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Archaeological testimonies of Bulgarian presence
in the Central Balkans during the ninth
and tenth centuries*

Milica Radisic

With the arival of the Bulgarians in the Lower Danube region around the
year 680 a new chapter of the history of Southeast Europe was opened. A militant
alliance, they formed a state which was to become the main rival to the Byzantine
Empire and the other newly-formed states in the region for three hundred years.
In addition to the core area where the capitals of Pliska and Preslav were founded,
Early Mediaeval Bulgaria extended over much wider territories, including those
of present-day Romania, Serbia and FYR Macedonia. In contrast to the relatively
abundant data from the written sources, archaeological markers of Bulgarian
presence and influences on these lands remain insufficiently studied. However, in
recent years one may observe a growing interest in this topic, especially among
students of the Early Middle Ages in the Carpathian Basin.! To summarise the
evidence of expansion of the Bulgarian Khanate (the First Bulgarian State, an
Empire since 917), that is to better understand the character and the ‘intensity’
of Bulgarian rule in the Central Balkans,” I shall try to confront the existing
archacological record from these parts with historical knowledge.

In broader terms, the archaeological record from between the late eighth
and the tenth centuries testifies to a certain uniformisation of material culture

* The text stems from the project ‘Urbanization processes and development of medieval
society’ (No. 177021), funded by the Ministry of Education, Science and Technological
Development of the Republic of Serbia.

I e.g. V. YOTOV, Bulgarian control over the Salt Road in Transylvania during the 9th
century: The archaeological evidence, in Salt and Gold: The Role of Salt in Prehistoric Europe,
eds. V. NIKOLOV, K. BACVAROV, Provadia-Veliko Trnovo 2012, 323-331; P. LANGO,
Bulgarian Connections of the Find-horizon of the 10th century in the Carpathian Basin: a Case
Study, in Avars, Bulgars and Magyars on the Middle and Lower Danube, eds. L. DONCHEVA-
PETKOVA, CS. BALOGH, A. TURK, Cogus-Piliscsaba 2014, 157-164; M. TAKACS, The
Ninth-Century Carpathian Basin on the North-Western Edge of the First Bulgarian State. An
Overview of Some Hypotheses and Remarks and Their Evaluation, in Between Byzantium and
the Steppe. Archaeological and Historical Studies in Honour of Csandd Balint on the Occasion
of His 70th Birthday, eds. A. BOLLOK, G. CSIKY, T. VIDA, Budapest 2016, 502-518.

2 In the more recent archaeological literature, primarily Serbian, the label ‘Central Balkans’
usually refers to the territory of present-day Serbia south of the Sava and the Danube: cf. I1.
LIMEXAP, [Jenmpanuu Banxkarn 00 7. do 11. eexa. Apxeonowka ceedouancmaa, beorpan 2017,
12. Tt is used in the same meaning in this paper.
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in Southeastern and, to some extent, Central Europe. In view of their common
characteristics and the low level of research, settlements and architecture within them
will not be discussed in more detail here. Some groups of finds, like certain types
of pottery and jewellery, were also widely distributed among the Early Mediaeval
populations. It is therefore very hard to judge, before detailed analyses have been
performed, which particular (types of) products came from the Bulgarian Danube
region, and whether they could testify to migrations, trade, or some other kind
of contacts with the Central Balkans. At any rate, the Bulgarian state, developing
in the immediate vicinity of the Byzantine centres on the Black Sea coast and in
Thrace, should be seen as transferring these patterns to the Balkan hinterlands and
the Carpathian Basin.’ Leaving aside general phenomena, in what follows I will
focus on more illustrative evidence, i.e. the finds clearly attributable to the Early
Bulgarian heritage. Most of them are of nomadic origin; thus one can assume with
more certainty that they reached these remote areas with the Bulgarians themselves.
The Early Bulgarians lived in the area framed by the Lower Danube, the
Balkan Mountains and the Black Sea; from there they undertook expeditions and
controlled the populations of captured lands. Many sites have been explored in the
core areas, first of all bi-ritual cemeteries of the pagan period displaying nomadic
customs and material culture of the tribesmen,* and south of the Balkan Mountains
and in Transylvania the clusters of finds indicative of an eighth-ninth century
Bulgarian expansion have been recorded.’ Yet, although there are historical data
on their incursions into the Central Balkans, we still lack more solid archaeological
evidence of Bulgarian presence there prior to the second half of the ninth century.
After their state was formed, the Bulgarians resettled Slavic tribes toward
the west, imposing on them tributes and a role in defence from the Avars. In the

3 ¢f V. BIKIC, Vizantijski nakit u Srbiji. Modeli i naslede, Beograd 2010, 41, 145-147;
B. 'PUI'OPOB, Hakutu B bearapus u Benukomopasns ot IX—X B. (BH3aHTHICKH KyATypHHU
Bwsinns), Bulgarian e-Journal of Archaeology 3 (2013) 99-119; 1. BUGARSKI, M. RADISIC,
The Central Balkans in the the Early Middle Ages: Archaeological Testimonies to Change, in
Byzantine heritage and Serbian art 1. Processes of Byzantinisation and Serbian archaeology,
ed. V. BIKIC, Belgrade 2016, 99.

4 ¢of. K. H. BBXXAPOBA, Crassnu u npabvieapu (no dannu na nekpononume om VI-XI 6.
na mepumopuama ua bvaeapus), Codpus 1976, 83-265; U. FIEDLER, Studien zu Grdiberfeldern
des 6. bis 9. Jahrhunderts an der unteren Donau 1-2, Bonn 1992; U. FIEDLER, Bulgars in
the Lower Danube region. A survey of the archaeological evidence and of the state of current
research, in The Other Europe in the Middle Ages. Avars, Bulgars, Khazars and Cumans, ed. F.
CURTA, Leiden-Boston 2008, 154—162; P. PAIIEB, bwreapckama esuuecka kyamypa VII-IX
sex, Cous 2008, 194-200.

5 B. BOPUCOB, ApXeonoruuecKue CBHAETENbCTBA MPa0OIrapCKoro IMPUCYTCTBHS Ha
tepputopun FOxuo#t bonrapuu, [losoncckas apxeonoeus 2 (2012) 50 —65; 1. TOPALILOV,
K. STANEV, Two Bulgar Pagan Burials from Plovdiv, in Avars, Bulgars and Magyars on
the Middle and Lower Danube, eds. L. DONCHEVA-PETKOVA, CS. BALOGH, A. TURK,
Codus-Piliscsaba 2014, 83-92; V. YOTOYV, Bulgarian control, 324-329.
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early ninth century, Khan Krum’s army permanently occupied the lands along
the Danube — all the way to the Syrmia region in the west — and by the middle of
that century the Bulgarians captured the Great Morava valley t00.° As these were
border areas between these two powers, one should count with certain influences
from both Bulgaria and the Avar Khaganate.” Several finds could testify to that
effect, most of them without archaeological contexts.

