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Abstract — The paper presents the horizontal and vertical stratigraphy of the site of Bolnica in Para¢in, based on both earlier and
the latest archaeological excavations and the material which had been collected for decades by the Hometown Museum in Paracin,
as a result of the construction works connected with the constant urbanisation of the area. The presented archaeological material is
attributed to a period from the Early Neolithic to the so-called Dacian La Téne, meaning the 2" century AD. One of the subjects
discussed in this paper is the possibility that the sites of Bolnica and Motel Slatina, in fact, represent one large site, which was
artificially divided by the E 75 highway and the Serbian Glass Factory. The comparative analysis, which encompassed the sites
positioned on the right bank of the Velika Morava River, showed that this is one of the sites with the most independent
chronological sequences in the Central Morava Region. Likewise, the importance of this site as a strategic point and an important
intersection on the route from the Danube River to the Central Balkans, and further towards the south and east is underlined.
Finally, we analysed the appearance of Dacian material culture during the 15t and the 2" century AD and compared the occurrence
of certain forms and decorations with relevant sites in present-day Romania. The paper cautiously suggests that the Dacian
material culture represents traces of the deportation of 100,000 Transdanubians to the territory of Moesia by the legate Silvanus
Aclianus, possibly between 61 AD and 64 AD, during the reign of Emperor Nero, which has been partially confirmed by new
archaeological excavations at the site of Glozdak-Lidl during 2018.

Key words — Bolnica, Motel Slatina, prehistory, protohistory, Central Morava Region, intersection, Dacians, Late La Téne,
Early Principate

Background, the extent of the site

and a short history of the research

The site of Bolnica is located in the north-eastern
part of the present-day city of Parac¢in and lies on the
first terrace of the Crnica River,! which in fact repre-

I' The site itself is marked as Bolnica, which means hospital in
Serbian. As seen in the paper, there is a distinction between these
two terms, as the archaeological site of Bolnica is partially located
within the present-day General Hospital complex in Para¢in. There-
fore, the term Bolnica refers to the site itself and the term hospital

sents the southern slopes of Karadordevo Hill. The al-
titude of the terrace varies between 130 and 140 m.
The western part of the site is marked as “Crkva”,? due

refers the area incorporated within the present day General Hospital
in Paracin.
2 Translates as church in Serbian.

The article results from the project of the Ministry of Education, Science and Technological Development of the Republic Serbia: Cultural
Identity, Integrating Factors, Technological Processes and the Role of the Central Balkans in the Development of European Prehistory
(No.177020).
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Fig. 1. a) Cross-section from Zelengorska Street, 1982, b) Trench from 1991, with the Dacian La Téne period pit,
both in ground plan and cross-section (documentation of the HMP)

Cn. 1. a) llpogun y Ynuyu 3eneniopckoj, uz 1982. iogune; b) Ocrosa conge, uz 1991. iogune, ca jamom u3 iiepuoga

gauxol aaitiena y ocHosu u upoguny (goxymentiayuja 3MII)

to the fact that certain archaeological finds originate
from the infrastructural works which were conducted
in front of the Holy Trinity churchyard.? Additionally,
this part of the site lies closest to the river.

Nowadays, almost the complete area of the archae-
ological site is underneath the modern settlement, and
only certain green spaces are available, in the General
Hospital complex and church yard.* The Hometown
Museum of Paracin registered the site in 1982, and
even then the site was partially positioned within the
urbanised part of the city. The rapid development of
the city towards the south and east in relation to the
General Hospital progressively covered the site, which
was neither registered or protected as cultural heritage.
From that point, and on those occasions when the
owners would allow access, archaeological material
was collected during the construction of private houses.
Regardless of the various adversities and due to the
persistence of museum archaeologists M. Brmboli¢, P.
Vuckovi¢ and A. Srndakovi¢, during the 1980s and
1990s, today we have sufficient data to approximately
define the borders of this site, which possesses a com-
plex horizontal and vertical stratigraphy. It should be
noted that the site of Bolnica remained unregistered
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even in the 1950s and 60s, during the first post-war ex-
cavations conducted by M. and D. GaraSanin on the
prehistoric and protohistoric necropolis of Glozdak, on
the opposite bank of the Crnica River, some 550 m
southeast of the central part of the site of Bolnica.’
The first data on the archaeological material from
the right bank of the Crnica River originates from the
former Zelengorska® and Tatar Bogdanova Streets,
while the recognition of the cultural layer within the
General Hospital complex, in the 1990s, confirmed that
the archaeological site spreads towards the west.” Only

3 The installation of a gas pipeline and the replacement of
worn installations in the last 20 years.

4 Certain small green spaces are available in the vicinity of
several residential buildings, although this part of the city has been
urbanised by private objects.

5 Tapamanus 1958: 301 and further, note no. 25; GaraSanin
1962: 62—64; GaraSanin 1964: 79 and further.

6 Present-day Ivo Andri¢ Street.

7 In the documentation of the Museum, the aforementioned
streets in the eastern part of the site were treated as Sector I, while the
western part, which encompasses the General Hospital complex and
later the churchyard with surroundings, was treated as Sector I1.
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a small number of finds have been published so far,
primarily belonging to the Late La Téne and Romani-
sation periods in the territory of the Central Morava
Region.®

The first archaeological situation which was recor-
ded in the field dates back to 1982,° when M. Brmbo-
li¢ and P. Vuckovié¢ oversaw the works for the digging
of foundations for a residential building in Zelengorska
Street, directly behind the General Hospital. On that
occasion they drew one of the cross-sections (Fig. 1a),
described it and singled out two chronological hori-
zons on that part of the site, both belonging to the Iron
Age. The cultural layer was positioned between 0.8
and 1 m in depth, and measured a thickness of about
0.25-0.3 m, while virgin soil was recorded at a depth
of about 1.3—1.4 m. According to the authors, the ear-
lier layer was attributed to the Basarabi horizon of the
Early Iron Age, and the younger layer is represented
by Late Iron Age finds, without a more detailed attri-
bution. Also, M. Brmboli¢ and P. Vu¢kovi¢ state ... due
to quite chaotic locations of the sites, as well as the in-
ability to conduct more detailed excavations, we are
unable to perceive the possible connection that exists
between them or to determine the character of the sites
more precisely...

It was not until 1991 that the Hometown Museum
of Para¢in conducted short-term archaeological exca-
vations within the General Hospital complex, at which
time two test trenches measuring a surface area of 6 m?
each were excavated.!? During the excavations, in ad-
dition to the cultural layer, archaeological features were
recorded as well. A pit measuring a diameter of 1.4 m
and a depth of 0.7 m should be highlighted, as it con-
tained more than 20 almost completely preserved ves-
sels of various types, which were attributed to the Late
Iron Age and Early Roman periods in the territory of
the Central Morava Region (Fig. 1b).!! The excavations
continued in 1992, when two more test trenches were
excavated, measuring a surface area of 8 and 4.5 m?.
Unfortunately, no archaeological features were registe-
red in addition to the cultural layer.

In following years, certain parcels in the vicinity
or within the General Hospital complex, on which in-
tensive construction took place, were prospected, which
subsequently resulted in new archaeological material
being collected from Zelengorska Street in 1993,12
1996,13 1999,14 2002 and 2003, as well as several boxes
of archaeological material from Major Marko Street,
the area of the Municipal Hospital boiler room and the
corner of Cika Ljubina and Tatar Bogdanova Streets. !>
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New archaeological excavations at the site of Bol-
nica, preventive in character, were conducted in 2018.16
A total of two trenches (control trenches) measuring a
surface area of 10 and 6 m? were excavated in order to
verify the stratigraphy and determine the degree of
preservation of layers in this part of the site and to as-
sess the potential endangerment of the site due to the
planned construction. The overall stratigraphy in these
two trenches is uniform and similar to that recorded
during the previous excavations at the site. However,
it should be noted that the cultural layer in this part of
the site is quite disturbed, due to the existence of re-
mains of the 19 century buildings and the 20t cen-
tury gas pipeline. The remains of the 19" century
buildings were recorded below the humus layer meas-
uring a depth of between 0.3 and 0.4 m, and were in
fact buried into the succeeding layer of loose brown
soil. A layer of rubble, 0.2—0.3 m thick, stands in rela-
tion to the remains of buildings. The sporadic occur-
rence of prehistoric potsherds starts from this layer, al-
though those potsherds were most certainly secondarily
deposited. The archaeological finds were mostly recor-
ded in the following layer comprised of loose brown
soil, measuring a thickness of between 0.6 and 0.8 m.
The finds are represented by sherds of hand-thrown and
wheel-thrown pottery, which are preliminarily dated
to the Iron Age (Early and Late) and the Early Roman
period in the area. Apart from the prehistoric potsherds,
small lumps of daub and Roman bricks were also re-
corded in this layer. The virgin soil occurs at a relative
depth of between 1.3 and 1.4 m.

8 YKusanwuh, Cpupakosuh 2002, 125 and further.

9 Documentation of the Hometown Museum of Paracin (here-
inafter HMP), unpublished.

10° The excavations were led by the archaeologist A. Srndakovic,
curator of HMP.

1 Yupanuh, Cpujaxosuh 2002, 129.

12 Institute for Health Protection of Mother and Child.

13 Zelengorska Street (Zarka Zrenjanina).

14 Zelengorska Street, Parezanovié and Jezdi¢ backyard.

15 The years in which this material was collected remain un-
known to the authors.

16 The excavations which took place during November 2018
were conducted due to the project for the expansion of the General
Hospital, involving the connecting of the Surgery Department and
the Children’s Department. The excavations were organised by HMP
and led by B. Stojanovi¢ and V. Vuckovi¢ from HMP and V. Filipo-
vi¢ from the Institute of Archaeology in Belgrade. Other members
of the excavation team were the archaeologist Filip Stefanovi¢ from
HMP, and the archaeologists Ognjen Mladenovi¢ and Jasminka
Bogi¢ from Belgrade.
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Fig. 2. The map of the wider area of the site of Bolnica and the points from which the material

presented in the paper originates

Cn. 2. Kapitia wiupe oxonune bonnuye u tliauke ogakie uotiuie mailiepujan Koju ce omurbe y pagy

The chronology and horizontal

and vertical stratigraphy of the site

According to the situation presented above, and
due to the fact that the archaeological finds ended up
in museums by various means during the last four de-
cades, the archaeological material will be presented
according to the origin points, which can be tracked on
the provided map of the wider area of the General
Hospital complex (Fig. 2). The numbers marking the
points from which the archaeological material origi-
nates correspond to the numbers on the map.!”

