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ABSTRACT

Data on coin finds from the southern necropoles of Viminacium represent precious material for ana-
lysing the monetary circulation of provincial mints of Viminacium and Dacia, in the territory of Moesia
Superior. A large sample of processed coins (6233), originating from archaeological research activities
on these necropoles, provides the possibility for various kinds of comparisons. As shown by compar-
ative analyses of monetary finds from these two mints on the territory of Moesia Superior and Dacia,
issues from Viminacium had the goal of a wider circulation range, while issues from the province of Da-
cia, it would seem, were minted only for the needs of that particular province. In any case, production of
both mints from the Balkans, in Dacia and Viminacium, represented a manner of handling the monetary

crisis in the middle of the 3rd century and providing the money necessary for the army.
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A lack of imperial bronze coinage in circula-
tion in the Danube Valley and the Balkans prov-
inces was especially prominent at the beginning
of the 3rd century and probably represented the
main reason for opening a provincial coins mint
in Viminacium in 239, and then another one in
Dacia, in 246. This lack of small bronze coins
was especially notable in Moesia Superior (Upper
Moesia) and both Pannonias (bopuh-bpemkosuh
1976: 8, ref. 2; LipaoOpma 1993: 17-19; Gazdac
and Alfoldy-Gazdac 2008: 136, ref. 14; Bojsona
u [lerporuh 2011: 288-289; Bojeona u Jecperuh
2012: 121-122; Bojsoga 2013: 159-160; Vojvoda
1 Mrdi¢ 2015: 14-17, ref. 10-13; Vojvoda i Mrdi¢
2017: 15-16; Bori¢-Breskovi¢ and Vojvoda 2018:
74, ref. 3; Vojvoda and Crnobrnja 2018: 133, ref.
10). The provincial coins mint in Viminacium
was opened in October 239, which was also the

starting year of the provincial era (AN I — AN
XVI).! It was active for 16 years, from 239/240
up to 254/255, with two intermission periods, in
248/249 (AN X) and in 253/254 (AN XV).? Vimi-
nacium obtained the right to mint provincial coins
at the same time as it got the status of a colony,
at the beginning of the reign of Gordian III.> On

1 The period between October 19th and October 21st 239
is taken as the beginning of the monetary era of Viminaci-
um; cf. DuSani¢ 1976: 58.

2 It is most likely that the interruption in the work during
AN X was caused by Pacatianus’ usurpation, who was
minting antoniniani in Viminacium at that time, in order
to pay the army. Similarly, the interruption during AN XV
in the time of Valerian I is interpreted by the minting of
antoniniani for military needs in the war with the Sassani-
ans; cf. Pegan 1984: 213; Vasi¢ 2012: 14-15; Gazdac and
Alf6ldy-Gazdac 2008: 141, ref. 43-46.

3 A secondary imperial mint was also operating in Vimi-
nacium, opened at a later time, during the reign of Philip I;
cf. Kondi¢ 1969: 47-65; Vasi¢ 2005: 19; Vasi¢ 2012: 39-41
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the other hand, it would seem that the beginning
of minting in Dacia was linked to the sojourn of
Philip I in this province, and operations against
the Carpi.* The mint in Dacia produced coin is-
sues during a period of ten years, with the mark of
the local era from AN I — X (246/247-254/256).5

Data on coinage findings from the southern ne-
cropoles of Viminacium represent precious mate-
rial for an analysis of monetary circulation in the
territory of Moesia Superior in the period 192238
AD, i.e. the period before the opening of the pro-
vincial coins mint in Viminacium, and then the sub-
sequent mint in Dacia. A large sample of processed
coins (6233) originating from archaeological re-
search activities on these necropoles provides the
possibility for various kinds of comparisons. Out of
the total number of registered examples of imperial
and provincial coins (6228), °5128 pieces belong to
the imperial type (82.33%), while 1100 pieces be-
long to the provincial type (17.67%).” If we exclude
the coins from the 4th and the 5th century (Peéine
— 544 pieces and Vise Grobalja — 42 pieces), we get
the following ratio for the imperial and provincial
coins during the first three centuries: 80.50% (4542
pieces) versus 19.50% (1100 pieces).

