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Abstract. — Six Late Roman graves and one prehistoric burial have been discovered under a tumulus in the course

of investigations. The tumulus is around 11meters in diameter and around 1 meter high and is situated at Veprcani,
in the mountainous area of Mariovo in south Macedonia. The graves mostly contained cists of broken stones or slabs covered
with stone slabs, one grave was carved into the rock and one consisted of a dislocated grave association. One prehistoric burial

containing the remains of a cremated individual and grave goods was encountered under a small stone mound to the south
of tumulus. Regarding the grave goods, mortuary practice and funerary rituals of the original tumulus as well as the prehistoric
burials, and material from the mound have been dated to the Ha A period, while the antique graves were dated
to the 34t century.

Key words. — tumulus, Mariovo, south Macedonia, Late Roman necropolis, prehistoric burials,

transition period from the Bronze to the Iron Age.

he Mariovo region is situated in the south of
Macedonia, between the mountains SelecCka,
Nidza, Kozuf, Kozjak and Dren. The river
Crna flows through this region creating the longest
(around 100 km long) canyon in Macedonia. The dis-
tinctive relief and geographic position of the region
has an impact on the distinct climate characteristics of
the area, which are considerably different compared to
other regions in Macedonia. The mountains Dren and
Selecka protect the region from strong north winds,
while Mediterranean currents from the south spread
along the Crna basin, and influences of continental cli-
mate arrive from the Pelagonia plain.
The village of Veprcani is situated in such a cli-
matic and geographic setting, although in a hilly zone

on the north-western slopes of Mt. Selecka and at over
800 meters above sea level. It is around 20 km south-
east of Prilep as the crow flies, or around 35 km along
the road bypassing the southern slopes of Mt. Dren.
The site of Slamite is situated around 1 km to the
west of the village of Veprcani, on the gentle rocky slope
facing south. Stone building foundations and Roman
pottery have been found in the north section of the site,
while in the south section are a few relatively small
tumuli grouped in pairs and arranged in a north-south
direction.! Approximately 700-800 meters from the
group of tumuli is the site of GradiSte, which could

I Murkocku 2010, 50.

* The article results from the project: Archaeology of Serbia: cultural identity, integration factors, technological processes and the role of the
central Balkans in the development of European prehistory (No. 177020), funded by the Ministry of Education, Science and Technological

Development of the Republic of Serbia.
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Fig. 1. Stone cover of tumulus 1 in Veprcani after cleaning
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Fig. 2. North-south section of the tumulus
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have been the settlement of the population buried under
these tumuli and the nearby tumuli at the site of Rado
Rid.2

The tumuli at the site of Slamite are devastated to
a considerable extent, due to the use of heavy machin-
ery for the construction of the local road, in 2008.
Rescue excavations of the tumuli were carried out in
2010 and 2012, when the most endangered tumulus 1
was explored.

ARCHITECTURE OF TUMULI
AND FUNERARY STRUCTURES

Tumulus 1 is situated around 15-20 meters to the
south of the local road and suffered the greatest dam-
age in its north-western section. The outline of a rather
large structure made of stone slabs was encountered to
the north of tumulus, while to the south, there was a
fairly small earthen mound of broken stones, with a
smaller stone structure buried in its southeast section.
The tumulus was of a symmetrical circular shape, 11.4
metres in diameter and approximately 0.9 metres high.
It is probable that, judging by the stone recorded around
the tumulus, it was originally slightly higher and the
stones shifted due to erosion. It is particularly conspi-
cuous where the enclosing wall or circle is concerned,
where stone remained in its original position (fig. 1, 13).

The base of the tumulus rests on rock where around
a 0.25 m thick layer of hard ochre coloured earth had
been deposited (fig. 2). In the central zone of the tumu-
lus were encountered large stone blocks, while the re-
maining mound consisted of amorphous stone or some-
what smaller stone slabs with small broken stones and
pebbles. The tumulus was then covered with loose brown
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soil, which was preserved only in some sections of the
tumulus, particularly on the periphery.

After removing the tumulus cover, the enclosing
wall (circle), which was made of smaller and larger
broken stones and, in a few places, half-dressed stone
blocks, was discovered resting on the mentioned layer
of ochre packed earth. The stones were arranged in one
or two courses, making a symmetrical, flat wall on the
outside in the north and southwest section, while in the
west and southeast it is poorly preserved, as a result of
it having been made of smaller broken stones (fig. 3).
The thickness of that wall is 0.6-0.9 m and its height
varies between 0.25 and 0.70 m. A small portion of the
wall is preserved at about 0.4—-0.7 m to the north of the
circle. It is made of small broken stones and pebbles in
one or two courses, 0.30-0.55 m thick and up to
0.1-0.3 m high. Remains of the wall (the circle of the
earlier tumulus) are preserved in the northeast and
west segment of the tumulus, and the area between the
circle of the tumulus and these ‘walls’ is paved with
stone slabs at approximately the same level.

Investigations revealed nine funerary structures,
eight of which were within the tumulus (graves 2-9),
while one was out of the tumulus, around 3—4 meters
to the southeast of the stone circle (grave 1).

It has been concluded, based on the discovered grave
goods, i.e. grave offerings, that graves 1 and 4 are pre-
historic burials, graves 2, 5, 7, 8 and 9 are antique graves
and graves 3 and 6 are antique graves but they also
contained prehistoric artefacts.>

2 Murkocku 2010, 50. T. XV

3 There will be more information regarding the chronological
determination of the graves in the section concerning portable finds.
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The graves were of diverse structure and rituals, and
the methods of interment were also different. Graves 2,
3, 7 and 8 are inhumation burials in cists made of stone
slabs, two have structures of broken stones (graves 4, 5),
grave 9 is carved into the rock, grave 6 consists of a
dislocated grave association enclosed within stones and
grave 1 contained the remains of a cremated individual.

The common feature of all the graves within the
tumulus was the inhumation of the dead in an extended
position and oriented in an east-west direction with a
slight deviation.

The graves of the cist type had lateral sides made
of one or more stone slabs and on the slabs from grave
7 were noticed traces of clay used as a bonding agent.
All the cist graves had a covering slab or a few slabs,
except grave 8 (figs. 5, 6, 9). The length of these stone
cists varied between 1.7 and 2 meters and the width
was 0.63 to 0.83 m, while the depth was 0.2 to 0.5 m.
The inhumed remains of the deceased in the cists were
not completely preserved and they were laid on the
ground (graves 3 and 8), on rock (grave 7) or on a large
stone slab, as in grave 2 (fig. 5). The deceased were
buried in a supine position and, according to the posi-
tion of the preserved arm bones, it could be concluded
that the arms were placed on the chest or on the abdomen
(graves 2, 7) (figs. 5, 9).

Funerary structures made of broken stone and par-
tially dressed stone slabs were encountered in graves 4
and 5 and are partially damaged on the east and north-
west side (fig. 3). The remains of the deceased in grave
4 were somewhat better preserved, and in both graves
the deceased were laid in a supine position with the
head towards the west or northwest (grave 5).

Only one grave (9) had been buried in a layer of hard
ochre-coloured soil and then in the rock. The southeast
segment of the grave was covered with a stone slab,
while the other segment was filled with small pebbles.
The deceased was inhumed in a supine position with
the head towards the northwest. The dimensions of the
grave are 1.7 x 0.4 x 0.2 m.