1. and 2. Mali Jaz 1 and Zelengorska Street

(present-day Ive Andrica Street)'®

Since 1982, archaeologists of the HMP have suc-
cessively visited the construction sites for residential
buildings in this area of Par¢in in order to collect arc-
haeological material which originates from the area east
of the General Hospital complex, in Zelengorska Street.
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Both points represent a row of several connected par-
cels in Zelengorska Street.

A fragment of a beaker with a handle that has an
irregular circular cross-section and slightly surpasses
the rim, decorated with a casually incised spiral motif
(P1. 111/3), a fragment of a beaker (?) with a handle with
modelled application on the top, starting from the rim
(P1. I11/4), a fragment of a shallow cup with preserved
root of a handle and a fragment of a rim and funnelled
neck of a vessel with tongue-shaped decoration on the
joint of the upper cone and the neck (PI. 111/6, 7), all

17 The illustrated material does not originate from all of the
points, but is rather a selection of the most relevant potsherds in
terms of chronological and cultural attribution. All of the remaining
material will be processed and presented in the volume of the
Institute of Archaeology — Arheoloska grada Srbije — Para¢in, which
is currently in preparation.

I8 Cadastral parcel 2204/11.
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originate from this point. The atypical potsherds are
represented by belly fragments decorated with incised
lines and shallow channels, sometimes with small tongue-
shaped handles (Pl. III/8). Analogies for the beaker
decorated with the casually incised spiral motif, char-
acteristic for the Paraéin cultural group, can be found
in grave 2 from the Glozdak necropolis and the site of
Kneselacka ¢esma at the periphery of present-day Pa-
ra¢in.!” In the immediate proximity of Paraéin, such a
motif is recorded at the sites of Sarina meda?® and
Vecina mala,?! and a number of similar examples have
been recorded in object 2 at the site of Medijana’s
southern sector, near Ni§.?2 Based on the analysis of
the stylistic and typological characteristic of the pot-
tery from the aforementioned object, which also con-
tained archaeological material attributed to the early
phase of the Brnjica culture and a previously pub-
lished absolute date, those beakers are dated to the 13t
century BC.23 The fragment of beaker (?) handle which
possesses a modelled application on the top (P1. 111/4),
resembles handles typical of the Paracin culture, altho-
ugh, the frequent occurrence of such handles during
the Early Iron Age in the territory of the Central Mora-
va Region does not allow a more precise chronological
determination. For example, this handle is quite similar
to the example originating from object 145 at the site
of Panjevacki rit, which has been dated to a period be-
tween the 13™ and the 12 century BC,?* meaning the
same period as the presented beaker. The fragment of
funnelled rim and neck of a vessel, with a small tongue-
shaped application on the junction of the neck and the
upper cone (PI. 111/7), could belong to phase II of the
Paracin culture, which is defined by grave 19622 from
the Glozdak necropolis. During that phase, certain ele-
ments characteristic of the Belegi$ culture appear. M.
Garasanin dates this phase to the Br D period, mean-
ing the 13™ century BC.%

Two semi-globular beakers or small bowls with a
slightly everted rim and a distinct groove below also
originate from this point (Pl. III/12—13). Both vessels
are wheel-thrown, fired orange, and have thin walls.
These vessels most certainly do not represent products
of the Late La Téne ceramic traditions, and would
rather be connected with certain Roman shapes which
are common for this area during the 1%t and the 2™
century AD, as seen in Tekija?® and Sirmium.?’ Small
wheel-thrown and grey fired bowls resemble the Ro-
man shapes, although both the colour and the surface
treatment indicate the Late La Téne ceramic tradition
(P1. 111/14). This bowl possesses an everted rim, with
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two parallel grooves below and an acute biconical belly.
In terms of form, similar vessels are recorded in Singi-
dunum during the 2" century AD,?8 and the site of
Napoca in Transylvania,2? where a similar example is
dated to a period of the first half of the 2" century
AD 3% In terms of grey pottery, which seems to display
La Téne ceramic traditions, a wheel-thrown pot, with
an everted rim, fired dark grey and decorated with ver-
tically grouped burnished bands should be noted (Pl.
I11/15). In terms of the form of the vessel, similar exam-
ples are found at sites in southern Pannonia, such as
Carnok,3! Jasa Tomié¢,3? Gomolava,3? Kuzmin3* and
Minel in Karaburma.33 Their chronological attribution
falls within the period between the 15 century BC and
the 1% century AD. A pot fragment similar to this exam-
ple, although larger, undecorated and with a groove on
the neck is also recorded at this point (PI. IT1I/11). Simi-
lar examples are recorded at the sites of Damica grad-
ina,3¢ Saraorci,>” Mokranje,’® Zloku¢ani,>® and the
site of Locusteni in Romania.*? A fragment of a wheel-
thrown beaker with the ribbon-like handle that is deco-
rated with burnishing and two vertical grooves and
fired grey is also recorded at this point (P1. 111/16). The
profile of this fragment resembles an example from
the site of Zidovar,*! which also possesses grooved hand-
les, which is, in fact, a common method of decoration

19 Tapamanun 1970, 118-119, ci. 7-10; Garasanin 1983, 733,
T. C/1; Stoji¢ 1997, P1. I/7, 8, P1. I/5.

20 Crojuh 1982, T. 111/9, 10; Stoji¢ 1997, P1. 111/1, 3,4, 7, 8, 10.

21 Stoji¢ 1986, 151, Ci. 35, 44, 45.

2 Bynarosuh 2008, 223 and further, Ci. 4/1, 2.

23 Bynarosuh 2008, 235.

24 Crojuh 2004, 88, T. LXVII/2.

25 GaraSanin 1983, 727-728, T. CI/3-6.
26

=)

Cermanovic¢-Kuzmanovié¢, Jovanovi¢ 2004, 153, kat. 7.
27 Brukner 1981, 95, T. 88/110.

28 Nikoli¢-Dordevi¢ 2000, 47, type 1/73.

29 Rusu-Bolindet 2007, 629, P1. LXVII/26.

30 Rusu-Bolindet 2007, 260.

31 Sladi¢ 1998, 16, 7.

32 Sladi¢ 1998, 37, 2.

33 Dautova Rusevljan, Brukner 1992, 46, T. 12/84.
34 Bpyknep 1995, 118, T. VIII/72.

35 Sladi¢ 1998, 69, 7.

36 Dizdar 2001, T. 23/3.

37 Popovié 2000, P1. 3/15-16.

38 Bynaroeuh et. al. 2013, 151, T. LXVIII/31.

39 Sladi¢ 1998, 115, 11.

40 Popilian, Bondoc 2014, Fig. 11/3.

41 Sladi¢ 1986, T. XIX/2.

3
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during the Late La Téne period. Also worth noting is a
fragment of a wheel-thrown pithos with an inverted
and jutted rim, fired in nuances of brown and orange
(PL. III/17). Similar pithoi, although rarely with the in-
verted rim, are known from throughout the Danube
Region,*? while the most similar examples are found
on several sites in present-day Romania, such as the
sites of Viaridia de Mures*®? and Locusteni.** A frag-
ment of a conical bowl with a slanted and triangularly
profiled rim (PI. I1I/18) can be connected with the ter-
ritory of present-day Romania and the period between
the 1%t century BC and the 2" century AD.*’ In terms
of hand-thrown pottery, two characteristic fragments
are presented. A pot with an everted rim, a concave
neck, fired brown and decorated with incised semicir-
cular lines (PL. I11/9), represents a common form in the
Danube Region,*® but also in the hinterland,*” and the
territory of present-day Romania.*® A fragment of a
vessel belly decorated with a modelled pinched band
and an incised branch motif is quite interesting (PI.
111/10), since these are uncommon for the territory of
present-day Serbia, with the only example originating
from Singidunum, where it has been dated to the 15
century AD.*’ On the other hand, examples decorated
with the motif of a branch, which is attributed to a pe-
riod of transition between the old and new era, are nu-
merous in the territory of present-day Romania, and
recorded at the sites of Ciugud,’® Moigrad,’! Ocnita,?
Cugir,> Locusteni** , and Gruiu Dirii,> and a similar
example was also found in Bulgaria, at the site of Ba-
gaéina.’® The examples from Romania are quite well
dated to a period between the 2" century BC and the
18t century AD. A small undecorated spindle whorl also
originates from this point (P1. IV/4).

Besides the pottery attributed to the so-called Dacian
La Téne period, two objects made of deer horn origi-
nate from this point.>” The first object could represent
a tillage tool (a dibble?) or an antler pick (Pl. IV/5a-b),
which was slantwise incised, with the point possibly
damaged due to strong impacts during use (?). Similar
objects originate from numerous Neolithic sites in the
Danube Region.”® Several deep parallel furrows are
visible on the object, which were probably formed due
to a rodent.>” The second object most likely represents
a handle of a metal awl (P1. IV/6), considering that the
base of the object possesses a large hole created by the
insertion of a thinner object, and which subsequently
radially broke the lower portion of the horn in three
spots, due to heavy pressure. The top of the object is
additionally burnished and flattened. Similar handles
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from the 15t century BC have been recorded in the ter-
ritory of present-day Romania.®0

3. Tatar Bogdanova Street®!
A find of a pot which could be broadly dated to the
Ha A/B period is recorded at this point.

4. Majora Marka Street®?
Numerous potsherds attributed to the period be-
tween the 15t century BC and the 1%t or even the 2nd

42 Sladi¢ 1986, T. XXII/3 — Zidovar; Sladi¢ 1986, T. XXXV/8
— Turski Sanac; Popovi¢, Mrkobrad 1986, Fig. 9/7 — Ljubitevac—
Obala; ITorouh 1984, Cn. 123/3 — Ljubic¢evac—Gornje Ostrvo; Dizdar
2001, T. 11/1 — Dirov Brijeg; Popovi¢ 2000, P1. 1/15 — Saraorci.