The analysis of monetary circulation in this pe-
riod (192-238), on the basis of the sample from
Viminacium, has shown a domination of issues

with references therein.

4 Gazdac, Alfoldy-Gazdac 2008: 140. According to Fitz,
these events were also the cause for a secondary imperial
mint to be opened in Viminacium; cf. Fitz 1978: 642.

5 The period of July—August 246 is taken as the beginning
of the Dacian monetary era. Thus, the monetary eras of
Viminacium and Dacia mostly overlap, with the difference
of roughly three months; cf. Vasi¢ 2012: 15.

6 The total number of processed examples of coins originat-
ing from the necropoles of Vise Grobalja and Pecine is 6233.
The total of 6228 comprehends examples of imperial (1st—
Sth century) and provincial mints (1st-3rd century). The
five examples which haven’t been included in our analysis
belong to Republican mints (2), Greek mints from the 2nd
century BC (1) and imitations (2); cf. Vojvoda i Mrdi¢ 2015:
10, Table 1, ref. 6; Vojvoda i Mrdi¢ 2017: 10, Table 1, ref. 5.

7 This calculation also includes the coins from the 4th and
the 5th century, originating from the most recent of the
three necropoles from the site of Pe¢ine (Vojvoda i Mrdi¢
2017: 14-16, ref. 16, Table 4).

of provincial coins compared to the imperial ones
(65% to 35%) (Bori¢-Breskovic and Vojvoda
2018: 76-77, Table 1, Graph 1). By observing just
the provincial mints, it has been noted that issues
from the Stobi mint prevailed from the reign of
Septimius Severus up to the reign of Elagabalus,
while issues from the Bithynian mint in Nicaea can
almost exclusively be registered during the time
of Alexander Severus. Other mints from Asia Mi-
nor and Thrace are present in smaller percentages
(Bori¢-Breskovi¢ and Vojvoda 2018: 76). From
the opening of the provincial mint in Viminacium,
and its issues entering circulation, right until it was
closed (between 238 and 255), a lack of imperi-
al issues became even more prominent (they are
present in only 11%) (Bori¢-Breskovi¢ and Vojvo-
da 2018: 78, Graph 2). When it comes to provin-
cial issues, the mint from Viminacium dominates
with ca 50%, followed by the mint from Nicaea
with 42%, while issues from the mints in Dacia
and Thrace are present with only 2.27% each.

Finds of coinage from the province of Dacia,
produced in considerably smaller numbers than
coinage from the mint of Viminacium, had a cer-
tain role in the monetary circulation in the area
of Moesia Superior. Thus, 155 examples of coins
from the southern necropoles of Viminacium orig-
inated from the mint of Viminacium (93.40%) and
11 from the mint in Dacia (6.60%). Coin hoards
also provide possibilities of gaining insight into
the monetary flows of a given period. In 10 hoards
on the territory of today’s Serbia, coinage from
both of these provincial mints are present, with a
similar ratio (on average 8.70%): Bosnjane 61:2;
Brezane 25:2; Bujkovac 120:2; Vlaji¢ca Brdo 1
101:14; vicinity of Vranje 19:3; Popovac 15:2;
vicinity of Cuprija 73:7; Izvore 26:2; Vrkasice
106:10; and Sremska Mitrovica 128:8.3

