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ABSTRACT

Several Roman period surface scatters and a settlement located in the Yambol District, along the Tundzha River, have
been investigated within the last few years. Surface surveys and geophysical prospection were combined with a thorough
material evaluation, to allow a description of the possible dimensions and character of several sites, all likely located in the
territory of ancient Kabyle. The investigation focused on several single features located in the Tundzha Municipality, such
as the extensive settlement near Kozarevo village and a smaller installation, perhaps a villa, near the Roman settlement at
Kabyle. Several scatters, already detected by the Tundzha Regional Archaeological Project, were re-surveyed in Elhovo
Municipality, between the Dereorman and Gerenska rivers. The territory along the two rivers seems to have been densely
populated during the 2"—4" c. AD, with about 11 scatters dated to the Roman period, likely representing small rural settle-
ments, distributed in regular intervals along the two rivers. One of the settlements on the Dereorman River, Yurta-Stroyno,
surveyed and excavated in 2014-2016, provided a comparative base for the rest of the area.

Evaluating the gathered data, the territory of Kabyle seems to have been quite self-sufficient during the Roman period. The
rural settlements provide evidence of raw material processing, production of everyday items, as well as a preference for the
locally available products, such as household pottery, limiting the number of pottery imports to a minimum.
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Introduction

In the years 2019-2021, several archaeological investigations were carried out along the mid-
dle stream of the Tundzha River in cooperation between the Regional Historical Museum in Yambol
and the Institute of Classical Archaeology at Charles University in Prague. All the activities took
place in the Yambol District, in the Elhovo and Tundzha Municipalities, and were carried out as a
follow-up to the Tundzha Regional Archaeological Project (TRAP) (Ross et al. 2018) and the Yurta—
Stroyno Archaeological Project (SAP) (Tuslova et al. 2022; Tuslova 2023). The fieldwork included
a re-survey of two surface scatters dated to the Roman period near the villages of Karavelovo and
Robovo, together with the surface material postprocessing, and geomagnetic prospection of several
other features dated to the Roman period located near the villages of Robovo, Kozarevo and Kabile!
(figs 1-2).

The investigation focused on the assessment of the position, dimension, and character of indi-
vidual sites/scatters based on the combination of the geomagnetic prospection, surface material eval-
uation and spatial distribution. The main objective was the evaluation of the Thracian countryside in
the studied area during the Roman period (2™-4% c. AD), the density of the built-up areas, the func-
tion of individual settlements and their interactions in the context of the territory of Roman Kabyle.

Surface survey

In 2009, an area of about 28.5 sq. km was intensively surveyed in Elhovo Municipality by the
TRAP team. The surveyed area was located between the Dereorman and Gerenska rivers, both left
tributaries of the River Tundzha (Iliev et al. 2012; Sobotkova et al. 2018). Along the river streams,
nine surface scatters dated to the Roman period were identified (fig. 2). Many of them were multi-
period scatters, pointing to their longer use or occupation. Representation of the Roman period ma-
terial within the scatters was either dominant, or fractional. Using the TRAP data and numbering
system, scatters under nos 7019, 7020, 8005, 8011, 8012 and 8020 featured a smaller representation
of Roman period material compared to the other periods, while scatter nos 6018 (Yurta—Stroyno),
6021 and 7023 were dominated by the Roman period material attesting to its main period of habita-
tion (Iliev et al. 2012).

In 2019, an extension of the surveyed area north of the Gerenska River revealed several other
Roman period scatters (Valchev, Marchovski 2020; Valchev 2023, 177, fig. 24), one of them located
3.3 km south-west of Karavelovo, on the right bank of the Gerenska River (fig. 2. 2019_01). The
character of the scatter is similar to the others with predominant Roman period material, although
it has not yet been systematically surveyed. Consequently, the scatter size in tab. 1 is only approxi-
mated.

In addition to the list of the Roman period surface scatters in the area, we may add a prob-
able Roman villa at St. Iliya, located just south of the Stroyno village, about 1 km south-east of the
Dereorman River. The site is currently being investigated and excavated, with several published
preliminary reports (Agre et al. 2015, 208-211; 2021; here fig. 2.).

All the scatters and the probable villa are placed on a gentle slope close to or directly along the
modern flow of one of the rivers, placed at a low elevation on average 120-180 m.a.s.l. The highest
peak between the two rivers reaches up to 235 m.a.s.l. The surrounding landscape is slightly undulat-
ing, currently giving space to wide and seemingly infinite fields used for large scale agriculture. We

1 “Kabile” refers to the modern village, while “Kabyle” refers to the Roman period camp/settlement located near
the modern village.
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Fig. 1. Spatial distribution of the main settlements and surface scatters dated to the Roman period located
along the middle stream of the River Tundzha in the Yambol District which are addressed within the article
(map by P. Tuslovad)

O6p. 1. PasnpocmpaHeHue Ha OCHOBHUMe ceauwjd U CmpyneaHusi Ha apmegakmu om nepuodd Ha Pumckama
umnepusi, pasnonoxiceHu no cpedHomo meueHue Ha pexka TyHOdca 8 obaacm SImbos, Koumo ca pasenedaHu 8
cmamusima (asmop P. Tuslovd)

may expect that the Roman settlements, as well as the modern villages still scattered along the two
rivers, were interconnected by regional roads, leading along the river valleys towards the Tundzha
River, which was navigable in antiquity. Along the Tundzha River a supra-regional road was built
during the administrative reforms of Trajan at the beginning of the 2" c¢. AD (Madzharov 2009, 237),
together with the river, creating fast and direct connection with the Aegean Sea and the coast.