Possibly the most interesting discovery in the tu-
mulus is grave 6, i.e. the grave association placed on
the south longitudinal slab and on the covering slab of
grave 7 (fig. 8.16). This dislocated grave assemblage
was enclosed from the south within two rows of bro-
ken stone, from the east were a few quite large stone
blocks and from the north just one stone. The skull of
the deceased was placed in the east section of the struc-
ture and to the west of the skull were the long bones of
the deceased, gathered in a pile. The skull had been
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protected from the north and east with thin stone slabs
inserted vertically in the ground. An antique wheel-made
jug was protected from the southeast with a vertically
placed thin stone slab, placed at around 0.25 m to the
northeast of the skull. A prehistoric hand-made two-
handled beaker was found on the pile of bones, and to
the southwest were discovered an antique bronze bra-
celet with open ends shaped like a serpent’s head and
a small bronze object.

The last grave, which is distinguished totally from
the previous finds by its position (out of the tumulus)
and funerary ritual (cremation) is grave 1, which was
situated around 3 meters to the southeast of the tumu-
lus (fig. 3). Above the grave, of whose structure two
partially dressed stones remained, an agglomeration of
small stones in an approximately circular shape (the
remains of a tumulus mound?) were encountered which
had been enclosed in the northwest with an almost 3
meter long wall made of vertically arranged thin stone
slabs (figs. 1-3). The remains of the cremated individ-
ual, intensive soot and ash, one complete prehistoric
double vessel, a fragment of a cylindrical pottery stand
and a fragment of a hemispherical bowl were encounte-
red to the east of the stone blocks (fig. 4). The vessels
were not subsequently burned, indicating that they
were placed in the grave after the cremation of the de-
ceased on the pyre. A large number of fragments of pre-
historic hand-made pottery, as well as stone tools have
been found beneath and within a stone mound, 5 x 4
meters in size, which covered grave 1.

Stone structures of unknown purpose were encoun-
tered next to and around the tumulus. Around 0.9 m to
the north of the tumulus was a rectangular stone struc-
ture 2.65 x 2.50 m in size and its greatest depth was
0.35 m (figs. 12, 15). It was made of stone slabs and
oriented in an east-west direction. The structure was
filled with one layer of densely packed stone slabs and
small and large stones, mostly pebbles, which also spread
outside the structure walls in an area between the
structure and the north tumulus circle/ring. Under that
layer of stone was a layer of hard brown soil with small
stones, within which were discovered fragments of a
hemispherical prehistoric bowl made of baked clay with
two handles highly surmounting the rim (fig, 12/1).
Under that layer was the bedrock.

A structure of arranged stone slabs of approxi-
mately rectangular form, 2.75 x 1.65 m in size and ori-
ented in a west-east direction was encountered around
2.5 m to the south of the tumulus and around 2 meters
west of the grave 1 (fig. 11). In the course of removing
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the single layer of stone slabs of the structure, many
fragments of a prehistoric cooking vessel of coarse
material, along with miniature vessels of fine material
were found in the layer of hard brown soil (fig. 11/1-4).

A rectangular stone structure, 3 x 2.85 m in size,
which is adjacent to the enclosing wall (ring) of the
tumulus, is situated to the east-southeast of the tumulus
(fig. 14). The walls of the structure, around 0.5 meters
thick, were made of stones (pebble and broken stone)
and mud, and the whole structure was resting on the
bedrock (figs. 2, 14). The greatest preserved height of
the structure wall is around 0.6 meters. The entrance to
the structure is 0.5 meters wide and is in the south-
eastern corner of the building, while the floor is paved
with stone slabs, which are preserved only in the north-
western section of the structure. There is, in the north-
western corner, a rather thick layer of reddish clay
which partially covers the west wall as well as some of
floor stone slabs. In front of the southeast wall of the
structure another wall was erected, 1.55 meters long,
0.7 meters thick and around 0.4 m high. The space
between the two walls is filled with brown soil.

The structure of tumulus 1 at the site of Slamite is
unique in the Mariovo region. Tumulus 2 at the site of
Dolinac in Strnovac, near Kumanovo had, however, been
made in a similar way, and is dated to the end of the
Bronze Age and the beginning of the transition period.*

The double walls, i.e. the tumulus circles/rings, were
also encountered in tumulus 12 at Beloti¢?, as well as
in tumulus 3 at the site of Tri Dabici in Krusevica
(Macedonia), which are also dated to the Bronze Age.6
Similar tumulus structures dating from the Bronze
Age’ have been registered in western Serbia and also
in Albania.®

Nevertheless, burial under tumuli is not character-
istic of the Bronze Age in Macedonia and it does not
appear before the transition period, approximately at
the same time as the custom of cremating the dead.” It
is considered that the earliest tumuli in Macedonia are
those from the necropolis of Visoi at Beranci, which
also contain inhumed individuals in stone cists and are
approximately contemporary with the tumuli in the
south, in Vergina.!?

Graves with cists under tumuli were also recorded
in the closer vicinity (Caniste, Krusevica, Rapes),!! as
well as in north-eastern Macedonia (Orlova Cuka,
Gorno pole, Babite)!2, Albania!3 and western Serbia, !4
while in the village of Orizari large Roman tumuli have
been investigated and smaller Iron Age tumuli with
graves in stone cists were discovered in their bases.!’
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Graves with structures made of broken stone, like
graves 4 and 5 in Veprcani, are very frequent finds in
tumuli in the immediate vicinity!® and in Pelagonia!”,
but also in the central Vardar basin and the Bregalnica
valley.!8

Rectangular structures around the tumuli are not
common in tumulus architecture in the given period in
Macedonia. In the course of exploring tumulus 1 at the
site of Dolinac in Strnovac, one small stone paved plat-
form was recorded in the south section, beyond the stone
circle. Fragments of pottery vessels, animal bones and
charcoal were discovered there, leading the author to
assume that the platform was used for certain funerary
rituals.!?

A similar structure of circular shape, surrounded
by a ring/circle of large pebbles and filled with small-
er pebbles was encountered at the site of Klucka near
Skopje, and is dated to the beginning of the transition
period.? A large amount of objects, including mostly
fragments of pottery vessels, animal bones and river
shells, were discovered within that structure. A stone
structure of approximately rectangular shape was dis-
covered in the western section of necropolis II at Gornja
Strazava that was the burial place of the bearers of the
Brnjica culture?'and dated to the period Br D-Ha A1.%?

CrankoBcku 2008, 135, figs 1 and 2, drawings 1 and 2.
Tapamanun 1973, 256, fig. 7.
Murtkocku A., 2010, 55-56, Plan 2.
Imurposuh 2009, 67-68, T. 22-24.

8 Prendi, Bunguri 2008, 210-221, Fig. 14-19.

9 Mitrevski 2003, 50-52.

10 Mutpencku 1997, 103-104.

1 Murkocku A, 1999, 40, T. I1, photo p. 53, 55, 57, 59— 61;
Murkocku A, 2002, 8, T. I-VI, T. X; Mikulc¢ic¢ 1966, 14, T. 111/6;
Bacunesa 1993, 75, figs. 3-6, 8, 9.

12 TMamwh, Bununh 1972, 131, fig.3; Mukymuuk 1961, 49-50,
PL, 4/3, T. I/6, T. 11/3.

13 Prendi, Bunguri 2008, Fig. 16.

14" Imurposuh 2009, T. 25-28.

15 Camnes 1978, 9, P1. 2, 3; Murpescku 1990, 68, drawing 3.

16 Murkocku 1999, 38, T. 1, plan 2, photo p. 51; MuTkocku
2002, 9, T. IV.

17 Mikul¢i¢ 1966, 15

18 Muxkymunk 1961, 49-51, pl. 3, 4; Tapamanusa M. u [I. 1959,
24-27, Pl. VIII; Mutpescku 1997, 92-96; Haues, JoBanoB 1996,
4648, fig. 2, drawing 1.

