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Abstract: In 2012, rescue excavations at the sites of “Bunishteto” and “Druganski Pat”
uncovered and partially investigated a previously unknown necropolis, revealing a total of
400 m long stone piles with a total area of 6575 sq. m, 55 Early Iron Age graves and ap-

proximately the same number of graves from the 6"—4" century BC. By size and structure,

the necropolis is unique: in a region without stone, substantial stone constructions had been

erected, following a predesigned plan for a continuous usage of the terrain and the facili-

ties. It was likely a regional necropolis.

Keywords: necropolis, Early Iron Age, Late Iron Age, gold pectorals, glass beads, urn,
valley of the Struma, South-western Bulgaria

The necropolis is located between the villages of Dren and Delyan', in
today’s South-western Bulgaria (Fig. 1.1), in the south-eastern periphery of the
Radomir Plain, by Ushi Col, which links Konyavska to Verila Mountains (Fig.
1.1, detail). It is located at the foot of the eastern slope of Konyavska Moun-
tains (Huxonos u Mopnamosa 2002, 115-116), at the altitude of 665 m a.s.l., on
the left bank of the Matitsa River — a tributary of the Blato River, which drains
the Radomir Plain before emptying into Struma River. Local climate has strong
Mediterranean influences, consequence of unobstructed exposure to the Struma
Valley (Huxonos u Mopmarosa 2002, 116).

Archaeological and geophysical studies

The Dren-Delyan necropolis was discovered in 2011, during rescue ex-
cavations prompted by the construction of the “Struma” motorway. The area des-
ignated for the motorway was excavated in full in 2012 (Muxaiinos 2014, 60—
76). The excavations benefited greatly from the geophysical surveys conducted

! Dren is part of the Municipality of Radomir, District of Pernik; Delyan — Municipality of Dup-
nitsa, District of Kyustendil.
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Fig. 1. 1. Map of Bulgaria with the Dren-Delyan necropolis;
2. 3D reconstruction of the Dren-Delyan necropolis

Cu. 1. 1. Mana Byrapcke ca Hekpononom [pen-Jlesban;
2. 3D pekoHcTpyKiuja Hekporoie [peH-/lespan
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in 2011 (3umapos, baksmcka 2012, 186—-188). In 2014-2015, renewed excava-
tions opened the area to the west from the motorway (Muxaiinos, ['toposa 2015,
153—-157; Muxaitnos 2016, 284-286), following reports of partially destroyed
and scattered archaeological structures, but revealed no new parts of the huge
necropolis.

Inspired by the results of the 2011 excavation season, in 2015-2018
the team undertook large-scale geophysical surveys (Fig. 2.1), with a range of
methods, including an experimental overlap of different methods on certain sec-
tors (Muxaiinos, [lankoB 2016). All principle geophysical methods were used:
geo-radar, geo-magnetics and electrical resistivity. These were supplemented by
kappametry (for correlation of magnetometry data to rock, sourced from the ex-
cavated burial structures) and aerophotogrammetry (Muxatiinos, [lankos 2018).

We had hoped that these non-destructive methods would assist in plot-
ting the planimetry and topography of the construction sectors of the Dren-Delyan
necropolis, spared by the motorway. Unfortunately, that was not the case. During
the 2018 excavation season, efforts focused on the most prominent geophysical
anomalies refuted the anthropogenic origin of the said anomalies. On the contrary
—these were proved, beyond any doubt, to be of geological origin. The regular out-
lines and the apparent agreement with the plan of the necropolis turned out to be
a mere quirk of chance (Muxaiinos 2019). On top of that, a Roman Age building,
not registered as a geophysical anomaly, was identified through the application of
purely archaeological methods (MuxaitmoB 2019). The area had been surveyed
by both geo-radar and magnetometer, and while the former method had indeed
registered one anomaly in the vicinity, it had completely missed the building itself.