In total, there are at least 11 features dated to the Roman period located along the Gerenska and
Dereorman rivers (fig. 2). Apart from Yurta—Stroyno, the features are dated on the basis of the surface
material allowing their classification into the broader chronological period of the 2*—4%c. AD. On
average, their distance from each other ranges from 1900 to 2000 m and 3300 to 3500 m along the
Gerenska River, and 2500 to 3900 m along the Dereorman River. A similar distance, from 2000 to
3500 m on average, with one exception of 5000 m over a hill, is also kept in between the settlements
along the two rivers in north-south directions (Table 1). There is an oddity, which seems to be the 500
and 800 m distance between two scatters located along the Gerenska River on two occasions, TRAP
nos 8005 and 7020; and 8012 and 7023. If we do not include TRAP nos 7020 and 7023 into the meas-
urements, the distance between the other scatters along the Gerenska River extends the interval from
2500 to 3500 m, featuring a very similar distance to the scatters along the Dereorman River and the
areas in between the two rivers. The exclusion of both scatters is based on their smaller dimensions
in comparison to others, which might relate to their specific function, perhaps being supplementary
to a bigger settlement nearby. TRAP no. 7023, of barely two hectares, is the smallest scatter of all,
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Fig. 2. The area between the Gerenska and Dereorman rivers surveyed by TRAP in 2009 showing surface
scatters dated to the Roman period with highlighted scatters TRAP nos. 6021 and 7023, which were re-
surveyed, and TRAP no. 6018, marking the site of Yurta-Stroyno. Added to the map are the scatter found
in 2019 near Karavelovo (2019_01) and the site of St. Iliya (the map is based on Ross et al. 2018, fig. 13,

adapted by P. Tuslovd in 2024)
O6p. 2. PatioHsm medxcdy pekume I'epeHcka u [Jepeopmat, uscnedgan om TRAP npe3 2009 e., nokaseauy
cmpyneaHusi Ha apmegaxkmu, 0amupaHu 8 nepuoda Ha Pumckama umnepusi ¢ mapkupavu cmpyngaHusi TRAP

Ne 6021 u 7023, koumo ca npenpoyueHu; u TRAP Ne 6018, mapkupauwj msicmomo Ha FOpma-CmpoliHo. Kem

Kapmama ca dobaseHu cmpyneaHusi Ha apmegaxkmu, omkpumu npe3 2019 2. kpati Kapasenogo (2019_01) u

obekmsm Cg. Mnus (kapmama e 6a3upaHa Ha Ross et al. 2018, fig.13, adanmupaxa om P. Tuslovd npe3 2024 2.)

with surface material solely dated to the Roman period. Its single period occupation might also be
indicative of its dedicated function taking place during some restricted period. TRAP no. 7020 is a
multiperiod dense scatter (3" c. BC—4" c. AD) of a small size composed of highly fragmented mate-
rial with very few diagnostic sherds although with a well-defined core of almost three hectares. The
multiperiod character of the scatter already makes it different from TRAP no. 7023. However, in this
case, we might be inclined to connect the scatter TRAP nos 8005 and 7020 together under one settle-
ment as the surface material attributed to individual sites is located just about 170 m apart. As in the
case of TRAP no. 6021 (see below) these could be individual homesteads of one bigger settlement.
If we accept each of the medium to large scatters to represent a settlement, the distance from
one to another divided by two might represent its territory with agricultural land and pastures. The
settlement size and character may of course relate to their different use and overall purpose. How-
ever, up to the present, no material has been published from any of the settlements but Yurta—Stroyno
(TRAP no. 6018), excavated in 2014-2016 (Tuslova et al. 2022; Tuslova 2023), as the excavations of
St. Iliya have so far been published only by way of short excavation reports without material (Agre et
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. ' Distan
Scatter A :\ilve:rrby Scatter size ggrei((i)(()jmmat Scatter B :\il\(le;rby Scatter size gg:i(;(émmat Ec?ar%rc 2 to
2019 01 |Gerenska |Medium Roman 8005 Gerenska | Medium Mix 3500
8005 Gerenska | Medium Mix 7020 Gerenska | Small Mix 800
7020 Gerenska | Small Mix 6021 Gerenska |Large Roman 2000
6021 Gerenska |Large Roman 8012 Gerenska | Medium Mix 3300
8012 Gerenska | Medium Mix 7023 Gerenska | Small Roman 500
7023 Gerenska | Small Roman 7019 Gerenska |Large Mix 1900
7019 Gerenska |Large Mix 8020 Dereorman | Small Mix 2000
8020 Dereorman | Small Mix 6018 Dereorman |Large Roman 3900
6018 Dereorman | Large Roman 8011 Dereorman | Large Mix 3200
8011 Dereorman | Large Mix St. lliya Dereorman | Large Roman 2800
St. lliya Dereorman | Large Roman 6018 Dereorman | Large Roman 2500
8011 Dereorman |Large Mix 8005 Gerenska | Medium Mix 3500
6018 Dereorman |Large Roman 8012 Gerenska | Medium Mix 3500
6018 Dereorman |Large Roman 6021 Gerenska |Large Roman 5000

Table 1. Overview of distances between the closest scatters in a horizontal and vertical direction measured
from core to core (i.e. the polygon(s) with the highest number of finds). The size category of the scatter and
its chronological classification is taken from the results of the TRAP surface survey (Iliev et al. 2012)
Tabauya 1. PascmosiHusi mexcdy Hali-6auskume cmpyneaqusl 8 XOpu3oHMaaHa U 6epmuKaaHa NOCOKa, UsmepeHu
om yeHmsp 00 yeHmsp (M.e. nou2oHa(ume) ¢ Hali-2oam 6poli HaxoOku). Pazmepsm Ha cmpyneaqemo u
He208ama xpoHoA02UYHA Kaacugukayus ca ezemu om pesyamamume om ooxooume Ha TRAP (Iliev et al. 2012)

al. 2015, 208-211; 2021). Consequently, despite knowing the location and the density of habitation
in the area during the Roman period, it has not yet been possible to produce any correlation analysis
based on extended data, which would allow a mutual comparison and evaluation of these features.

