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Foreword

Since 1990, after practically 30 years and
the publication of the volume of the Starinar jour-
nal dedicated to the academician and professor
Milutin GaraSanin, the Institute of Archaeology in
Belgrade publishes a volume dedicated to a doyen
of both Serbian and European archaeology, Rasko
Vasi¢. In contrast to university centers, where this
kind of publications are usual, due to the position of
individuals as professors and teachers (Festschrift,
Homage...), the scientific researchers are usually
neglected in that respect, which can be seen in the
fact that this volume represents the first of a kind
published by the Institute of Archaeology. Bearing
in mind the significance and the influence of Vasi¢’s
work on ex-Yugoslav and prehistoric archaeology
of Europe, as well as the fact that he spent his entire
career at the Institute of Archaeology, we consider
this volume as a humble act of our gratitude for ev-
erything our dear colleague Vasi¢ did for archaeol-
ogy and the Institute, on occasion of his 80th birth-
day.

Indeed, Rastko Vasi¢ stands as a great of both
Serbian and Yugoslav archaeology, distinctly appre-
ciated and esteemed, which stands in opposition to
his humble and unobtrusive nature. Vasi¢’s scien-
tific and artistic educations often intertwined in his
papers dealing both with the protohistoric art and
the particular problems of the Bronze and Iron Age
in southeastern Europe. Years of work and scientific
questions led him to various phenomena of our pre-
historic archaeology, many of which he had himself
defined, but from time to time he used to go back
and discover the until then unobserved Iron Age art
of the Central Balkans. Only a glimpse of his bibli-
ography at the beginning of this volume reveals the
archaeological phenomena he had defined and inter-
preted, and through his serious and responsible sci-
entific work and afterwards authority introduced to
archaeology. His first monographs (Kyimypue epyne
cmapujez 26030enoe 0oba y Jyeocrasuju and The
Chronology of the Early Iron Age in Socialist Re-
public of Serbia) were created on basis of his doc-
toral dissertation and more than a couple of decades
since the publication represent often cited literature.

YBOI

Hakon 6e3mano 30 mera m Cmapunapa
noceeheHor akageMuky u mpodecopy Mumyrtu-
Hy lapamanuny u3 1990. ronune, ApxXeonomKku
WHCTUTYT y beorpanmy o0jaBibyje jeaHy 3aceOHY
nybnaukanujy nocsehieHy moajeHy CpIricKe, ald |
eBporicke apxeosoruje Pactky Bacuhy. 3a pasinu-
Ky O YHUBEP3UTETCKUX IICHTapa, I/Ie je OBaj THII
nyonukanuja (Festschrift, Hommage...) yoOu4ajen
300r TIO3UIMje MOjeANHIIa Kao Ipodecopa U ydu-
TeJba, HAYYHH CY PaJHUIM OOMYHO 3aHEMapeHH y
TOME TOrJeny, LITO Ce BUAM U MO0 TOME Ja je OBO
IpBa TakBa 3aceOHa myOnukanuja Hame kyhe. Ho,
nMajyhu y Buay 3Hadaj BacnheBux gema 3a OuBmry
JYTOCIIOBEHCKY M MPAauCTOPHjCcKy apxeonorujy E-
porie ¥ yTHIIa] Ha kY, Ka0 ¥ TO LITO j€ 1[0 CBOj paj-
HU BEK IPOBEO y APXEOIONIKOM MHCTHTYTY, CMa-
Tpaau cMo Ja je oBaj 300pHUK noBoaoM 80 roxnHa
KUBOTA jellaH CKPOMHH YHH HaIIe 3aXBaJTHOCTH 3a
CBe IITO je Aparu konera Bacuh yunnmo 3a apxeo-
norujy u UHCTHTYT.

Pactko Bacuh nmowcra mpejcraBiba BesnKa-
Ha CPIICKE U JYTOCIOBEHCKE apXeoJIoTHje, H3Pa3UTO
YBaKEHOT M LICEHCHOT, LITO je Y HEKY PYKY Y CyNpo-
THOCTH Ca FETOBOM CKPOMHOM W HEHAaMETJbUBOM
npuponoM. BacuheBo HaydHO, amy ¥ yMETHHYKO
00pa3oBame YECTO CE CYCTULANIO y HETOBUM IIp-
BUM pajJOoBHUMa, KaJla ce€ 0aBHO KaKO yMETHHYKUM
MPOTOMCTOPHjCKMM TE€MaMa, TaK0 W KOHKPETHHM
npobneMuMa TBO3IEHOT M OpoH3aHOr no0a jyro-
ncroune Esporne. I'onuHe paja U CTpy4Ha NMUTAkHA
o7iBeNIa Cy ra Ka MHOTMM (peHOMEHHMa Hallle Ipa-
HCTOPHjCKE apXeojoruje, o KOjux je HeKe M cam
neuHUCao, Al ce ¢ BpeMeHa Ha Bpeme Bpahao,
a yjelHO M OTKPHBAO IO Taja HE3alaXeHy yMeT-
HOCT TBO3/ieHOT 100a neHTpaiHor bankana. Camo
Y JISTUMHYAH IOTJIC/ Ha eroBy Onbmuorpadujy Ha
MOYETKY OBOT 300pHHKA TOBOPU O apXCOJOUIKHM
nojaBama koje je Bacuh ompeamno m mHTEpmperu-
pao, a CBOjUM 030MJbHUM W OJTOBOPHUM Hay4YHUM
pazoM W IOIHHUjUM ayTOPUTETOM yBeo y momahy
apxeosorujy. tberose npse monorpadwuje (Kyamyp-
He epyne cmapujez 28030eH0z 006a y Jyeociaguju u
The Chronology of the Early Iron Age in Socialist
Republic of Serbia), nacraze Ha OCHOBaMa JOK-
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A complete affirmation in Yugoslav archae-
ology for colleague Vasi¢ was the invitation to
write no less than 13 chapters for the 5th volume
of the distinguished publication Praistorija jugo-
slavenskih zemalja, as one of the youngest authors,
dealing with less familiar subjects or subjects with
scarce background data, undetermined origin or un-
defined to a great extent. It can be said that even
nowadays, after more than 30 years, Vasi¢’s certain
syntheses from the aforementioned publication, re-
main the postulates for the Iron Age of the Central
Balkans. Another significant work of Rastko Vasic,
although often not emphasized enough, is the fact
that under the invitation of the academician Dra-
goslav Srejovi¢, he participated in writing of 150
separate units in the unique domestic archaeological
encyclopedia - Arheoloski leksikon — preistorija Ev-
rope, Afrike i Bliskog Istoka, grcka, etrurska i rim-
ska civilizacija, a paper that Yugoslav and Serbian
archaeology lacked for a number of decades. His in-
ternational reputation was confirmed by five mono-
graphs published within the prestigious Prdhisto-
rische Bronzefunde edition. In parallel with that,
through his advice and influence, as well as through
his scientific renown, he aided younger colleagues
to prepare the volumes for the same edition.