19" Crankoscku 2008, 139-140.

20 Murpescku 1995, 64, 70, figs. 2, 3, Plan 1.

21 Kperuh 1992, 236, T. 11

22 asuh 1996, 145-153; Crojuh 2001, 45-46; Bynatosuh,
Crankoscku 2012, 133, 305-312.
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It is worth mentioning that at that very necropolis a pin
with a nail-shaped head, identical to the one found next
to grave 1 at Veprcani, was also found, and this will be
discussed in the following pages. Similar structures
made of river pebbles or dressed stone slabs were recor-
ded in the village of Oresane, near Skopje as well as at
the necropolis with cremation burials at Donja Brnjica.?3

The phenomenon of using tumuli during several
periods is common practice in neighbouring Albania,
where burying in tumuli could have been carried out
during four, or even more, different periods. Thus, the
earliest horizon of interment in the tumulus in Burrel
(Burrelit), in central Albania dates from the transition
period from the Bronze to the Iron Age (11t—9™ cen-
tury BC) and relates to a smaller central burial barrow,
while in the three ensuing periods the barrow expands
and the latest period of interment dates from the Late
Roman period (374 century), as is also the case with
the tumulus at Vepréani.?*

A similar situation was recorded in the tumuli in
Barg¢a, in south-eastern Albania where the earliest small
central tumulus (tumulus I) was enlarged over the course
of time and was finally surrounded by a new stone circle
in the Late Bronze Age and in the transition period.??

Additionally, the tumuli from the Dukat necropolis
in south-western Albania consisted of a central grave
with a barrow (in the first barrow, from the Early Bronze
Age, in the second, the transition period), around which
a necropolis under a large tumulus was subsequently
established, while the latest interment horizon dates
from the Roman period (tumulus I), and the medieval
period.26

However, in those tumuli in Albania dating from
approximately the same time as the tumulus in Veprcani,
the deceased had been mostly buried in grave pits sur-
rounded by stones and rarely in cists, while the most
frequent position of the dead was a crouched position
on one side. Also, these tumuli do not have a stone
structure surrounding the barrow like the tumulus in
Veprc€ani, and they mostly have a central grave, so
direct parallels regarding the structure of the tumuli
could not be established.

The successive use of tumuli during several periods
has also been recorded in south-western Serbia (Ra-
doinja), where three horizons of interment have been
confirmed in one tumulus — Eneolithic, Late Roman
and medieval burials.?’

Funerary structures shaped like stone cists have been
encountered in Macedonia since the advanced Bronze
Age (Markova Susica), but the skeleton in that grave
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was in a crouched position on the right side. A similar
manner of interment (stone cists with crouched skele-
tons) was also recorded in Prilep (Varos).2® Burying in
stone cists within the tumuli had also been practiced in
northern Greece?® and western Serbia®? and a similar
situation was encountered in neighbouring Albania,
where it was practiced since the Early Bronze Age.’!
Stone cists were also used in Macedonia in the Roman
period, but without tumuli (Demir Kapija)32

Stone cists and stone in general as the material for
funerary structures are not, however, essential indica-
tors of ethnic origin, spiritual heritage or so called
chronological indicators, but they should, rather, be
understood as functional material resulting from the
natural characteristics of the terrain where the necro-
poleis were located.3? Hence, establishing wider ana-
logies or cultural relationships on the basis of funerary
structures is highly unreliable.

PORTABLE FINDS WITHIN
GRAVE ASSOCIATIONS AND DATING?*

In grave 1, many fragments of a hemispherical
vessel with thin burnished walls, a strap handle with a
saddle-shaped top and highly surmounting the rim
have been found with the remains of a cremated indi-
vidual (fig. 4/2). In the same grave was found a double
vessel with a burnished surface, two globular bodies

23 Pucros 1997, 155; Srejovic 1959-60, 102.

24 Kurti 1977-78, 172.

25 Andrea 1985, 218-229.

26 Bodinaku 2001-2002, 9-24, 77-100.
27 Zotovi¢ 1985, 27, fig. 3. Tumulus with graves from Late
Bronze Age and Iron Age was also encountered at Delimedje at
Pester (JTasuh 1996, 9-11).

28 Murpescku 1997, 21-23.

29 Maniatis, Ziota 2011, 461, figs. 3, 4.

30 Imurposuh 2009, T. 25-28; Zotovic 1985, 30-37.

31 Prendi, Bunguri 2008, 208-216.

32 Joanosuh 1984, 136.

33 In Novo Selo near Trgoviste that is even today known for
stone slabs used as building material at the site Crkvene Njive was
recorded grave from the Bronze Age, with urn encircled by stone
slabs. In the immediate vicinity are Hellenistic and Antique necro-
poleis with graves also made of identical slabs (BynaTosuh 2007,
242-243), while on other side of the village at the site Kupene Njive
was encountered Late Antique grave with structure made of very
same slabs (Bulatovi¢ 2008, 205), which speaks in favor of this thesis.

34 For detailed description of funerary structures see the first
part of this work.



MITKOSKI, BULATOVIC, MIKIC, Necropolis under a tumulus at Vepréani (27-57) CTAPUHAP LXVI1/2016

I'poi 1

Grave 1

Fig. 4. Grave 1, with grave goods (1-5), finds immediately next to the grave (6-8)
Ca. 4. Ipob 1, ca apuaosuma (1-5), nasasu neitocpegho topeq ipoba (6-8)
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with a slight S profilation and joined the by bellies and
rims; the upper part of the handle is missing. The ves-
sel is decorated with engraved horizontal and wavy
lines and the root of the handle was decorated on the
outside with engraved ornaments (fig. 4/1, T. IV/1). A
cylindrical vessel with thin walls and a burnished sur-
face of ochre colour with traces of matt red paint was
also found in grave 1 (fig. 4/3, T. IV/2). It is customary
Late Mycenaean painted decoration consisting of hor-
izontal lines.3” Inside the grave were also discovered
two strap handles decorated with engraved wavy lines,
with one of them having its top shaped like two small
horns resembling handles with a fan-shaped top char-
acteristic of the Brnjica culture in the south Morava
valley (figs. 4/4, 5).

Arched handles with a saddle-shaped top on hemi-
spherical vessels are known from the Morava valley
(phases Ib and Ic by M. Stoji¢),3® but also from Albania
(Maliq I11d1)?7, and the double vessel shape has been
recorded in the lower Vardar valley,>® Albania3®, but
also in the Morava valley* and the Danube basin*' and
is generally dated to the Late Bronze Age and the tran-
sition period.

The cylindrical vessel was most probably used as
a stand for a vessel (perhaps a hemispherical bowl) and
such stands are known from the graves of the Zuto
Brdo—Girla Mare and Vatin cultures.*?