43 Berzovan 2014, P1. 4/5.

4 Popilian, Bondoc 2014, Fig. 41/2-4, Fig. 42/8, Fig. 45/10.

45 For detailed analogies and dating refer to the fragment ori-
ginating from the only enclosed context at this site —a pit excavated
in 1991, point 6, fragment P1. II/16.

46 Bpyknep 1995, 130, T. XX/205 — Simanovci; Sladi¢ 1986,
T. XLIV/3 — Sremska Mitrovica; Josanosuh 1984, 324, T. 11/2-3 —
Hajduc¢ka Vodenica; Bynarosuh et. al. 2013, 169, T. LXXXIII/40
— Prahovo; Trifunovi¢ 2014, 235, Fig. 15/9 — Curug; Popovié 2000,
PL. 10/18 — Ajmana; Dautova Rusevljan, Brukner 1992, 53, T. 19/122,
54, T. 21/126 — Tomonaga; Jeremic¢ 2009, 57, Fig. 36/57 — Canaywm;
Jevti¢, Ljustina 2008, Pl. 2/1 — Zidovar; Jananosuh, Bophesrh
1989-1990, 79, T. LXXXVI1/4 — Orasje; Crojuh, Jananosuh 2008,
235, T. XCI/7 — Ram; Babovi¢ 1986, Fig. 22, 36 — Zbradila-Fund;
Popovi¢, Mrkobrad 1986, 318, Fig. 7/8 — Ljubicevac—Obala; Niko-
li¢-Dordevi¢ 2000, 80, type 11/34.

47 Sladi¢ 1998, 104, 2 — Ravna; ITomosuh 2003, T. I/lower left,
T. Il/lower left — Glozdak.

48 Berzovan 2014, 105, P1. 1/5, P1. 106/5 — Viradia de Mures;
Rusu-Bolindet 2007, Pl. XIV/9—10 — Napoca; Popilian, Bondoc
2014, Fig. 6/11, Fig. 51/2, Fig. 55/4 — Locusteni; Guma, Rustoiu,
Sacarin 1995, Pl. IX/5 — Divici; Sirbu, Davinca 2014, 300, Fig.
9/13-14 — Moigrad; Sirbu et al. 2014, Fig. 6/p — Gruiu Darii; Crisan,
Sirbu 2010, P1. 7/5 — Covasna; Sirbu, Arsenescu 2006, Fig. 11/6 —
Lancram.

49 Nikoli¢-Pordevié 2000, 80, tip 11/34 — upper left.

0 Crisan 1969, P1. LX1/7.

1 Crisan 1969, P1. LXXIV/4; Sirbu, Davinci 2014, 300, Fig. 9/15.
52 Sirbu, Arsenescu 2006, Fig. 9/12, 17.

53 Popa 2004, 156, P1. 7/8.

54 Popilian, Bondoc 2014, Fig. 1/5.

35 Sirbu, Matei 2013, Fig. 18/7.

56 Boues, Asnekcanzpos 1996, 168, T.XXX/lower right.

The authors would like to thank MA Ivana Stojanovi¢ and
Nemanja Markovi¢, Ph.D. from the Institute of Archaeology in
Belgrade for their helpful comments and suggestions.

58 Perisi¢, 1984, T. 20-23.

3 Vitezovié 2016, 58-59.

0 Ferencz, Beldiman 2012, P1.16/ARC 14, Pl. 17/ARC 15,
Pl. 30/ARC 31.

61 Cadastral parcel 2234.

62 Cadastral parcel 1942/1.
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century AD, were collected during the digging of
foundations for a residential building at 61 Majora
Marka Street. A fragment of a wheel-thrown bowl
with a widely everted rim, fired grey originates from
this point (PI. IV/2). The recipient of the bowl, below
the rim, is decorated with incised lines and a burnished
wavy line, which undoubtedly has a La Téne origin.
This type of vessel is common for the Late La Téne
and Early Principate ceramic production in the Mora-
va and Danube regions, and similar examples are re-
corded at sites in the wider area of the Serbian Danube
Region, such as Zidovar,®3 Vrtlozi near Simanovci,®*
Gomolava,®® Curug® and Oragje near Dubravica.®’
Similar examples, in terms of the form of the vessel
are recorded in the territory of eastern Banat, such as
two examples from the site of Varadia de Mures, dated
to a period between the 15 century BC and the 1% cen-
tury AD,% or in Wallachia at the site of Gruiu Drii,
where two similar examples have been recorded.®
Similar ornamentation of the inner side of the recipient
of La Téne vessels occurs during the 1%t century BC,
and probably lasts throughout the 15 century AD.”°
Such a manner of decoration is also noted on retarded
La Téne pottery of the 2" century AD.”! Another ves-
sel which could be attributed to the Late La Téne pe-
riod is an S profiled wheel-thrown bowl, fired in nu-
ances of brown and orange (P1. IV/1). Similar examples
are recorded at numerous Late La Tene sites in the
Danube Region, such as Zidovar,”> Popov Salas,”
Gomolava,’* Pantelejeva kruska,”® Saraorci,’® Panje-
vacki rit,”” and an almost identical example, fired red-
dish, originates from the so-called Dacian pit at the
site of Ljubi¢evac-Obala in Perdap.’® Analogous ex-
amples are found within the so-called Daco-Roman
horizon in the territory of present-day Romania, such
is the case with the example from the site of Lo-
custeni.’”® All of the examples attributed to the Late La
Téne period are dated to the second half of the 1% cen-
tury BC and the 1%t century AD. However, similar
bowls are common for the Early Provincial Roman
pottery in this part of the Danube Region, which is
noted at the sites of Gomolava® and Vojka,3! and re-
lated forms prevail up to the 4" century AD.®2 There
are also certain similarities with some bowls dated to
the 274/3"d century AD, which could connect the Early
and Late Antique examples.®*> A small wheel-thrown
bag-shaped beaker, fired grey is quite interesting (Pl
IV/3). Such beakers rarely appear within the Late La
Téne ceramic inventory, and similar examples, al-
though fired red, are attributed to a period between the
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1t and the 3™ century AD, such as the examples from
Singidunum?®* and Saldum,® while the examples from
Tekija®® and Hajducka Vodenica®” could be slightly
earlier, considering that the example from Hajducka
Vodenica was recorded together with a coin of Emper-
or Tiberius.

5. Nemanjina Street

(former Zarka Zrenjanina Street)

There is no precise data regarding the origin of the
archaeological material from this point in the docu-
mentation of the HMP. The only existing data is that
the potsherds came to the Museum in 1996 and that
the potsherds were collected during the construction
of the foundation for an object located some 100 m
south of the Glass Factory in Para¢in. Only a couple of
pottery fragments have been selected from this location:

03 Sladi¢ 1986, 34, T. XXVII/1-3; Jevti¢, Sladi¢ 1999, PI.
111/2-3.

64 Bpyknep 1995, 100, T. XIX/193.

65 Jovanovi¢, Jovanovi¢ 1988, 119, T. 1/9, 149, T. XX V/4.

66 Trifunovié 2014, 229, Fig. 7/2, 5-6.

67 Jananosuf, Bophesuh 1989-1990, T. LXXXIV/5.

68 Berzovan 2014, 109, P1. 5/2, 4.

% Sirbu et al. 2014, Fig. 10/t, u.

70 Sladi¢ 1986, XKunosap — T. XVII/4, 8, T. XVIII/7, T. XXV/6,
XXVI/6, Cpemcka Mutposunia — T. XLV/7, Ajmana — T. L/5;
Dizdar 2001, Damica gradina — T. 38/4—5; Brukner 1981, Dumbovo
— T. IV/2; bynarosuli, ®ununosuh 2011, T. 4/1-2; Popovi¢ 2011
Krsevica — fig. 21/1, 4

71 Tpudynosuh, Mamuh 2003, 271-272, Cn. 7/7.

72 Sladi¢ 1986, T. XVII/3, T. XXV/1; Jevti¢, Sladi¢ 1999, PI.
111/6.

73 Sladi¢ 1986, T. XXXVIII/7.
74 Jovanovi¢, Jovanovi¢ 1988, 159, T. XXXI/3.

75 Kapuran 2014, T. 32/37, with a more elongated rim, yet the
same form.

76 Popovié 2000, T. 3/3.

77 Sladi¢ 1998, 93, 1/2.

78 Popovi¢, Mrkobrad 1986, 308, SI. 9/1.

79 Popilian, Bondoc 2014, fig. 6/16, fig. 17/5-7, fig. 19/14,
fig. 20/5.

80 Dautova Rusevljan, Brukner 1992, T. 7/50.

81 Brukner 1981, T. 88/107.

82 Nikolié-Pordevi¢ 2000, 36, tip 1/42; Jeremi¢ 2009, 79, tip
1/18.

83 Nikolié¢-Dordevi¢ 2000, 38, tip 1/47.

84 Nikoli¢-Pordevi¢ 2000, 170, tip IX/31.

85 Jeremi¢ 2009, 122—123, cat. 358.

86 Cermanovi¢-Kuzmanovié, Jovanovi¢ 2004, 151, kat. 7.
87 Jopamosuh 1984, 321, T. I/1.
88 Cadastral parcel 2279/2.
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a fragment of a bowl with an inverted rim (P1. III/1)
and a fragment of a large pot with a slightly everted rim
and a massive ribbon-like handle, ellipsoid in cross-
section (PI. III/5). A more precise chronological attri-
bution is not possible at the moment and, in terms of
general considerations, it can be noted that these frag-
ments most likely originate from the Bronze Age or
the Early Iron Age.

6. Zelengorska Street, General Hospital complex,

archaeological excavations

Four test trenches measuring a total of 18 m? were
excavated during 1991 and 1992 in the area of former
Zelengorska Street, in the south-eastern part of the
General Hospital complex. Besides the portable finds
from the layer, represented by potsherds and animal
bones, a pit measuring a diameter of 1.4 m and a depth
of 0.7 m, filled with burnt black soil, ash and soot mixed
with potsherds and animal bones, was also recorded.
The finds originating from this pit have only been par-
tially published so far,3? and those finds are dated to
the Late Iron Age and Early Roman period in the area.
The archaeological excavations confirmed the exist-
ence of an earlier layer in this area as well, defined as
the Early Iron Age layer.