In that context, it is important to mention that
defending boards for magister or doctoral thesis
on the subject on Bronze and Iron Age could not
be imagined without the presence of the colleague
Vasi¢. On such occasions, not a single critique or a
bad word could be heard from Vasi¢, but positive
opinion and useful suggestions above all, so that
the candidate could properly prepare the thesis for
future publication. Rastko Vasi¢ has been a mem-
ber of the editorial board for the Starinar journal
for more than 40 years, as well as for many other
corpora and journals in the territory of southeastern
Europe. As a member of editorial staff or as a re-
viewer of papers and monographs, he would always
point out the qualities of the submitted material, and
if the other members of editorial staff or reviewers
decided to reject the material, his benevolent sug-
gestions would help in publishing each useful paper
after all, even in some other journal. Also, as a long-
time director of scientific projects at the Institute of
Archaeology, he would always do his best to help

TOpCKE JAWCepTaluje, U Jajbe Cy, HEKOJIHKO Jelie-
HHja HaKOH 00jaBJbUBAHA, IITHPAHO IITHBO.

[Motyny adupmanmjy y jyrociioBEHCKO]
apxeonoruju konera Bacuh noxuBeo je kama je
MO3BaH Ja, Kao jedaH on Tama Hajmimahux aytopa,
Hanuuie yak 13 noriassea 3a ToM V uyBeHe /lpauc-
mopuje jyeociasencKux 3emMasba, i TO Ha HEKe TeMe
0 KOjMa C€ Majio 3HaJI0 WM y BE3W C KOjuMa Cy
rojialy OMJITM IITYpPH, HEjaCHOT TOpeKia U J00puM
nenoM Heneduuucanu. Moxe ce pehu ja u nanHac,
HakoH 30 u BuIIe TonuHa, ojenuue Bacuhese cun-
T€3e M3 OBE CepHje U JaJbe OCTajy jeIUHH IOCTY-
JaTH TBO3ACHOT Ao00a mentpanHor bamkana. Jormn
jemaH 3HadajaH AONPHUHOC OBOTA THIA, YUHU C€,
HUje JOBOJHHO TIOMHIbAH Y J0CAIAIIHEM HErOBOM
pany, a TO je YMI-CHUIIA JIa j¢ Ha TIO3HMB aKaJeMUKa
HparociaBa CpejoBuha yuecTBOBao y W3pau Ipe-
ko 150 3ace0HMX jeTMHMIIA Y jeTMHCTBEHO] ToMaho)j
apXEOJIONIKO] EHIMKIONEANJU — ApXxeonowku ne-
Kcukon — npeucmopuja Eepone, Agppuxe u Bruckoe
UCMOKA, 2puKa, empypcKa U PUMCKA YUSUIU3AYU]d,
JIeNTy KOje je JIyTM HU3 JICLICHUja HeJ0CTajasio jyro-
CJIOBEHCKO] M CPIICKOj apXeoyoruju. MehyHaponau
yIlIe[ MOTBPAMO je ca MeT MOHorpaduja y mpec-
THKHO] enuuuju Prdhistorische Bronzefunde, nox
j€ Tapayie;THO CaBeTHMa M CBOJHM yTHIIajeM, Kao U
Hay4YHUM PEHOMEOM, omarao miahjum xosjerama aa
MIPUIIPEME CBOjE CBECKE 3a UCTY CIAUIIU]Y.