Grave 2, the cist of stone slabs under the tumulus,
contained just one wheel-made jug with a trefoil mouth
(oinochoe) and a concave base that was placed next to
the legs of the deceased (fig. 5/1). This jug type with a
very pronounced lower body has been found in the 41
century tomb in Jagodin Mala, in Nis,*3 while M. To-
dorovska identifies this jug type as type 5, which was
used for a long time in the Roman culture.*

A similar jug type with a concave base and pro-
nounced lower body, but with the upper part of the neck
and the rim shaped like a glass (fig. 6/1), was found by
the legs of the deceased in grave 3, which was made of
stone slabs in a cist shape. These jugs are classified as
type 7 by M. Todorovska and they appeared in Macedo-
nia until the late 6! century.*> Such a jug type with a
taller body was found in the tumulus in Burrel in Alba-
nia, where Late Roman interments were also encoun-
tered besides prehistoric burials.*0

Also in grave 3, in the chest area, a fragment of
bronze spring wire was found (saltaleon) (fig. 6/2).
These were frequently used in the Bronze and Iron Age
and are chronologically irrelevant finds but undoubt-
edly date from prehistoric times.
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Grave 4 was a structure of broken stone, and a
hand-made globular vessel with a low body, a rather
short conical neck and four vertically perforated
tongue-shaped handles on the shoulder was found next
to the head of the deceased in the grave (fig. 6a/1). The
vessel was made of refined clay, well fired and with a
burnished surface of ochre colour. It is a local variant
of alabastron, a vessel shape originating from the south
and is a copy of Late Mycenaean shapes.*’ They are
very frequent in Macedonia in the Late Bronze Age
and the transition period (Manastir, Ulanci, Vodovrati
etc.)*®, and this type of vessel was discovered in horizon
14b in Kastanas, as well as at Kamenska Cuka in the
Strumica valley, with both sites dating from the Late
Bronze Age.*

The structure of grave 5 was made of broken sto-
nes and the concave base of a wheel-made vessel was
found by the side of the deceased, while in the left hand
area there was a fragmented silver earring (fig. 7/1, 2).
The earring was made of thin silver wire of circular
section, shaped into a hoop and decorated with shallow

35 Murpescku 1997, 55.

36 Stojic 1986, T. 8/12, 14/13.

37 Prendi 1982, Abb. 7/3.

38 Kastanas, layers 14b, 12 (Hochstetter 1984, Taf. 44/1, 82/8.
It is interesting that engraved motif on the handle of double vessel
almost entirely identical to the motif on a vessel handle from layer
14b at Kastanas (Hochstetter 1984, Taf. 52/7).

3 Tlerposa 1996, 70, 71-72, 75, 83, 91, 94, T. XXIX r. 90, T.
XXVIr.10, T. XXVII 1. 22; Bodinaku 2001-2002, T. IX/1; Andrea
1985, T. 11/4 (grave 10), IV/4 (grave 22), X/1 (grave 90). All those
graves where have been found double vessels of almost identical
shape as vessel from Vepréani come from tumulus 1 at Barga and
are dated to the periods from 12—8™ centuries BC.

40 Stoji¢ 1986, T. IV/7, 8; Bynatosuh, Crankoscku 2012, T.
VII/26; XXXV/1.
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grade, director of investigations at that site (personal communica-
tion).

4 Onuencka-Tonoposcka 2010 a, 76; Janaxkuencku 2001, 232,
T. LXVIIIL
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46 Kurti 1977-78, T. XV/1 (grave 72).

47 Murpescku 1997, 55, fig. 14.

48 Josuescka 2008, 91, T. XXII; Bunecku 2006, 66, fig.3, T. TII,
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npecer 1-1
section 1=1

npecex 2-2
section 2-2

Fig. 5. Grave 2, before and after removing covering slabs and grave good (1)

Ca. 5. I'pob 2 (c wokposuum taouama u o0e3 wiux) u ipobuu ipuaor (1)

engraved parallel lines in two places. Similar earrings
(type 1, variant 12, by 1. Popovi¢) with one end finishing
in a hook and ornamented with two engraved lines had
been in use from the 1% to the 4™ century, and hoop-
shaped earrings also continued into the 5 century.??
Grave 6 is a dislocated grave association surroun-
ded by broken stones that contained the remains of one
person. A bronze object made of wire of square section
and with twisted ends finishing in a knot was found to
the west of the skull (fig. 8/2). On the forearm was found
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a bronze bracelet with open ends finishing in a serpent’s
heads depicted in profile and with perforated eyes (fig.
8/4, T.IV/6). The body of the bracelet is of square sec-
tion and the neck of circular section. Next to the brace-
let was a hand-made beaker standing on the bottom,
with two handles with fan-shaped tops, an obliquely

50 TTonosuh 1996, 16, cat. no. 9; Ananiev 1994, cat. nos. 277,
278, 279.
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section 2-2

npecer 1-1
section 1-1

I'pod 4
Grave 4

Fig. 6. Grave 3, before and after removing covering slabs and finds from the grave (1, 2); grave 4 and grave good (1a)

Ca. 6. I'pob 3 (¢ okposHum tinouama u be3 wux) u naaasu u3z ipooda (1, 2); ipob 4 u ipobuu tpusor (1a)
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Fig. 7. Grave 5, before and after removing covering slabs and finds from the grave (1, 2)

Ca. 7. Ipob6 5 (¢ tokposHum daouama u be3 wix) u Haaasu us ipoba (1, 2)
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Fig. 8. Grave 6 (dislocated grave association) and finds from the grave (1-4)
Ca. 8. I'pob 6 (gucaoyupana ipobua cagpycuna) u naaasu u3 ipoba (1-4)
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npecek 1-1 npecek 2-2
section 1-1 section 2-2

Fig. 9. Grave 7, before and after removing covering slabs and finds from the grave (1-7)

Ca. 9. I'pob6 7 (¢ tokposHum aouama u be3 wiux) u Haaasu us ipoba (1-7)
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channelled body and a burnished surface (fig. 8/3, T.
IV/4). A wheel-made jug with a concave base, lying on
the side, was found next to the skull, to the northeast
(fig. 8/1). The jug resembles other jugs from the
necropolis and a bracelet with a similar stylised repre-
sentation of a serpent’s head was found at a 3 to 4t
century cremation necropolis in the vicinity of Bosile-
grad, however the heads are not perforated.’! Never-
theless, serpents’ heads as ends of bracelets are known
already from the Iron Age but are mostly depicted en
face and continued until the Middle Ages.>? In the time
of the Roman domination of these regions, bracelets
with ends shaped as a serpent’s head appear in the 2™
century as a Hellenistic component inherited from the
Iron Age, and are also very frequent finds in the Late
Roman period.”?

Pyriform beakers as well as arched handles with
fan-shaped tops are characteristic of the Brnjica culture
in the south Morava basin®*, as is obliquely channelled
ornaments on the body of the vessels.”> The stylistic
and typological characteristics of the beaker are typi-
cal of the Morava basin in the Late Bronze Age, i.e. in
the period of transition from the Bronze to the Iron
Age, as is the cremation of the dead as a ritual, which
previously had not been practiced in Macedonia. It is
interesting that an almost identical vessel was found in
grave 133 in tumulus 1 at Barca that has been dated
between the 12 and 8™ centuries BC.5¢

A bronze object with the representation of a ser-
pent’s head, similar to that in the previous grave, was
also found in grave 7. In this case it is an earring with
open-ends, made of bronze wire of rectangular section,
with one end modelled in such a way (fig. 9/2, T. IV/8).
The earring was found in the west section of the cist
grave, next to the stone slab above the head of the
deceased. Similar pendants shaped as the letter S, with
ends shaped as serpents’ heads have been encountered
in the area of Roman Dardania, and dated to the Late
Roman times.>’

A fragment of an appliqué made of sheet bronze
and decorated by embossing was recorded next to the
left forearm (fig. 9/1). A finger ring made of sheet sil-
ver with the head shaped as a rectangular plate and the
shoulder decorated with engraved motifs was discov-
ered next to the right forearm, in the south section of
the grave (fig. 9/3, T. IV/7). This type of finger ring was
common in the first half of the 4" century®® and was
distributed throughout the Balkans. It has also been
recorded in Sucidava, Beska, Scupi, Drezga and, at all
these sites, was dated to the 394t centuries.>®
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In grave 7 where, according to the position of other
bones, the head should have been, four fragmented
small beads made of blue and red glass paste were dis-
covered. Such beads are actually frequent finds in
Roman graves (fig. 9/4-7, T. IV/5).