In addition to certain jewellery types, such as crescent-shaped earrings with star
pendants® with parallels from both Late Avar and Bulgarian bi-ritual necropolises,’
and crescent-shaped earrings with triangular attachments,'® the majority of them
coming from the Bulgarian Danube region and Southern Romania,!! two specific
ceramic finds which so far have not been studied more closely could belong to
the same horizon. One of them is a fragmented, mildly burnished amphora-like
jug decorated with irregular horizontal lines, most likely from present-day Central
Serbia (Fig. 1),'? with very close parallels from the Early Bulgarian cemeteries at
Varna, Topola and Devnya. These are the earliest specimens of the type, dated to
the end of the eighth and the early ninth century.'® The second vessel is completely

¢ JIUBH 11, 34-35; C_AUPKOBU'R, O6pasoBame cpricke aApxase, y Mcmopuja cpnckoz
napooa 1, yp. C. AUPKOBUR, Beorpax 1981, 147-148; P. KOMATINA, The Slavs of the
Mid-Danube basin and the Bulgarian expansion in the first half of the 9th century, 3PBH 47
(2010) 55-78.

7 At this point it is not necessary to comment the finds of Late Avar belt pieces which were,
with due caution, attributed to Krum’s Avar mercenaries: I. BUGARSKI, Early Mediaeval Finds
from Veliko Gradiste and the Appearance of Late Avar Belt Elements along the Southern Bank
of the Middle Danube, Archaeologia Bulgarica 12/1 (2008) 87-96, or to the movement of their
refugees after the fall of the Khaganate: I. BUGARSKI, N. MILADINOVIC-RADMILOVIC,
I. POPADIC, M. MARJANOVIC, Early Mediaeval Burial at Stubline Near Obrenovac:
Spatial, Anthropological and Archaeological Analyses of the Southernmost Avar Grave, Acta
Archaeologica Carpathica 48 (2013) 285-305.

8 M. BAJAJIOBUR-XAIU-TIEIUWR, Haxum VIII-XVIII éexa y My3zejy 2pada Beozpada,
Beorpan 1984, kar. Op. 3, T. 1II/3; II. IIITEXAP, CpeamoBekoBHN Halla3u U3 00IacTH
Bpannuesa, [Macnux Cpnckoe apxeonowxoe opywmaa 23 (2007) 366, ci. 2/7-8.

9 E. GARAM, Das awarenzeitliche Grdberfeld von Tiszafiired, Budapest 1995, 278, Abb.
149/1-12, 254; B. TPUT"OPOB, Memannu naxumu om cpeonosexosna bvreapus (VII-XI gex),
Codus 2007, 35, 39, O6p. 18, 29.

10 M. JAHKOBWh, Hekn nomamy o m3paau npeaMera oj 00ojeHux Merana Ha Kipyay
Hynasa y IX—XI Beky, 300pnux napoonoe myseja 11 (1983) 101, T. 11/6, V/4-5.

1 B. TPUT'OPOB, Memannu naxumu, 35, O6p. 19/1-2, O6p. 53.

12 The find-place is unknown. As it is housed at the National Museum in Kragujevac
(without inventory number), it can be assumed that it came from the wider area of this town. I
wish to express my gratitude to the curator, Igor Djurovié, for providing me with the photographs
of this vessel and another one, to be discussed below.

13 M. XPUCTOBA, AM(OpoBHAHNTE CHIOBE KATO XPOHOIOTHYEH HOKa3arel (II0 JaHHU
ot OuputyanHute Hekponosn), in EURIKA. In honorem Ludmilae Doncevae-Petkovae, eds.
V. GRIGOROV, M. DASKALOV, E. KOMATAROVA, Codus 2009, 232-233, Ta6. I; M.
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preserved, 16 cm high, with a roughly finished handle and notches on the body. It
comes from an unrecorded grave in Botunja near Kragujevac (Fig. 2)'* and cannot
be linked directly to pottery from Bulgarian bi-ritual necropolises.'> On the other
hand, this jug can perhaps be dated prior to the Christianisation of Bulgaria, as very
similar forms were part of the repertoire of so-called yellow pottery. Characteristic
of the Late Avar period,'¢ it was also present in Bulgarian settlements.!” Although
the Botunja find cannot be interpreted with certainty, it should still be mentioned
here as it illustrates a form of material culture typical of both the above-mentioned
cultural circles.

Fig. 1. Amphora-like jug of an earlier type, Fig. 2. Ninth-century jug, Botunje
central Serbia (National Museum in Kragujevac) (National Museum in Kragujevac)

XPUCTOBA, Kepamuka n3 OMpUTyalbHBIX MOTHJIBHHKOB HIDKHEro J[yHas M BOIpPOCH! ee
xpoHonoruu, l[losoncckas apxeonocus 1 (11) (2015) 103, 118, Ta6. /1, Puc. 6/1-2 (type 1).

14 M. BOTIJAHOBUR, Cmape xynmype na muy yenmpaane Cpouje. Kamanoz uznoocoe,
Kparyjesan 1981, 58—59, kat. 6p. 86. The find was dated roughly to the ninth-tenth centuries.
‘We do not know if the Botunja grave produced more finds. The catalogue states that the jug was
burnished, which could not be concluded from the photograph (see note 12).

15T would like to thank Maria Hristova for her useful comments on both vessels.

16 D. BIALEKOVA, Zlta keramika z pohrebisk obdobia avarskej rise v Karpatskej
kotline, Slovenska archeolégia 15-1 (1967) 5-76. The jug from Botunja is very similar to
the one from Celarevo: P. BYHAPIIUR, M3Bemraj ca 3alITHTHOT apXeOJIONIKOT HCKOTABaa
paHOCPEeIHOBEKOBHE HEKpOIoje Ha Jokaimurety ,llurmana“ kon YenapeBa, [Ipaha 3a
npoyuasaree cnomenuxa kyimype Bojeoourne 8-9 (1978) 48, T. IX/1.

17V. PETROVA, The early medieval yellow pottery from Pliska, Bulgaria: the question
of its provenance and the problem of its origin, in Post-Roman Towns, Trade and Settlement
in Europe and Byzantium, ed. J. HENNING, Berlin-New York 2006, 315-340; T. VIDA, Zur
Frage des gelben Tafelgeschirrs der friihmittelalterlichen Eliten im mittleren Donauraum,
in ,, Castellum, civitas, urbs*. Zentren und Eliten im friihmittelalterlichen Ostmitteleuropa,
Hrsg. O. HEINRICH-TAMASKA, H. HEROLD, P. STRAUB, T. VIDA, Budapest, Leipzig,
Keszthely, Rahden/Westf. 2015, 313—327.
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Single inhumation graves from the vicinity of Obrenovac and Belgrade and
from the Djerdap region have been dated roughly to the ninth century; given
their uncharacteristic pots and other general pagan burial features, such as north-
south orientation of the graves, they cannot be specifically ascribed to Slavs,
Bulgarians or Avars.!® That pagan customs outlived the Christianisation of the
Bulgarian state!” is testified to at the Ravna cemetery by KnjaZzevac, which also
produced ceramic grave-gifts.?’ This necropolis has become the best-studied Early
Mediaeval cemetery in Serbia south of the Sava and the Danube; it was dated from
the last decades of the ninth to the first half of the eleventh century. Some Bulgarian
features have also been encountered at the site, a matter to be discussed below.