To change the situation and to provide comparative material for Yurta-Stroyno, two of the sur-
face scatters were reinvestigated in 2019. These were the richest ones in Roman material and finds
in general, TRAP nos 6021 and 7023, located along the Gerenska River. Both scatters were system-
atically re-surveyed at 5 m intervals, however not counting nor collecting sherds. If an interesting
or outstanding object was found, a GPS point was taken, and the object documented?. Based on the
conditions at the time regarding vegetation and surface finds, several areas were then chosen for the
total pickups. These were polygons of 2020 m, from which all the surface material was gathered
and further documented (for the methodology see TusSlova 2019, 38—-39). The resulting finds were
compared with the material retrieved from Yurta—Stroyno, especially the worked stones (Weissova et
al. 2022), glass (Cistakova, Zlamalova Cilova 2022), metals (Cistakova, Kmosek 2022) and pottery
(Tuslova 2023), for which the same classification was adopted.

The pottery of presumed regional production included both table and cooking vessels, already
described in the contexts of Yurta—Stroyno. Due to the high fragmentation and wear of the pottery
found on the surface, the Fine red-slipped ware and the Common red-slipped ware were put together
during the survey and counted in bulk as a single group. The majority of the other pottery classes
known from Yurta—Stroyno was identified and separated. Regarding the table were, these were Grey
ware and Mottled ware. The wheel made Coarse cooking ware was divided by form (pots, casseroles

2 Most frequently worked stones (quern stones, flints); metals; glass; and pottery fragments of rare ware, shape,
or a combination of both.
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Fig. 3. Indication of 2500 m buffer zone around the larger rural settlements located along the Gerenska River
(author P. TuSlovd)
O6p. 3. BygpepHa 30Ha om 2500 M 0Kono no-2onemume NpoBUHYUAHU Ceauwjd, pa3nonoxceHu no nopeuuemo
Ha peka I'eperHcka (aemop P. Tuslovad)
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Fig. 4. Indication of 2500 m buffer zone around the larger rural settlements located along the Dereorman River
(author P. Tuslova)
O6p. 4. BygepHa 3oHa om 2500 M 0K010 no-201eMume NPOBUHYUAAHU Cenuwyd, pasnonoiceHu no nopeuuemo
Ha peka [lepeopmat (aemop P. Tuslovd)
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Regional African Coarse

Red-slipped | Grey ware ey iy red-slipped | cookin U
ware PP y ware ware ware PP ware 9 amphorae
Pickup # [dim. |frgs. |g. frgs. |g. frgs. |g. frgs. |g. frgs. |g. frgs. |g. frgs. |g.
6021 01 [20x20 |725 |3845 |13 |91 93 |444 |9 212
6021 02 |20x20 [579 |4695 |8 48 82 |470 |1 14
6021 03 |20x20 (900 |3085 |7 23 |8 3 2 4 62 |335 |2 52
6021 Total 2204 |11625 |28 |162 |8 3 2 4 237 (1249 |12 |278
7023 01 {20%x20 (150 |960 |6 65 34 190 |11 |350
7023 02 [20%x20 |305 |1647 |4 12 |2 6 1 10 |1 7 36 |150 |6 85
7023 Total 455 [2607 |10 |77 |2 6 1 10 |1 7 70 |340 (17 |435
Storage |Dioritic HM | Granitic HM Architectural Other
vesseslls pottery pottery Py s ceramics finds
Pickup# |dim. |frgs.|g. |frgs.|g. frgs. |g. frgs. |g. frg.fg. [frgs. |g. frg./g.
EIA handle,
6021 01 |20x20 48 |370 |48 |283 |936 |5245 [5.60 |241 [13000 |54 flint,
whetstones
6021 02 |20x20 27 |274 |49 |360 |746 |5861 |7.86 |185 |12000 |65
6021 03 |20x20 41 |333 |135 |672 |1157 |4507 [3,90 |271 |11000 |41
6021 Total 0 |0 (116 |977 |232 |1315 |2839 [15613|5.50 |697 |36000 |52
7023 01 |20x20 22 238 |21 |220 |244 2023 |8.29 |3535 |163000 |46
Daub (5
7023 02 |20x20 |2 |595(19 |[130 |65 |[425 |[441 |3067 |6.95 |[1705 |59034 |35 pcs.), greek
amphora
7023 Total 2 |595/41 |368 (86 |645 |684 [5083 |7.43 |5240 |222034 |42

Table 2. Overview of the ceramics collected at the individual pickups of the TRAP nos. 6021 and 7023; dim.
= pick up dimensions; frgs. = fragments collected; g. = weight in grams; frg./g. = average weight of one
fragment (i.e. overall fragmentation); HM = handmade pottery; AC = architectural ceramics
Tabauya 2. Kepamuka om obopkume Ha TRAP Ne 6021 u 7023; dim. = paamepu Ha obxeama Ha obopkma;
frgs. = cebpaHu ppaemenmu; g.= meano e epamose; frg./g. = cpeOHO meaao Ha eduH ppazmeHm (m.e. obwa
¢paemenmayus); HM = pwsuHo uspabomeHna kepamuka; AC = apxumekmypHa Kepamuka

and frying pans); the handmade pottery was represented by both wares with distinctive Dioritic and
Granitic fabrics.

Imported pottery was represented by a few fragments only. There were a few dozen transport
amphorae fragments with very few diagnostic pieces. Even fewer fragments could be attributed to
the fine ware import, either of recognizable origin, or distinctly different from the local production
without further identification.