A fragment of a bowl with an inverted rim is char-
acteristic for this earlier horizon. The neck of the bowl
is decorated with parallel horizontal incisions and com-
bined zigzag incisions below (PI. 111/2). Similar bowls
have been recorded at the nearby sites of Sarina meda®”
and Panjevacki rit.”! The example from the site of
Panjevacki rit originates from object 220, and was,
based on the accompanying ceramic inventory from
the object, dated to the very beginning of the 10 cen-
tury BC.%? Previous archaeological excavations at this
site yielded a fragment of a bowl with an inverted and
facetted rim which is decorated with parallel incisions
on the upper surface and possesses a small tongue-
shaped handle below the rim (P1. 1I/12). The bowl is
fired in nuances of grey, with a slightly burnished sur-
face and tempered with small stones. An almost identi-
cal form of bowl was registered at the site of Raskrsja
near Vranje, which is relatively dated to the Ha B1-C
period, meaning the period between the 10" and the
8th century BC.?3 An analogy for this bowl can also be
found at the nearby site of Mili¢evska reka in Donje
Stiplje, near Jagodina, where a bowl similar in form also
possesses the parallel incisions on the upper surface of
the rim.?* A fragment of a vessel belly, decorated with
horizontal bands comprised of two parallel strips per-
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formed by a running S motif, is quite interesting (PI.
II/11). Such a motif is characteristic of the Basarabi
phase of the Early Iron Age.

In terms of the younger horizon, only potsherds
originating from the aforementioned pit have been se-
lected for presentation, due to the fact that the pit repre-
sents the only enclosed archaeological context.”> Pre-
viously published vessels are wheel-thrown pithoi,”®
hand-thrown pots,”” and small Early Roman bowls
fired in nuances of red.”® This inventory should be
complemented with several characteristic fragmented
vessels, such as a wheel-thrown slightly S profiled bowl,
fired grey (P1. I1/15), which is a common form through-
out the Serbian part of the Danube Region during the
Late La Téne period. Similar examples have been recor-
ded at the sites of Dirov brijeg,”® Damiéa gradina,!?
Zidovar,'! Toplik,'92 Rgotina,!?3 Lazarev grad,'* Pa-
njevacki rit,% Medijana,!%® Gomolava,'0” Saraorci,!®
and Curug.'% The examples from all of these sites are
dated to the second half and the very end of the 1% cen-
tury BC, although similar examples are known from the
15t century AD as well. On the other hand, analogous
and concurrent examples are also found in present-day
Romania, at the sites of Locusteni!'® and Divici.!l! A
fragment of a wheel-thrown phitos with a horizontal
rim and fired in nuances of dark grey and black is quite

89 YKupauuh, Cpuaaxosuh 2002, 129.

90 Stoji¢ 1986, 21-22, T. 20/2.

91 Crojuh 2004, 116-117, T. XCVI/11.

92 Crojuh 2004, 250, chronological table for the objects.

93 Bymarosuh 2007, 237-239, T. LXXII/2.

94 Stoji¢ 1986, 16, T. V1/2, 3.

95 YKupauuh, Cpuuaxosuh 2002, 129, cn. 3.

96 YKupanuh, Cpupaxosuh 2002, ci. 3/1-2.

97 Yupauuh, Cpuaaxosuh 2002, ci. 3/5-6.

98 Yusanuh, Cpunakosuh 2002, ci. 3/3—4.

9 Dizdar 2001, T. 8/3.

100 Dizdar 2001, T. 16/1, T. 24/2, T. 28/3, T. 39/5.

101 Qladi¢ 1986, T. XXV/2; Jevtié, Ljustina 2008, P1. 3/7.

102 Sladié 1998, 74, 3.

103 Kapuran 2014, T. 32/24.

104" Crojuh, Yahenosuh 2006, 121, T. L/103.

105 Crojuh 2004, 108, T. LXXXVIII/3.

106 TTepuh 2001, 18, T. 11/6.

107 jovanovié¢, Jovanovi¢ 1988, 164, T. XXXV/1; Dautova
Rusevljan, Brukner 1992, T. 10/63.

108 Popovi¢ 2000, 102, P1. 1/4, P1. 3/2.

109 Trifunovié 2014, 233, Fig. 13/7.

10 Ppopilian, Bondoc 2014, Fig. 9/5.

11" Guma, Rustoiu, Sacarin 1995, P1. V/3, Pl. 8/4
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interesting (P1. 11/17), considering the fact that there
are no similar examples within the Late La Téne ce-
ramic inventory of the Danube Region, as their occur-
rence is connected with the Final La Téne and the 15
century AD. A decoration composed of parallel lines
performed with some sort of combed tool is positioned
on the lower portion of the neck of the pithos and simi-
lar yet wavy lines are performed directly below. Since
the fragment is not complete, we can only assume that
the parallel lines repeated below the wavy lines. Similar
examples have been recorded at the sites of Sikirica,!!?
Selen¢a,!'!3 Singidunum,!'* Gomolava,''> Sirmium,'16
and Ljubicevac—Obala.!!” Aside from the examples
from Sikirica, Selenca, and Ljubi¢evac—Obala, which
originate from the Late La Téne contexts, finds from
Srem would rather belong to the Early Roman-Provin-
cial ceramic forms, according to O. Brukner. Such
forms are common for the period of the 15t and the 2™
century AD and occur together with autochthonous
latenoid pithoi.!!® A fragment of a wheel-thrown coni-
cal bowl with an inverted and triangularly profiled rim
and fired grey also originates from the pit (PL. 1I/16).
This form of vessel is uncharacteristic for the La Téne
period pottery in the Serbian part of the Danube Re-
gion, as it is often recorded in the territory of present-
day Romania, for example, at the sites of Locusteni,!°
Sighisoara!20 and Sanziendi,!2! where such bowls are
dated to a period between the 15 century BC and the
27 century AD. Several analogous examples have also
been recorded in the territory of the Danube Region,
although in Roman contexts, such as one example from
Gomolava,'?? one example from Singidunum!?? and
two examples from the site of Zbradila-Fund.!?* The
chronological attribution of the examples from the
sites of Gomolava and Zbradila-Fund falls to the end
of the 1 century and the first half of the 2"d century
AD, while the example from Singidunum falls within
the very end of the 2" century AD. In terms of hand-
thrown pottery, two ovoid pots with an everted rim and
fired brown were recorded in the pit. Such pots are
common for the Late La Téne ceramic inventory from
sites in the Lower Danube Region and neighbouring
territories during the transition between the old and
new era.!'23 One of the pots possesses a modelled hori-
zontal band decorated with pinching and with a mod-
elled triangular prong-shaped application (PL. 1I/14).
Such decoration is uncommon for the Serbian part of
the Danube Region, but represents a common charac-
teristic of the modelled pinched bands in the territories
of present-day Romania and Banat, as such applications
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have been recorded at the sites of Napoca, 2 Covasna, 2’

and Zidovar.!28 All of the examples which possess
such a decoration are attributed to a wide chronological
span from the 2" century BC to the 2" century AD. A
similar pot, although decorated with a horizontally po-
sitioned double modelled band with sharp incisions
which are not as common as the pinching, has analo-
gies at the sites of Tekija,'?? Viminacium,'3? Zbradila-
Fund,'3! Napoca,'32 Covasna,'33 Locusteni!3* and Tur-
dag-Lunca.!35 Tt is similarly dated as the previously
discussed example.

12 Kysanuh, Cpunakosuh 2002, 134, ci. 4/1.

113 Popovi¢ 2000, 110, T. 9/11-12.

114 Nikoli¢-Dordevié 2000, 130, type VI/3;

115 Brukner 1981, T. 127/1, 3.

116 Brukner 1981, T. 127/2, T. 128/8.

117 Popovi¢, Mrkobrad 1986, 320, Fig. 9/7.

118 Brukner 1981, 42-43.

119 popilian, Bondoc 2014, Fig. 53/1, 6, Fig. 55/3.

120 Crisan 1969, P1. LIV/7.

121 pyskas 2015, Fig. 11/1.

122 Brukner 1981, 92, T.79/31.

123 Nikolié¢-Dordevi¢ 2000, 22, type /13 — upper.

124 Babovi¢ 1986, Fig. 46-47.

125 Bpykmep 1995, 130, T. XX/204 — Vrtlozi-Simanoveci;
Jovanovi¢, Jovanovi¢ 1988, 123, T. IV/9, 164, T. XXXV/9 — Gomo-
lava; JoBanoBufi 1984, 324, T. I1/1 — Hajducka Vodenica; Bynarosuh
et. al. 2013, 112, T. XL/21, 151, T. LXVIIl/36 — Korbovo and
Mokranje; [Tonmosuh 2003, 265, T. I/upper right, T. II/numerous
upper examples — Glozdak; Petkovi¢, Tapavicki-1li¢ 2011, 272, T.
11/11 — Cuprija; Popovié¢ 2000, Pl. 10/17 — Ljubi¢evac (Ostrvo);
Dautova Rusevljan, Brukner 1992, 53, T. 19/124, 55, T. 20/138 —
Gomolava; Jeremi¢ 2009, 57, Fig. 36/55-56, 58 — Saldum; Nikoli¢-
DPordevic¢ 2000, 80, Tip 11/34 — Singidunum; Tapavicki Ili¢, Grasar
2017, 76, Fig. 3 — Viminacium; Jartanosuh, Hophesuh 1989-1990,
79, T. LXXXVI/1 — Orasje; Crojuh, Jaanosuh 2008, T. XCI/9 —
Ram; Babovi¢ 1986, 124127, Fig. 18, 19, 51 — Zbradila-Fund;
Baumann 2009, 208, P1. V/upper right — Telita; Crisan 1969, 163,
Fig. 75/4-6, Fig. 76/1-4 — Poiana; Berzovan 2014, 105, Pl. 1/1 —
Viaradia de Mures; Sirbu, Arsenescu 2006, Fig. 9/16-17 — Ocnita,
Fig. 11/1, 3 — Lancram; Rusu-Bolindet 2007, P1. XV/15 — Napoca;
Popilian, Bondoc 2014, Fig. 9/6, 9, Fig. 13/13, Fig. 38/11, Fig.
59/1-3 — Locusteni; Guma, Rustoiu, Sacarin 1995, P1. VIII/13, IX/1
— Divici; Sirbu, Davinca 2014, 300, Fig. 9/6, 12, 15-18 — Moigrad;
Sirbu, Matei, Stefan, Stefan 2014, Fig. 7/k, Fig. 8/f — Gruiu Darii.