The picture provided by later archaeological material is much clearer. In
stratigraphically excavated sites the objects of Bulgarian origin were more
frequently found in contexts from the second half of the ninth and the tenth century.
Particularly illustrative are two characteristic groups of finds — amphora-like jugs
and belt pieces. The fact that they were usually found in fortified settlements is
especially important for our analysis.

Unlike common kitchenware which was widely distributed across the area of
the so-called Balkan-Danube culture, which also includes present-day Serbia,?!
amphora-like jugs were mostly used at the time of expansion of the First Bulgarian
State in what is now Northern Bulgaria. Rarely found outside the core areas,??
they are fairly indicative for our study. Completely or mildly burnished, they
often bear incised magical-symbolic runes or letters and are sometimes decorated
with incised parallel lines.??

18 1. MUHUA, Tlocyme kao rpoOHM NPHIO3M HAa CPENH-OBEKOBHUM HEKPOIOIAMa y
Cpbuju, Ioouwmax epada beoepada 25 (1978) 88, 92; M. JAHKOBUR, b. JAHKOBUR,
Cnosenu y jyeocnosenckom Ilooynasmy, beorpan 1990, 50, 91 (kat. 49), 110 (kar. 101); Bunua y
npaucmopuju u cpeorwem eexy. Kamanoe uznoocoe, yp. C. REJIN'h, beorpan 1984, 91-92,131—
132; D. RADICEVIC, Medieval Necropoles of 9th—11th Century in the Lower Serbian Danube
River Basin, Istros 19 (2013) 499-502; A. TIPEMK, I1. IIOIIOBUR, Jb. BJEJTIAJAI], Bajyra-
[Tecak. M3BeiTaj o connaxHuM nckonaBamwuma y 1980. ronunu, y Bepoancke ceecke 2, yp. B.
KOHIWR, beorpan 1984, 115.

19 In English-language literature a distinction is often made between the Bulgars (before
their baptism in 864/5) and the Bulgarians (after the christening): ¢/ U. FIEDLER, Bulgars,
152, n. 1. As most of the finds discussed in this article can be dated to the later period, I use the
term ‘Bulgarians’.

20 S JOVANOVIC, M. VUKSAN, Medieval Necropolis, in S. PETKOVIC, M. RUZIC,
S. JOVANOVIC, M. VUKSAN, Zs. K. ZOFFMANN, Roman and Medieval Necropolis in
Ravna Near Knjazevac, Belgrade 2005, 223-229; I1. IUTIEXAP, [Jeumpanuu Banxkan, 115.

2l B. BUKUh, Cpeomwosekosna kepamuka beozpada, Beorpan 1994, 43-44, 112-113,
with further references.

22V. YOTOV, Bulgarian control, fig. 9.

2 e. g. JI. JOHUYEBA-IIETKOBA, Bvieapcka 6umosa kepamuka npe3 paHHomo cpeoHo-
sekosue (emopama nonosuna Ha VIi-kpas na X 6.), Codus 1977, 77-85; JI. JOHUYEBA-
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With the exception of the already-mentioned single find of an earlier date
(Fig. 1), pottery study has so far revealed that amphora-like jugs occurred in the
Central Balkans between the ninth century and the end of the twelfth or beginning
of the thirteenth, and that they therefore cannot be exclusively connected with
the First Bulgarian State. The fact that they were more significantly represented

in the eleventh and twelfth-century layers speaks in favour of their extended

production period, reaching the times of Byzantine ‘reconquista’;** thus one

should be cautious when dating unstratified finds.

What follows will focus on finds from the localities where the Bulgarian
occupation horizon was reliably confirmed. These objects cluster mostly in
the Raska valley, in the southwestern part of today’s Serbia, with the greatest
concentration in two systematically excavated sites, the Ras Fortress and Gradina
— Postenje (Map/32, 33). While the first locality produced several dozen shards,
sixteen of them bearing characteristic marks, chiefly on handles (Fig. 3), there
is no precise information about the latter site.>> Single shards of amphora-like
jugs have also been noted in nearby forts and in other parts of Serbia’s interior.
Particularly characteristic is the handle bearing the ‘labrys’ rune from Sokolica
(Map/25, 29, 31, 34; Fig. 4).%°

[ETKOBA, 3rayu svpxy apxeonocuuecku namemuuyu om cpednosekosna boneapus VII-X Bex,
Codus 1980, O6p. 16; V. GRIGOROV, J. DIMITROV, New Data about Pottery Production in
the 9th—10th centuries in Pliska (Capital of the First Bulgarian Kingdom), Bulgarian e-Journal
of Archaeology 3 (2013) 121-125.

24 LJ. BJELAJAC, Byzantine Amphorae in the Serbian Danubian Area in the 11th-12th
Centuries, in Recherches sur la céramique byzantine, Bulletin de correspondance Hellénique,
suppl. 18, eds. V. DEROCHE, J.-M. SPIESER, Paris-Athénes 1989, 115-118; B. BUKIR,
CpenmoBeKoBHa kepaMuka U3 ['aM3HTpaja: OpEeKIo M PaguoHHIE, Y Apxeonocuja ucmoune
Cpbuje, yp. M. IABUR, Beorpan 1997, 321, with further references.

25 Ras: M. POPOVIC, Tvrdava Ras, Beograd 1999, 155159, 297298, kat. br. 217-220,
sl. 105-106; B. BUKUh, IIpunor npoy4aBamy 3HaKOBa Ype3aHUX Ha aM(POPOUIHUM Kpuazuma
u3 Tephase Pac, Hosonazapcku 36opuux 23 (1999) 17-26; Gradina-Postenje: I. TOMOBUR,
I'marosecku Harnuc ca Yewana, Mcmopujcku waconuc 37 (1991) cn. 2; 1. MPKOBPA/I, Pac-
Iocteme: dase passoja yrphema, 3PBH 36 (1997) 213; M. POPOVIC, Tvrdava Ras, 156 (nap.
622),298.