Grave 8 is identified as a disturbed stone structure
probably destroyed by the burial in grave 7. The remains
of the deceased in grave 8 are most probably grave 6,
because grave 8 actually consists of the remains of the
funerary structure from which the deceased was dislo-
cated (grave 6), most probably as a result of the con-
struction of grave 7.

In the north-western section of grave 9, which was
carved into the rock, an illegible, damaged bronze coin
was discovered, while two jugs were encountered by
the legs of the deceased in the eastern section of the
grave. Both have a low spherical body and a concave
base and one of them has the upper section of the neck
and rim shaped like a glass, while the neck and rim of
the other are missing (fig. 10/1, 2). This jug type was
discussed in the previous section of this article when it
was concluded that they most probably date from the
Late Roman period.

The largest amount of finds outside the tumulus
was discovered to the southeast of the tumulus, in the
stone cover above grave 1. Besides pottery fragments,
stone tools were found, along with many fragments of
small pottery tiles of a rectangular shape and a few
bronze objects. The bronze objects were found together
in the furthest south-eastern section of this cover next
to one pebble, so it is assumed that they came from the
destroyed grave.

The bronze finds include a pin with a nail-shaped
head (Nagelkopfnadeln), 15.9 cm long and with a head
diameter of around 2.5 cm (fig. 4/7), fragments of a

31 Murposuh 2010, cat. no. 67.

52 JTaxros, Kacremun 1957, 62/3, T. 11/9, T. IV/36, T. VII/68;
Ba6uk 1986, 282, drawing 61/2, 33, 62/ 9, 63/1; Manesa E., 1990,
173, T. 1, 3, cat. no. 3.

33 Jovanovi¢ 1978, 23-25, figs. 23-32.

54 Crojuh 2001, T. IX/1, 8, XIX/15; Bynatosuh, CTaHKOBCKH
2012, T. XL/3, T. LXIII/53.

55 Bynarosuh, Crankoscku 2012, T. XIX/6; XX VII1/43, 51, 53,
T. XXVIII/64, 67, T. LVIIl/74.

56 Andrea 1985, 230, T. XIV/1.

37 Jovanovi¢ 1978, figs. 154-156.

58 Popovi¢ 1999, 110,111, fig. 58/12.

59 Jamkosuh 1986., fig. 738; Iayrosa-Pymesman 1995,
246-247, T. 11/9; Onuescka-Tonoposcka 2010, 285/6, fig. 6; Huko-
socku 2001, 62, fig. on p. 61.
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npecer 1-1
section 1-1

Fig. 10. Grave 9, before and after removing covering slabs and finds from the grave (1, 2)

Ca. 10. I'pob 9 (c iokposHom Haouom u be3 we) u Haaasu us ipooa (1, 2)
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necklace (?) of thin sheet bronze decorated by emboss-
ing, 7.1 cm long, around 0.9 cm wide and 0.1 cm thick
(fig. 4/8) and an object (hairpin?) made of bronze wire
of circular section with a flat head shaped like a wide
ring (fig. 4/6). The upper segment of the pin’s neck, next
to the head, is reinforced using a deltoid enlargement.
The head and neck are of a strap section, the length is
10.6 cm and the head diameter is around 2.5 cm.

A pin with a nail-shaped head is one of the most
widely distributed pin types in the Late Bronze Age in
central Europe the Balkans. The specimen from Vepr-
Cani, according to the typology by R. Vasic, was, how-
ever, of the type with a small head (mit kleinem kopf),
which was distributed throughout the Balkans and dates
from the end of the Late Bronze Age and the beginning
of the transition period.®°

There are no direct analogies for the pin with its head
shaped as a broad ring of strap section. A similar pin
with a somewhat smaller ring-like head was recorded at
the Middle Bronze Age necropolis in Dunatjvaros, and
a pin with its head shaped into concentric circles, also
discovered in Hungary, dates from the same period.®’

The fragment of a strap-shaped necklace (diadem)
resembles a specimen from the Brgula hoard, which
was dated to the transition period,®? and a similar find
was encountered in the hoard from Donji Petrovci, da-
ted to the Ha A1 period.5?

The most frequent pottery shapes from the stone
mound above grave 1 are hemispherical bowls with a
slanting, everted rim and a burnished surface (T. I/1, 3,
111/3-7), and large vessels with a smoothed surface, thick
walls and a long conical or cylindrical neck (T. 172, 4,
5, 8, I1I/10-14). There were also sporadic finds of ves-
sels with a long funnel-shaped neck and a smoothed
surface, hemispherical vessels with a burnished surface,
a hollow cylindrical foot of a vessel with a smoothed
surface (T. I/10, 111/ 8, 9, 15) and the narrow pointed base
of a vessel decorated with engravings (T.I/15). Besides
the pottery, a small ground stone axe was also found
(chisel) (T.I/17).

Hemispherical and spherical bowls with a short or
long neck and a slanting everted neck are known from
the Early Bronze Age in Albania (Maliq I11a),%* and are
also known in earlier times in the lower Vardar Valley65,
where they last until the Iron Age (Kastanas)® or to the
transition from the Bronze to the Iron Age (Albania).®’
The difference is, however, the fact that the above men-
tioned vessels are not decorated, while specimens from
Veprcani are decorated with engraved motifs including
inscribed triangles, horizontal or zigzag lines surround-
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ed by incised dots. Those ornaments are recorded at the
Late Bronze Age sites in the southern part of the south
Morava valley and in northern Macedonia (Brnjica
culture).%8

Also, large vessels with funnel-shaped or conical
necks were decorated with such motifs, as well as with
moulded bands with finger impressions or with finger
impressions on the rim (T.III/14).

Rather interesting is the short cylindrical foot of the
vessel, as this is not characteristic of this area. Similar
feet have, however, been sporadically recorded at Kas-
tanas®, from the Early Bronze Age and rather frequently,
at the same site, from the Late Bronze Age.”® Similar
narrow and oversized bases, which imitate a foot, are
common features on Late Bronze vessels in western
Serbia and are also sporadically recorded in the Mora-
va basin.”! Narrow elongated bases are known from
layers 14b and 12 (Late Bronze Age and transition pe-
riod) at Kastanas.”?

Worth mentioning are fragments of two small slabs
of baked clay, decorated with engraved lines or grooves
(T.1/14, 16,1V/3). Similar slabs, although made of stone,
were discovered in the necropoleis of the advanced and
Late Bronze Age in the vicinity of Zajecar, in eastern
Serbia.”3

An arched handle with a moulded cylindrical top
is characteristic of the Late Bronze Age cultures in the
south Morava basin, in particular in the Paracin cul-
ture,’* but it also appears in Albania and the lower

60
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Fig. 11. South stone structure, with finds (1-4)

Ca. 11. Jyxwna kamena kouctmpykuuja, ca naaasuma (1-4)
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Fig. 12. North stone structure, with find (1)

Ca. 12. Cegepna kamena koucmpykuuja, ca vaiazom (1)

Vardar basin from the transition from the Bronze to the
Iron Age.”d

A large quantity of pottery fragments was discov-
ered in the tumulus cover and in the area between the
graves as well as in the south segment of the tumulus,
next to the stone circle/ring. A few fragments of diver-
se vessels were gathered together next to the stone cir-
cle including mostly hemispherical bowls with a bur-
nished surface, large bowls with a cylindrical neck,
large vessels with a long funnel-shaped or conical
neck and a fragment of the pyraunos (T. II/9, 11, 12,
111/22, 24).