Y ToMe KOHTEKCTY, BAXKHO je TOMEHYTH Jia ce
0e3 konere Bacuha Hije MoTIIa 3aMUCIIUTH KOMUCH-
ja 3a ogOpaHy MarucTapckKux WIN JTOKTOPCKHUX JTU-
cepranyja Ha TeMy OpOH3aHOT WJIM CTapHjerT TBO3-
neHor no6a. Tom npuiIMKoM off Bera ce HUje Morya
YyTH MOKYy/a WM JiolIa ped, Beh HamacBe mo3uTHB-
HO MHIIJbCHE¢ M KOPHUCHE CYTeCTHje Kako OW KaH-
JUTaT CBOj€ AEJI0 aJleKBaTHO MpUIpeMuo 3a Oyayhe
o0jaBJbuBame. [Ipeko 40 roguHa 4aH je peaakiuje
CrapuHapa, Ka0 ¥ MHOTHX 300pHHKA W YacOIHCa
Ha mpocTopy jyroucroune EBpone. Kao uect unan
pelaKimja Wik PerieH3eHT pajioBa U MOHOTpadHja,
YBEK je UCTHIA0 KBAIUTETE TIPIIIOTA, & YKOIMKO O1
Ce OCTarak peaaKifje WK JAPYTH PEIeH3CHTH Of-
Y4 Ja ofA0ujy ayTopa, OH O cecBojuM Omaro-
HAKJIOHHM CyTeCTHjaMa TPYIUO Jia CBaKA KOPHCTaH
pan unax Oyzne 00jaBJbeH, 11a MaKap y HEKOM JIpyroM
yaconucy. Takohe, Kao TyroroJuImb1 PyKOBOJHIIALL
HAyYHHUX TIpojeKkara y ApPXCOJIONKOM WHCTUTYTY,



Foreword / YBox

young colleagues on each matter, never striking as a
boss or a superior.

Plenty of details on the private and profes-
sional life of Rastko Vasi¢, both as an archaeolo-
gist and painter and literate, can be found in the
continuation of this volume, which was one of the
ideas of the editors. Therefore, about 60 pages are
dedicated to his life and work, biography and a de-
tailed bibliography, while the interview is illustrated
with Vasi¢’s numerous paintings, selected by the
celebrant himself. Afterward, there is a collection
of papers dedicated to the colleague Vasi¢, written
in English, German, Russian and the ex-Yugoslav
languages, assorted chronologically. Unfortunately,
certain authors which were invited in agreement
with the celebrant did not respond, primarily due to
the poor health, so the editors once again point out
that they regret the situation, although on the other
hand, we are grateful and proud of the content of the
volume, on 33 authors of the papers, and the editori-
al board comprised of prominent names of the word
archaeology from nine different countries.

Through this volume, the editorial board
and the Institute of Archaeology would like to heart-
ily congratulate the jubilee to our colleague Vasi¢
and to wish him many more years in archacology.

Vojislav Filipovi¢
Aleksandar Bulatovi¢
Aleksandar Kapuran

TPYAHO ce a IOMOTHE MialiM KoJierama 1o CBUM
MATalkbUMa, He TIOCTaBJbajyhu ce MpUTOM Kao 1med.

MHoru nIetajbu O NMPHUBAaTHOM M mpodecu-
OHaJHOM >kuBoTy Pactka Bacuha u kao apxeoo-
ra, ¥ Kao CIMKapa W KIbIDKeBHUKA, MOTY ce Hahn
y HacTaBKy OBOT 300pHHKa, IITO je Ouia M jemHa
on uaeja npupehusaya. Crora je mpBUX IIe3/ECe-
Tak cTpaHa NMocBeheHO HEroBOM XXHMBOTY M pamy,
ouorpaduju u gerasbHOj OuOMMOrpaduju, OOK je
WHTEPBjy WIycTpoBaH Opojuum BacuheBum ciu-
Kama, o u300py camor ciaBibeHHKa. HakoH Tora
YIPWIMYEHH CypaJoBH nocBehenu koeru Bacuhy,
Ha CHIVICCKOM, HEMA4yKOM, PYCKOM M je3WIIMMa Ou-
Bmre JyrocimaBwje, mopehaHW IO XPOHOJIOIIKOM
pexy. Haxanocr, ojequHu ayTopu MO3BaHU Y KOH-
cyiTanyjama ca CIIaBJbeHHKOM HHCY C€ Of1a3Bajiu
MO3UBY, TIOIJIABUTO 300T HAPYIICHOT 3[PAaBCTBEHOT
CTama, Ia yPeTHUIH U OBOM IPHIMKOM HAIIOMUIbY
na »kaie 300T OBakBOTI pa3Boja cutyaruje. C npyre
CTpaHe, TOHOCHU CMO Ha capikaj 300pHUKa — KaKo
Ha 33 ayTopa nmpuiiora, Tako U Ha peAaKiyjy, y Kojoj
CYy BPXYHCKa UMCHA CBETCKE apXeoJIoTHje U3 JICBET
3emMasba.

Konern Bacwhy ypemuurm u ApXeoionku
WHCTUTYT OBUM 300pHHMKOM OJI CpIIa YECTUTA]y jyOu-
JIej ¥ JKeJe jOIT MHOTO TOMHA Pasia y apXeoJoTHjH.

BojuciaB ®wimnosuh
Anexcannap bynmatosuh
Anekcannap Kamypan
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A New Find of Bronze Hinged Fibula
from the Vicinity of Svrljig

Ognjen D. Mladenovié¢

Abstract: A new find of a hinged fibula originating from the area of Bogdanica in Varo$ village near
Svrljig will be presented in this paper. As one of the characteristic objects of the Iron Age material
culture in the central Balkans, and especially during the period between 6th and 4th century BC,
hinged fibulae incorporate numerous types and variants. The focus of this paper will be on providing
the typological and chronological attribution to the fibula from the vicinity of Svrljig.

Key words: hinged fibula, Iron Age, typology, chronology, Central Balkans, 6th-4th century BC.