Architectural ceramics (AC) were most frequently made up of rooftile fragments including
both tegulae and imbrices; all tegulae were of the Laconian type. There were only a few bricks and
very rarely pieces of daub.

TRAP no. 6021

Year 2009

The surface scatter was spread over an extensive area of 16 ha on a slope of a hill descending
towards the Gerenska River. During an intensive surface survey and two total pickups the TRAP
team recovered material dated to the Early Iron Age, Hellenistic and Roman periods. The earlier
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occupation seemed to be restricted to an area closer to the river, in the north-eastern corner of the
scatter. The Roman period material was the most abundant one, featuring two main areas of material
concentration. Besides the pottery and AC, quern stones, undiagnostic glass fragments and metal
fragments, including an iron blade, were found (Iliev et al. 2012, 23-27).

Year 2019

In 2019, the whole area of the previously detected scatter was resurveyed. Bigger items and
unusual objects were looked for, and the dimensions of the surface scatter were confirmed. The two
main surface concentrations of Roman period material were still visible in the field, with one located
on the most elevated southern part of the scatter, and the second one placed north of the first one
halfway down the hill.

There were 11 small finds/worked stones found in the fields. These were eight quern stones,
one whetstone, one body fragment of a glass vessel with faceted decoration and one iron nail (Table
3, fig. 5, figs 17.85-86, 18.87-91, 93, 96). The fields were newly harrowed, either with full visibility
(100%) or with slightly lowered visibility ranging between 60-80% due to the straw cover. The fields
were dry.

Three total pickups of 2020 m were conducted, their placement was chosen based on TRAP
data from 2009; the orientation followed harrowing. The first total pickup (6021_TPUO1) was placed
in TRAP polygon SUID 80965, in an area of the highest material concentration to the south; the sec-
ond one (6021_TPUO02) was placed in SUID 80958, to the south-west of the first one, in a field with
much fewer finds; the third one (6021_TPUO03) was placed north-west of these two, in SUID 61001,
in the area of the second highest surface concentration during the TRAP survey, although the final
spot was chosen based on the scatter density in 2019 (fig. 5).

Pickup 6021_TPUO1 was placed in a polygon originally featuring most of the finds from the
whole surface scatter — 1096 ancient pottery fragments. In 2019, there were 936 sherds in the single
pickup. The majority of all the surface and small finds also came from this area, with three small finds
found directly within the pickup. These are the two whetstones and one flint stone — likely production
waste (see Table 3). The latter find very likely relates to an earlier period of occupation as a handle
of an Early Iron Age (EIA) pot was also found there.

Pickup 6021_TPUO02 was placed in the neighbouring polygon originally with (only) 41 ancient
pottery fragments. In 2019, the TPUQ2 featured 746 fragments, about 200 fewer than TPUO1, but the
number of finds was still very high with the lowest fragmentation of all on this site — including both
pottery and architectural ceramics (Table 2). Perhaps this part of the field was more deeply ploughed
in the past ten years bringing pottery fragments up to the surface, thus increasing the amount of sur-
face finds and lowering their fragmentation.

Pickup 6021_TPUO3 was placed down the hill, towards the north. Originally, 166 ancient
pottery fragments were counted within the polygon. In 2019, TPUO3 proved to be the richest one in
terms of pottery, featuring 1157 fragments, and architectural ceramics, however, also with the highest
material fragmentation. It was also the only pickup where Mottled ware was found, although only
numbering eight small pieces weighing 2.6 grams each on average. Also, two rim fragments of the
Candarl ware (Eastern sigillata C) were found there, otherwise undetected in the rest of the scatter.

Pottery

The major pottery classes known from Yurta—Stroyno were also represented in scatter TRAP
no. 6021. We may confirm the presence of regionally made table wares — Fine red-slipped ware
(fig. 13.1-18), Common red-slipped ware (figs 13.19-21; 14.22-27), Grey ware (fig. 14.28-29) and
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Fig. 5. Scatter TRAP no. 6021 with marked total pickups (TPU01-03) and small finds and worked stones
(SF) 01-13 (map based on Ross et al. 2018, fig. 13 and Iliev et al. 2012, fig. 4, adapted by P. Tuslovd in 2024)
O6p. 5. Cmpyneane TRAP Ne 6021 ¢ mapkupaHu ysnocmuu obopku (TPU01-03) u manku HaxoOKu u
obpabomenu kameHu (SF) 01-13 (kapma, 6asupaHa Ha Ross et al. 2018, fig. 13 u Iliev et al. 2012, fig. 4,
adanmupaxa om P. Tuslovd npe3 2024 2.)

Mottled ware (fig. 14.30-31). The latter ware is rare and very fragmented, as was the case in Yurta—
Stroyno. The high fragmentation of the ware could relate to its earlier production and longer post-
depositional life as well as to the fragility of the ware. There were several other fragments of Mottled
ware found in the fields, out of the pickup area, but still in a very small quantity. One of them is
however a large fragment of a tray handle with incised decoration (fig. 14.32), a rare find not only for
its state of preservation compared to other Mottled ware, but also for its shape, as trays are not a com-
mon vessel form in the Yambol District. Other attested Mottled ware forms are small vessels, cups,
and bowls. Grey ware is not a frequent find, but it was represented to some degree in every pickup.
These are mostly undiagnostic fragments, often body fragments or pieces of bases. There was one
diagnostic fragment of a smaller krater with horizontal rim found in TPUO2 (fig. 14.28) and fragment
of a big vessel, possibly also a krater (fig. 14.29) found outside the pickup areas.