Thus, for this site, as on several other sites, the best results were deliv-
ered by the electro-resistivity method (Muxaiinos, Llankos 2018). Data from the
geo-radar survey proved to be, regrettably, entirely misleading.

Description of the necropolis

On the slope, immediately underlying the turf, concentrations of care-
fully fitted small-size crushed rocks and flagstones were detected, arranged in
three parallel rows along a north-eastern/south-western axis (Fig. 1: 2; 2. 2). The
number of excavated structures, to date, is 40, with combined length of 400 me-
ters (Fig. 1: 2) and total surface area of over 6575 m?. As excavations on Structure
40 identified no traces of ancient human activities (Fig. 1: 2), Structure 40 is not
counted against the total number of structures.

Presently, two phases are distinguished at the necropolis: early phase —
from the second half of the 9™ up to the 8" century BC (first phase of the Early Iron
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Fig. 2. 1. Orthophoto, with superimposed topographic map, square grid
with the necropolis and geophysical surveys;
2. Aerial photo of the necropolis — with the stone structures

Ca. 2. 1. Oprodororpaduja, ca MpeKIONIBEHOM TONOIPadCKOM Marom,
KBaPaTHOM MPEXOM Ca HEKPOIIOJIOM U Te0(pU3MIKUM PEKOrHOCIHPAIMA;
2. ®otorpaduja HEKPOIIOJIe U3 Ba3lyxa — ca KAMEHUM CTPYKTypama
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Age), and later phase — from the second half of the 6 century up to the first half of the
4™ century BC. Chronologically, the necropolis evolved along the south-north axis.

In the south, stone covers are noticeably less carefully constructed. The
rocks had not been fitted carefully; some pieces are larger and very roughly
shaped, making the earlier graves and structures more susceptible to disturbances
by modern ploughs. Deterioration had been further facilitated by the practice of
utilizing large unshapen stones as markers for some of the Early Iron Age struc-
tures (Fig. 3: 1). In contrast, the stone covers in the north had been very carefully
built from uniform, well-fitted stones, and there are almost no disturbances.

The first phase — cremations

The earliest graves stand out typologically and topographically. These
were found in the southern sector, and consist of urns with cremated bones,
placed in shallow pits dug into the ancient surface. Despite the lack of evidence
for urn covers, it is only logical to assume that such existed. The fact that none of
the 55 urns overlaps with or disturbs another, led the team to assume the presence
of place-markers. Likely markers, surviving to this day, are the large amorphous
stones. Perhaps the urns were buried shoulder-high and covered by soil, or, less
often, by several stones. At the time of discovery, the sole indicator of a pit was
the considerably lower density of the deposit.

According to the degree of preservation of the surviving structures, these
could be assigned to three groups.

The urns of the so-called Structure 37 frame a large rectangular space.
The vessels mark its periphery, while the central area contains no archaeological
finds. Large and medium-sized unshapen stones line the northern and southern
sides. This is the best preserved EIA structure.

Two mound-like structures (nos. 24 and 26) present a different situation.
These had been used over an extended period, producing the perceived mound-
like shape (there are no actual traces of embankment). In both instances, the LIA
stone structures, typical for the necropolis, had been arranged around primary
EIA stage I graves (Fig. 3: 2).

Structure 38 offers yet another variation. Its LIA graves and the associ-
ated ritual activities disturb, and occasionally destroy, about 35 graves from the
early phase of use of that necropolis (Fig. 3: 3).