The hinged fibulae (Scharnierfibeln) represent one of the characteristic objects of the Iron
Age material culture in the Central Balkans,' as well as in the neighbouring territories.” It is con-
sidered that such form of fibula was formed during the second half of the 6™ century BC in the ter-
ritory of Macedonia under the influence of the Asia Minor fibulae, and from there spread towards
the Central Balkans starting from the late 5™ century BC.? The main characteristics of this form of
fibulae are the manner in which head of the fibula is connected with a pin (by a hinge), the more or
less stylized palmette on the head, and the stylized representation of an animal head on the foot of
the fibula.* Hinged fibulae have been discussed in professional literature for more than a century,
although often in papers whose focus was not directed specifically towards these types of objects.
Two comprehensive studies of hinged fibulae originating from the territories of former Yugosla-
via and the Central Balkans were presented by R. Vasi¢,” while K. Kilian dealt with the finds origi-
nating from Thessaly.® A certain number of papers are dedicated to the typology of hinged fibulae,
as M. Hoernes and V.Cur¢ié, back in the 20™ century, pointed out the existence of a large number
of similar examples that simultaneously displayed certain differences.” A paper by B. Kitanoski,
in which he developed the typology of hinged fibulae based on the examples from the National
Museum in Prilep, should be noted.® On that occasion he classified the examples into five dif-
ferent groups and accompanying subgroups.” The mentioned paper on hinged fibulae from the
territory of the former Yugoslavia by R. Vasi¢ in a certain way provides somewhat supplemented
and altered typology from what had been previously proposed by B. Kitanoski.!” The issue of

'T am honoured to have the opportunity to contribute to this homage dedicated to Dr. Rastko Vasi¢, one of the greats
of both local and European archaeology. It was Dr. Rastko Vasi¢ who dedicated significant portion of his research to
the issue of hinged fibulae, and therefore his papers inevitably represent the starting point for the future research on
the subject.

2 I would take the opportunity to thank colleagues S.Milivojevié¢, V. Filipovi¢ and V. Petrovi¢ for providing me with the
find and relevant documentation. My appreciation for illustration of the find goes to colleague J. Bogic.

* Vasi¢ 1985, 148-151.

* Vasi¢ 1985, 123-124.

3> Vasi¢ 1985, 121 and further; Vasi¢ 1999.

¢ Kilian 1975, 155-157.

7 Hoernes 1901, 527 and further; Cur¢i¢ 1908, 1 and further.

8 Kuranocku 1966.

° Back in 1965, B. Lahtov defined seven types of hinged fibulae based on a significantly smaller number of examples
(Lahtov 1965, 50-52).

10 Vasi¢ 1985.
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typological attribution of certain ex-
amples remains undisclosed, which
was emphasized by R. Vasi¢ as well,
when he discussed various existing
criteria for the typological attribution
of known examples."" Therefore, new
types, subtypes, and variants are be-
ing proposed even more recently, as z
is the case with the silver find from %
the vicinity of Nikinci in Srem.'?

The area of Bogdanica is locat-
ed on the right bank of the Svrljiski
Timok River, and in fact covers the (<=
western slopes of the eponymous
mountain (972 m alt.) (Map 1/1). The
Svrljig grad site is located on the left
bank of the Svrljiski Timok River,
opposite of Bogdanica (Map 1/2). The
site is positioned on a high and hardly
accessible rock which rises above the
confluence of the Belica and Svrljiski
Timok rivers. Numerous movable finds recorded
in the foothill of the site, which probably migrated
there due to the erosion from higher points, indi-
cate a continuous inhabitation of the location for
a long period of time. The earliest finds are cor-
related with the Eneolithic period, while the last
of Turkish troops abandoned the Svrljig grad in
the 19" century."

The hinged fibula from Bogdanica is made
of bronze, measuring the length of 2,2 cm (PL
1/1) (Fig. 1). The bow of the fibula is almost cir-
cular and decorated with five properly arranged
star-like knobs, in a way that the ending knobs are
positioned right next to the head and foot of the
fibula. Each of the star-like knobs is composed of
four identical doubled bulges. The foot of the fib-
ula is decorated with two calotte-shaped buttons,
which represent the eyes of the stylized head of an
animal. In between, a thin plate-like decoration,

the Svrljig grad (2) and Banjica (3) sites.

Fig. 1 — Hinged fibula from the vicinity
of Svrljig (area of Bogdanica).

bent towards the root of the foot is positioned. The tip of the foot is bent towards the back side of
fibula, forming in that way space for the pin. The head of the fibula is roughly round-shaped, and
decorated with two arranged lines, which form a motif that resembles the stylized palmette. The
manner in which the lines are executed resembles a row of notches. A similar line partially encir-
cles the head of the fibula. The pin of the fibula is not preserved, although its traces are recognized
in the centre of the head, and it seems as if it was made of iron.

Relying primarily on the typology proposed by R. Vasi¢, our example should be classified-
into the group V, and more precisely subgroup Vb, which is the most numerous and widespread

' Vasi¢ 1985, 123-126.

12 ¢f. Bacuh 2005, 67 and further; Dautova Rusevljan, Jevti¢ 2006, 291 and further; Koneaun 2011, 103 and further.

13 Petrovi¢, Filipovié, Milivojevi¢ 2012, 131.
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type of hinged fibula.'* This type is defined based on the number of star-like knobs on the bow of
the fibula, and therefore includes examples with four, five, six, or more knobs.!* A large number
of examples incorporated into this subgroup which display minor or major differences, as well
as different metals of which such examples are made of, represent a certain problem in terms of

Y

gold

silver 150 km
bronze
iron

The distribution of hinged fibulae of subgroup Vb according to R. Vasic.