Similar vessels including hemispherical bowls,
vessels with long a funnel-shaped neck, spherical ves-
sels with a slanting everted rim, pyriform beakers with
two handles slightly above the rim, cups with a short
cylindrical neck etc., were found in the tumulus cover
(T. 1I/1-8, 10, 13, 11I/16-21, 23). Besides the pottery,
ground stone tools and one conical, vertically perfo-
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rated spindle whorl were also found (T. II/12, 13). The
vessels were decorated using various techniques; red
matt painting on the spherical vessel (T. I1I/17), oblique
grooves on the cup body (T. II/8, 11I/18), engraved
lines depicting hanging triangles and spirals (T. II/1-6)
and a series of cord impressions (T. 1I/7, I1I/21).

The two-handled beaker with strap handles (T.
111/20) is characteristic in this area and more to the south,
from the Early Bronze Age, i.e. the Armenochori cul-
ture, and the spherical vessel with a slanting everted
rim (T. 1I/2, 3) could also be related to the earlier tra-
ditions in this region. The same could be concluded for
matt painting and engraved spirals,’® while cord

75 Hochtetter 1984, Taf. 71/3, 102/3; Andrea 1985, T. XXV/2.

76 Hochtetter 1984, Taf. 1/5, 6, 12, 5/7, 52/6. In Kastanas as
well as in Kilindir, the motif of the spiral appears from the Middle
Bronze Age (Heurtley 1939, 205, cat. 374).
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impression ornaments are originally from the north but
had been present in Pelagonia since the Eneolithic and
into the Bronze Age,’’ so it is possible that such an
ornament became an element of an autochthonous tra-
dition. On the other hand, the corded ornament could
have come to this area from the west, from Albania,
where it was confirmed at the end of the Eneolithic and
in the Bronze Age,’® while there is a negligible possi-
bility that it arrived from the central Balkans, i.e. the
Morava basin, given that such ornamentation was
unknown in that area in the Bronze Age.”’

CONCLUDING REMARKS

Analysis of the tumulus structure and the graves
within it as well as the grave goods confirms, with cer-
tainty, that tumulus 1 in Veprcani was made in the Late
Roman period, but at the location where a prehistoric
tumulus previously existed. It is, however, not quite
clear what the prehistoric tumulus looked like and
what its size was and, by all appearances, grave 4 was
within the tumulus. The only trace, which could help
in defining the size of the prehistoric tumulus, is the
above mentioned layer of hard packed ochre soil of
even thickness deposited on the bedrock, which was
probably some kind of tumulus foundation. This, so to
say, foundation covered an area slightly wider than the
present-day tumulus, so it could be assumed to have
been the original perimeter of the prehistoric tumu-
1us.80 Grave 4 is the only preserved prehistoric grave,
although it is not possible, considering the time span,
to say with any certainty whether it was the only pre-
historic grave or there were more within the tumulus,
because other prehistoric artefacts in other graves (a
fragment of saltaleon and a beaker with a channelled
body) could have come from the partially damaged
grave 4. The structure and orientation of grave 4 is
almost identical to the Roman graves (graves 5 and 9)
and differs only in the position of the grave offering
(vessel), which was next to the head of the deceased
and not by the legs, as is usual for all Roman graves in
the tumulus.

The two-handled beaker with a channelled body,
discovered on top of the dislocated grave association
(grave 6), did not, perhaps, belong to another prehis-
toric grave but came from the damaged east section of
grave 4, which had probably been destroyed by the
interment in grave 9 (fig. 3). Concerning grave 8, which
is represented by the segment of a stone structure bet-
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ween graves 4 and 7 (fig. 3), it is, by all appearances,
a Roman grave destroyed when grave 7 was construct-
ed and the bones were gathered and placed on the stone
structure of grave 7.8!

Antique interventions on the tumulus could be also
noticed in the various densities of the stone cover. Thus,
burials in Roman graves (grave 7) in the prehistoric
tumulus resulted in the north segment of the cover
remaining considerably ‘loose’, while the east half of
the tumulus, containing the remaining Roman graves,
was covered with rather small stones. The west half of
the tumulus, where there were no graves, was covered
with larger stones and this might have been the origi-
nal segment of the former prehistoric tumulus.

The stone structures around the tumulus certainly
belong to the original tumulus, as exclusively prehisto-
ric pottery was discovered in them and, as has already
been mentioned, similar structures next to the tumuli
or close to the graves are known from the Late Bronze
Age and transition period in the Vardar basin, the
Morava basin and in northern Macedonia. Their pur-
pose is not completely clear but, according to certain
analogies, they served a ritual purpose in the process of
the interment of the dead.

The rather small circular structure made of small
stones to the south-southeast of the tumulus is proba-
bly a smaller low tumulus (fig. 2) which lost its circu-
lar shape in the north section (fig. 1). In the cremation
burial under the stone cover there were a few grave

77 Bulatovi¢ 2014, 106, 122124, Map. 1, 3, Fig. 2-8, 24;
Murkocku 2010, 10, 1, T. XI; Temenkocku 1999, 42-44, T. 111/1, 2.

78 Bulatovi¢ 2014, 126-127, Map 3.

79 Cord decoration (so-called litzen pottery) was characteristic
of the Middle Bronze Age in the area of the Drava—Sava—Danube
and in the Serbian Danube basin in the Late Bronze Age (Belegis—
Cruceni culture), while such decoration has not been recorded on
the pottery from the Morava and the upper Vardar valley in that
period.

80 Tt covers the area between the south periphery of the stone
circle and the south wall of the north stone structure, i.e., an area
from the east stone structure to the external western circle.

81 During the deposition of the dislocated bones, care was
taken to ensure the bracelet remained on the arm bone and for the
jug to be in the eastern section of the grave, as in all Roman graves
in the tumulus.

82 We must not disregard the possibility that the metal finds also
belonged to grave 1 but were dislocated over the course of time.
The same could be true of the stone structure around the grave.

83 Bodinaku 2001-2002, 97; Andrea 1985, 219.

84 See footnote 56.

85 Murpescku 1997, 106.
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goods which, according to their stylistic and typologi-
cal characteristics, could be dated to the Late Bronze
Age or the beginning of the transition period. The metal
finds, although discovered outside grave 1, are certain-
ly grave goods, and could be dated to approximately
the same period, indicating the existence of more graves
at that location.%?

However, the question could be raised regarding the
relationship between the cremation burial and the pre-
historic inhumation burial within tumulus 1. Judging
by the grave goods, they are almost contemporary, but
tumuli or necropolises with bi-ritual interments have
not been recorded so far in Macedonia. Such cases
where, within one tumulus, cremation and inhumation
burials were recorded are known from Albania (Dukat,
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Barca),33 so this parallel could explain the bi-ritual
method of interment in Vepr¢ani. The tumuli in Vepr-
¢ani and in Barga are also connected by the beaker
found in grave 6 that is almost identical to the speci-
men from grave 113 in Barga, with both being dated to
the transition period.3*

It is considered that the first tumuli appeared in
Macedonia, in particular in Pelagonia, at the beginning
of the transition period as an influence from southeast
Albania where tumuli as funerary structures are known
from the earlier periods.® It seems that this method of
interment spread quickly to the north, as a tumulus dat-
ing from approximately the same period as the earliest
tumuli in Pelagonia was discovered in Strnovac, near
Kumanovo. Additionally, a somewhat later tumulus from

Fig. 13. Tumulus 1 (in the background)
and cover of grave 1 (tumulus?)

Ca. 13. Tymya 1 (y gpyiom taamny)
u Haculi ipoba 1 (wymya?)