The earliest stone structure is Structure 41 (Fig. 3: 4). It is rectangular, with
three walls and a single stone feature, without a stone embankment. There are sev-
eral graves at the centre, dated by the associated pottery finds to the EIA. According
to its construction and typology, this feature is an intermediary between the EIA
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8
Fig. 3. 1. Structure 37 from the Early Iron Age; 2. Stone structures from the Early Iron
Age and the Late Iron Age; 3. Early Iron Age structures destroyed by the Late Iron
Age structures; 4. The earliest stone structure; 5. Urn from Structure 37; 6. Fibula from
Structure 37; 7. Urn from Structure 39; 8. Grave gift from Structure 39
Ca. 3. 1. Crpykrypa 37 u3 crapujer rBo3jieHor 100a; 2. Kamene crpykrype U3 crapujer
n miaher reo3zeHor 106a; 3. CTpyKType U3 cTapHjer rBO3AEHOTr 00a Koje Cy CTpyKType
u3 mutaljer rBo3neHor no0a yHumTHie; 4. Hajcrapuje kameHe ctpykrype; 5. YpHa u3
Crpyxkrype 37; 6. ®ubyna uz Crpykrype 37; 7. dudyna u3 Crpykrype 39; 8. ['pooHH
npuior u3 Ctpykrype 39
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stage I urn burials and the stone burial heaps of the second half of the 6" — first half
of the 4™ century BC. It is impossible to establish whether all individuals buried in
that feature were placed in urns. Modern agricultural activities had disturbed and
mixed up the cremated remains, the pottery sherds, and the small hewn stones.

Funeral pyres had been arranged outside the burial structures. In all EIA
graves, the cremated bones, along with the burial gifts, had been placed in urns;
the grave goods had also been presented at the pyre. The condition of the metal
artefacts and the bones suggests that they had been exposed to very high tem-
peratures — above 1000°C, as one urn contained iron slag. The condition of the
skeletal material confirmed the conclusion that the process of incineration had
been very thorough. Over 95% of burned bones had been heated to the point of
calcination, or near calcination. This means that the colour of the bone surface,
as well as the fractures, had turned uniform white (N9.5, N9), result primarily
of combustion of the bone collagen. Surface colours associated with incomplete
combustion (i.e., brown, black, grey, and blue) had not been observed. This uni-
form colouring of bone surfaces can be taken as evidence of intense incineration
of the deceased, carried out on a strong fire, above 1000°C, with unobstructed
influx of oxygen (open fire). The singular dental roots discovered among the bone
material corroborate this conclusion, as the dental crown fragments into micro-
scopic particles at temperatures above 800°C (Correia 1997).

No 7™ century BC material has been found on the site to this date. Never-
theless, extrapolating from the overall topographical continuity — especially that
between Structures 24 and 26, as well as in light of the “architectural template” ex-
emplified by Structure 41 and elaborated in the 64" century BC, the necropolis
was likely utilized continuously from the start of the Early Iron Age until at least
the 4" century BC, and the graves from the hiatus period are likely located outside
the excavated area. On the other hand, there are no known sites from the second
half of the 8" — first half of the 7" century BC in the area, and thus the chronologi-
cal gap registered at the necropolis could actually signal a hiatus in its use during
this period. Only future research could tip the scales in favour of either hypothesis.

The second phase — cremation and inhumation

During the second phase, most graves and ritual structures within the
necropolis had been constructed of stone. This fact cannot be stressed enough, as
the area is entirely lacking in this material. The “bedrock” is reddish clay, with
very few inclusions of minute silicate pebbles (bakbpmcka/ Muxaiinos 2012, 189,
O6p. 1). All raw materials — mostly red sandstone — for the 64" century BC
structures had to be transported from elsewhere. An outcrop of this terrigenous
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Fig. 4. 1. Central structures — constructed of just one to two courses of flagstones;
2. Massive stone structures; 3. Human remains scattered between the stones;
4. Silver circlet; 5. Silver and gold earrings; 6. Bronze circlets; 7. Silver, bronze,
amber, and glass beads; 8. Silver lunulae; 9. Gold pectoral