>eonm

Map 2 — The distribution of the hinged fibulae classified into the subgroup Vb (complemented).

typological classification. Therefore, the question remains whether further division into differ-
ent variants is possible within the mentioned group and subgroup.'® The examples classified into
this subgroup are made of gold, silver, bronze or iron,'” and recorded in the territory of Serbia,
Croatia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Montenegro, Macedonia, Greece, Bulgaria, Romania, Albania
and Turkey (Map 2)."®

In order to find proper analogies for our example, we observed those examples which are
made of bronze, and possess five star-like knobs on the bow of the fibula. Examples with star-like

14 This group is quite similar to the group V proposed by B. Kitanoski (Kutanocku 1966).
15 This group of fibulae is characteristic for the heartland of Balkans (Vasi¢ 1985, 149, narm. 68)
16 R. Vasi¢ states that even one or two fibulae from this subgroup could represent distinct variants (Vasi¢ 1985, 135).

171. Pusi¢ notes that the example from Glogovik near Herceg Novi is made of copper (Pusi¢ 1962, 78), and R. Vasié¢
treats it as a bronze example (Vasi¢ 1985, 147).
18 Vasi¢ 1985, 135-148, with complete literature; Vasi¢ 1999, 109-112, Taf. 69.
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knobs flanked with smaller rings, and with the shape and number of bulges of the star-like knobs
being somewhat different are taken under consideration as well.! On the other hand, examples
made of gold, silver and iron were not taken under consideration, due to the previously mentioned
possibilities of further typological and chronological division of the subgroup, which could also
be based on the type of metal from which the fibulae were made of.

In the territory of Serbia, examples similar to
the piece from the area of Boganica originate from Ba- "
natska Palanka (PI. 1/2),2° Novi Banovci (P11/3)," the =
vicinity of Pozarevac (P1.1/4),2 Cedan (PLI/5, 6),2 and : gtofé
Mound XIIT from Oboriste near Zabrnjica (PL.1/7).** ;
Examples from Banatska Palanka, Zabrnjica, and the
vicinity of Pozarevac display the most similarities
to our example in terms of the manner in which the
calotte-shaped buttons composing the stylized repre-
sentation of an animal head on the foot of the fibula
are arranged, although the example from the vicinity
of Pozarevac differs from ours in the shape of the foot.
Another similarity that can be noted on the examples
from Zabrnjica and Pozarevac is the lack of small rings 1 2
that flank the star-like knobs. The manner in which the Fig. 2 — Hinged fibulae from Grave 4 at the
stylized palmette is fashioned on the example from Ba-  vplarsko polje site (after: Andjelic 2017).
natska Palanka is also quite similar to our example, al-
though certain differences can be noted in the shape of
the head. The recently published Iron Age grave (Grave
4) from the VolarskoPolje site near Novi Sad yielded
two examples of hinged fibulae which are almost iden-
tical to our fibula, especially considering the manner
and shape in which stylized palmette is fashioned (Fig.
2).2 Examples from Dubovac (Vuéitrn) and from the
site of Cair near Kostolac should also be mentioned,
as those examples display some basic similarities with
our examples in terms of the calotte-shaped buttons on
the foot, and the manner in which the stylized palmette
on the head is fashioned. Similar can be noted for the
example from the Kale site in KrSevica near Bujano-
vac.”” Another recently published hinged fibula from

the aforementioned site is similar to the example from Fig. 3 — Recently published hinged
Bogdanica, both in terms of size and number of star- fibula from the Kale site in KrSevica
like knobs (Fig. 3).2 near Bujanovac (after: Vrani¢ 2018).

19 Some of the examples possess star-like knobs in the form of the so-called “’millwheels”.
2 Vasi¢ 199, 110, Taf. 58/967.

2! Brun$mid 1902, 6, SI. 40/1.

22 Vasi¢ 1999, 111,Taf. 54/1008.

» Vasi¢ 1985, 121-122, Sl. 1/a, b, SI. 2, SI. 3.

24 Vasi¢ 1999, 112, Taf. 56/1058.

» Aubenuh 2017, 34-36, T. 12/3-4

26 Vasi¢ 1999, 111, Taf. 54/991, 999.

2 Murposuh 2010, 27, kar. Op. 41.

2 Vrani¢ 2018, 31-32. Unfortunately, current state of preservation of this piece does not allow further comparisons
considering the decoration.
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The mentioned examples from the Dubovac, Cair and Kale sites are fragmented, and the
total number of star-like knobs on the bow of the fibula remains unknown. Quite similar to our
fibula is one of the fibulae from MomiSi¢i near Podgorica in Montenegro (devastated mound?)
(P1. 1/8).* The number and shape of the star-like knobs, lack of rings that are sometimes flanking
the knobs, and shape and decoration on the head and foot of the fibula from Momisi¢i display
great similarities to our example. From the area of the Glasinac Plateau in Bosnia and Herzegovi-
na, similar examples originate from Mound III at the Rudine-Rusanovi¢i site (P1. 1/9-12).*° Based
on all of the aforementioned elements, the examples from Rusanoviéi typologically correspond
to our example, while two of the examples are almost identical, and possess the exact form of
the lines that comprise the stylized palmette on the head of the fibula (P1. I/9, 10).*! A somewhat
larger number of similar examples originate from the territory of present day Macedonia. First
of all, we have examples from the Velmej (P1. 1/13),*> Demir Kapija (PI. I/14)** and Tri Celjusti
sites (P1. 1/15).3* The example from Velme;j display the most similarities to our example (P1. 1/13),
although the stylized palmette on the head of the fibula is not clearly visible. The example from
the Gradi$te-KneZje site near Sveti Nikole is quite similar to our example as well (P1. 11/16).3 Nu-
merous examples that are similar to the fibula from the area of Bogdanica originate from graves
20 and 34 at the Kaldrma necropolis (P1. 1I/17-19),°¢ and from the Zagrad site (P1. 11/20-26),*’
both near Prilep. A large number of hinged fibulae from the territory of Greece are classified to
the same group as our example, of which we represent only two, from the vicinity of Almyros (P1.
11/27)* and from the site of Halae (44af) (P1. 11/28).* One fibula from the Pernik site in Bulgaria
(P1. 11/29),% as well as two fibulae from the Donje Selce (Basse-Selce) (P1. 11/30) and Podgradec
(Podgradecit) (Pl. 11/31) sites in Albania could also be considered similar to our example.*' In
the end, three examples of hinged fibulae which originate from unknown sites in Serbia display
certain similarities to our example (PL. 111/32-34).* One of these examples is quite interesting for
the fact that except for the similarities in the shape and decoration it possesses an almost circular
form of bow of the fibula, which can be considered one of the characteristics of the fibula from
the area of Bogdanica.