126 Rusu-Bolindet 2007, P1. XVII1/43.

127 Crigan, Sirbu 2010, P1. 6/5.

128 Jevti¢, Ljustina 2008, P1. 2/1.
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Cermanovi¢-Kuzmanovi¢, Jovanovi¢ 2004, 189, kat. 4.
130 Tapavicki Tli¢ 2015, 622, Fig. 3.

131 Babovi¢ 1986, 127, Fig. 79, 83.

132 Rusu-Bolindet 2007, P1. XVIII/44
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7. Boiler room, General Hospital complex

Among the usual ceramic inventory of the Bronze
Age, Early and Late Iron Age, two fragments attributed
to the Staréevo culture are recorded at this point.!3® The
first fragment of a conical bowl (PI. 11/9) has analogies
at the nearby site of Drenovac,'3” the site of Grivac,'38
and object 3 at the site of Blagotin.!3? The other fragment
probably belongs to a pot with a concave neck and
slightly thickened rim (PL. 1I/10). This example resem-
bles examples from the site of Drenovac!4? and from
object 3 at the site of Blagotin.!#! Both fragments could
be attributed to the early phase of the Starcevo culture,
but due to the considerable fragmentation, such a chron-
ological determination should be treated with caution.

8. Institute for Health Protection of Mother

and Child, General Hospital complex'+

In the course of 1993, several potsherds came to
the HMP. These potsherds were recovered during the
placement of utilities (?) near the Institute for Health
Protection of Mother and Child, to the west of the
aforementioned boiler room. The potsherds belong to
bowls and pots, which can broadly be dated to the Ha
A1/A2 period.

9. Holy Trinity Church

The church is located on the edge of the river ter-
race and probably represents the western border of the
site. Several portable finds collected during the con-
struction of the gas pipeline, north of the churchyard, are
attributed to the Early Iron Age, without the possibility
of a more precise chronological determination. '3

10. Green space between the Surgery Department

and Children’s Department

In the course of preventive archaeological excava-
tions in 2018, potsherds attributed to the Early Iron
Age (Transitional period) were recorded in trenches
(control trenches) 1 and 2. Particularly characteristic are
fragments of a slightly biconical bowl with an inverted
rim and facetted upper cone (Pl. I/1), a shallow bowl
with an inverted rim and neck decorated with vertical
channels and a vertically positioned S motif (P1. 1/2), a
conical bowl with a slightly inverted rim (PI. 11/1), a
bowl with an inverted rim or S profile decorated with
incised lines and oblique channels (P1. 11/2),'4* and pots
or amphorae with more or less everted rims which some-
times possess horizontal channels on the neck (PI. 1/3,
4, P1, 11/3, 4). In terms of handles, massive ribbon-like
handles with an irregularly rectangular cross-section,
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ribbon-like handles with a triangular cross-section, ver-
tically channelled ribbon-like handles with an ellipsoid
cross-section and small tongue-shaped handles (Pl.
1/5-7, PL. 11/5-7) are recorded at this point. The atypi-
cal fragments of bellies are decorated with double in-
cised zigzag lines, and horizontal and oblique chan-
nels (P1. 1/8, 9). All of the potsherds are made of clay
tempered with small stones, fired in nuances of black,
grey and brown, and possess slightly burnished surfaces.
The slightly biconical bowl with an inverted rim and
horizontally facetted upper cone belongs to the type
Ia, according to the division proposed by A. Bulatovié¢
(P1. 1/1).1%5 This type of bowl is recorded at the nearby
sites of Panjevacki rit,'#® Sarina Meda,'#” and Vrbica
in Dragocvet, near Jagodina.!*® The occurrence of this
type of bowl in the Central Morava Region is connect-
ed with the Ha A1/A2 period, according to Reinecke,
meaning a period starting from the 13t century BC,
although this type of bowl has quite a prolonged dura-
tion.!4? In terms of chronology, the manner of decora-
tion is somewhat indicative. The fragment of a bowl with
an inverted rim and a tongue-shaped handle below is
decorated with vertical channels and a vertically positi-
oned S motif (P1. I/2). Such a motif has been registered
at numerous sites in the territory of Vojvodina, which

136 The exact year in which the archaeological material from
this point came to the HMP is unknown.

137 Peri¢ 2008, P1. I/5, P1. II/1.

138 Bormanosuh 2004, 47127, T. 5/24, 37

139 Vukovié 2004, T. 11/1-2.

140 peri¢ 2008, P1. I11/4.

141 Vukovi¢ 2004, P1. XV1/8.

142 Cadastral parcel 1977/1.

143 According to the church elder, skeletal remains were recor-
ded on that occasion as well, although such data should be treated
with caution. A metal cross indicating the altar of the previous St.
Mark’s Church, which was supposedly erected during the first half
of the 19 century AD, is located in the northern part of the church-
yard. Unfortunately, historical sources related to that church are
scarce, as the entire archive was burned during WWL

144 This fragment could belong to the neck of an amphora or
a pot and, if that is the case, the channels would be positioned on the
vessel belly, with horizontal parallel incisions at the very bottom of
the vessel neck.

145 Bynarosuh 2009, 90-91.

146 Crojuh 2004, T. XII/1, 2, T. XXX/3, T. LXXXIV/I, T.
LXXXIX/1, T. XCVI/6-8, T. CXII/3-6, T. XXXIII/1, T. XXXV/8,
T.LI/1,2, T. LX/3-6, T. LXXIII/2, 3, T. LXXIV/3, T. LXXVII/1, T.
LXXXI1/3-6, T. LXXXII1/4-8, T. CIII/2, T. CVI/5.

147 Crojuh 1982, 33, T. 1/2; Stoji¢ 1986, 21-22, T. 1/1, 2.

148 Stoji¢ 1986, 17,T. 6/1-2.

149 Bynarosuh 2009, 99—121, with cited literature.
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are ascribed to the Bosut culture, and more precisely
the Bosut-Basarabi phase, for which this motif'is quite
characteristic.!> However, at the eponymous site of
Bosut, such a manner of decoration sporadically ap-
pears in the enclosed features of settlement horizons 1
and 2, which are attributed to a slightly earlier Bosut-
Kalakaca phase (phase 1Va).!3! P. and M. Medovi¢
date this horizon to a period between the middle of the
9t and the middle of the 8" century BC.'52 Still, the
running S motif occurs at the nearby site of Panjevacki
rit starting from the Laniste I phase (Ha B3),!>3 which
begins around 800 BC according to the chronological
division proposed by M. Stoji¢, and it therefore encom-
passes the Kalakaca (IVa) and Basarabi (IVb) phases
of the Bosut culture.!>* A bowl decorated in a similar
manner, with a vertically positioned running S motif'is
recorded at the site of Prkljavica and dated, similarly,
to the Ha B/C period.!3?

The Late La Téne and Early Roman periods at this
point are characterised by hand-thrown potsherds,
fired in nuances of brown and decorated with modelled
bands with oblique incisions or pinching (P1. I/15-18)
and some of the examples possess slanted rims (P1. I/10,
11). Such a repertoire of the so-called Dacian pottery
is recorded at certain points within the site of Bolnica,
as well as at the surrounding sites, but the significant
fragmentation does not allow a precise reconstruction
of the original forms of the vessels. Wheel-thrown ves-
sels (P1. 1/12—14, 20, 21), which are without a doubt of
Late La Téne origin, are simultaneous with the afore-
mentioned hand-thrown vessels. Such vessels are dec-
orated with an incised wavy line framed by parallel
horizontal lines, which are characteristic of the period
between the end of the 15t century BC and the 15¢ cen-
tury AD (P1. 1/19),'3¢ although the decoration com-
prised of a combination of incised parallel bands and
wavy lines continues throughout the Late Antique and
even later.

11. The corner of Cika Ljubina

and Tatar Bogdanova Streets

This point is located in the central part of the as-
sumed location of the site.!3” In the course of digging
the foundations for a residential building during the
1990s, at the Milenkovi¢ estate, numerous potsherds
were collected from a relative depth of 1 m. The pot-
sherds belong to large vessels,'® pitchers, pots and
bowls which could be dated to the Late La Téne and
Early Roman periods, meaning the second half of the
15t century AD for this part of the Morava Region.

123

Conclusion

There are several important conclusions which can
be drawn from the foregoing information. Likewise,
certain problems arise concerning the site of Bolnica,
which has, so far, been almost irrelevant in professional
literature. In the first place, there are questions con-
cerning the extension of the site, its surface, and hori-
zontal stratigraphy, as well as its relationship to the
site of Motel Slatina. Namely, if we observe the site as
it is represented on the map (Fig. 2), based on the re-
corded points, it can be concluded that the site encom-
passes an area of approximately 16 hectares: 700 m on
the west-east axis, from the Holy Trinity Church to the
administrative building of the Serbian Glass Factory
(hereinafter SGF), and 230 m on the north-south axis
(width), from the southern part of the General Hospital
complex to the northern side of Major Marko Street.
On the other hand, based on observations by M. Brm-
boli¢ and the results of the excavations at the site of
Motel Slatina during the 1980s, which yielded Early
Iron Age finds, besides the Early and Late Neolithic
finds, the possibility cannot be excluded that the site of
Bolnica encompasses a much larger area.'> With that in
mind, the site of Bolnica could be considered the same
site as Motel Slatina. This is supported by the fact that
the site of Motel Slatina was artificially interrupted on
the north-south axis by the construction of the E75
highway!6? and that, in fact, its western portion bor-
ders with the area of the SGF, while the eastern border
of the site is represented by the graveyard in the vil-
lage of Glavica. During the 19t century, a textile fac-
tory was erected at the present location of the SGF. In
1906, the first glass factory was built following a great
fire which burned the textile factory. There is no data
to indicate if any archaeological remains were recorded

150 Popovic 1981, 28-29.

151 Medovi¢, Medovi¢ 2010, SI. 33/9, SI. 38/3, SI. 48/11,
S1.50/6, S1. 51/13, SI. 54/10.

152 Medovi¢, Medovi¢ 2010, 72, 272.

153 Crojuh 2004, 275-279.

154 For the Basarabi phase sites in the vicinity of Jagodina
refer to Ctojuh 1979, 97 and further.

155 Bynarosuh, Josuh 2010, 154-160, T. LV/24.

156 For the analogies for the Dacian and La Téne forms refer
to the archaeological material originating from other points in this
paper.