26 Vrsenice: M. POPOVIC, V. BIKIC, Visenice—kasnoanticko isrpsko ranosrednjovekovno
utvrdenje, Beograd 2009, 113, kat. br. 104, sl. 95/3—4; Kon¢ulié¢: JI. BYJIUR, YTephewme
I'paguna — Konuynuh koxn Pamike, Hcmopujcku waconuc 57 (2008) 38, T. 9/10, 13/2. A shard
from this site cannot be more narrowly determined precisely due to a lack of stratigraphic
information. Judging by other pottery finds, this locality was also settled during the time of
Bulgarian rule; Sokolica: JI. PATUYEBUR, Apxeomomka HanasumTa X—XI Beka y Yauxy
u okonuHH, [acnux Cpncxoe apxeonowxoe opywmea 19 (2003) 234-235, cn. 5/7; UKosa:
J. PAIIKOBUWR, Hana3u u3 paHOBU3aHTHjCKOT M CPEI-OBEKOBHOT MEPHUO/a HA HATA3HIITY
VYkoca y rpagy Cranahy, I iacuux Cpnckoe apxeonouikoe opywmea 32 (2016) 292, cn. 4, T. V/3.
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B Individual finds of amphora-like jugs M Large quantity of amphora-like jugs
I Individual finds of belt fittings/strap-ends | Belt fittings (3-10 pieces)
A Bulgarian runes, Sudikova ©  Byzantine coins

t Bulgarian bishopric seats

Map. Bulgarian finds and Byzantine coins from the second half of the ninth and the
tenth century in the Cental Balkans

1.Macvanska Mitrovica; 2. Bogati¢; 3. Ub; 4. Belgrade; 5. Vinca; 6. Grocka; 7. Brestovik;
8. Seone; 9. Morava; 10. Brani¢evo; 11. Ram; 12. Veliko Gradiste; 13. Veliki Gradac;
14. Kostol; 15. Usce Slatinske Reke; 16. Prahovo; 17. Negotin; 18. Zajecar; 19. Gamzigrad;
20. Ravna; 21. Despotovac; 22. Jagodina; 23. Cuprija; 24. Stala¢; 25. Ukosa; 26. Aleksinac;
27. Ni§; 28. Svrljig; 29. Sokolica; 30. Velika Drenova; 31. Vrsenice; 32. Ras; 33. Postenje;
34. Konguli¢; 35. Rudnica; 36. Ljubinci; 37. Sudikova; 38. Rujkovac; 39. Prizren
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Fig. 3. Amphora-like jugs with Bulgarian signs, Ras Fortress (after M. POPOVIC, Tvrdava
Ras, sl. 105-106)

Although generally better researched, the sites from the Danube region very
seldom produced finds of this pottery type. Moreover, it should be stressed that
amphora-like jugs from the more carefully excavated localities like the Belgrade
Fortress and Veliki Gradac came exclusively from later archacological contexts,
i.e. from the time of Byzantine rule.?” Only a few finds from Mediaeval settlements
in the wider area of Belgrade and Eastern Serbia could be approximately dated

27 B. BUKWR, Cpedrmosexosna kepamuxa, 60; M. JAHKOBUR, Cpedmoserosno naceme
na Benuxom Ipadyy y X-XI eexy, Beorpan 1981, 54; ¢f. V. BIKIC, Context, Character and
Typology of Pottery from the Eleventh and Twelfth Century Danube Fortresses: Case Studies
from Morava and Branicevo, in Actas do X Congresso Internacional a Ceramica no Mediterdaneo
— Silves 2012, eds. M. ]. GONCALVES, S. GOMEZ-MARTINEZ, Silves 2015, 130.
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to the tenth century (Map/5, 15, 19),?® and a single amphora-like jug came from
a grave at the Ravna cemetery in Eastern Serbia. Its body is decorated with ribs
(Map/20; Fig. 5),%° just like the analogous find from the nearby settlement at
Gamzigrad.*® As many as 140 graves have been excavated at Ravna; thus this
single jug should not be taken as conclusive evidence of the presence of Bulgarian
population there.

Fig. 4. ‘Labrys’ rune, Sokolica Fig. 5. Amphora-like jug, grave no. 46,
(National Museum in Cacak) Ravna (after S. JOVANOVIC,
M. VUKSAN, Medieval Necropolis, Pl. 8/5)

Perhaps the most common characteristic shared by Bulgarian cemeteries and
those from the Serbian Danube region is the presence of certain jewellery types,
such as grape-like pendant earrings, earrings with four beads, or finger-rings

2 Vinéa-Reka: M. JAHKOBUR, B. JAHKOBUR, Crosenu, 83-84, xar. 29 (6p. 41);
M. JANKOVIC, Belgrade from the Sth to the 16th centuries. The Medieval Millennium,
in The Belgrade City Museum 1903-2003, ed. N. SEFEROVIC, Belgrade 2005, 66,
fig. 56; Usée Slatinske Reke: A. JOVANOVIC, M. KORAC, B. JANKOVIC, L'embouchure
de la riviere Slatinska reka, y Bepoancke ceecxe 3, yp. B. KOHIAWh, Beorpan 1986, 386,
fig. 19/7; M. JAHKOBUWR, B. JAHKOBUR, Crogenu, 110-111, kar. 101, ci. 60; Gamzigrad:
B. JAHKOBWh,CnoBencku rpan, y I amzuepao. Kachoanmuuxu yapcku osopay, yp. C. REJINR,
Beorpan 1983, 149, kar. 6p. 249; B. BUKW'R, CpenmoBekoBHa kepamuka u3 ['amsurpana, 322,
ci. 1/6.

29 S JOVANOVIC, M. VUKSAN, Medieval Necropolis, 228-229, fig. 27, P1. 8/5.

30 See note 28.
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decorated with a star and eagle. On the other hand, the Ravna grave inventories
display some similarities with those from Moravia in Central Europe as well,*!
which is altogether highly illustrative of the cultural complexity and interaction
in the Early Middle Ages. The attribution of this cemetery to the Slavic tribe
of Timocani, mentioned in historical sources in connection with Bulgarian
expansion toward the west, appears to be acceptable.*?

The other group of objects which can with greater certainty be assigned to the
Bulgarians comprises belt fittings and strap-ends decorated with floral ornaments.
Under the Byzantine influence these pieces, nomadic in origin, featured a specific
decoration dominated by the palmette motif. The most characteristic are the heart-
shaped and leaf-shaped fittings, the bulk of which come from Northern Bulgaria,
where they have been dated between the end of the ninth and the first half of
the eleventh century, or, apparently, predominantly to the tenth. Not known in
cemeteries, almost all the finds of an earlier date came from settlements; several
production workshops have been located in these parts.?

Such fittings were also found at eleventh-century sites in Bulgaria, now
including cemeteries,** but it seems that at that time they were not frequently
used. These finds could have been in prolonged use, or they may witness a short-
lived continuation of production after the Byzantines imposed their rule over the
Bulgarians. At any rate, they are not known from twelfth-century contexts. Such
pieces have also been observed, in more significant numbers, in the neighbouring
territories — for example, northeastern Thrace and southeastern Romania — and

31'S. JOVANOVIC, M. VUKSAN, Medieval Necropolis, 204-219.

32 p. SPEHAR, Remarks to Christianisation and Realms in the Central Balkans in the
Light of Archaeological Finds (7 th—11 th c.), in ,, Castellum, civitas, urbs*“. Zentren und
Eliten im friihmittelalterlichen Ostmitteleuropa, Hrsg. O. HEINRICH-TAMASKA, H.
HEROLD, P. STRAUB, T. VIDA, Budapest, Leipzig, Keszthely, Rahden/Westf. 2015, 86-87;
P. KOMATINA,The Slavs, 55-59.