The most frequent finds are regionally produced red-slipped table vessels, compound of Fine
red-slipped ware and Common red-slipped ware. The most represented shapes are plates with an
out-turned arched rim (fig. 13.2) and similar shapes of plates (fig. 13.3-5); hemispherical bowls (fig.
13.8); and cups with an off-set rim and two band handles (fig. 13.14). We may also notice a higher
number of table amphorae with out-turned rounded rims incised with one or two lines; from the 20
rim fragments which were found, three were brush slipped, the rest were slipped by dipping into the
clay solution (see TusSlova 2023, 26, 42; fig. 11, pl. 2.182, 185). All the described shapes, as well as
the other ones found in the scatter, are well known from the region, with parallels in Yurta-Stroyno.

The Common red-slipped ware includes vessels of Fine-red slipped ware fabric, but generally
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of a thicker sherd which is commonly fired sandwich-like with a grey core and lower quality execu-
tion and/or slip. The material from the surface survey is in general of a worse quality due to the ero-
sion and material degradation which makes it more difficult to distinguish between these two wares.
Both wares seem to be, however, regionally produced, very likely contemporaneously from the 2
till at least the 4% c. AD. The Common red-slipped ware vessels are generally in larger quantities.
Among the well represented forms belong plates (fig. 13.19), big bowls (figs 13.20-21; 14.22-23,
27), jars (fig. 14.24), kraters (fig. 14.25) and dinos-like vessels (fig. 14.26). There were also two frag-
ments of strainers made in this ware.

Regarding imported red-slipped table vessels, two fragments of Candarh ware were retrieved.
Both are rim fragments of Hayes Form 4, commonly dated to the 3" c. AD (Hayes 1972, 321-322,
fig. 64). One fragment was found in the pickup TPUO3 (fig. 14.33), another one, very small, in the
northern field.

There are several other pottery fragments which, either by fabric or by shape, do not seem to
be of regional production. The rim of a cup or bowl (fig. 14.34) has a reddish yellow fabric (Munsell
7.5YR 7/4) and red lustrous slip (2.5YR 5/6) which is however very worn, so is the sherd itself. By
visual appearance it could be attributed to Pontic Sigillata A, however, there is no exact shape to re-
late it to. Closest is the Form 24.2 and 24.3 of Zhuravlev, a hemispherical cup with everted (ribbed)
rim dated to the second half of the 1% c. AD (Zhuravlev 2010, 120, 222), however, Zhuravlev’s form
has a straight rim. Another rim sherd of a bowl (fig. 14.35) has a red fabric colour (2.5YR 4/8) and
matt good quality slip of the same colour. The slip is continuous on both sides. A similar shape was
found in Yurta—Stroyno, however, the ware differs — the fabric of the Yurta—Stroyno sherd has a red-
dish yellow colour (5YR 6/8), the slip is red (2.5YR 5/8), sparse inside. The shape is quite universal,
with vessels of a similar shape being produced in different production centres mostly located in East-
ern Aegean (cf. TuSlova 2023, sherd no. 337).

The last possibly imported table ware sherd is a rim of a bowl (fig. 14.36) of a reddish yellow
fabric (5YR 6/6) with grey core and very worn red slip (2.5YR 5/8). The same shape of the same
ware is known from Yurta—Stroyno (cf. Tuslova 2023, no. 338) however, with unknown place of
origin.

The wheel made Coarse cooking ware (fig. 15.37-44) also seems to be of regional production,
with shapes and fabric parallels in Yurta—Stroyno. From 49 rim fragments, the most represented are
pots (41; here fig. 15.39-44), while the remaining eight fragments have everted rims either of casse-
roles or frying pans (fig. 15.37-38); there were four lids. The handmade cooking ware is substituted
by the Granitic (fig. 15.45-48) and Dioritic (fig. 15.49-50) wares with the granitic one represented
in a higher number. The Granitic fabric rich in quartz might be confused with the Coarse cooking
ware fabric if the fragment is small, which might have helped to outnumber the Dioritic ware. Con-
sequently, we should be careful when comparing them by number. The shapes are simple, all are pots
with s-shaped rims. The only decoration is a relief band with cut lines or finger imprints.

There were no fragments of storage vessels and very few fragments of transport amphorae.
One rim fragment of a Kapitdn II amphora (fig. 15.51) and an amphora toe (fig. 15.52) of a pink
sandy fabric (5YR 8/4), likely of southern Black Sea provenance, were found in TPUO1. A rim of a
southern Black Sea coast amphora of reddish yellow (5YR 7/8) fabric with predominant black shiny
inclusions was found in TPUO3 (fig. 15.53). Besides the Roman period pottery, about eight hand-
made pottery fragments scattered randomly over the site could be dated to the EIA; one amphora toe
is very likely dated to LIA (fig. 15.54).
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Worked stones, metals and glass fragments

Apart from pottery, the most common finds are fragments of quern stones and whetstones,
glass, and metal objects. Often very damaged, quern stones number seven pieces (fig. 18, Table 3;
nos 87-91). Five to six of them are parts of rotary quern stones; one is a saddle quern stone (fig.
18.89). Three of the better-preserved fragments (fig. 18.87, 90-91) might be identified as upper
stones of rotary querns, the so-called catilli (cf. Weissova et al. 2022, 95-96, fig. 2). Catillus no. 90
preserves the hole for a wooden handle; based on its shape it might be identified as a Conical catillus
without the rim (fig. 18.90). The two remaining fragments are Conical catilli with sloping rim (fig.
18.87, 91). Two more fragments of rotary querns were identified, they were however poorly pre-
served (6021_2019_SFO03 and _SF05; Table 3 not drawn). The most abundant are rotary quern stones
made of igneous rocks (4 pcs.), three are of volcanic rocks and one of a plutonic rock. Both rocks are
locally available. Only one rotary quern stone was made of sedimentary rock, of medium to coarse
grained sandstone (fig. 18.87). A similar composition of rotary quern stones — dominated by volcanic
rocks — was also found in Yurta—Stroyno (Weissova et al. 2022, 95).