Ca. 4. 1. LentpanHe cTpykType — carpaljeHe o1 camo jeJTHOT WM JBa HU3a
KaMeHUX mioya; 2. MacuBHe kaMeHe CTpyKType; 3. Jbyncku moCMpTHU OocTalu
pamrtpkann mehy kamemeMm; 4. CpeOpHa Tpaka; 5. CpeOpHe U 371aTHE HayIlIHHIIE;
6. bpon3zane tpake; 7. CpeOpHe, OpoH3aHe, hurbapcke u CTakJICHE Meplie;

8. CpebpHe nyHyne; 9. 3maTHu meKTopat
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rock is found 800 m to the west (Fig. 5: 2), near the summit of an elevation, the
foot of which is occupied by the necropolis, where extraction trenches can still be
discerned today (Fig. 5: 1).

The fact that the commemorative and burial stone structures lie directly
under the modern surface means that they used to be exposed in the past, buried
only later by the erosion of the deforested steep slope above it. This is also sug-
gested by the complex organization carried out over a long period of growth, and
the lack of disturbances in the old structures.

Several types of burial and commemorative structures can be distin-
guished in the second phase of the necropolis, but an explanation for this differ-
entiation is deemed premature at this stage.

Some of the grave covers (nos. 24 and 26) resemble low tumuli. These
had been built and used over long periods and produce artefacts spanning from
the Early to the Late Iron Age. They have a near-circular shape, thirteen meters
across and the maximum height of 0.50 m.

The most typical stone cover during the second phase of the necropolis,
found on top of commemorative structures and graves alike (Structures 1-2, 11—
16, 17-18, 19-22, 34, 36, 38), is almost flat, conforming to the natural inclination
of the slope. More often than not the central structures had been constructed from
just one to two courses of flagstones (Fig. 4: 1). The corners of most structures
had been reinforced in a fashion, with small and medium-size crushed stone piec-
es —an indication of prolonged use. Another pointer to this is the accumulation of
a deposit, associated with repeated exploitation of the rectangular structures. This
0.05—0.15 m thick layer is only registered in association with larger structures.

The third type, illustrated by structures nos. 5—10 and nos. 28-33, consists
of stone covers almost indistinguishable from the ground, resembling stretched
north-east/south-west low banks (Fig. 4: 2). When the protective stone cover was
lifted, a group of rectangular structures came to light, about ten by six-seven me-
ters large. This third type is similar to the second one, but constructions used four
to five courses of stones.

Considerably smaller, irregularly shaped structures were found attached
to the large rectangular stone covers. The graves and the bulk of finds are as-
sociated precisely with those smaller features, constructed preferentially on the
southern and western, rarely the eastern, peripheries of the large stone coverings.

The practice attested at the necropolis is cremation,” performed away
from the burial structures. In some instances, the cremated bones and burial gifts

2 The type of wood registered most often is oak. In some structures, fragments of beech/plane tree and
plum tree were found. From the EIA, all identified wood material is fir (Muxaitios 2014, 65, footnote 5).
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Fig. 5. 1. Quarries for stone extraction in the proximity of the necropolis;

2. Map of nearby settlements

Ca. 5. 1. Pyaaunu kameHa y OlM3uHU HEKporosie; 2. Mara oOnmkmbUX Haceba
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had been collected in urns; in others, the remains had been brought and dumped
directly upon the stones (Fig. 4: 3). The inventory consists chiefly of items of
personal adornment and weapons. During the second phase of the necropolis,
in addition to cremations, rare examples of inhumation also occur (Mihaylov,
Galabova, in press).

Grave goods and gifts

The pottery assemblage from the site is of poor quality. During the first
phase of the necropolis, most common are the conical shallow bowls and the bowls
with inverted lip. The latter are often decorated with oblique flutes on the lip, a
panel with incised linear motive under the rim, or — rarely — four symmetrically
distributed knobs, rising above the lip (Fig. 3: 5). Both types of bowls had been
utilized primarily as lids for the urns, which, on their part, are almost universally
bi-conical, with cylindrical necks and out-turned lips (Fig. 3: 5, 7). In terms of
grave goods, shallow bowls, cups and pitchers were found. The handles on most
pitchers are raised above the rim (Fig. 3: 8). The decorative repertoire consists pri-
marily of incised linear motives, shallow flutes, and small knob-horns. Although
less common, incised, stamped, and printed motives have also been registered.
The ornamental scheme is simplified and discreet. A distinctive feature is four (or
two) decorative handles or knobs, attached symmetrically (Fig. 3: 7, 8).