3 e.g. C. CTAHUJIOB, CrapoObirapcku peMbuHH yKpacH oT Hamuonannus Apxeo-
Jorudecku Mysei, Paskonku u npoyusanus 22 (1991) 5-70; B. IINIETHBHOB, B. ITABJIOBA,
PanHOCpe1HOBEKOBHM pEMBYHM HaKpaliHULIU BbB BapHeHckus apxeonoruuecku myseu, 1HMB
28-43 (1992) 158-223, T. IV-XI; B. INIETHBHOB, B. ITABJIOBA, PanHocpenHOBEeKOBHHI
pPEMBUHY alIMKAUY BbB BapHeHckus apxeonoruuecku mysed, WHMB 30-31 (1994-1995) 24—
239, T. VII-XLVII; C. BOHEB, C. AOHYEBA, Cmapobvicapcku npouzsoocmeen yenmvp 3a
xyooxcecmeen meman npu c. Hogocen, [lIymerncxo, Benuko Teproso 2011, 104-127, T. XXXII-
XLIX; M. INKOVA, A contribution to the problem of producing the Old Bulgarian belt-fittings
from the 10th century, in Die Archdologie der frithen Ungarn. Chronologie, Technologie und
Methodik (RGZM — Tagungen 17), Hrsg. B. TOBIAS, Mainz 2012, 277-293; S. DONCHEVA,
Metal Art Production in Medieval Bulgaria. Jewelry craftsmanship in Bulgaria at the Middle
Ages, Saarbriicken 2012, 2-20, 57-68.

3 JI. JOHYEBA-IIETKOBA, Oowpyu. Hexponoau om XI ¢, Coust 2005, 145-147,
O6p. 22, T. XLIIL.
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interpreted in a Bulgarian context.’®> The finds from Macedonia have not been
discussed in more detail. 3¢

In Serbia, heart- and leaf-shaped fittings are evenly distributed throughout
different regions; they are somewhat more numerous along the Sava and the
Danube (Map/1, 7, 8, 10, 12-14, 16),*” in eastern (Map/19, 28; Fig. 6)*® and
southwestern Serbia (Map/32, 35).3° These are either stray finds or they come
from settlements. The group of eight cast fittings, found by chance at Rudnica by
the Ibar river (Fig. 7),%° is unique in these parts as it most probably belonged to
a single belt-set.*! It comprises four narrow and wide appliqués each, belonging
to the same type and ornamented with trefoil palmettes consisting of a central
rhomboid and two oval side leaves. In the reference typology the fittings of

35 J1. MOMUYMJIOB, CrapoGbirapcky ammkanun ot Mapkenu, B [lwcka—IIpecnas 11,
pen. IL. TEOPTHUEB, 1. JUMUTPOB, Codus 2015, 401-418; C. PARASCHIV-TALMATCHI,
G. TALMATCHI, C. SOVA, Repere arheologice medieval-timpurii in zona Adamclisi (jud.
Constanta), Revista Bistritei 28 (2014) 170-179, 183, Pls. VI-VIL

36 K. RISTOV, Gradishte Taor. Late Antique Settlement and Fortress, Folia Archaeologica
Balkanica 111 (2015), 382, 385, fig. 26.

37 Mag&vanska Mitrovica: D. MINIC, Le site d’habitation médiéval de Ma&vanska Mitrovica,
Sirmium 11, Belgrade 1980, 55-56, P1. XVIII/5-7, 17-18, 20, 22, XXVIII/2—4; Brestovik and
Seone: CS. BALINT, Stidungarn im 10. Jahrhundert, Budapest 1991, 105, Taf. XXXIIla/2—-7,
9-18, 20-21 (The two find-places of most of the fittings published by Csanad Balint are localised
on the basis of information obtained from Natasa Cerovi¢, curator of the National Museum in
Belgrade); Brani¢evo: M. JAHKOBUR, B. JAHKOBUR, Crosenu, 98, xatr. 64 (6p. 23, 25,
26); Veliko Gradiste: I. BUGARSKI, Early Mediaeval Finds, 92-93, fig. 7; Veliki Gradac: M.
JAHKOBUWR, Cpeomosexosno naceme, 61, ci. 28, T. 1X/14; Kostol: CS. BALINT, Stidungarn,
Taf. XXXIIla/1; Prahovo: M. JAHKOBUR, Heku momamm, 108-109, T. IV/11-12, VI/8.

3% Gamzigrad: B. JAHKOBUR, Cnosencku rpan, 142, 159, xar. 6p. 279; Svrljig: M.
PAJINIIN R, PanocpenmoBekoBHE arunkaiuje u3 CBpJbUT-Irpajia ¥ OCBPT Ha CIMYHE Hajaze
Ha HallleM TIy: 0 QYHKIUjU, XPOHOJIOTUjU U KYJITYPHO] IPUIIATHOCTH, Y: EmHOKYImMyponowku
300pHUK 3a npoyyasarse Kyimype ucmoure Cpouje u cyceonux oonacmu 19, yp. C.IIETPOBUR,
Cepspur 2015, 21-28, ci. 1.

39 Ras: M. POPOVIC, Tvrdava Ras, 160, 297, kat. br. 224, sl. 99/3.

4 V. IVANISEVIC, 1. BUGARSKI, Post-Antique Settlement Matrices in the Central
Balkans: Use of Justinianic Landscape in the Early Middle Ages, forthcoming. I would like
to thank Vujadin IvaniSevi¢ of the Institute of Archaeology, Belgrade, for the information
(Documentation of the Institute of Archaeology, Belgrade).

41 For the reconstruction of Early Mediaeval belts see e.g.: G. GOMOLKA-FUCHS,
Eine Giirtelgarnitur vom ungarischen Typ aus der frithmittelalterlichen Siedlung von Krivina,
Bezirk Ruse, Bulgarien, Eurasia antiqua 8 (2002) Abb. 1, 7; C. JOHYEBA, PexoHcTpyKiust
Ha KOJIAHHU F'APHUTYPH [0 MaTepUali OT PAHHOCPETHOBEKOBHHMS LICHTHP 338 METAJIOIIACTHKA
pu c. 3narap, IIpecnascko, B IIpecnas 7, pen. C. BOHEB, Benuko Tsproso 2013, 152—-170.
Good examples are also belts with narrow and wide fittings from the area of the rivers Dnestr
and Prut in present-day Moldova: C. PABLIEBA, O 6ankanckux cBsi3ax HaceneHus [Ipyro-
JHectpoBckoro pernona, [To marepuanaM HaX0AOK MPEIMETOB IBETHOH METAIIO00Pa0OTKH,
B [Ipecnas 7, pen. C. BOHEB, Benuko TepaoBo 2013, 171 —172, Puc. 1/9-12, 14-16, 18-20,
24-26.
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Fig. 6. Heart- and leaf-shaped fittings, Svrljig (after M. PAIWIINR, PanocpeamoBekoBHE
aTutnKanmje, ci. 1)

this type are dated to the end of the ninth and the tenth century.*> On the other
hand, finds of almost the same shape and decoration, but made out of gilded
silver, are known from Hungarian cemeteries.*> The analysis of metal fittings
from Bulgarian collections has shown that these were most usually made from
copper alloys, while pieces from the Early Hungarian necropolises were mostly
made from more precious materials and in more luxurious techniques.**

42 B. ITINIETHBOB, B. ITABJIOBA, PaHHOCPEIHOBEKOBHM PEMBYHM aruiMkanuu, 64, T.
XXVI/457-462 (type CX8).

4 L. REVESZ, Tarcal-Veréb-arok (Borsod-Abatj-Zemplén county), in The Ancient
Hungarians. Exhibition Catalogue, ed. 1. FODOR, Budapest 1996, 122.