Fig. 14. East stone structure

Ca. 14. Hcwmiouna kamena KOHCWPYKyuja

Fig. 15. North stone structure

Ca. 15. Cesepna kamena KOHCHpYKUuja

Fig. 16. Grave 6
Ca. 16. I'po6 6
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Vojnik, also near Kumanovo in northern Macedonia,
was discovered earlier.3°

The situation whereby the prehistoric tumulus at
Veprcani had been re-used by the population in the
Roman times is not isolated in Macedonia (necropolis
in Orizari), while in neighbouring Albania such cases
are more frequent (Barcga, Dukat, Burrel etc.). Therefore,
it could be assumed, as it at least seems so at this stage
of investigations, that these rituals reached Macedonia
from the southwest and spread northward and eastward,
avoiding the main natural communication routes.%’

The appearance of tumuli in Macedonia, in terms of
the chronological aspect, corresponds with the appear-
ance of cremation as a funerary ritual. The earliest cre-
mation burials in Macedonia also date from the begin-
ning of the transition period. They were not found under
the tumuli; however, inhumation burials have been
exclusively recorded under the barrows. Cremation as
a funerary ritual seems to be more widely spread in
Macedonia than burials under tumuli and it has also
been recorded in the Vardar valley and eastern
Macedonia (Stobi, Krivi Dol, Klucka). It seems, judg-
ing by the distribution of cremation burials, that this
practice spread along the Vardar valley from the north,
from Kosovo and the south Morava valley where, in
the Late Bronze Age, the local population cremated
their dead and deposited the remains in urns, often
enclosed within a stone structure. The structure of
grave 1 in Veprcani actually resembles the mentioned
graves from the Brnjica culture and portable finds in
the grave (handles with horn-like tops, an urn stand,
and pins) have parallels in the Late Bronze cultures in
the Danube basin and in the south Morava valley.

So, the tumulus in Vepr¢ani reveals diverse cultural
influences and connections in the Balkan territory, in-
dicating a very complex social structure in that penin-
sula, also including this part of Macedonia, at the end
of Bronze Age.

From a chronological point of view, the original
tumulus, i.e. graves 1 and 4 could be dated to the Br
D/Ha A period, based on numerous analogies with pot-
tery and metal finds. However, considering that the
earliest tumuli in Pelagonia and its surroundings, as
well as the appearance of cremations, have been dated
to the transition period®®, there is the possibility that
the tumulus from Veprcani also dates from the Ha A
period, according to central European chronology.

Where Roman graves are concerned, they could be
dated according to the grave goods and orientation, as
well as by the funerary ritual, to the end of the 3" and
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to the 4™ possibly even the 5™ century, in other words
to the Late Roman period.

Something that is rather conspicuous is the attitude
of the Late Roman population of Mariovo towards the
prehistoric tumulus. The very idea of burying the dead
at a location considered sacred by some ancient popu-
lation with whom they could not have had any con-
nections due to the large time gap is a phenomenon
which is exceptionally interesting and which should be
studied from many different aspects. Unfortunately it is
impossible to do so within the scope of this work. They
certainly regarded that place as an ancient sacred area,
considering the size and shape of the tumulus, which was
easily noticeable, as well as the stone stelae which, by
all appearances, were erected above the graves, i.e. on
the tumuli.3° However, the question arises as to why
this area was used again for sacred purposes after such
a long interval and why, at that time, the earlier grave
associations and objects from the graves were treated
with the utmost care.

The inheritance of sacred places was an exclusive-
ly spiritual choice of certain communities and had no
practical background, and similar examples have been
recorded among many populations in different periods
in the past.?” In such situations there is a certain degree
of awe of sacred objects or places from the past, some-
thing that was inherited from the pre-Christian religi-
ons whose elements were obviously still present de-
spite the fact that Christianity has already become the
official legal religion. It is assumed that they regarded
the dead buried in the original prehistoric tumuli as
some kind of ancient ancestors, founding fathers of
their clan or tribe as, in spite of all the Roman funerary

86 Cramkoscku 2008, 135-152; Murpescku 1997, 286.

87 Murpescku 1997, 106.

88 Mitrevski dates the earliest tumuli in Macedonia to the sub-
Mycenaean period according to numerous finds and, in particular, the
fibula of Liburnian or Dalmatian type (Murpescku 1997, 103-105).
Dating of fibula to 11%—10™ century BC also supports R, Vasi¢ (Vasi¢
1999, Taf. 70).

89 Around 150-200 m to the southeast of tumulus in Vepréani
was recorded dislocated stone stela 1.55 x 0.47 x 0.11 m in size and
similar stela of smaller size was earlier recorded in NW cover of
tumulus 2. Similar stelae are known from the Late Bronze Age ne-
cropolis at Ulanci (Murpescku 1997, 39-40, fig. 7).

90 Similar customs have been recorded even in other continents,
for example among the natives of North America (Mann 2005, 1-10
and cited literature), and perhaps the closest parallel for re-using of
sacred areas is the use of necropoleis in several different periods in
the past that is very common practice throughout the world.
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rituals, they continued their prehistoric manner of inter-
ment under the tumuli. The devoted attitude toward the
dead from prehistory can be noticed in the carefully
placed prehistoric beaker on top of the dislocated re-
mains of the dead from the Late Roman period, as in
grave 4 and the stone structures around the tumulus
that were devastated in the course of the construction
of the Roman graves and making the tumulus cover. It
is indicative that soil used for the tumulus cover was
taken from the local area and was not brought from
afar.”! This also points to the strong wish of the Roman
population to violate the entire sacred complex as lit-
tle as possible and to keep it spiritually clean in order
to establish a strong as possible connection with the
‘ancestors’. Such continuity should, by no means, be
understood as ethnic (in most instances there are rather
large time gaps between each period of use of the tu-
mulus), but rather as a functional continuity of the
sacred place. The tradition of burying under and in the
tumuli in Roman times cannot be ascribed to any eth-
nic group, it has been recorded in many diverse regions
in the Balkans (Bosnia, Albania, western Serbia, Ma-
cedonia etc), not even to the Thracians as they mostly
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used one burial under the tumulus. Nevertheless, it has
been recorded that antique tumuli are rare in compari-
son to Roman graves in earlier tumuli that are much
more frequent and they were recorded only in the
regions where the tumuli had been used in prehistory.
It is also indicative that such funerary rituals date
mostly from the Late Roman times, a fact that could be
explained as a consequence of the general crisis in that
period when autochthonous populations turned to their
traditional values.? It seems, on the basis of every-
thing said above, that the tumuli in those regions in
prehistory had a social connotation, i.e., they were
characteristics of clan-tribal or family status, while in
the Late Roman period and in the Middle Ages, buri-
als under the tumuli had sacred meaning, with tumuli
functioning as sacred places guarding ancestral spiri-
tual tradition.

The tumuli in Macedonia had fallen into disuse by
the end of the Iron Age, except among populations in
the isolated regions of Pelagonia and eastern Macedonia
who, by using tumulus burials for some time more, re-
mained the guardians of tradition and spiritual heritage
of the past.

Author of drawings, plans and photographs:
Aleksandar MITKOSKI

91 Material from the tumulus cover was exclusively of the
prehistoric date.

92 Cpejosuh 2002, 44 sqq; Bulatovic 2008, 212.
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AJIEKCAHIOAP MUTKOCKHMU, H. Y. 3aBon u my3ej, [Ipunen

AJIEKCAHIAP BYJIATOBUR, Apxeoutomiku MHCTUTYT, beorpan
NIIMJA MUKUR, Apxeosnomku UHCTUTYT, beorpan

HEKPOIIOJIA TIOA TYMYJIOM Y BEITPYAHHUMA
[Tpumep kopuithema cakpaJHUX MECTa y BUIIle Meproa y MpoIuIoOCTU

Kawyune peuu. — tymyn, MapuoBo, jyxkHa MakenoHuja, KACHOAHTHYKA HEKPOIOJa, IPAUCTOPUjCKU IPOOOBH,
MpeJiasHy Nepuos U3 OPOH3AHOT Y IBO3AEHO 100a.