Some of the grave goods — chiefly the very wide shallow bowls with
inverted rims, are almost unbaked — rather briefly exposed to heat, and they
disintegrate when unearthed. These were likely produced specifically for the
funerary rituals.

Similar objects and finds

Geographically speaking, the closest excavated synchronous site is the
Galabnik settlement mound (Fig. 5: 2), where numerous pits containing materials
dated into the first phase of the EIA have been registered (Hoxamxues 1983, 5-6;
I'eopruesa 2003, 167-168, T. 111, 3—-8; 10—-17). The best parallels for the pottery
assemblage from the first phase of the necropolis (as well as for that from the
Galabnik Tell) are found in the Juzna Morava region (Stoji¢ 1986, T. X, 4, 612,
VIII, 1-3; Crojuh 2004, 52-53, T. XXX; 109, T. LXXXIX; 116-117, T. XCVI; T.
V-VII, T. XXI; T. 1; T. 9-11; bynarosuh 2005, 78-79, T. 111/19), Nisava (Jevti¢
1983, T. X, 5; T. XIX, 5, 59; T. XLI, 7) and Pc¢inja — all the way up to Upper Var-
dar River (Stoji¢ 2003: 126, T. IV, 6; 9-12; 129, T. VII1 1-4 u 7-8). Similarities
were also identified in pottery assemblages from Upper Mesta River, the Western
Rhodope Mountains and the Northern Aegean.
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A few fragments of fibula bows are associated with the first phase of the
necropolis. Most of them were discovered without a context. One, however, was
found in an urn from Structure 37 (Fig. 3: 6). A fragment of the identical fibula
was likely removed by a plough from some of the urns of the so-called Structure
37. It belongs to a Type B I1 fibula (Gergova 1987, 3638, T. 8), with a date range
between the 11™ and the 8" century BC. This is likely the broadest frame for the
dating of the first phase on the necropolis.

From the second phase, the following metal finds are particularly impor-
tant: a silver circlet, silver and gold earrings (Fig. 4: 4-5), a pair of linked bronze
circlets (Fig. 4: 6), gilded bronze tweezers, numerous silver, bronze, amber and
glass beads (Fig. 4: 7), bronze spiral “armlet”, iron knives, spearheads, circlets,
fragments of horse trappings, etc. Although rare, status insignia were also found
as grave goods — silver /unulae (Fig. 4: 8), gold pectorals and decorative foil
sheets (Fig. 4: 9).

The large number of finds coupled with the proximity to a number of
gold and silver deposits, the use of a variety of techniques and of combinations of
metals implies a local goldsmith workshop.

Gold pectorals or plaques were found in six of the excavated structures.
All had been deposited according to specific burial rites. The artefacts enrich
our knowledge of Thracian jewellery traditions. On the basis of the specifics of
production and the decoration, it can be assumed that the pectorals and plaques
found at the Dren—Delyan necropolis had been produced by a goldsmith work-
shop in the 5" century BC, in the Thracian art style (Muxaiinos, ITuposcka, in
press). Gold particles in several glass beads, identified through an AMS analysis,
are also of great interest (Mihaylov, Tzankova, in press). The data from the analy-
sis is presented in the tables below?.

Several fragments of bronze and iron fibulae were also found within the
stone structures. Unfortunately, all finds were those of bows, making it difficult
to assign them to a type and or a narrow date. The most numerous finds (account-
ing for more than half of the finds) are fibulae of the so-called “Thessalian type”
(baxpmcka/ Muxaiinos 2012, 190, O6p. 3:2), widespread during the 76" cen-
tury BC over the entire territory of Western Bulgaria.