A quern stone made of vesicular basalt is most peculiar (fig. 18.88). The piece is however very
fragmented, and it is difficult to reconstruct its original shape. A better preserved worked stone made
of the same material was found in Yurta—Stroyno, where it was identified as a part of the segmented
mill Type 1 according to Peacock (2013a, 97; 2013b, 154155, fig. 1.c), rarely documented in the
area (Weissova et al. 2022, 96-97). Basalt is a volcanic rock, which is abundant along the middle
stream of the Tundzha River, especially in the northern and middle part of the Yambol District. Nev-
ertheless, without further analyses it is impossible to determine its possible origin.

The last fragment could be identified as a lower stone of a saddle quern (fig. 18.89), a stone
tool used across prehistory for grinding a wide range of products (Alonso, Frankel 2017, 2-3). It is
made of fine to medium grained sandstone.

Less numerous are other stone objects including three whetstone fragments, two rectangular,
rounded on the edges and oval in section (no. 93); and one of rounded form. Whetstones are typical
finds from prehistoric and Roman period settlements (towns and rural settlements, as well as produc-
tion sites). They are usually made with a fine-grained stone, typically sandstone, and used with water
to sharpen different cutting tools (Ganovsky 2013, 4-6; Thiébaux et al. 2016, 565). The whetstone no.
93 has a typical parallelepiped shape with irregular rectangular cross-sections as the original shape
was degraded by long-term use (fig. 18.93). Rectangular whetstones belong to the most frequent
group of whetstones manufactured throughout the Roman Empire (Thiébaux et al. 2016, 565-566).

Further, one pebble rock tool, half of a rounded pebble smoothed from one side (fig. 18.96),
and one flint fragment with a cortex of no particular shape, likely production waste, were found. The
chronology of these stone tools is questionable as they are not chronologically sensitive. Similarly,
the chronological classification of the iron nail with strange blue-greyish corrosion (fig. 17.86) is not
clear. Morphologically, it might be Roman (cf. Cistakova, Kmosek 2022), but also younger, as such
nails are known until the beginning of the 20 c. AD (cf. Krajic 2003, 60-68; Jicinsky 2017, 87).

Additionally, one glass body fragment no. 85 was found in the fields. It is decorated with two
rows of elongated facets and two horizontal engraved lines (fig. 17, tab. 3). It is made of thicker
high-quality glass with a minimum of impurities and bubbles. The technique of facet cutting is well
known in the Roman Empire from the end of the 1% c. AD, and it was used the most during the 2™
and the 3" c. AD. The combination of facet and linear wheel-cut is typical for the vessels dated to the
23 ¢, AD (Czurda-Ruth 1989, 133)°. Based on the curvature of the sherd and faceted decoration

3 Faceted decoration was also used during the Late Antiquity (4"-5" c. AD), when, however, bigger round/oval
facets were more popular (Whitehouse 1997, 221).
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Total o Physical
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TRAP Ma Part
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92 |7023 |5 |x Stone |quern | (tuff/basaltic |[Rim |91 72 |84 462 | Upper stone Roman
stone | andesite)
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Whet- Rim+ X Roman /
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Table 3. List of the small finds including worked stones found in scatters TRAP nos. 6021 and 7023
Tabauya 3. Cnucek Ha OpebHUMe HaxX0OKU, BKAUUMeIHO 06pabomeHu KaMsHU, OMKPUMU 8 CMPyNn8aHust
TRAP Ne 6021 u 7023

it is possible to classify the body fragment no. 85 to a group of hemispherical bowls Isings 96 (Clair-
mont 1963, 65-70; Shepherd 1999, 359-360; Stawiarska 2014, 84-85). Similar glass fragments
were found at Yurta—Stroyno (Cistakova, Zldmalové Cilova 2022, 193-194) and Nicopolis ad Istrum
(Shepherd 1999, 313-316). From the territory of Bulgaria, hemispherical glass bowls with faceted
decoration are also well known from the Roman period graves, e.g. from Butovo (Veliko Tarnovo),
Mlekarevo (Sliven) and Znepole near Tran (Pernik), all dated to the 2"-3" c¢. AD (Cholakova 2006,
222).

TRAP no. 7023

Year 2009

A dense, spatially limited surface scatter was found on the top of a small terrace located about
1 km south-east of Robovo village overlooking the Gerenska River Valley. The overall scatter area
covered 1.5 ha and the majority was concentrated in two polygons, SUID 70953 and 70954. The scat-
ter was rich in architectural ceramics, especially in bricks and roof tiles. There was very little other
material, including pottery. The scatter was dated solely to the Roman period and interpreted as either
a small, isolated structure, or necropolis (Iliev et al. 2012, 36).

Year 2019

The surface scatter was easily found, located on the small terrace, divided into overgrown
pasture to the north and two separated fields to the south. Random pottery fragments and one glass
rim dated to the Roman period were found in several molehills over the overgrown area, otherwise
there was zero surface visibility. The cultivated fields to the south were walked systematically in the
same manner as the previous surface scatter, no. 6021. The material was concentrated especially on
the first line of the cultivated fields, in the red coloured polygon SUID 70953 (fig. 6). The scatter con-
tinued downhill to the east till the end of the field. The surface material was composed especially of
architectural ceramics and middle to small sized stones as described previously by TRAP; however,
the finds showed more variability in comparison to the 2009 survey. Besides the pottery, three glass
fragments (nos 82—84), three whetstones (nos 94-95) and two milling stones (no. 92, see tab. 3, figs
17-18) were found in the fields. All the finds were concentrated around the same spot, the eastern
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TRAP survey 2009-2011
No. of pottery fragments
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Fig. 6. Scatter TRAP no. 7023 with marked total pickups (TPU01-02) and small finds and worked stones
(SF) 01-08 (map based on Ross et al. 2018, fig. 13 and Iliev et al. 2012, fig. 4, adapted by P. Tuslovd in 2024)
O6p. 6. CmpyneaHe TRAP Ne 7023 ¢ mapKkupaHu ysiaocmtu obopku (TPUO1-02) u maaku HaxooKu u
obpabomeru kameHu (SF) 01-08 (kapma, 6aszupaHa Ha Ross et al. 2018, fig. 13 u Iliev et al. 2012, fig. 4,
adanmupatna om P. TuSlovd npe3 2024 2.)

edge of the western field, as if they were brought there by machines during the field’s cultivation;
only one of the glass fragments was found further downhill (SFO1 — no. 82).