8 Bosnjane: Bbopuh-bpemmosuh 1988: 89-96; Brezane:
Bymuh 1905: 92-93; Bujkovac: Bopuh-bpemkosuh u
Murposuh 2014: 87-134; Vlajica Brdo I: ApcenujeBuh
1997: 43-108; Vranje vicinity: bopuh-Bpemkosuh 1988: 89-
96; Popovac: Bopuh-Bperkosnh 1979: 39-54; Cuprija vicin-
ity: bopuh-bpemkosuh 1983: 69-84; Izvore: CramenkoBuh
u Camaprmh 2013: 163-181; Vrkasice: Opnos 1970: 153-
161; Sremska Mitrovica: Opnos 1972: 153-161.
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Graph 1 — Distribution of coins from the mints in Dacia
and Viminacium in the area of today’s Serbia

Unlike the finds of coins discovered during ar-
chaeological research and those from coin hoards,
the presence of a certain type of coins in system-
atic museum collections does not provide equally
reliable data on monetary circulation. In such cas-
es, those are usually coins which came to museums
from older private collections, and, therefore, their
finding location is questionable. Nevertheless, in
publishing certain museum collections, research-
ers have often stressed that those previous owners
used to collect coins in given areas.” Taken with a
certain amount of caution, data from museum col-
lections regarding the presence of provincial coins
from Viminacium and Dacia certainly contribute
to creating an image on the monetary circulation
in Moesia Superior. Thus the numismatic cabinet
of the National Museum in Belgrade contains 4770
examples of issues from Viminacium and only 105
from the mint in Dacia (Bori¢-Breskovié, Vojvoda
2018: 79; Vojvoda, Crnobrnja in print). At the Bel-
grade City Museum, this ratio is 1700 examples
from Viminacium to 183 examples from Dacian
issues (bopuh-Bpemkosuh 1976; Bori¢-Breskov-
i¢, Vojvoda 2018: 79; LlpaoOpma 1993); at the
National Museum in Pozarevac, it is 1335 to 34
(Bori¢-Breskovié¢, Vojvoda 2018: 80; benniaperuh,
Bpankosuh 2016: 143-167); at the National Mu-
seum in Sabac, it is 59 to 4 (Bopuh-Bpemkosuh,

9 For example, coins from the numismatic collection of
the National Museum in Pozarevac are mostly linked
to Viminacium and its surroundings; cf. benyapesuh
u bpankosuh 2016: 144, ref. §, 150, ref. 46; Bojsona u
Bpanxouh 2016: 104; Bori¢-Breskovi¢ and Vojvoda
2018: 78, ref. 12.

[etposuh 2012: 135, ref. 1; Vojvoda, Crnobrnja in
print)." In total, finds from archaeological excava-
tions, from hoards, and parts of previous private
collections which are in several museums in Ser-
bia today, provide us with 8072 examples of issues
from the mint in Viminacium and 416 coins from
the mint in Dacia (Graph 1).

Aside from production itself, other differenc-
es have also been noted in the work of the two
provincial mints. The mint of Viminacium stands
out in regard to the one from Dacia due to its con-
siderably wider circulation area. After Moesia
Superior, coinage from the mint of Viminacium
is most numerous in Pannonia Inferior, followed
by Dalmatia, Pannonia Superior and Dacia, with a
smaller number of its issues even registered in Ita-
ly itself (Regio X, Venetia et Histria), in Noricum,
then in Thrace and Moesia Inferior, as well as
in barbaricum (part of the barbaricum in Banat),
Ukraine, Belorussia, Poland, Germany, Slovakia
(Bori¢-Breskovi¢, Vojvoda 2018: 81-89, Graph 3,
Map 1-2). Issues from the mint of Dacia had a dif-
ferent role in the circulation within the province of
origin and in the area of Moesia Superior and both
Pannonias, where they also occur, but on a consid-
erably lower scale than in Dacia itself. Also, the
influx of coins from the mint of Dacia was almost
identical in Moesia Superior and both Pannonias
(Géazdac and Alfoldy-Géazdac 2008: 146, Fig. 4;
Vojvoda and Crnobrnja in print, Graph 6).