In the case of hinged fibula from the area of Bogdanica and similar examples, we get a
glimpse of what M. Hoernes, V. Cur¢i¢ and R. Vasi¢ warned about. In terms of typological clas-
sification of our and other similar examples, we relied not only on the typology proposed by R.
Vasi¢ (group V, subgroubVb),* but searched for similar examples only amongst those pieces
which are made of bronze within the mentioned group and subgroup.* Therefore, the number

¥ Benmumuposuh-XKmwkuh 1966, 196-197, Cx. 25/a.

30 Benac, Covi¢ 1957, 24-25, T. XXXXIX/6-9.

31 This group of fibulae is comprised of five bronze hinged fibulae, of which one i§ fragmented, and yet possesses cer-
tain elements on the foot similar to the completely preserved examples.(Benac, Covi¢ 1957, 24-25, T. XXXXIX/10).

32 Vasi¢ 1999, 112, Taf. 56/1052.

3 Coxonoscka 1975, 188, T. I11/4.

3 Manenxo 1975, 142, Cn.15.

3 Murpescku 2016, 43-49, Cn. 376/7.

36 Kuranocku 1975, 107, T. X/292, 373;110, T. XI1/337.

37 Kuranocku 1966, 3, T. 11/ 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26.

¥ Kilian 1975, 156, Taf. 59/1747.

¥ Goldman 1940, 420, Fig. 71/4.

“Yanrosa 1981, 76-77, Cn. 31/2.

4 Ceka 1972, 173-174, P1. VIII/4; Anamali 1980, Tab. VI/1.

2 The author of this paper came into possession of photos, but does not possess any precise data on the origin and
context of the finds. The provenance of photos indicates that all of the finds originate from Serbia, and there is a pos-
sibility that two examples originate from the vicinity of VrSac (Pl. 11/29, 30).

+ Vasi¢ 1985.

* Within the mentioned group, examples made of silver are more numerous than the examples made of bronze (Vasi¢
1985, 147).
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of examples which would represent a typological sample is reduced, and yet it seems as if there
remains plenty of room for further typological division. For example, if we considered the pres-
ence or absence of small rings that flank the star-like knobs, within the mentioned examples,
those from Banatska Palanka (P1. 1/2), Novi Banovci (PL.I/3), Ce¢an (PLI/5, 6), Tri Celjusti (PI.
1/15) and Halae (P1. 1I/28) sites could be distinguished. Similar distinguishing could be achieved
by separating the types/variants based on the shape, size, and number of bulges on the star-like
knobs, or the shape of the head or foot of the fibula, and even on the representation of the stylized
palmette.

R. Vasi¢ considers that the bronze fibulae of the subgroup Vb basically imitate the shape of
the silver fibulae of the same subgroup, for which the production centres are connected primarily
with the Thessaloniki area. If we disregard previously mentioned differences, which are noticed
between the fibulae of the same type, the Trebeniste, Halae, Radoliste, Negotin-Bukjovci, Strpci
and Curug types are defined solely within this subgroup of hinged fibulae. The Trebeniste type,
which is the earliest type of the hinged fibulae within this group, occurs from the beginning of the
6" century BC, while the latest examples of this group of fibulae are dated to the very end of the
4™ century BC.* In order to date our example as precisely as possible, we will address a specific
group of fibulae which R. Vasi¢ defined within the subgroup Vb. The group is defined based on
the number of star-like knobs on the bow of the fibula (5), smaller dimensions (3-4 cm), and lower
quality of the decoration. Beside others, examples from Ce¢an, Momisiéi, Prilep, Demir Kapija
and the Tri Celjusti site, which display certain similarities with our example, are attributed to that
group as well. Nevertheless, our example in a certain way differs from this group of fibulae, es-
pecially considering the dimensions and the shape of the bow. With the length of merely 2,2 cm,
it represents the smallest example within the mentioned group. Taking that under consideration,
one of the mentioned examples from the unknown site in Serbia (PI. 111/34) would represent the
most similar example, although the dimensions can only be assumed based on the photo. It seems
as if one of the examples from the Kaldrma site in Prilep (P1. II/17) possesses similar dimensions,
even though it is only partially preserved.*® This group of fibulae is dated to the 4" century BC, or
slightly earlier, as it displays certain similarities with the Trebeniste type. The centre of produc-
tion is connected with the territory of Pelagonia.?’