#4 M. INKOVA, A contribution, 281-286; ¢f. L. REVESZ, I. M. NEPPER, The
Archaeological Heritage of the Ancient Hungarians, in The Ancient Hungarians. Exhibition
Catalogue, ed. 1. FODOR, Budapest 1996, 48.
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For the time being, the smallest concentration is observed along the Great
Morava river (Map/22, 23). Yet, precisely in this region, in Cuprija, a fitting of
this type has been found in a grave. Placed by the feet of the deceased, it was
probably in secondary use. *’ Only a single fitting comes from an unknown site
in the Middle Morava valley, likewise dating from the end of the ninth and the
tenth century.¢ Other belt elements of Bulgarian origin from this date have also
been found in the Central Balkans, though in relatively small numbers, like strap-
ends decorated in the same style (Map/13, 19, 26, 36).*” The bronze strap-end
from Aleksinac illustrated here (Fig. 8), at first dated to the Late Antiquity,*®
resembles the finds from Bulgaria which are usually dated later, between the
ninth and eleventh centuries. Apart from a palmette, particularly characteristic is
an almond-shaped ornament, typical of Bulgarian finds.** While having parallels
in Bulgaria, two round belt appliqués from the Ras Fortress are unique in this
region (Fig. 9).%

4 M. BACUR, C. IETKOBUR, B. MAHOJJIOBUh-HUKOJIMh, M. KPUKAHALL,
Pesynraru uctpaxkuBama BUIIecHojHOr Hanazumra Horreum Margi-PaBHo-hynpuja y 1989.
ronuHu, Becnux Bojuoe myszeja 39 (2009) 141; ¢f M. PAAUILINTR, PanocpenmoBeKoBHE
arumkanyje, 28.

4 This unpublished find is housed in the Regional Museum in Jagodina. I wish to
thank the curator, Smiljana Dodi¢, for the information. Cf. B. [IJIETHHOB, B. ITABJIOBA,
PannocpeHOBeKOBHH peMbuHN ammukarmy, 54, T. XX1/348-352 (type CVIII2).

47 Veliki Gradac: M. JAHKOBUR, Cpeomwosexosno naceme, 61, cn. 28, 30; Gamzigrad:
B. JAHKOBUWQ, Cnosencku rpax, 125; B. JAHKOBUR, 'am3urpan y cpenmem Beky, y Felix
Romuliana—T'amsuepao, yp. U. IOIIOBUR, beorpan 2010, 211, cn. 187. The strap-end from
Gamzigrad was dated to the eleventh century. However, due to a lack of stratigraphic data
and because finds from the end of the ninth and the tenth century also occur at the site, we
should not discard the possibility that the find came from the time of Bulgarian rule; Aleksinac:
J. PAIIIKOBUR, Pumcko Hacesse Praesidium Pompei — Pumibann y AneKCHHAYKO] KOTIHHH,
y Huw u Buzawmuja 5, yp. M. PAKOLIMJA, Humr 2007, 224, cn. 18/2, 2a; Ljubinci: 1.
PAIIIKOBUR, H. JUMOBCKU, C. lIPHOBPHA, PanoBuzantujcko yrBpheme [pagumre y
JbyOunuuma — Xymna anekcanaposauka, JKyncku sbopruk 5 (2010) T. 9/3.

48 See note 47.

4 B. INIETHBOB, B. ITABJIOBA, PanHOCPEIHOBEKOBHM PEMBYHN HakpaidHuim, 186,
T. X1/88; II. AMUMUTPOB, Mertanuu ykpacu ot Bemuku [Ipecnas, Bulgarian e-Journal of
Archaeology 2 (2012) 109, T. 5/3.

50 M. POPOVIC, Tvrdava Ras, 160, 297, kat. br. 225-226, sl. 93/4-5.
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Fig. 7. Heart- and leaf-shaped fittings, Rudnica (Documentation of the Institute of Archaeology,
Belgrade)

0 2cm
Fig. 8. Strap-end, Aleksinac Fig. 9. Round belt appliqués,
(after [I. PAILIKOBUR, Pumcko Hacesbe, Ras Fortress (after M. POPOVIC,
ci. 18/2, 2a) Tvrdava Ras, sl. 93/4-5)

In addition to Bulgaria, belt-sets decorated in the ‘palmette style’ were
widely used in Early Mediaeval Hungary as well. Elements of a widespread
nomadic fashion style, these belts from Bulgaria and Hungary are very much
alike,”! which created problems in the interpretation of such finds in present-
day Serbia, a territory subjected to the influence of both states. It is particularly

SU¢f. P. LANGO, Bulgarian Connections,157-164; P. LANGO, A. PATAY-HORVAT,
Hungarian Belt — Bulgarian Belt? Some Notes on the Distribution of Ribbed Belt Mounts,
in Between Byzantium and the Steppe. Archaeological and Historical Studies in Honour of
Csandd Balint on the Occasion of His 70th Birthday, eds. A. BOLLOK, G. CSIKY, T. VIDA,
Budapest 2016, 567-589.
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difficult to interpret numerous appliqués from the right bank of the Danube —
from Brestovik and Seone — which are similar to both Bulgarian and Hungarian
finds.>?> These finds have been connected with the Bjelo Brdo culture and the
Hungarian expeditions to the Middle Danube region.** Yet, as in the course of the
tenth century this area was part of Bulgaria, >* one should not exclude a second
possibility — that they were of Bulgarian origin.

This was already pointed out in the case of the find from Veliko Gradiste,
which had originally been interpreted in a Hungarian context.> To try to resolve this
issue, it would be necessary to conduct more detailed analyses — a topic for future
study, which is also going to include an as yet unpublished two-piece appliqué from
Brestovik. It consists of a heart-shaped part and a ring attached to it by a hinge
(Fig. 10).° In comparison with single-piece appliqués, such elements were very
rarely attached to Early Mediaeval belts. Even after surveying the abundant related
literature, I could not find direct parallels for this find; typologically most similar is
an element of the well-known belt-set from Iatrus in Northern Bulgaria, dated to the
first half of the tenth century.’’ The open-work heart-shaped part alone was made in
a way very similar to that used for certain single-piece appliqués from Bulgaria.*®
In contrast to those, the finds from the Serbian hinterlands can be attributed more
reliably to the Bulgarians, as they have direct parallels in their material culture.>

Fig. 10. Two-piece appliqué, Brestovik
(National Museum in Belgrade)

32 See note 37.

53 ¢f. CS. BALINT, Siidungarn, 105.

34 J. KATIMR-MUJYIIKOBUR, beozpad y cpedrem sexy, beorpan 1967, 32-33.

55 P. SPEHAR, Remarks, 86; See note 37.

36 The find is kept at the National Museum in Belgrade (The Archaeological Collection of the
Early Middle Ages, inv. no 499). For the photograph I am indebted to the curator, Natasa Cerovic.