A comparative analysis of monetary finds
from these two mints on the territory of Moesia
Superior and Dacia yielded the results shown in
the following charts (Graph 2 and 3):

If we observe the ratios in Moesia Superior
(Graph 2), we can note that the mint from Vi-
minacium had an increase from the second to
the fourth year of minting (AN II — IV VIM or
240/241-242/243), a decrease in the fifth year (AN
V or 243-244), and a relatively uniform influx un-
til the end of the ninth year. The opening of the
mint in Dacia and the first two years of its minting

10 The mentioned examples from both mints come from
the site of Banovo Polje.
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Graph 2 — Presence of provincial coinage from mints in Viminacium and Dacia in Moesia Superior,
according to the minting year (AN [-XVI VIM and AN I-X DAC).
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Graph 3 — Coin index of the Viminacium and Dacia provincial mints in Dacia
(according to Gazdac, Alfoldy-Gazdac 2008: 152, Fig. 10).

(AN 1—11 DAC or 246/247-247/248) left traces in
the circulation in Moesia Superior, though certain-
ly on a smaller scale than issues from the mint of
Viminacium. The coinage from the first two years
of the mint in Dacia was present in an almost iden-
tical percentage in Moesia Superior (AN I-1II or
246/247-247/248). The first interruption of the op-
eration of the mint from Viminacium (AN X VIM
or 248/249) was followed by a certain increase in
parallel Dacian issues from the third year (AN III
DAC). As we have already mentioned, this was
linked to the usurpation by Pacatianus, who used
the mint of Viminacium for minting anfoniniani
at that time.!!' According to M. Vasi¢, the mint of
Dacia was also not active for several months, from
the beginning of its fourth year (July/August 249)
up to the moment that the Senate acknowledged

11 Cf. supra ref. 1.

Trajan Decius (October 249) (Vasi¢ 2012: 15). In
any case, the mint of Viminacium noted a con-
siderable increase with Trajan Decius coming to
power, from 249/250 (AN XI VIM), and achieved
its peak of production in 250/251 (AN XII VIM).
In parallel to the twelfth year of the Viminacium
mint, ran the fifth year of the Dacian mint (AN
V DAC), which also reached its highest influx in
Moesia Superior. Events which caused the excep-
tional production of both mints were linked to the
intrusion of Goths in Moesia Inferior and Thrace,
the sojourn of Decius in the Balkans and his pass-
ing through Viminacium (Vasi¢ 2012: 17).

The mint of Viminacium then noted a decrease
in the following two years (AN XIII-XIV VIM),
while the Dacian issues almost died away during
its sixth and seventh year of minting (AN VI-VII
DAC or 251/252-252/253). After a second inter-
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ruption in operation during the fifteenth year (AN
XV VIM or 253/254), the mint of Viminacium
operated for just one more year (AN XVI VIM or
254/255), and on a very small scale, after which it
was closed. Graph 2 clearly shows that both mints
reached their production peak in 250/251, while
minting issues of Trajan Decius, Trebonianus Gal-
lus and members of their families.

The picture is somewhat different when it comes
to issues from the mint of Dacia in its province of
origin (Graph 3). This relates, most prominently,
to the first two years of minting (AN I-II DAC or
246/247-247/248), with its production continuing
merely to decrease and be almost identical to the
one noted in Moesia Superior. This massive pro-
duction in the mint of Dacia is probably linked to
the increased concentration of troops in this prov-
ince because of the invasion of Carpi (Gazdac and
Alfoldy-Gazdac 2008: 141, ref. 42). Furthermore,
issues from the mint of Dacia represent 40% of all
the coins of Philip I found in Dacia (Gazdac and
Alfoldy-Gézdac 2008: 141, ref. 41). Also, these
monetary finds are concentrated almost solely in
the southern parts of the province, which is another
fact that supports the newly defined location of this
provincial mint in Apulum, and not in Ulpia Traiana
Sarmizegetusa, as was traditionally believed. Apu-
lum was the seat of Legio XIII Gemina, and there
were also western Carpathian areas rich in ores in
its vicinity (Gazdac-Alfoldy and Gazdac 2005: 651;
Gazdac and Géazdac-Alfoldy 2008: 145). As for the
issues of the mint of Viminacium, the dynamics of
their influx into Dacia, by year, is similar to the that
in Moesia Superior, although its issues are more nu-
merous than those from the Dacian mint, with the
exception of the first two years of minting in Dacia.