In terms of dating the fibula from the area of Bogdanica more precisely, we do not pos-
sess specific data. A find of a fragmented Q-shaped pin made of iron, which was recovered at the
nearby Banjica site in 2017 (Map 1/3),* could be indicative in a way, and a similar pin is recorded
in the grave 4 at the Signal necropolis in Palilula village near Svrljig (P1. III/35).* The Q-shaped
pins are also recorded at the mentioned sites from which examples of hinged fibulae similar to
our example originate. Several such pins are recorded in the devastated mound in Momisi¢i (PL.
111/36-40),* one fragmented’' and one completely preserved example in Mound III at the Rudine-
Rusanovidi site (P1. 111/41),% four examples in graves 5 and 6 at the Kaldrma necropolis near Pri-
lep (P1. 111/42-45),> and one example at the Podgradec site in Albania (P1. I11/46).>* The Q-shaped

# Vasic¢ 1985, 136-145, with complete literature.

¢ The question is whether the length of fibula can represent an element suitable for typological classification, bearing
in mind that two identical examples could significantly vary in length if the curve of the bow is different. In that case,
the only element that would undergo certain change is the length of the pin.

47 Vasic¢ 1985, 148.

* This find is unpublished. The Banjica site is located in the NiSevac village near Svrljig, and in fact encompasses
southern suburbs of the Svrljig grad site. Therefore, the Svrljig grad and Banjica sites in fact comprise the same site.
(®unmumnosuh 2008, 17).

# Filipovi¢, Bulatovi¢ 2010, 75-76, 80, Fig. 2/6.

30 Bemumuposuh-XKmwkuh 1966, 197, 203, Ci. 35.

31 Not represented in the plates.

52 Benac, Covié 1957, 24, T. XXXXIX/12.

3 Kuranocku 1977, 92-95, T. 11/262, 263, T.I11/248, 265.
3 Anamali 1980, 245, Tab. VI/1.
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pins (the Trebeniste type or type IV according to R. Vasi¢) are connected with the period starting
from the 6™ century BC, although with the focus on the period from the 6™ to the end of the 4™
century BC,> which is in agreement with the proposed dating of the mentioned group of fibulae.>

Besides the hinged fibulae similar to our example, examples from the group II and more
precisely subgroup Ila are recorded in the devastated mound in Momisiéi®” and Mound III at the
Rudine-Rusanovici site,”® as well as in the graves 20 and 34 from the Kaldrma necropolis near
Prilep.*® R. Vasi¢ attributes such fibulae to a somewhat longer period from the 5 to the 2™ cen-
tury BC.® Grave 34 from the Kaldrma necropolis is of a particular importance, since it contained
fibulae attributed to both the subgroups, and a bronze coin of Alexander which dates it no later
than the third quarter of the 4th century BC.®' Such combination of hinged fibulae (subgroups
Ila and VD) is also recorded at the GradiSte-Knezje site near Sveti Nikole, in a horizon dated
with the coins of Philip II up to the middle of the 4™ century BC, meaning phase II, which runs
from the second half of the 5™ century BC.%* Likewise, if the bow of the mentioned hinged fibula
from the Kale site was decorated with five star-like knobs,* we can notice the same combination
of subgroups of hinged fibulae and the Q-shaped pin on this site as well.** Based on the overall
stratigraphic situation on the Kale site, P. Popovi¢ dates those fibulae to the middle or the second
half of the 4™ century BC.%

Chronological attribution of the similar examples to the 5" and 4™ century BC could be
accepted for the example from the area of Bogdanica as well. However, based on the lack of
archaeological context of the find and the overall development of the Iron Age in the vicinity
of Svrljig, slightly earlier or later chronological attribution should not be dismissed. Namely,
excavated Iron Age sites from the vicinity of Svrljig (Signal, Oblik, Kalnica), as well as certain
chance finds, could be attributed to a very long period from the 9"/8" to the 1* century BC® and
therefore definite conclusions on the chronological attribution of the hinged fibula from the area
of Bogdanica should not be presented at the moment.

Catalogue of finds®’

1. Bronze hinged fibula from the area of Bogdanica, Serbia. Pin not preserved. Length: 2,2 cm. (P1. I/1).

2. Bronze hinged fibula from Banatska Palanka, Serbia. Pin not preserved. Length: 4,6 cm. (Pl. I/2) (Vasi¢
1999, 110, Taf. 52/967).

3. Bronze hinged fibula from Novi Banovci, Serbia. Pin not preserved. Length: 4,4 cm. (P1. I/3) (Brun§mid
1902, 6, SI. 40/1.).

4. Partially preserved bronze hinged fibula from the vicinity of Pozarevac, Serbia. Pin not preserved.
Length: 3,5 cm. (PL. I/4) (Vasi¢ 1999, 111, Taf. 54/1008).

5. Partially preserved bronze hinged fibula from Ceéan near Vuéitrn, Serbia. Pin not preserved. Length: 4
cm. (PL 1/5) (Vasi¢ 1985, 121-122, SI. 1/a, SI. 2).

53 Vasi¢ 2003, 123-128.

56 Vasi¢ 1985: 148.

57 Benumuposuhi-XKmwkuh 1966, 196-197, Ci. 25, 26.

% Benac, Covié 1957, 24, T. XXXXIX/1, 2.

9 Kuranocku 1975, 107, T. X/ 291, 252, 251, 288, 290, 289, T. XII/ 320, 321, 336, 371, 372.
0 Vasi¢ 1985, 128-129.

ol Kuranocku 1975, 113-114.

¢ Murpescku 2016, 24-37.

% Murposuh 2010, 27, kar. 6p. 41.

% A. Pordevi¢ also points out such combining of subgroups of hinged fibulae when discussing finds from the vicinity
of Aleksinac (Bophesuh 2009, 133).

% Popovi¢ 2007, 813-820, SI. 3/1-4, 10.

% dununosuh 2006, 11-12; @ununosuh 2009, 176-177; Filipovi¢ and Bulatovi¢ 2010, 73 and further; ®ununosuh
2013, 209 and further.