¥ ceny Berpuanu, koje ce Hajasu y oosactd MaproBo Ha jyry
Makenonuje, oko 35 kM jyrouctouno of Ilpunena, uctpaxet je
ToxoM 2010. 1 2012. roguHe aHTUYKU TYMyJI IpeYHrKa oko 11 m
u BucuHe oko 1 m. Ileo Tymy je mounBao Ha cJI0jy TBpIE OKep
3emibe, nedsbune oko 0,25 m, koja je, momyie, 3ay3umasna He-
3HATHO Behy MOBPIIMHY O TyMyJla ¥ IPAaKTUYHO ce Momyaapana
ca IIMPUM KaMEHUM MPCTEHOM, BEPOBATHO OCTATKOM CTapHjer
TymyJia. Mcron Hacuna, Koju ce cacTojao yriaBHOM OJf KaMeHa
Y MaJIo 3eMJbe, KOHCTATOBAHM CY IIET PUMCKUX IPOOOBa ca MHXY-
MHpaHUM MOKOjHUAIIMMA (TpoboBU 2, 3, 5, 71 9), jenan npancro-
pujcku Tpob (rpod 4), ocTany KamMeHe KOHCTPYKIHMje jeIHOr
rpo6a 6e3 nokojHuKa (rpob 8) u jerHa fucaoLupaHa rpobHa ca-
npkuHa orpabena kameHom (rpo6 6). CBU MOKOjHULIM Cy OUIIU
TOJIO’KEHU Ha Jieha, y onpys:KeHOM CTaBy, OpUjeHTalLMje — IJ1aBa
Ha 3amajy, Hore Ha jyry. [po6oBu 4 1 5 cy nMaym KOHCTpyKIuje
O] JIOMJBEHOT KaMeHa, IOK Cy OCTaJI TpOO0BU O1IIN hopMHpa-
HU 0]l KaMeHuX mio4a (uucre). OKo TymyJia, ca jy’KHe, ICTOYHe
U CEBEpHE CTpaHe, Hajla3uie Cy ce MPABOyraoHe KaMeHe KOH-
CTpYKILIMj€e, HEMO3HaTe HaMeHe, ca MaJ00POjHUM HaJsla3uMa Mpa-
HUCTOPUjCKE KepaMUKe.

W3Ban Tymyna, oko 3 m jy»KHO, ICIIOJ, HACKOT HACHIA O
CUTHOT KaMeHa U 3eMJbe, y3 IBa KaMeHa 0JI0Ka Cy KOHCTATOBa-
HH OCTAllY CMaJbeHOT MOKOjHUKA, Ca HEKOJIMKO MPaNCTOPH]CKIX
M0CyZ1a, & HeJJaJIeKO Of] BbUX j€ eBUIEHTUPAHO U HEKOJIMKO OPOH-
3aHMX NpeaMeTa (UIJla ca eKCepacToM IIaBOM, [Ie0 AujafieMe U
MpeMeT HAJIMK YKOCHUIIN).

CBU HaJIa3M ce MOT'y OIPEeNIeIUTH y Kpaj OpOH3aHOT 1002 1
TMOYeTaK MPesa3Hor Neprosa. Y MpaucTOpHjCKOM rpody 4 je yHy-
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Tap TyMmyJia HaheHa nocyja Koja ce Takohe Moxe OnpenesuTH y
MPUOIIVIZKHO UCTH TIEPUOLI.

IIpema nokpeTHNM HaJla3UMa y PUMCKUM IpoOOBHMA, He-
Kporosia ce Mozke onpenesiti y kpaj Il u y IV Bek, eBeHTyaHO
y V, OIHOCHO y KACHOQHTHYKH Neprof]. MHOroO6pojHI KOHCTPYK-
TUBHU €JIEMEHTH (LLIMPU KAMEHU [IPCTEeH, KaMeHe KOHCTPYKLje
OKO TyMYJIa, TPAaUCTOPHUjCKU IPOOOBY YHyTap TyMyJIau BaH He-
ra, Mojijiora y BUIY TBPIE OKEep 3eMJbe UMja MOBPIIMHA ONr0OBa-
pa mmpeM NpCTeHy, pa3IMdInTa IyCTUHA HACHUIIA) yKa3yjy Ia je
M0CTOja0 M CTapHju TYMYJI, TOJ KOjUM ce Hasa3uo rpod 4. Hbe-
My CY, BEPOBATHO, MPUIajaje U KaMeHe KOHCTPYKLHje Koje ce
cajla Hajase OKO TyMyJa 1, a OH laTipa ca o4eTka MpeJiasHor
repuozia U3 6poH3aHor y reosneHo n1oba (Ha A, npema cpeno-
€BPOIICKO] TIEPUONU3AIIT|H).

Haxon aHanm3e KOHCTPYKIMje TyMyJia U TpoOOBa yHyTap
IEra Kao M BUXOBOT O[HOCA, 3aTUM AUCTPUOYIIMje OKPETHUX
HaJjla3a Te aHaJIOTHja Y OKPYKeHY, MOXKE Ce 3aKJ/bYUUTH 1a je y
KaCHOAHTUYKOM IIEPUOJY TyMyJl OMO MPEro3HaT Kao CaKpaHO
MECTO, I1a jeé Ha TOM MEeCTYy, HaKO TO HUje OMO PUMCKU 00UYaj,
6una hopMupaHa HEKPOIIOJIA MOZl TYMYJIOM, BEPOBATHO y 3HAK
TMOIITOBAbA MIPEMa TperyMa.

W3 cBera HaBefieHOr y TEKCTY, YMHU Ce [a Cy TyMyJIM Ha
OBUM IIPOCTOPUMA Y IPAUCTOPUjU UMAIIU COLIUjaJIHY KOHOTALM-
jy — Omm cy obeJiexkja KIaHOBCKO-POIOBCKOT WM TIOPOJIMYHOT
cTaTyca, JIOK je y KaCHOAHTUYKOM IIepUONy U Y CPEIeM BeKy
caxpamUBambe MoJ TYMyJIMMa NMaJIo CakpaiHy (GyHKINjy — Ty-
MYJIU Cy Ce KOPHCTUJIM Kao CBETa MeCTa ca MPenaykoM JyXOB-
HOM TpaJyLIMjOM.

Ayiiop ypiiesca, Uianosa u gomoipagduja:
Auexcangap MUTKOCKH
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Plate I — Finds from the cover of grave 1 (1-17)

Tabaa I — Haaasu u3 nacuiia ipooa 1 (1-17)
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Plate II — Finds from the cover of tumulus 1 (1-13)

Tabaa Il — Haaasu us nacuiia wmymyaa 1 (1-13)
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Plate III — Finds from the cover of grave 1 (1-15) and from cover of tumulus 1 (16-24)

Tabaa Il — Haaasu u3 nHacuiia ipoda 1 (1-15) u u3 nacuiia wymyaa 1 (16-24)
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Plate 1V — 1-2 finds from grave 1; 3 find from cover of grave 1; 4, 6 finds from grave 6; 5, 7, 8 finds from grave 7

Tabaa IV — 1-2: naaasu us ipoba 1; 3: naaas uz nacuiia ipooa 1; 4 u 6: naaasu us ipoba 6; 5, 7 u 8: naaasu us ipoba 7
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