The founding of the mint in Viminacium and
another one later in Dacia represented an official
manner of temporarily solving a problem in the
functioning of the monetary system of the Empire.
However, it would seem that the roles of those two
newly founded mints in the Balkans were differ-
ent. As shown by the comparative analyses of finds
from these two mints from the area of the province

of Dacia, the issues from Viminacium had the goal
of a wider circulation range, while issues from the
province of Dacia, it would seem, were minted sole-
ly for the needs of that particular province. Namely,
the mint of Dacia had a high production, and ex-
ceeded the number of issues from Viminacium in
Dacia itself only in 246249, and afterwards, from
the rule of Philip I up to the rule of Valerian I, the is-
sues of Viminacium were more numerous (Gazdac
2008: 275, 277, Fig. 9; Gazdac and Alfoldy-Gaz-
dac 2008: 152, Fig. 10; Bori¢-Breskovié, Vojvoda
2018: 84). The production of both mints from the
Balkans, that from Dacia and that from Viminaci-
um, represented a manner of dealing with the mon-
etary crisis in the middle of the 3rd century and
providing the necessary money for the army.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Apcenujesuhi, M. 1997

M. ApcenujeBuh, OcTaBa puUMCKOr HOBIa
ca Bmajuha Bpna w3z CwmenepeBcke Ilamanke,
Hymuzmamuuap 20: 43-108.

(Arsenijevi¢, M. 1997

Ostava rimskog novca sa Vlajica Brda iz
Smederevske Palanke, Numizmaticar 20: 43-108).

Bbennapesuh, T. u Bpankosuh, T. 2016

T. benygapesuh u T. bpankosuh, Hoarr npoBus-
myje Jlakuje u3 xonekunuje Hapomnor myseja y
[Moxapesuy, Hymusmamuuap 34: 143-167.
(Bendzarevi¢, T. i Brankovié, T. 2016

Novac provincije Dakije iz kolekcije Narodnog
muzeja u Pozareveu, Numizmaticar 34: 143-167).

Bopuh-bpemxosuh, b. 1976

Hosay xononuje Bumunayujyma y 30upyu Ceemosa-
pa Cm. [ywanuha, beorpan: My3ej rpana beorpana.
(Bori¢-Breskovi¢, B. 1976

Novac kolinije Viminacijuma u zbirci Svetozara
St. Dusanica, Beograd: Muzej grada Beograda).

123



Archaeology and Science 16 (2020)

Vojvoda and Miki¢ - Distribution Ratio of Issues from...(119-126)

Bopuh-bpemxkosuh, b. 1979

Jenan mamu Hana3z puMckor HoBua u3 llomosua,
360opnux Hapoonoe myseja beoepao 1X-X: 39-54.
(Bori¢-Breskovi¢, B. 1979

Jedan manji nalaz rimskog novca iz Popovca,
Zbornik Narodnog muzeja Beograd 1X-X: 39-54).

Bopuh-bpemxkosuh, b. 1983

Hana3 6akapHOT pUMCKOT HOBIIA M3 OKOJHHE Ay-
npuje, 36oprux Hapoonoe myzeja Beoepao XI-1:
69-84.

(Bori¢-Breskovi¢, B. 1983

Nalaz bakarnog rimskog novca iz okoline Cupirje,
Zbornik Narodnog muzeja Beograd XI-1: 69-84).

bopuh-bpemkosuh, b. 1988

JIBe ocraBe GakapHOT PUMCKOT HOBIla BummuHa-
mujyma u Jakuje, 36oprux Hapoonoz myseja be-
oepao XIII-1: 89-101.