Two 20x20 m pickups were conducted, both in TRAP polygon SUID 70953, originally num-
bering 1700 ancient pottery fragments. 7023_TPUO1 was placed to the east of the polygon, in the
area of the highest concentration of stones and architectural ceramics, in a harrowed field with 80—
100% visibility. 7023_TPUO02 was placed in an area of the highest concentration of variable surface
material, in the same field as TPUO1, which was, however, covered by surface vegetation composed
of straw, limiting the visibility to 60-80%.

Both pickups yielded a very high number of architectural ceramics (tab. 2), which was com-
posed predominantly of roof tiles (approximately 98% of all AC) with only a few bricks and several
pieces of mudbricks. A predominant component of roof tiles in AC is also common at Yurta—Stroyno
where the bricks seem to be used for dedicated purposes only (Weissova 2022, 74).

TPUO1 featured half of the pottery finds and twice as many AC fragments of lower fragmenta-
tion than TPUO2, also including seventeen fragments of overfired roof tiles and a brick. The higher
number of roof tiles and less pottery might relate to the disturbance of the upper construction of a
collapsed structure. We may expect that the top layer composed of rooftiles was hit by the ploughing
machines and spread around. Nevertheless, the overfired ceramics are an unusual feature. We did
not find any such fragments in TPUO2, nor on the site 6021 and rarely at Yurta—Stroyno. The high
temperatures needed for clay vitrification could relate to the destruction of the structure by fire, or the
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overfired rooftiles and a brick could evidence activities related to high temperatures conducted at the
place, such as the production of architectural ceramics.

Pottery

The overall amount of pottery finds at TRAP no. 7023 is much lower than in the case of TRAP
no. 6021, numbering 684 vs. 2839 fragments (tab. 2). However, the composition of the regionally
produced ware seems to be the same; most of the shapes also repeat. The table vessels are represented
by Fine red-slipped ware (fig. 16.55-60), Common red-slipped ware (fig. 16.61-67), Grey ware (fig.
16.68) and a few fragments of Mottled ware (e.g. fig. 16.69).

There are many red-slipped ware fragments with a sandwich section, grey core and poor slip,
making the representation of Common red-slipped ware almost equal to Fine red-slipped ware. Re-
garding individual shapes, some phenomena repeat — hemispherical bowls; cups with an off-set rim
and two band handles; plates with an out-turned arched rim and the table amphorae with an out-
turned rounded incised rim are common. The latter are represented by eight rim fragments, only one
of which is brush slipped (no. 65). The three fragments of strainers are also made of the Common
red-slipped ware (e.g. no. 67). What is, however, different from the first scatter, are the flanged bowls
made in Fine red-slipped ware, very common for the regional production. They are completely miss-
ing at the scatter TRAP no. 6021, while here they are represented by several fragments (e.g. nos
58-59).

The Coarse cooking ware is composed of only four diagnostic rims, all of them are pots (fig.
17.73-74). Despite the small number, we may still suggest that this form might again prevail over the
frying pans and casseroles. Handmade cooking ware is represented by the two wares — Granitic (fig.
17.75-77) and Dioritic (fig. 17.78-80), and as with the previous scatter, the Granitic ware is more
abundant. All diagnostic handmade vessels made in both wares are pots with s-shaped rims. None of
the fragments is decorated.

Regarding the imported pottery, a few fragments of fine-red slipped ware and transport am-
phorae were found. The table ware includes three rim fragments, all found in TPUO1. The first is
a rim of Candarli ware Hayes Form 4 (fig. 16.70), which is most commonly dated to the 3 c. AD
(Hayes 1972, 321-322, fig. 64); another one is a rim of African red-slipped ware (fig. 16.71); and the
last one is a flanged bowl rim of an unidentified origin (fig. 16.72). The African red-slipped ware is
represented by a fragment of a plate or large bowl (no. 71). It has a strong brown fabric (7.5YR 5/6)
with yellowish red (5YR 5/6) matt thin slip, continuous on both sides. The fabric is very fine with
rare tiny silver mica flakes on the surface. We may attribute this fragment to Hayes Form 67, dated
from the mid-4® till the mid-5" c. AD (Hayes 1972, 112-116, fig. 19; 2008, fig. 34.1082). There are
very few finds of African red-slipped ware known from the area so far. About ten years ago G. Ka-
bakchieva put together African red-slipped ware finds from the Diocese of Thrace and Dacia in the
territory of modern Bulgaria (Kabakchieva 2013). Her list of finds includes 52 sherds from twelve
sites?, numbering 20 different types of African red-slipped ware. None of the documented finds were
however found along the Tundzha River basin, nor have any new findings been published from the
area up to date except one fragment of a base decorated with two imprinted palmette leaves possibly
of African origin found at Yurta—Stroyno (see TuSlova 2023, no. 344).