157 Cadastral parcel 2218/1.

158 Kupanuh, Cpraaxosuhi 2002, 129.

159 Madas 1988, 90.

160 Peri¢ et al. 2016, 12.
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Fig. 3. The position of the sites of Bolnica, Motel Slatina and Glozdak on the topographic map (Krusevac 2—4),

scale 1:25:000
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during the construction of the glass factory, although
the construction of the factory lasted for decades and
subsequently expanded the area connected with the
factory some 1.2 km on the west-east axis. S. Vetni¢
states that “most of the site is devastated by the con-
struction of economic buildings for the SGF”, but pro-
vides no additional data on that matter.'®! The distance
between the graveyard in the village of Glavica and the
area connected with the SGF is around 750 m on the
right terrace of the Crnica River. The site of Bolnica is
located on the same terrace, west of the area of the
SGF. If the sites of Bolnica and Motel Slatina are in
fact one site, which, based on current data, seems plau-
sible, the total area of the site would measure 2,750 x
2,000 m,'%2 which is an area of more than a 50 hectares
(Fig. 3). Based on our current knowledge, it seems as
though the thickest cultural layers are located in the
area east of the SGF and the part of the site interrupted
by the highway, although, most of the contexts from
that area belong to the Staréevo and Vinca cultures
but, as we have presented, the archacological material
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attributed to the StarCevo culture is recorded in the
central portion of the General Hospital complex as well.
The Iron Age settlement also encompassed a large area,
considering that similar archaeological material is re-
corded both in the area of the General Hospital and at
the site of Motel Slatina. Such vast plain settlements
from the given period are not rare in the Central Mora-
va Region.!®3 The Bronze Age and Late Iron Age/Early
Roman period finds are recorded solely within the
General Hospital complex.

The second important fact arising from the previ-
ous discussion on the horizontal stratigraphy and the
extension of the site, is the comparison of the site of
Bolnica, i.e. the site of Bolnica—Motel Slatina with multi-
layered sites in the immediate proximity, which are lo-
cated on the right bank of the Velika Morava River. A

161 Vetni¢ 1974, 139.
162 The minimum average width.
163 Stoji¢ 1986, 63-65.
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Motel Slatina ~ Slatina, Tu
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Bolnica, Paracin

aracin - Livade, Striza

Gorune, Par Zorkina njva,
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I W Starcevo

Zorkina njiva,
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Fig. 4. Charts representing the number of prehistoric chronological horizons at the sites located on the right bank
of the Velika Morava River: sites of Bolnica and Motel Slatina treated as separate sites (a), and as the same site (b)

Cn. 4. I'pagpuxonu ca 6pojem UpaucitiopujcKux XpoOHOLOUKUX XOPUSOHATIA HA TOKATUTHEIUMA HA gecHoj obanu
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total of seven sites have been recorded, of which only
the site of Bolnica possesses four chronological hori-
zons (Early Neolithic, Bronze Age, Early Iron Age,
and Late Iron Age). Three sites possess three chrono-
logical horizons — Lozionica—Para¢in, Motel Slatina and
Slatina—Turska Cesma in the village of Drenovac, while
four sites possess only two chronological horizons —
Gorunje and Kneselacka ¢esma in the wider area of
Paracin, and the sites of Livade and Zorkina njiva in
the village of Striza (Fig. 4a).!* However, if we treat
the sites of Bolnica and Motel Slatina as one site, as
previously suggested and argued, the site would possess
a total of five chronological horizons, % two sites would
possess three, and four sites would possess two chro-
nological horizons (Fig. 4b).

Based on the size of the site and the number of
chronological horizons, a logical question regarding
the importance of the site of Bolnica—Motel Slatina for
the prehistory of the Central Morava Region arises.
According to Jovan Cviji¢, a series of large rifts in a
meridian direction, with a length of more than 100 km,
occur from Golubac on the right bank of the Danube
River to the city of Para¢in.'% In that direction the mas-
sifs of Homolje, the Beljanica Mountain and the Kucaj
Mountain separate the Velika Morava and Mlava val-
leys from the Timok Basin. However, Jovan Cvijic also
states: from Paracin, through the Crnica Valley and Grza
Valley, the terrain rises towards the Stolice mountain
pass and from that point on falls towards the Crnorecka
Gorge'” below the Rtanj Mountain.'®® Also, Cviji¢
states that somewhat south, through the Moravica val-
leys near Aleksinac and following the Nisava River to-
wards the Gramada Mountain, one could easily access
the Timok Basin.!%? Still, it is apparent that the valleys
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of the Crnica and Grza rivers and Cestobrodica with
the Stolice mountain pass are the most easily accessi-
ble natural communication from the Morava Valley to-
wards the Timok Basin, in the territory south of the
Danube River. Such a situation, with the natural com-
munications in mind, explains the problem of the ex-
istence of a large and chronologically versatile site
(Bolnica—Motel Slatina) on the right bank of the Crni-
ca River, some 4.5 km east of its confluence with the
Velika Morava River. In that area the Crnica River comes
out of a small glen between the Strana and Glavica
hills and starts into its valley with a slightly meander-
ing flow. The later Roman road, the Via Militaris, fol-
lowed the Mlava Valley from Viminacium and entered
the Velika Morava Valley near Drazimirovac, where it
continued further to the south,!”? following the right
bank of the river. In the area or in the vicinity of the site
of Bolnica—Motel Slatina, the Via Militaris had to cross
the transversal road which followed the aforementioned
natural communication towards the Crni Timok Valley.

164 Seven single layered archaeological sites were recorded
within the given territory, but were not relevant to the discussion.

165 There is a possibility that Eneolithic pottery occurs at the
site of Bolnica—Motel Slatina as well, which has yet to be confirmed,
since the archaeological material from the site of Motel Slatina is
stored in at least three different museums in Serbia (National Museum
in Belgrade, Hometown Museum of Para¢in and Hometown Museum
of Jagodina). If that is the case, the site would possess a total of six
chronological horizons.

166 TTpujuh 2000, 59.

167 Crni Timok Valley.

168 1gujuh 2000, 59.

169 ITpujuh 2000, 59.

170 TTerposuh 2015, 304.
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In a manner, the site discussed in this paper had to rep-
resent an important intersection of those two roads,
and a major strategic point of great significance. This
route is the only east-west communication presented on
the Austro-Hungarian map from 1718,!7! although on
that map the route follows the left bank of the Crnica
River. According to the General Staff map from 1894,
the route followed the left bank for only 500 m.!72 Nu-
merous sites in the valleys of Crnica, Grza, Cestobro-
dica and Crni Timok utilised this communication, star-
ting from early prehistory. In the Grza Valley, several
sites are recorded near the villages of Lesje and Mut-
nica — Trievine, Vrelo, Cur¢ar, Slaniste and Seliste,
which have yielded Iron Age finds.!”> On the other
hand, numerous prehistoric sites have been recorded
in the Crni Timok Valley, such as the Neolithic sites in
Zlotska pec¢ina and the villages of Savinac and Pod-
gorac, the Eneolithic sites in Bogovinska peé¢ina and
the village of Sumrakovac, and sites from later prehis-
toric periods such as those in the villages of Strmljane,
Lukovo or Podgorac.!74

Based on the presented archaeological material,
the question arises regarding the presence of the Daci-
an material culture in this area, together with the Late
La Téne and Early Roman material. Also, it should be
noted that in terms of the Bronze and Early Iron Age,
this site represents a lowland settlement and that the
Bronze Age material corresponds to the Glozdak ne-
cropolis on the opposite bank of the Crnica River (Fig.
2). The presence of the Dacians in the area of Paracin
was discussed more than 50 years ago by D. GaraSanin,
following the excavations at the aforementioned Gloz-
dak necropolis.!”® Since then, no renewed or extensive
research has addressed that particular problem, and
conclusions have primarily been based on the works of
D. Garasanin. P. Popovi¢ made interesting statements
that the graves!”® from Paraéin possess no similarities
with the Dacian necropolises in present-day Romania
and that these graves represent the traces of a forced
relocation of the population during the 15t century
AD.!'77 The archaeological material recorded at the
site of Bolnica, and especially in pit 1, which is an en-
closed context, suggests a strong presence of Dacians
in this area, who lived together with the autochthonous
population of Scordiscian origin, while the Roman
material culture is recorded to a lesser extent. As pre-
viously presented, most of the Dacian archaeological
material corresponds to the territory of present-day
Romania, and some of the elements which are registe-
red on hand-thrown pottery (double modelled pinched
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bands, bands with sharp incisions, suspended model-
led pinched bands, branch motifs, and triangularly
modelled prong-shaped applications) originate exclu-
sively from the Late Dacian culture in their original
territories. A similar situation can be noted for certain
elements on the wheel-thrown pottery, such as the
bowl with an inverted and triangularly profiled rim or
the pithos with an inverted and jutted rim. These forms
of vessels and decoration motifs are characteristic for
the original Dacian regions and occur from the 2nd
century BC to the 2"d century AD, when we find them
mixed with Roman material, which is also the case
with the sites of Bolnica and Glozdak. D. Garaganin,!’®
M. Garaanin,'”® and P. Popovi¢!'® assume that the site
of Glozdak represents the results of Dacian deporta-
tions during the 1% century AD, which are confirmed
in historical sources, although there was no precise
data detailing which of several deportations. Based on
the latest excavations at the site of Glozdak—Lidl, in
which a thick layer of the Dacian La Téne period was
recorded, which completely corresponds to the ar-
chaeological material from the previous excavations at
the site of Glozdak and the site of Bolnica, together
with numismatic finds from the 15 century AD,!8! it
can be assumed that the deportation in question is con-
nected with the displacement of 100,000 “Tansdanubi-
ans” by Silvanus Aelianus, the legate with pro-praeto-
rian authority in Moesia (legatus propraetore Moesiae),
during the reign or Emperor Nero. The first 13 lines
from the inscription of Silvanus Aelianus’ tombstone,
which was found near present-day Tivoli, not far from
Rome, state:!82

171 Bpm6Gonuh 2011, 12.

172" General Staff map 1894.

