY ja MOTKOILYBa
XHUTIOTe3aTa OKOITy OCHOBAm-€TO Ha 0BOj rpall. ([loHeB
2018) Jlokonky BakBUTE MPETIOCTABKH CE MOTBP/AT,
TOa Ke 3Hauu JieKa KeJe3HOBPEeMEHCKaTa U paHOaH-
TUYKa Hacenba Wiu Ouiia ojf OTBOPEH THIT UIIH HEj3H-
HUTE SUJIMHH TMPETPIIEIie OINCEeKHA PEKOHCTPYKIIMja
BO XEJIEHUCTUYKHOT HEPUO.

HctpaxyBama Ha jokanuteror Bumun I'pag Bo
rojieMa Mepa T HaJOMNOJNHHUja HAIIUTE MOPaHCITHA
CO3HaHMja 3a Tonorpadujara Ha oBaa Hacenba. bea
YTBp/ICHU TOYHHUTE TUMEH3WW Ha Hacenbara, Hauu-
HOT Ha KOj OMJI KOHLIMITUPAH U MOJUTHAT CUCTEMOT OJI
HaceNOWHCKH TepacH, a OBHE TIOATOIIH WHANPEKTHO
HU [IPEHECOa 110 HEIITO U 32 COLUJATHUOT U CKOHOM-
CKH CcTaTyc Ha oBaa Hacenba. Kako u cexorar, Moxe
Jla ce 103HaaT MHOTY TIOBEKe JICTalli 38 apXUTEKTOH-
CKUTE OCTAaTOLM HAa OBOj JIOKAJIMTET IOKOJKY HC-
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Map 1: Vidin Grad and its surroundings, a segment of a topographic map 1: 25 000 /
Bunun ['pan u HEMoCpeaHOTO ONKPYKYyBamwe, HCEUOK o1 Tororpadeka kapra 1: 25 000

[e—— -
. Linear features examined in the fleld survey : . - Wagend

T

Map 2: Aerial photograph of the site with the surveyed field hedges /

aepo-dotorpaduja ox JOKATUTETOT CO UCTPAKCHUTE METH
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-~ Nerespailegend
’ Jewizn nacan/earihen eszan
— e [penocrasen pal o nomopen sugassumed edoe of suppart wall
Nomepagt pab oq nomapen swafconfirmed edge of suppart wall

Map 3: Map of the surface probes / Mana Ha OBPIIUHCKUATE COHIH

Nerexgaiegent

B Ena then escanp [iFi]
— e ADETRGCTEEGH PAD O AOSENA M Sumed £O50 o tunpod wall [18)
—— navepotn B0 G nonsnaiecetnmed edoe of suppcd wal 289

Map 4: The system of terrace walls in the eastern half of the settlement /

CUCTEMOT O] TCpaCHU SUJOBU BO UCTOYHATA ITOJIOBUHA HaA Hacenbara
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Nerenpa/Legend

3emjer Hackn/zarthen escarp {12) 43 to 141 (19)
— = npeTnocTaEed pald Ha neTnopex suafassumed edge of support wall (18)
notepgen pab Ha narnaped skg/confirmed edge of support wall (20) 13 to 43 (B0)
2to 13 (141)
1t 2 (38)
Dt 1 {97)

Map 5: Map of the terrace walls and the overall shards density at Vidin Grad / mamna Ha TepacHUTE SHIOBHU U
TYCTHHATa Ha MOBPIIMHCKU Marepujai Ha Bumun ['pax

e, B f 5 [}
\-‘5\ M'HMUMAHC K¥W

Rl

xpen

Map 6: The southern terraces and the central terrace / jyxHuTe TepacH 1 LIEHTpajHaTa Tepaca
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i on P . d edye of suppan wall (18)
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Map 7: The system of terrace walls in the western half of the settlement /

CHUCTEMOT O] TEPACHU SUAOBU BO 3al1a/iHaTa IOJIOBHMHA Ha Hacenbara
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Map 8: Plan of the robbed tombs west of the main entrance /

IJIaH O] IUBO-MCKOIIAHNUTE TPOOOBH, 3aaIHO O] TIIABHUOT BJe3
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Map 9: The quadrangular tower on the left bank of the Vidin Dol and the assumed access road to the settle-
ment / YeTupuarosHara KyJa Ha JIeBHOT Oper Ha Bumun [{on u npernocraBeHHOT riproa 10 Buaun ['pajn

Photograph 1: remains of the bastion tower on the eastern inner wall / octaToru ox 6acTroH-Kynara Ha
MCTOYHHOT, BHATPEIICH SH]T
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Photograph 2: Vidin Grad and its surroundings, view from the northeast /

Bunus I'pan 1 HemocpeaHOTO ONKPYXKyBambe, OIS O CEBEPOUCTOK

Photograph 3: The eastern entrance into the settlement / uctoueH Bie3 Bo Hacenbara
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Photograph 4: The eastern corridor wall of the eastern gate; a view from the east /

WCTOYHHOT SHJ| O BIE3HHUOT KOPHUIOP; TIOTJIE]T O UCTOK

Photograph 5: The western corridor wall of the eastern gate; a view from the east /

3amaJHAOT SUJ O ICTOYHUOT BIE3€H KOPUIOP, TIOTIIEH O/ HCTOK
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Photograph 6: The eastern fore-wall / uctounnot npeasu

Photograph 7: A segment of the inner, eastern wall / 7e1 01 HCTOYHUOT, BHATPEIICH SH
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Photograph 8: An illicit dig in the eastern support wall of the central terrace /

JAWUB UCKOIT BO UCTOYHUOT NOTIOPCH SUJ O[] ICHTpaiHaTa T€paca

Public buildings/ g R ;' i
Japuw rpanbn *' Early Christian Basilicaf =
A PaHoxprcTHjaHcia Basnavea

Photograph 9: An aerial view of the central terrace / mTudja mepcrekTrBa Bp3 EHTpaaHaTa Tepaca
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e Photograph 10: An aerial view of the western gate /
NTHYja MIEPCICKTUBA BP3 3allaJJHAOT BJIe3

Photograph 11: A robbed out tomb, west of the main entrance /

JIMBO OTKOIIAaH I'po0, 3aaHo OJ1 INIABHUOT BJI€3 BO Haceybara
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Photograph 12: A view at the rectangular tower on the left bank of the Vidin Dol /

HOI‘JICI[ KOH YC€THUpHarojHara KyJja, Ha JICBUOT 6p61" on BI/II[I/IH I[OJ'I

Photograph 13: Two circular features east of the settlement / /IBe kpy>kHU I0jaBH UCTOYHO OJf Hacemdara
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