(Bori¢-Breskovi¢, B. 1988

Dve ostave bakarnog rimskog novca Viminaciju-
ma 1 Dakije, Zbornik Narodnog muzeja Beograd
XIII-1: 89-101).

Bbopuh-bpemkosuh, B. u Murposuh, G. 2014
OctaBa OpoH3aHOT HOBIIa BuMuHaIMjymMa U TIpo-
BuHIMje [lakuje u3 cena Byjkoan kox Bpamcke
bame, Hymusmamuuap 32: 87-134.
(Bori¢-Breskovi¢, B. i Mitrovié, G. 2014

Ostava bronzanog novca Viminacijuma i pro-
vincije Dakije iz sela Bujkovac kod Vranjske
Banje, Numizmaticar 32: 87-134).

Bori¢-Breskovi¢, B. and Vojvoda, M. 2018
Circulation of Provincial Coins of the Vimina-
cium Colony, In: VIVERE MILITARE EST, From
Populus to Emperors — Living in the Frontier, Vol.
IL, S. Golubovi¢, N. Mrdi¢ (eds.), Belgrade: Insti-
tute of Archaeology: 73-100.

puoOpmwa, H. 1993

Hosay nposunyuje /laxuje y 36upyu Ceemosapa
Cm. [ywanuha, beorpan: My3ej rpana beorpana.
(Crnobrnja, N. 1993

Novac provincije Dakije u zbirci Svetozara St.
Dusanica, Beograd: Muzej grada Beograda).

DuSani¢, S. 1976

The Era of Viminacium, u: Kovanje i kovnice an-
tickog i srednjovekovnog novca, V. Kondi¢ (ed.),
Beograd: Narodni muzej: 53-57.

Fitz, J. 1978

Der Geldumlauf der romischen Provinzen im
Donaugebiet Mitte des 3. Jahruhunderts, Teil 1,
Bonn-Budapest: Veriag & Kiadé.

Gazdac, C. 2008

Aspects of coin circulation in Roman Dacia, in:
Roman Coins outside the Empire, Ways and Pha-
ses, Contexts and Functions, Collection Moneta
82, Wetteren: Moneta: 269-294.

Gizdac-Alfoldy, A. and Gizdac, C. 2005

The role of coinage ,,Provincia Dacia“ in the coin
supply at the Lower Danube region (3rd c. AD),
in: Proceedings of the XIlIth International Numis-
matic Congress, held in Madrid, Spain, September
2003, Madrid: Ministerio de Cultura: 651-661.

Gizdac-Alfoldy, A. and Gizdac, C. 2008

The Management of a Monetary Crisis? The »P
M S COL VIM« and »PROVINCIA DACIA« co-
inages in the Roman monetary policy of the 3rd
century AD, NZ Bd. 116/117: 135-172.

Kondié, V. 1969
Beogradski nalaz denara i antoninijana, Beograd:
Muzej grada Beograda.

Opaos, I'. 1970

Pumckn HoBanm m3 Cpemcke MutpoBuile HaleH
1963. romune, Cmapunap XI1X (1968), 1970: 239-
250.

(Orlov, G. 1970

Rimski novac iz Sremske Mitrovice naden 1963.
godine, Starinar XIX (1968), 1970: 239-250.

124



Vojvoda and Miki¢ -

Distribution Ratio of Issues from...(119-126)

Archaeology and Science 16 (2020)

Opaos, I'. 1972

Hana3 puMmckor HOBIAa KoJOHHWje BumuHanNujym
u npoBuHnuje Jlakuje Ha mokaauteTy Bpkamm-
ue xox Cpemcke Murposune, Cmapunap XXI
(1970) 1972: 153-161.

(Orlov, G. 1972

Nalaz rimskog novca kolonije Viminacijum i pro-
vincije Dakije na lokalitetu VrkaSice kod Sremske
Mitrovice, Starinar XXI (1970) 1972: 153-161).