173 yKupanuh, 2002; XKusanuh, 2010; Brmboli¢ 1981.

174 Taparanun, Tapamanus 1951; Tacuh 1982; Kanypan et al.
2014.

175 Garaganin 1964, 79 and further.

176 Based on the results of the latest excavations at the site of
Glozdak—Lidl, in 2018, we can note that these are not Dacian gra-
ves. However, the conclusions on the chronology and the Dacian
presence in the Central Morava Region remain as P. Popovi¢
suggested.

177 Tlonosuh 2003, 264-265.

178 Garaganin 1964, 85.

179 Tapamanun 1973, 523.

180 TTonosuh 2003, 265.

181" The numismatic finds are represented by coins of Tiberius,
Claudius and Vespasian.

182 CIL X1V, 3608.
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TI PLAVTIO M F [---]

SILVANO AELIANO

PONTIF SODALI AVG

IIIVIRAAAF F Q TI CAESARIS

5 LEG LEG V IN GERMANIA

PR VRB LEGAT ET COMITI CLAVD
CAESARIS IN BRITTANNIA CONSVLI
PROCOS ASIAE LEGAT PRO PRAET MOESIAE
IN QVA PLVRA QVAM CENTVM MILL

10 EX NVMERO TRANSDANVVIANOR

AD PRAESTANDA TRIBVTA CVM CONIVGIB
AC LIBERIS ET PRINCIPIBVS AVT REGIBVS SVIS
TRANSDVXIT

Ti(berio) Plautio M(arci) f{(ilio) [Ani(ensi)]

Silvano Aeliano,

pontif(ici), sodali Aug(ustali),

[IIvir(o) a(ere) a(rgento) a(uro) f(lando) f(eriundo),
q(uaestori) Ti(beri) Caesaris,

5 leg(ato) leg(ionis) V in Germania,

pr(aetori) urb(ano), legat(o) et comiti Claud(i)
Caesaris in Brittannia, consuli,

proco(n)s(uli) Asiae, legat(o) pro praet(ore) Moesiae
in qua plura quam centum mill(ia)

10 ex numero Transdanuvianor(um)

ad praestanda tributa cum coniugib(us)

ac liberis et principibus aut regibus suis

transduxit;

Tiberius Plautius, son of Marcus, (of the tribe)
[Aniensis], Silvanus Aelianus, pontifex, fellow of the
priesthood of the deified Augustus, triumvir in charge
of the mint, quaestor of Tiberius Caesar, legate of the
Fifth Legion in Germany, urban praetor, legate and com-
panion of Claudius Caesar in Britain, consul, procon-
sul of Asia, legate with pro-praetorian power of Moesia,
in which (command) he led across (the Danube) more
than 100,000 of the multitude of the Transdanubian
peoples to make them pay tribute, along with their
wives and children, their leaders or their kings.!83

Therefore, the relocation of the aforementioned
100,000 Dacians to the territory of Moesia could be
ascribed to a period when Silvanus Aelianus served in
Moesia, between 61 and 64 AD,!8* while the material
evidence indicates the Dacian presence in the Central
Morava Region during the second half of the 15 cen-
tury and the 2" century AD. The Central Morava Re-
gion was not selected as their final destination without
good reason. Namely, prior to the construction of the
Roman road and the erection of Trajan’s Bridge, the
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only and the most accessible crossing over the Danube
River in the Morava confluence area was the area of
present-day Ram, antique Lederata.!85 The island of
Sapaja, which is positioned closer to the left bank of the
Danube River and present-day Stara Palanka, facilita-
ted the crossing towards a relatively dry area between
the Kara§ and Nera rivers, in contrast to the upstream
area on the left bank of the Danube River which was,
up until recently, marshy and barely accessible. Aside
from the Roman and Medieval finds, scarce prehistoric
finds have also been recorded on the island of Sapaja.'8¢
On the other hand, a strong indication of settling during
the last centuries of the old era was recorded in the area
of Lederata.!8” The Roman road went from Lederata
towards the neighbouring Viminacium, where it con-
nected with the Via Militaris and reached the Central
Morava Region through the Mlava Valley and several
small passes, some 10 km north of present-day Cuprija,
antique Horreum Margi.!®® The exact reason for the
settling of a large number of Dacians in this area, in par-
ticular, remains unclear, although the fact that this area
is considerably distant from their original territories, at
least two or three days walking including a controlled
passage of the Danube River. Based on the present state
of research and available publications, the Dacian pres-
ence is recorded from the area of present-day Jago-
dina,'® to the territories south of present-day Paracin.
Another interesting fact can be noted in relation to
the Late La Téne pottery, which we have found mixed
with Dacian and Early Roman pottery. The pottery re-
corded at the site of Bolnica, as well as at the site of
Glozdak possesses distinct characteristics of La Téne
pottery production, in terms of the wheel-thrown pot-
tery. On the other hand, the number of represented forms
decreases and S profiled bowls, large pots decorated
with a wavy combed ornament and beakers with two
handles are dominant. Unlike the previous period, those
forms are fired in shades of dark grey and black and
the ornamentation is performed by burnishing, which is
characteristic of the Late La Téne period. Unfortunately,
there were no attempts at systematisation of the existing

1

0

3 Sherk (ed.) 1988, 104.

4 Griffin 2000, 24.

5 Jovanovié¢ 1996, 69 and further.

186 Tumurpujesuh 1984, 32.

187 Crojuh, Jamanosuh 2008, 234-235.

188 TTerposuh 2015, 304; Dankovié 2015, with cited literature.
9 Vetni¢ 1967, 43.
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1. Tekija;

2. Sirmium;

3. Singidunum;

4. Napoca;

5. Carnok;

6. Jasa Tomi¢;

7. Gomolava;

8. Kuzmin;

9. Minel — Karaburma;

\ \!

10. Damic¢a Gradina;
11. Saraorci;

12. Mokranje;

13. Zlokuéanti;

14. Locusteni;

15. Zidovar;

16. Varadia de Mures;
17. Ciugud;

18. Moigrad;

19. Ocnita;

20. Cugir;

21. Gruiu Darii;

22. Bagacina;

23. Vrtlozi near Simanovci;
24. Curug;

25. Orasje near Dubravica;
26. Popov Salas;

27. Pantelejeva kruska;
28. Panjevacki rit;

29. Ljubi¢evac—Obala;
30. Vojka;

31. Saldum;

32. Hajducka Vodenica;
33. Dirov Brijeg;

34. Toplik;

35. Rgotina;

36. Lazarev Grad;

37. Medijana;

38. Bedem — Maskare;
39. Koricani;

40. Cetace — Sena;

41. Staro groblje — Bor;
42, Vrtiste;

43. Jericiste;

44, Kumarevo;

45. Rasina oku¢nica — Vranje;
46. Gladnice;

47. Prizren;

48. Divici;

49. Sighisoara;

50. Covasna;

51. Turdas-Lunca;

52. Zbradila-Fund;

53. Sikirica;

54. Selenca

Fig. 5. Map of the Late La Tene and Early Roman sites mentioned in the text
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material, which would be based on Late La Téne ce-
ramic production recorded in an Early Roman context.
Another interesting observation can be made in terms
of the situla-shaped pots. Such pots, which are a char-
acteristic hand-thrown form of the Late La Téne peri-
od, are characterised by the situla-shaped profile, a
shallow groove below the rim and, in most cases, a
combed ornament which covers the entire surface of
the vessel.!”? In comparison to other forms, such as the
so-called Dacian cups or hand-thrown pots decorated
in a characteristic “Dacian” manner, which originate
from the territories predominantly inhabited by Dacian
populations, the distribution of the situla-shaped pots
in the territory of Serbia is connected with the Late La
Téne Scordisci settlements in Srem, southern Banat
and on the right bank of the Danube River, from the
mouth of the Morava River to the Perdap Region. Their
occurrence is quite sporadic in the hinterland of the
Danube Region and further to the south. In the terri-
tory of the Central Morava Region, fragments of such
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pots have been recorded at the site of Panjevacki rit near
Paraéin,'®! and at the sites of Maskare Bedem!? and
Lazarev grad!3 near Krugevac and the site of Dauto-
vac—Kori¢ani near Kragujevac.!** East of the Central
Morava Region, situla-shaped pots are recorded at the
sites of Cetaée, in the village of Sena'%’ and the site of
Staro groblje, in Bor.!?° Further to the south, similar pots

190 Such decoration can be organised in various ways, hori-
zontally, obliquely, spirally, vertically, comprising rhomboid fields, or
semi-circles which are connected to each other. If there is no com-
bed ornamentation, the situla-shaped pots are mostly decorated with
wide and deep incisions and vertical channels (Todorovi¢ 1968, 45).

191 Crojuh 2004, T. 15/ 1, 3, 4, 5; Bynarosuh, ®umumnosuh 2011,
12, T. 4/9-14.

192 Crojuh, Yahenonuh 2006, 163173, T. LXXXVII/43-46.
193 Crojuh, Yahenosuh 2006, 101-121, T. L/105, 106.

194 Kanypan et al. 2014, 202-203, T. CXX1/7-9.

195 Bynarosuh et al. 2011, 120-121, Cx. 3, 4.

196 Sladi¢ 1998, 100-103, T. 2/1, 2.
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are quite scarce and recorded in the vicinity of Nis,!?7
Leskovac,!”® Vranje,'? Pristina,2%0 and Prizren,20!
which is the southernmost find of a situla-shaped pot
in the territory of present-day Serbia. It is interesting
that no fragments of situla-shaped pots were recorded
at the points presented in this paper,?0? compared to
the pots of Dacian provenance (PI. 1/10, 11, P1. 11/13,
14, P1. 111/10, 11).293 On the other hand, as previously
noted, situla-shaped pots are the main form of hand-
thrown vessels within the Late La Téne ceramic inven-
tory of wheel-thrown pottery in the Middle Danube
Region. Therefore, it seems that, within the territory
discussed in this paper, which is abundant both in Late
La Téne, Dacian and Early Roman ceramic forms, pots
of a Dacian provenance have completely taken over
the role of the situla-shaped pots, whose production
ceased, at least in the somewhat restricted area presen-
ted in this paper. The reason behind this can be found
in the nature of the site of Bolnica and nearby sites in
the territory of present-day Parac¢in. Namely, the het-
erogeneous archaeological material indicates either a
peaceful cohabitation of different communities which

inhabited this area or the acceptance of certain forms
by other communities. In both cases, the need for tak-
ing only certain ceramic forms could be caused by the
greater utilisation value or qualities of such forms, com-
pared to the analogous ceramic forms of the societies
that accepted them. This resulted in the fact that the
hand-thrown pottery of Dacian provenance was favo-
ured, compared to the wheel-thrown pottery, where
Late La Téne and Early Roman forms are dominant.