3 Determination of gold content was performed with a JEOL JSM-6610LV X-ray microanalyzer
(microbeam), equipped with SE, BSE, WDS, and CL detectors, at the Faculty of Mining and Geolo-
gy at the University of Belgrade. The determination of contents of other components was performed
in the laboratory of LA-ICP-MS, using an excimer laser from the NWR UP193FX system coupled
to a Perkin-Elmer ELAN DRC-¢ ICP MS (Institute of Geology, BAS).
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Structure 39 19 39 16 33 33
OGjekar

Au % 70.20 89.89 70.26 89.24 78.63 73.48
Ag % 29.23 10.07 29.18 10.73 21.11 26.12
Cu % 0.54 0.02 0.52 0.02 0.24 0.37
Fe % 0.11 0.14 0.14 0.22 0.26 0.34
Mn ppm 10.98 7.93 <5.236 12.19 9.31 7.62
Pd ppm 90.16 34.89 83.36 24.80 51.27 59.73
Sb ppm 7.03 15.87 5.99 1391 5.61 8.09
Sm ppm 27.60 10.19 23.90 8.64 17.17 21.71
Pb ppm 128.82 116.06 162.64 82.49 111.01 162.39
Bi ppm 70.44 3.99 78.45 1.85 9.62 18.60

Table 1. LA-ICP-MS analysis of gold pectorals or plaques
from the Dren-Delyan necropolis
Ta6ena 1. LA-ICP-MS anani3a 3;1aTHAX MTEKTOpajia WK TUIOYUIIa
ca Hekpornoiie peH-Jlesban

Sample

Viopak 001 002
Au % 58.25 61.04
Ag % 21.23 18.66

Table 2. Chemical composition of golden particles found in beige and orange glass
beads from the Dren-Delyan necropolis (Mihaylov, Tzankova, in press)

Tabesa 2. Xemujcku cactaB yecTuia 3ara Hal)eHux y Oek 1 HapaHACTHM CTaKJICHUM
nepiama ca Hekponosie pen-/eman (Mihaylov, Tzankova, in press)

Nearby settlements and similar necropoles

The closest synchronous settlement is found 100 m to the north-east
(Fig. 5: 2). Considering the fact that its surface area is just 2 decares, it is difficult
to accept it was the only one using a necropolis as a large as this one. At the site
of Chukata in Dren (Fig. 5: 2), some 800 m north of the necropolis, previous ex-
cavations had registered another synchronous settlement (bakbpmcka, Muxaiinos
2013, 538), and 1.5 km to the north-ecast, at the site of St. Peter in Dren — a third
such settlement site (Fig. 5: 2). The residents of those settlements likely shared
the use of the necropolis. Yet even these three settlements could hardly have
been the only ones, given its size, the riches and the number of power insignia
artefacts found.
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On top of the Galabnik settlement mound, 5.5 km to the west (Fig. 5: 2),
there are remains of a settlement from the first phase of the Early Iron Age, from
which only the sunken features had been preserved. The pottery assemblage as-
sociated with those features provides the best parallels for the first chronological
phase of the necropolis.

According to the locals, 5.7 km north-west of the necropolis, on the
southern terrace below the summit of the detached elevation “Gradishte” (by the
village of Vladimir) overseeing the entire Radomir Plain (Fig. 5: 2), 7"—6™ cen-
tury BC ritual bronze artefacts (the so-called “bird cages”) had been found. At
the southern foot of this elevation, a large and rich settlement from the first mil-
lennium BC had been registered — which, unfortunately, has not been surveyed
archaeologically.