57 G. GOMOLKA-FUCHS, Eine Giirtelgarnitur, 493-508, Abb. 1; 2/5; 3/1-2; ¢f P.
LANGO, A. PATAY-HORVAT, Hungarian Belt — Bulgarian Belt?, 568— 572, 579.

8 B. TNIETHBHOB, B. TTABJIOBA, PanHOCPEIHOBEKOBHU PEMBYHH ariukanuu, 4243,
T. X1/197-199.

3 M. PAJIUIINR, PanocpenmobekosHe arumukanuje, 30-31; I1. ITIEXAP, Jenmpannu
bankan, 171.
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Finally, Byzantine coins may perhaps also be seen as circumstantial
evidence for the presence of the Bulgarian state in the Central Balkans. Their
return into circulation in these parts has been marked by those minted by emperor
Theophilos (829—842), but market monetisation saw a moderate increase only
from the tenth century onwards. A little more than one hundred gold, silver
and bronze coin-finds from the period between the reigns of Theophilos and
John Tsimiskes (829-976) have been collected so far.®® These finds are usually
understood as reflecting Byzantine influences, which were on the rise after the
Christianisation of Bulgarians and Serbs from the time of Basil I (867-886).
However, one should leave the possibility open that part of these coins came to
the Central Balkans with the Bulgarians, who had themselves used Byzantine
money. Spatial distribution of the coin-finds partially overlaps that of the above-
surveyed objects, covering the valleys of the Sava, Danube, Morava, Timok, and
Nisava rivers. In contrast to this, it must be pointed out that no Byzantine coins
are known from southwestern Serbia, where objects of Bulgarian provenance are
somewhat more numerous (Map).

k %k sk

That the Bulgarians ruled the territories of present-day Serbia south of the
Sava and the Danube between the early ninth century and the year 971, when
they suffered defeat by the Byzantines, or the beginning of the eleventh century,
when so-called Samuel’s Empire was terminated, is a well-established historical
framework.%! At first, the direction of Bulgarian expansion was towards the
Serbian Danube region,®? and from the later ninth century its focus shifted to the
Danube hinterlands and the clashes with Serbia, which had finally been captured
— after several failures — by the end of Simeon’s reign (893-927).9 In the former
Serbian possessions Bulgarian bishoprics were founded, in Belgrade, Morava,
NiS, and Ras, and perhaps also in Prizren and Lipljan. These bishoprics were later
on incorporated into the Byzantine Archbishopric of Ohrid.*

0 B. PAIINR, B. UBAHUILLIEBUR, Busanmujcku nosay us Hapoonoz myseja y Beozpady,
Beorpan 2006, 27-28, 31.

61 C. AUPKOBUR, OGpasosamwe cpricke apxase, 146-148; C. AUPKOBUR, Cpbuja
n3melhy Buzanrujckor napersa u byrapcke, y Hcmopuja cpneroe napooa 1, yp. C. hUPKOBUA,
Bbeorpan 1981, 156-169; I. OCTPOI'OPCKMU, Ucmopuja Buzanmuje, beorpan 1998, 272-296.

62 P, KOMATINA, The Slavs, 55-74.

6 TI. KOMATHHA, O cprcko-6yrapckoj rpanunu y IX u X Beky, 3PBH 52 (2015)
32-35, with further references.

64 B. [IOIIOBUR, Enuckoncka cemuinra y Cpouju on IX no XI Beka, [oouwmak 2pada
beoepaoa 25 (1978) 33-38; U. CHETAPOB, Hcmopusa na Oxpudckama apxuenuckonusi 1,
Coous 1995, 56-60; IT. KOMATUHA, I{pxeena nonumuxa Buzaumuje 00 kpaja uxonobopcmea
0o cmpmu Bacunuja I, beorpan 2014, 350-351.
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Some views from recent historical literature on the expansion of the First
Bulgarian State can be reconsidered on the basis of the presented archaeological
data. It has been claimed that new possessions were not integrated by the
Bulgarians in their administrative system or controlled by setting up garrisons
there, but were rather ravaged, while the population was kept subdued and
occasionally resettled en masse in Bulgarian core lands.®> However, it is not
easy to assume that the Bulgarians would conquer a region without an ambition
to actually control it, at least to a certain extent, and the finds surveyed here
seem to speak in favour of that option. On the other hand, one should underscore
that no Bulgarian imperial seal has been found to testify to the presence of an
administrative center in the western parts of their state.

Written sources mention Belgrade as an important stronghold, but the
archaeological excavations conducted so far have failed to provide a picture
of that settlement.%® Especially important is the often-quoted information from
the Life of St Clement of Ohrid, stating that the disciples of St Methodius, passing
through Belgrade on their way from Moravia to Bulgaria, gained the impression
of it as ‘the most glorious city on the Danube’. At that time, Belgrade was the
seat of the Bulgarian commander Boritakan (Voritakan).®” That one of the first
bishoprics of Christianised Bulgaria was set up in Belgrade also speaks for the
importance of the city to the state, primarily due to its strategic position against
the Franks and the Hungarians on the other side of the Danube.®

Much as in the case of Belgrade, we know very little about the architecture
of the bishopric towns in Morava and NiS. As regards church architecture, we can
ascribe only the well-known Church of the Holy Apostles Peter and Paul near
Novi Pazar to this period. The church features Pre-Romanesque influences from
the Adriatic coast, a region with which Bulgaria had no intense contacts at that
time.% It became the center of the bishopric of Ras, founded probably during the
reign of Peter (927-969) and reflecting the Bulgarian aspirations to subdue their
neighbours not only politically, but also spiritually.”

5 TI. KOMATHHA, O cpricko-6yrapckoj rpanuim, 35-37.

% M. TIOIIOBUR, beozpadcka mephasa, beorpan 2006, 51 —54.

7 Buzsanmujcxu uzeopu 3a ucmopujy napooa Jyzocaasuje 1, yp. I. OCTPOI'OPCKHU, ®.
BAPUIINR, Beorpax 1955, 299; J. KAJIMh-MUJYIIKOBUR, Feoepao, 31-32.

% M. IIOTIOBWR, beozpadcka mephasa, 54.

6 C. TOIIOBUR, Ipeuctutusame npkse Cp. Ilerpa y Pacy, y Cmegan Hemaroa —
Ceemu Cumeon Mupomouusu. HUcmopuja u npedare, yp. J. KAJINR, beorpax 2000, 209-229;
of. II. IIMIEXAP, L{enmpannu banxan, 145, 147.