Future excavations at the site of Bolnica and the
publication of all material originating from both new
and earlier excavations at the site of Glozdak, and se-
veral sites in the Central Morava Region that yielded
similar material culture,2%* could provide answers to
certain questions which have arisen in this paper. Never-
theless, it seems that the site of Bolnica/Motel Slatina
represents the largest and chronologically most durable
settlement in the Central Morava Region, even though
its potential excavations are limited by the modern in-
frastructure of the city of Paracin.

Translated by Ognjen Mladenovié
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197 The site of Velika ¢esma in Vrtiste (Crojuh, Jomuh 2006,
67-77, T. XV1/70), the site of Medijana (ITepuh 2001, 12, T. I/1-3).

198 The site of Sastanci in Kumarevo (Bynarosuh, Jopuh 2010,
84-112, T. XXIX/118) and the site of Jericiste (bynarosuh, Jopuh
2010, 211-227, T. XCIII/67).

199 The site of Rasina okuénica near Vranje (Bymarosuh 2000,
323-326, T. I/11; Bymarosuh 2007, 117-124, T. XXII/35).

200 The site of Gladnice (Sladi¢ 1998, 137-139, T. 2/8).

201 The village of Vrbica, near Prizren (Sladi¢ 1998, 329-330).

202 This data also refers to potsherds which are not presented
in this paper, and which originate from the aforementioned points.

203 An identical situation was recorded during archaeological
excavations at the site of Glozdak—Lidl in Paracin, in 2018 (un-
published, documentation of the HMP). Likewise, there are no
situla-shaped pots within the previously published Late La Tene
material from the Glozdak necropolis (GaraSanin 1964, 79 and
further, [Torosuh 2003, 259 and further).

204 Several sites which yielded similar archacological mate-
rial were excavated by S. Vetni¢ and M. Stoji¢ from the Hometown
Museum in Jagodina, and that material corresponds to that from the
sites of Glozdak and Bolnica, based on the personal insight of one
of the authors.
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Pezume: BOJUCIIAB M. ®UJINTIOBU'R, Apxeonomrkn HHCTUTYT, beorpas
OI'BbEH b. MJITAZIEHOBUWR, Apxeomnomku HHCTHTYT, beorpan
BECHA I1. BYUKOBWH, 3aBnuajuu mysej [Tapahnn

JIOKAJIMTET BOJIHULA Y ITAPARMHY U IbEI'OB 3HAYAJ
Y HPAUCTOPUIN HEHTPAJIHOI' IOMOPABJBA
— NPUWJIO3H XPOHOJIOTHjH, XOPHU30HTAJIHOj U BEPTHUKAJIHOj cTpaTurpadguju

Knyune peuu — bonuuna, Moren CnaruHa, IpaucTopyja, IPOTOUCTOPHja, LIEHTPaIHOo [loMopaBibe, pacKpCHHUIIA [Ty TeBa,

I[a'-laHI/I, TMO3HU JIaT€H, paHU MpUHOUIIAT

Jlokanurer bonuuna y [lapahnHy Hanasu ce y CeBepOHCTOYHOM
JelTy JaHaIIber IPajia, Ha IPBOj pedHoj Tepacy Llprune, uuja
HaJaMopcka BucuHa Bapupa m3Mehy 130 m u 140 m, a koja 3a-
MpaBo MpeICTaBIba jy:kHe 00poHke Kapaljophesor 6pna. Uuras
JIOKTUTET JaHaC je MPEKPUBEH MOJCPHUM HacesbeM, Koje je y
BEJIMKOj MEPH OIITETUIIO KeroBY cTparurpadujy, 300r uera HUCY
Moryha ucrpaxuBama muper obuma. [Tocnenma apxeononka
UCTpaKHMBaba, IPEBEHTHBHOT KapakTepa, peaii30BaHa Cy Kpa-
jem 2018. roquHe y caMoM OOJTHHYIKOM KPYTY.

IMprika3aH ogabuUp apXEeoNOIIKOr MarepHujajia MoTHYEe ca
ykymHo 11 Tauaka u3 kpyra gaHamime Onmre GonHure y Ila-
paliiHy U HBEroBe HEMOCPEAHE OKOJIHMHE, a MPUKYIJbaH je CYyK-
LIECUBHO joIil 071 80-KX TOAMHA MPOIILTOT BeKa. YJIOMIU MMOCYy/a
LITO Cy y IPETXOHE TPH JIeeHHje Jocen y 3aBuuajau My3sej
y [Tapahuny yka3yjy Ha HOCTOjarbe HajMamke YCTUPHU KYJITYPHO-
XPOHOJIOIIKA XOPU30HTA Ha OBOM JIOKAIUTETY — PAHOHEOIIHT-
CKH, OPOH3aHOONCKH, XOPU30HT CTapHjer TBO3ICHOr 100a 1
xopH30HT Mitaljer rBo3aeHor noba. Hajeeha naxkma mocsehena
je mpe cBera Haja3uMma u3 Mialer rBo3aeHor 100a, Yuju o0u-
LM ¥ KapakTep ymyhyjy Ha HOpPEeKIIO ca TepUTOpHje JaHAIIbhe
PymyHuje, omtHOCHO Ha MaTepyjall JadKke IPOBEeHHjeHIje. Yipa-
BO Cy Ha TOM MPOCTOpY IpoHaljeHe OpojHE aHANOTHje Mare-
pHjajty Koju MOTHYE Ca BUILE JIOKAJTUTETA Ha TEPUTOPHUjH rpajia
[Mapahuna (bomauna, Imoxnak, [moxnak—JInmn) n merose He-
MOCPE/IHE OKOJIHHE.
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[Mopehemem TepuTopujaHO-cTpaTUrpad)CKUX OJHOCA JIOKA-
nmTeta boHuna ca leMy TepHTOpHjaTHO OJICKUM JIOKAIUTETOM
Morten Craruna gomuio ce 10 oxpel)eHux 3akibydaka Koju ToBope
y IIPUJIOT TOME J1a C€ Pajau O jeANHCTBEHOM JIOKAIUTETY LITO je
jom moyerkoM XX BeKa BEIITaYKH IOJICJbEH H3TPaIHOM
Cpricke dadpuke cTakia u ayro-mmyra E-75. Tako nocmarpaso,
nokaymteT bonmanna, onrocHo bomania / Moren Crnaruna npen-
CTaBJba y CTPATUTPa)CKOM IIOTIIENy jefaH OJ HajooTaTHjHX JIO-
KaJUTeTa Ha IPOCTOpy LeHTpaiHor [ToMopasba.

[Toce6HO je pasMarpaH U MoJ0XKaj JiokanuteTa bomHuna y
OJIHOCY Ha INIaBHE KOMYHHUKAIIOHE TIPABIIE Y MPAUCTOPH]CKOM 1
PaHOPHMCKOM TMEPHOLY, T je 3aKJbYUEHO J1a je OBa 00JIACT Mpei-
CTaBJballa BAXKHY PAaCKPCHHILY Ha KOjOj Cy CE CyCpeTat ITyTeBU
KOjU Cy BOIWJIM ca CeBepa Ha jyT, ajli M IIpeMa UCTOKY, IIpeMa
IIPOCTOPUMa KOjH Cy TPaBUTHpAIM TEPUTOPUjU HacehbaBamba
JTAaYKUX HOITyNIanyja. YIopeaHa aHalIi3a KepaMHIKOT HHBEHTapa
ca JiokanuTeTa bomHuma, pesynTara crapujux UCTpakuBama y
[Mapahuny 1 mocrojehux ncTopHjcKUX M3BOpA yKa3aja je Ha MOo-
ryhHOCT 1a mocrojame MarepujaiHe Kyarype /lauana Ha OBOM
TIPOCTOPY MOYKe OMTH ITOCIIEIHNA IPHCHITHOT TIPEMEIITamba CTa-
HOBHUIITBA TOKOM | Beka Hartre epe. Hanwme, enurpadckn n3Bopu
TOBOpE O TOME J1a je TOKoM | Beka Hallle epe, a BepoBaTHO n3Mel)y
61. u 64. ronune, u3Becuu CunBan Enuje, nerar ca mpornpeTop-
ckuM opnamhemuma, HacuHO npeceno 100.000 ,,mpekonyHa-
Bara” Ha TEPUTOPHjy Tajalmbe Mesuje, naHamme Cpouje.
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Plate I — Bolnica, trench 1, excavations in 2018 (1-21) (drawing J. Bogic)
Tabna I — Bornnuya, conga 1, uckoiiasarea 2018. (1-21) (ypitexnc J. Boiuh)
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Plate Il — Bolnica, trench 1, excavations in 2018 (1-8), Boiler room (9—10); excavations in 1991 (11-17)
(drawing J. Bogic)

Tabna Il — bornuya, conga 1, uckouasarwa 2018. (1-8),; Kowinapnuya (9-10), uckouasarwa 1991. (11-17)
(ypitieoxrc J. Boiuh)
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Plate II1 — Nemanjina Street (1, 5); excavations in 1991 (2), points 1 and 2, Mali Jaz 1 and Zelengorska Street (3—4, 6—18)
(drawing J. Bogic)

Tabaa I1l — Ynuya Hemaruna (1, 5); uckoasarwa 1991. (2); Tauke 1. u 2. Manu Jaz 1 u 3eneniopcka ynuya (3—4, 6—18)
(ypitiesxc J. Boiuh)
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Plate IV — Majora Marka Street (1-3); Mali Jaz 1 and Zelengorska Street (4—6)
(drawing J. Bogic)

Tabna 1V — Ynuya majopa Mapka (1-3); Manu Jas 1 u 3eneniopcra ynuya (4—6)
(ypitieoxrc J. Boiuh)
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