During the excavations on tell Galabnik, a burial structure, the closest in
terms of geography, was discovered. The skeletons of two individuals had been
deposited in a pit. Based on the pottery finds, the grave is dated within the first
phase of the Early Iron Age (bakbsmcka 2014, O6p. 5).

At Staro Selo, Radomir District, another geographically and chronologi-
cally close necropolis had been registered. Several large tumuli may represent a
clan necropolis. The excavated tumuli had been dated into the period between the
5™ and the 1* century BC. They are low, with stone or stone-and-earth embank-
ments. Each contained more than one burial. The prevalent ritual is cremation,
with bones placed in urns or dumped in graves. The practice of inhumation is
attested in the earliest graves. Structures associated with the commemorative ritu-
als had also been excavated (ITaynosa 2006, 150).

Although there is no exact parallel in terms of the length of use, judging
by some graves finds, the plan, the dimensions, the evolution of the burial struc-
tures and the conservative burial practice, the Dren-Delyan necropolis is not an
isolated phenomenon. Separately, Dren-Delyan distinctive features are attested
on many sites. Closest, in terms of geography, chronology and type, are the ne-
cropoles by Sinjac—Seliste, in the valley of the Nisava River, Serbia (Kapuran,
Blagojevi¢, Bizjak 2015, 149, fig. 3, 150, fig. 4); Bajlovo, Sofia District, Bul-
garia (IlomoB 1924, 68-85); the large necropolis between Kochan and Satov-
cha, Blagoevgrad District, Bulgaria (Gergova 1989, 231-240; Gergova 1995,
34-48); Radanja, Karbinci Municipality, North Macedonia (I'apamanun 1959,
9-60); Star Karaorman, Stip Municipality, North Macedonia (Muxymuuk 1959;
Mukymank 196061, 47-62); Atenica, Cadak Municipality, Serbia; Krievica,
Bujanovac Municipality, Serbia; the Glasinac necropolis; several graves and ne-
cropoles in Eastern Slovenia (Dular 2003); South-western Romania, etc.
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Neither of the sites listed above, however, displays either the durable
planning nor the idea for the development of the necropolis — the building of a
large number of burial structures, of structures associated with the funerary and
commemorative rituals and empty spaces, for easy access to the structures.

Conclusion

The necropolis is unique by both its scale and its structure — huge stone
burial structures, set up in an area lacking in stone sources, following a predefined
design for the extended use of the land and the structures.

The people who constructed graves and memorial sites in the 64" cen-
tury BC possessed knowledge about the 119" century BC burial structures.
Proof of this is that the 6"—4™ century stone structures had been constructed,
often arranged even, around the earlier graves, without destroying or disturbing
them (see also MuxaitnoB 2014; Mihaylov, Galabova, in press). Such behav-
iour is dependent upon a preserved lineage cultural memory. Furthermore, the
prototype for the structures used in the 6"—4" century BC originated in the final
years of the first phase of the necropolis: in Structure 41 (Fig. 3: 4). The entire
logic of the necropolis, and the burial and commemorative gifts recovered from
it lead us to believe that it had remained in use during the 87" century BC.
The absence of archaeological assemblages and structures from this period is
likely the consequence of chance: the size and shape of the excavated area were
determined by the rescue nature of the archaeological survey, not by academic
agenda. The culture is the same; the 6"—4" century population knew of and
observed the 11"-9" century BC graves; the small finds and burial structures
demonstrate a logical progression and transformation. All of the above sub-
stantiates the hypothesis that for 600 years, the same group of people had used
the necropolis to bury their relatives. Such continuity in making strategies and
funerary practices requires a doctrine, a political institution, and substantial
€conomic resources.