¢ Examples with dimensions quoted in the catalogue are presented in scale 1:1
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6. Refer to Cat.No. 5. Length: 3,2 cm. (P1. I/6) (Vasi¢ 1985, 121-122, SI. 1/b, Sl. 3.).

7. Partially preserved bronze hinged fibula from the Mound III in OboriSte near Zabrnjica, Serbia.Pin not
preserved. Length: 3,8 cm. (PL. I/7) (Vasi¢ 1999, 112, Taf. 56/1058).

8. Bronze hinged fibula from the devastated mound in Momisiéi near Podgorica, Montenegro. Pin partially
preserved. Length: 3,5 cm. (Pl. I/8) (Benumuposuh-Xwmwkuh 1966, 196-197, Cn. 25/a.).

9. Bronze hinged fibula from the Mound III at the Rudine-Rusanovi¢i site, Bosnia and Herzegovina. Pin not
preserved. (P1. 1/9) (Benac, Covié 1957, 24-25, T. XXXXIX/6).

10. Refer to Cat. No. 9. (T. P1/10) (Benac, Covié 1957, 24-25, T. XXXXIX/7).

11. Refer to Cat.No. 9. (T. PI/11) (Benac, Covi¢ 1957, 24-25, T. XXXXIX/8).

12. Refer to Cat.No. 9. (T. PI/12) (Benac, Covi¢ 1957, 24-25, T. XXXXIX/9).

13. Bronze hinged fibula from Velmej, Macedonia. Pin not preserved. Length: 3,8 cm. (P1. 1/13) (Vasi¢
1999, 112, Taf. 56/1052)

14. Partially preserved bronze hinged fibula from Demir Kapija, Macedonia. Pin not preserved. Length:
3,5cm. (P1. 1/14) (CokonoBcka 1975, 188, T. 111/4).

15. Partially preserved bronze hinged fibula from the Tri Celjusti site, Macedonia. Pin not preserved. (PI.
1/15) (Manenko 1975, 142, Cn.15).

16. Bronze hinged fibula from the Gradiste-Knezje site. Macedonia. Pin not preserved. (P1. 1/16) (MurtpeBcku
2016, 43-49, Cn. 376/7).

17. Partially preserved bronze hinged fibula from grave 20 at the Kaldrma site near Prilep, Macedonia. Pin
not preserved. (PL. 11/17) (Kutanocku 1975, 107, T. X/292).

18. Refer to Cat. No.17. (PL 11I/18) (Kutanocku 1975, 107, T. X/373).

19. Partially preserved bronze hinged fibula from grave 34 at the Kaldrma site near Prilep, Macedonia. Pin
not preserved. (PL. 11/19) (Kutanocku 1975, 107, T. XI1/337).

20. Bronze hinged fibula from the Zagrad site near Prilep, Macedonia. Pin not preserved. Length: 3,2 cm.
(P1. 11/20) (KuTanocku 1966, 3, T. 11/ 18).

21. Refer to Cat. No. 20. Length: 3,1 cm. (PL. II/21) (Kutanocku 1966, 3, T. 11/19).

22. Partially preserved bronze hinged fibula from the Zagrad site near Prilep, Macedonia. Pin not preserved.
Length: 3,1 cm. (P1. 11/22) (Kutanocku 1966, 3, T. 11/21).

23. Refer to Cat. No. 22. Length: 2,9 cm. (P1. 11/23) (Kutanocku 1966, 3, T. 11/22).

24, Refer to Cat. No. 22. Length: 2,8 cm. (P1. 11/24) (Kutanocku 1966, 3, T. 11/23).

25. Partially preserved bronze hinged fibula from the Zagrad site near Prilep, Macedonia. Pin not preserved.
Length: 3,7 cm. (P1. 11/25) (Kutanocku 1966, 3, T. 11/25).

26. Partially preserved bronze hinged fibula from the Zagrad site near Prilep, Macedonia. Pin partially pre-
served. Length: 3,5 cm. (PL. 11/26) (Kutanocku 1966, 3, T. 11/26).

27. Bronze hinged fibula from the vicinity of Almyros, Greece. Pin not preserved. Length: 2,9 cm. (Pl
11/27) (Kilian 1975, 156, Taf. 59/1747).

28. Bronze hinged fibula from the Halae site, Greece. Pin not preserved. (P1. 11/28) (Goldman 1940, 420,
Fig. 71/4).

29. Partially preserved bronze hinged fibula from the Pernik site, Bulgaria. Pin not preserved. Length: 4,5
cm. (P1. 11/29) (Yanrosa 1981, 76-77, Cx. 31/2).

30. Partially preserved bronze hinged fibula from the Donje Selce (Basse-Selce) site, Albania. Pin not pre-
served. (P1. 11/30) (Ceka 1972, 173-174, PL. VIII/4).

31. Bronze hinged fibula from the Podgradec (Podrgradecit) site, Albania. Pin not preserved. (P1. 11/31)
(Anamali 1980, Tab. VI/1).

32. Bronze hinged fibula from unknown site, Serbia (?). Pin not preserved.(PI. 111/32).

33. Refer to Cat. No. 32. (P1. I11/33).

34. Bronze hinged fibula from unknown site, Serbia (?). Pin not preserved. (Pl. 111/34).

35. Bronze hinged fibula from the Volarsko polje site, Serbia. Length: 3,1 cm (Fig. 2/1) (Anhenuh 2017,
T. 12/3).

36. Refer to Cat No. 32. Length: 2,7 cm (Fig. 2/2) (Auhjenuh 2017, T. 12/4).
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