Pegan, E. M. 1984

Tiberius Claudius Marinus Pacatianus (nepub-
likovana doktorska disertacija), Ljubljana: Uni-
verza Edvarda Kardelja v Ljubljani.

CramenkoBuh, C. u Camapuuh, I'. 2013
OcraBa puMckor HoBua u3 cpeause 11 Bujexa ca
nokanurera M3Bope xom KocoBcke Mwutposuiie,
360pnux padosa Dunosoghckoe ¢haxyrmema y
Hpuwmunu XLIIT (2): 163-181.

(Stamenkovi¢, S. 1 Samardzi¢, G. 2013

Ostava rimskog novca iz sredine III vijeka sa lokali-
teta Izvore kod Kosovske Mitrovice, Zbornik radova
Filozofskog fakulteta u Pristini XLIII (2): 163-181).

Vasié, M. R. 2005

Ostava denara i antoninijana iz Donjeg Crniljeva
/A Hoard of Denarii and antoniniani from Donje
Crniljevo, Belgrade: Institute of Archaeology.

Vasi¢, M. R. 2012

Imperial and Colonial Mint in Viminacium during
the Reign of Trajan Decius (249-251 AD), Bel-
grade: National Museum Belgrade.

Bojeona, M. 2013

Hogan 6utnHujcke koBHUIC Hukeje ca BuMHHA-
uujymcke Hekpornone Buiie I'pobasa, Hymusma-
muuap 31: 155-196.

(Vojvoda, M. 2013

Novac bitinijske kovnice Nikeje sa viminaci-
jumske nekropole Vise Grobalja, Numizmaticar
31: 155-196).

Bojsona, M. u bpankosuh T. 2016

Hogarny outnnujcke xoBHUIle Hukeje u3 pumcke
Hymu3MaTHuke 30upke Hapomuor myseja y [Toxa-
pesuy, Hymusmamuuap 34: 103-142.

(Vojvoda, M. i Brankovi¢, T. 2016

Novac bitinijske kovnice Nikeje iz rimske nu-
mizmaticke zbirke Narodnog muzeja u Pozarev-
cu, Numizmaticar 34: 103-142).

Vojvoda, M. and Crnobrnja, A. 2018

Circulation of the coins of Bithinian mint of Nicaca
in Moesia Superior, in: Proceedings of the Interna-
tional Numismatic Symposium »Circulation of An-
tigue Coins in Southeastern Europe«, Viminacium
2017, V. IvaniSevi¢, B. Bori¢-Breskovi¢, M. Vojvoda
(eds.), Belgrade: Institute of Archaeology: 131-141.

Vojvoda M. and Crnobrnja A. N. Circulation of
provincial coins ,,Provincia Dacia® at the territory
of present-day Serbia, Proceedings of the XXIIII
Limes Congress (in print).

Bojsona, M. u Jecperuh M. 2012

HoBan OutmHujcke koBHUIE Hukeje nz My3seja
Cpema y Cpemckoj MurpoBunu, Hymusmmamu-
uap 30: 114-132.

(Vojvoda, M. i Jesreti¢, M. 2012

Novac bitinijske kovnice Nikeje iz Muzeja Srema
u Sremskoj Mitrovici, Numizmaticar 30: 114-132).

Vojvoda, M. i Mrdié, N. 2015

Nalazi novca sa viminacijumske nekropole Vise
grobalja i njihova uloga u pogrebnom ritualu /
Coin finds from the Viminacium necropolis of Vise
grobalja and their role in funerary ritual, Belgra-
de: Institute of Archaeology.

Vojvoda, M. i Mrdié, N. 2017

Nalazi novca sa viminacijumske nekropole Pecine i
njihova uloga u pogrebnom ritualu /Coin finds from
the Viminacium necropolis of Pecine and their role in
funerary ritual, Belgrade: Institute of Archaeology.