M. POPOVIC, Tvrdava Ras, 298. For a new interpretation of the church and the
references see: P. MARKOVIC, Beginnings of artistic activity in the Serbian lands (9th—11th
century), in Byzantine heritage and Serbian art II. Sacral art of the Serbian lands in the Middle
ages, eds. D. VOJVODIC, D. POPOVIC, Belgrade 2016, 147-149.
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It cannot be determined how far Bulgarian rule could influence settlement
development in the Balkan interior. The formation of fortified settlements in the
locations of Late Roman forts, intense throughout the ninth and tenth centuries,
should be explained in the context of demographic recovery and settlement
strategy of the time, and it was apparently caused by turbulent events and clashes
between Bulgaria, Byzantium and Serbia.”! The reoccupation of the Early
Byzantine fortification at Ras is dated to the second half of the ninth century
at the latest. The Early Mediaeval fortification reused the existing ramparts,
while the dry-stone constructions and palisades were added at the turn of the
ninth and tenth centuries, or somewhat later. It has been suggested that this type
of fortification was not characteristic of the Bulgarian core areas in the Lower
Danube region, but that it could have been used at Ras in accordance with the
local topographical conditions.”

A recent study has shown that in Bulgaria fortifications were started to get
built out of stone instead of earth precisely since the early tenth century, and
that from that time, in parallel to the reoccupation of the existing fortifications,
entirely new ones started to be constructed. The Ras Fortress is listed among the
fortifications from the southwestern parts of the Bulgarian state of that time;" yet,
it is still not clear to what extent the dry-stone constructions can be assigned to the
Bulgarians. Traces of Early Mediaeval building activity have been observed at
Veliki Gradac as well, where a Late Roman tower was reconstructed and a large
settlement was formed in the course of the tenth-eleventh centuries. Although
it was explicitly connected with the Bulgarians,” the obtained stratigraphic
information does not allow for a more precise dating within this span. Thus, we
cannot assign it with confidence either to the times of Bulgarian or Byzantine rule
in the Serbian Danube region.”

It is necessary to mention yet another find which could indirectly point
to Bulgarian construction activity and is apparently their westernmost find in
the Balkans. It is a rectangular stone block with incised runes — in the form
of the letter ‘Y’ between two vertical hastae and others — which was later on
used as spolia in the Sudikova Monastery church by Berane in Montenegro
(Map/37; Fig. 11a, b).” As marks on building materials were documented

7' 1. BUGARSKI, M. RADISIC, The Central Balkans, 97; II. ILTIEXAP, [enmpannu
Bankan, 70, 230; V. IVANISEVIC, I. BUGARSKI, Post-Antique.

2 M. POPOVIC, Tvrdava Ras, 141-142, 297.

3 1. PABOBSIHOB, Hsevncmonuunume xamennu kpenocmu na ITvpeomo Bvnzcapcko
yapcmeo (IX — nauanomo XI 6.), Codpus 2011, 41-42, kar. 6p. 99.

4 1. PABOBSHOB, H3ebrcmonuunume kamennu kpenocmu, 41, xar. 6p. 97.

7> M. JAHKOBUR, Cpeomosexosro naceme,18-21.

761, PUDIC, Sudikovski znaci, u Godisnjak. Centar za balkanoloska ispitivanja Akademije
nauka i umjetnosti BiH 3/1, ur. A. BENAC, Sarajevo 1965, 179-185; A. JIOMA, lllynukoBcku
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Fig. 11. Bulgarian runes, Sudikova (a — after L. PUDIC, Sudikovski znaci, T. I, Ia, II;
b — present state of the stone block, Museum of Polimlje in Berane: http://espona.me/
index.php/kultura/1271-naisli-su-bolji-dani-za-sudikovski-kvadar-luzacku-plocu-i-ostale-
kamene-nalaze, accessed 16 October 2017)

KaMeH: JI0Ca/Iallliha TyMauckha, CMEPHUIIC 3a lajba pasMHuILIbarma, Munewescku sanucu 7 (2007)
89-97; M. UTHKOBA, 3a xpucTHsIHCKaTa CAMBOJIIKA Ha 3HaKa ,,ATICHIIOH" B CTApOOBITapcKara
Kyntypa, Ilpobnemu na uskycmsomo 3 (2014) 8, O6p. VII/3.
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in the capitals of Pliska and Preslav,”’ their appearance in a remote area is quite
enigmatic. The Sudikova stone was recently interpreted in the light of Bulgarian
presence in the region before their baptism in 864/5, or shortly afterwards, at
the time when ‘residues of paganism’ were still encountered in their state.”®
However, the ‘Y’ sign, also seen as a runic cryptogram for the name of Jesus,
was widely present in northeastern Bulgaria until the middle or the end of the
eleventh century, and documented not only on building materials, but also on
ceramic vessels, seals, coins, etc.”” A handle bearing this sign comes from a
tenth-century layer at the Ras Fortress (Fig. 3/a);%° therefore the Sudikova find
could perhaps be connected with the Bulgarian conquest of Serbia, to which the
area around Berane had belonged.?' Yet, only future finds from this region could
support this suggestion.

By summarising the presented data, some conclusions can be drawn. The
period of Bulgarian political influence over the Central Balkans, which lasted
for some two hundred years, did not leave much material evidence for their
presence there. The indicative finds are widely distributed, but still few in
relation to the size of this territory. In contrast to the Middle Danube region,
where a ‘Bulgarian’ interpretation is in many cases not reliable, with a striking
discrepancy between historical and archaeological data on Belgrade, the sample
from present-day southwestern Serbia provides more solid grounds for analysis.
A larger concentration of characteristic finds has been observed there, apparently
indicating how far west Bulgarian rule may have reached (Map).

That these objects did not come to those distant areas through trade or some
other contacts of a similar nature is suggested by their statistical representation
at different sites. More significant quantities of amphora-like jugs at Ras and
Postenje indicate that these fortifications were in Bulgarian possession. By
way of contrast, Velika Gradina at Vrsenice, another systematically excavated
locality, produced only two such shards; it has therefore been assumed that
this fort was situated within the borders of ‘Baptised Serbia’. In this case, the
archaeological analysis confirmed the existing historical interpretation of the
border between the two states in the Raska valley from the second half of the
ninth century.®?

77 K. AJIAJDKOB, IIpoy4BaHus BbpXy CTapoOIrapckure 3Halu (B ThPCEHE HA 3aKOHO-
MEpHOCTH), Paskonku u npoyysanus 22 (1991) 86— 87.

8 A. JIOMA, IllyaukoBcku kameH, 94-96.

" ¢f. M. UHKOBA, 3a XpuCTUSHCKATa CUMBOJIUKA, 3—8.

80 M. POPOVIC, Tvrdava Ras, 157, kat. br. 220/4, s1. 106/4.

81 M. POPOVIC, Tvrdava Ras, 157.

2 M. POPOVIC, Tvrdava Ras, 297-298, with further references; M. POPOVIC, V.
BIKIC, Vrsenice, 131-134.
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Along their frontiers the Bulgarians established certain control mechanisms
that included forging some kind of alliances with the local population,®} which
was the main actor in the reoccupation of the Late Roman hinterland fortifications.
A model of gaining control over the captured lands would probably involve
a limited presence of Bulgarian troops in particularly important strongholds.
This might explain the absence of a more significant corpus of Early Bulgarian
finds in Serbia and other remote regions of the Bulgarian state of that time, such
as Macedonia.

8 On the concept of alliances with the Slavs as part of their conquest strategy see:
P. KOMATINA, The Slavs, 78.
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