The issue of the identity of the users of this necropolis remains to be
resolved. This overview demonstrates that none of the known synchronous set-
tlement sites in the immediate proximity matched either the size or the wealth of
the necropolis. Moreover, the prevalent practice at the necropolis is cremation
— a custom facilitating transportation of the remains across longer distances. The
results of the geophysical surveys conducted in 2015-2018 preclude the presence
of a funerary pyre (Fig. 2: 1) within a 400 m radius from the necropolis. The high
intensity magnetic signature of the structures comprising the site of the necropo-
lis make it impossible for the magnetometer to miss it.
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Indisputably, the graves with gold goods had been intended only for peo-
ple of high social status. Therefore, in a region with no notable settlement struc-
ture, such large “aristocratic” necropolis could only be interpreted as regional.
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®uann Muxajios
Pernonannu ucropujcku mysej — [lepauk, byrapcka

SAIITUTHO HCKONTABABE HEKPOIIOJIE
APEH-JEJ/bAH, JYT'O3AITAJHA BYT'APCKA

Kibyune peun: nexponona, pano 26030eHo 00064, KacHo 26030eH0 0064, 31amHu
nekmopanu, cmakiene nepie, ypua, oonuna Cmpyme, jyeozanaona byzapcka

TOKOM 3alUTUTHUX HMCKOINaBawka Koj mecta bynumrero m Jlpyrancku
[lyT, oTKpUBEHA je JIO0TaJ HEMO3HATa HEKPOIoJa M JICTUMUYHO je HCTPaXKCeHa.
[Iponalene cy romuse kamemwa y TyuHd of oko 400 M Ha MOBpIIMHHU o1 6575
M2, Y HekuM rpoOoBHUMa Cy Hal)eHU KpeMHpaHH MOCMPTHH OCTAllH, CTaBJbEHU Y
ypHE ca MpHJI03UMa, JIOK Cy IPYrH OWIIM TOKPHBEHU KAMEHOBHMMA WM ITOCTAa-
BJbEHH H3Mel)y kaMeHOBa.

Hajcrapuju rpoOoBH ce Hajia3e y jy’)KHOM JIeJIy HEKpOIIOJIe U MpejicTa-
BJbAJy YPHE ca KpeMHPaHUM KOCTHMAa, KOje Cy ojyIarane y ITUTKE jaMe U TIOKPH-
BaHe IIo4aMa. Y HeKHM ciydajeBuMa cy Ouiie 03HaueHe BETMKUM, 0€300IMIHUM
KaMeHOBMMa. TOKOM HCTpaXkuBamba, OKO 55 rpoOoBa je perucTpoBaHo, JaTUPAHO
y mpBy (hazy crapujer TBO3ICHOT 100a, Ka0 W OTIPIIINKE UCTH Opoj TpoOoBa U3
6—4. Beka 1. H. e. Behuna rpo0OoBa u3 crapujer reo3neHor 100a HUje UMaia 1apo-
Be M3BaH ypHH. [ poOoBU 13 Mualer reo3aeHor 100a cy MMaiu peiaTHBHO Oorare
rpoOHe mpuiIore ¢ 003UpPOM Ha 00JIacT y K0joj ce Hamaze. Hekporrona je mocToja-
J1a TOKOM JIBa apXeoJIOIKa epruoaa — cTapujer u Mialer reozaeHor nooa. Jeaun-
CTBEHA j€ 110 CBOjOj BEJIMYMHHU, KA0 U CTPYKTYPH — y 00JIacTH 0e3 Hje/lHe KaMEeHe
(hopmamnmje mocTaBjbaHe Cy OTPOMHE KaMeHE KOHCTPYKIHjEe ca YHampe. ompe-
heHuM 1mIaHOM 32 KOHTHHYHpaHO KopHiuheme TepeHa u rpaljeBuna. BeposarHo
je To Omsa obsacHa HEKpOIOoJa, IJie CY CaxpambUBaHU MPEJACTABHUIIN JIOKATHE
apuctokpatuje. [Ipyro odjammermne O Moriia OuTH OJTM3WHA OOTaTHX HATA3UIINTa
pyne Ha KomaBckoj miaHiHM Te miaHnHaMa BuTorna u Bepuia.
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