125



Archaeology and Science 16 (2020)

Vojvoda and Miki¢ - Distribution Ratio of Issues from...(119-126)

Bojsona, M. u Ilerposuh, C. 2011

Hogan 6utnaujcke koBHuIle Hukeje n3 banosor
IMossa y Mausu, Hymusmamuuap 29: 283-308.
(Vojvoda, M. i Petrovi¢, S. 2011

Novac bitinijske kovnice Nikeje iz Banovog Polja
u Macvi, Numizmaticar 29: 283-308).

Byauh, H. 1905

AnTnuku ciomenunm y Cpouju, Cnomenux CKA
42:79-99.

(Vuli¢, N. 1905

Anticki spomenici u Srbiji, Spomenik SKA 42: 79-99).

REZIME

ODNOS ZASTUPLJENOSTI
EMISIJA KOVNICE

VIMINACIJUM I DAKIJA: PRIMER
VIMINACIJUMSKIH JUZNIH
NEKROPOLA

KLJUCNE RECI: RIMSKO CARSTVO, PROVIN-
CIJALNE KOVNICE, VIMINACIUM, DACIA.

Nedostatak imperijalnog bronzanog novca u
opticaju podunavskih i balkanskih provincija poc¢-
etkom 3. v. bio je posebno izraZzen i verovatno je
predstavljao glavni razlog za otvaranje kovnice
provincijalnog novca u Viminacijumu 239. g., a
potom i u Dakiji 246.g. Kovnica provincijalnog
novca u Viminacijumu otvorena je oktobra 239.
godine §to je bio i pocetak raCunanja provincijalne
ere (AN I — AN XVI). Radila je 16 godina, od
239/240. godine do 254/255. godine sa dva pre-
kida tokom 248/249 (AN X) i 253/254 (AN XV).
Kovnica provincijalnog novca u Dakiji emitovala
je novac deset godina uz oznaku lokalne ere od
AN T —X (246/247-254/256).

Za analizu monetarne cirkulacije na teritoriji
Gornje Mezije u periodu 192-238 AD, odnosno
periodu koje prethodi otvaranju kovnice provinci-
jalnog novca u Viminacijumu, a potom i kovnice
u Dakiji, dragoceni su podaci o nalazima novca sa
viminacijumskih juznih nekropola. Nalazi novca
provincije Dakije, srazmerno daleko manjoj pro-

dukciji u odnosu na kovnicu Viminacijum, ima-
li su izvesnu ulogu u monetarnoj cirkulaciji na
prostoru Gornje Mezije. Tako sa viminacijumskih
juznih nekropola poti¢e 155 primeraka novca
kovnice Viminacijum (93,40%) i 11 iz kovnice
Dakija (6,60%). Izvestan broj dackih izdanja
potice i iz 10 ostava novca, u kojima je zabelezen
sliCan odnos zastupljenosti viminacijumske u
odnosu na dacku kovnicu. Ukupno uzevsi, nalazi
sa arheoloskih istrazivanja, iz ostava, kao i delovi
ranijih privatnih kolekcija koje se danas nalaze
u vise muzeja u Srbiji, iznose 8072 primeraka
emisija viminacijumske kovinice i 416 moneta
kovnice Dakija (Grafikon 1).

Osim same produkcije, do sada su uocene i
druge razlike u radu dve provincijalne kovnice.
Viminacijumska se istice u odnosu na kovnicu
Dakija, izuzetno $irim arealom cirkulacije. Kako
su pokazale komparativne analize monetarnih
nalaza ove dve kovnice na podrucju provincije
Dakije, emisije Viminacijuma imale su za cilj Siru
cirkulaciju, dok su emisije provincije Dakije iz-
gleda kovane samo za potrebe mati¢ne provinci-
je. Produkcija obe balkanske kovnice, u Dakiji i
Viminacijumu, predstavljala je nacin upravljanja
monetarnom krizom iz sredine 3. veka i snab-
devanja vojske neophodnim novcem.

* %k %k
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