The last sherd, a flanged bowl (no. 72), has a fine reddish yellow fabric (5YR 6/8) and a thin,

4 These are: a grave in Asenovgrad municipality; Deultum; Krakra fort in Pernik; Kyustendil; Marcianopolis;
Nicopolis ad Istrum; Ropotamo River estuary (underwater find); Sandanski; Varna (underwater find); Villa Armira near
Ivaylovgrad; Yakimovo near Montana; Yatrus (Kabakchieva 2013).
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worn, badly preserved reddish brown slip (2.5YR 4/3); the core of the sherd is grey. Morphologically,
it has a very pronounced lower rib, wider than the rim.

The fragments of transport amphorae are all undiagnostic, recognized only by the fabric. One
fragment of a Kapitdn IT amphora and a toe possibly of LIA chronology (fig. 17.81) were retrieved
from TPUO2; another fragment of Kapitdn I and a south-pontic amphora were found in the fields.
The latter might also be dated to the LIA. Two dolia rim fragments were found in TPU02, both very
worn. Despite their poor state of preservation, they are the only remains of storage vessels found at
the site.

The two above-described amphorae are the only fragments possibly pre-dating the Roman
occupation of the area. It is quite strange that the Greek-Hellenistic period would be represented by
transport amphorae only, but none of the other wheel-made sherds could have even been considered
to be pre-Roman. A similar phenomenon, i.e. Greek-Hellenistic occupation in the rural countryside
of the region attested mainly by the presence of transport amphorae, was already noted in the material
processed by TRAP (Iliev et al. 2012; TuSlova, Weissova 2018).

Worked stones and glass fragments

There were several stone tools and glass fragments retrieved from the scatter. Regarding the
stone tools, two quern stones were found. One is a catillus, made of a volcanic rock (fig. 18.92); one
is a sandstone rotary quern, too fragmented for further classification (SF08 in tab. 3). Further three
whetstones were found, all rectangular in form, otherwise of different sizes and shapes. No. 94 has a
rectangular shape, but it is relatively narrow with regularly cut edges, not typical for Roman period
whetstones; no. 95 has an irregular shape tapering towards the edges which makes it rather charac-
teristic for post-medieval whetstones. As with the previous case, the chronology of these objects is
complicated. The scatter does not feature a multi-period occupation favouring their classification
either into the Roman period or into the post-medieval modern era.

The glass finds are represented by three fragments. No. 82 is a badly preserved rim fragment of
transparent blue-green glass, based on its size and shape, likely the rim of a bottle. No. 83 is a body
fragment of transparent glass with elongated faceted and engraved linear decoration. It has a thicker
sherd, and it is made of high-quality glass with a minimum of impurities and bubbles, however, the
vessel shape cannot be approximated from the small fragment. No. 84 is a rim of a transparent glass
fragment. According to its shape, it belongs to a wider group of drinking vessels. It has a diameter of
90 mm and a fire-rounded out-splayed rim which could place it into the group of glass bowls/beakers.
These bowls/beakers were widely spread all over the Roman Empire and were in use from the 2
to the 6™ c. AD (Isings 1957, 101-103), with the peak production and distribution during the 2"—4®
c. AD (Ruiitti 1991, 49). A collection of similar vessels is known from Nicopolis ad Istrum, where
these vessels were in use till the 4"-6% c. AD (Shepherd 1999, 346-347); further from Gradishteto
near Dichin (Cholakova 2009, 304-305), Yatrus—Krivina (Gomolka 1979, 146-150), Yurta—Stroyno
(Cistakova, Zlamalova Cilova 2022, 186) and Kabyle®.

5 Unpublished finds from Kabyle.
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Geomagnetic prospection

In summer (24-25.07) and autumn (26-27.11) of 2021, a geomagnetic prospection took place
on three sites in the Yambol District. The prospection focused on already predicted Roman period
settlements/sites in the area along the middle Stream of the Tundzha River. The first prospected area
was the scatter TRAP no. 7023 near Robovo; another one was located just east of Kabyle; and the last
one in the fields near the village of Kozarevo, south-east of Yambol (fig. 1).

The geomagnetic prospection was carried out by the Archaeogeophysics team from the Depart-
ment of Archaeology and Museology at Masarik University in Brno, Czech Republic®. The survey
itself was conducted with a fluxgate magnetometer used in ATV mode. RTK GNSS (Real Time Kin-
ematic Global Navigation Satellite Systems) was used to record the position of the measurements.

TRAP no. 7023

Introduction

The TRAP scatter no. 7023 is one of the Roman period sites re-surveyed in 2019 (see fig. 6). It
was chosen for geomagnetic prospection based on its small dimensions, easy access, and single pe-
riod occupation. It was prospected in autumn (26.11.2021) when the fields were partly harrowed (the
western field), partly deep ploughed (the eastern field) (Bakardzhiev et al. in press a). The northern
scrubby area was still heavily overgrown allowing only a small part of it to be investigated. However,
the core area with the highest surface finds concentration was fully prospected. The most challenging
situation represented the deeply ploughed eastern field sloping downhill which, after some attempts,
proved to be impossible to measure. Within a single day, an area of 1.7 ha was prospected (fig. 7).

Results

The area of TRAP polygon SUID 70953 with the highest amount of architectural ceramic and
stones found during the intensive surface survey revealed strong bipolar anomalies, likely debris
of fallen constructions. The debris continued further north, into the scrubby area. Altogether, three
features of a rectangular shape (10 x 6 m, 30 X 12 m, 20 X 16 m) were identified. A similar concentra-
tion of bipolar anomalies was located to the north-east of the prospected area, however these features
were not fully investigated due to the dense vegetation. All these features likely relate to a destruction
layer of some construction (fig. 8).

Most of the other detected anomalies are magnetically positive features of an oval shape,
numbering little over a hundred spots. These are sunken features, likely pits. They were concentrated
especially in the eastern field; some were found also in the scrubby area in the north.

Besides magnetically positive anomalies, a number of linear features were also detected. They
follow the ploughing of the fields and are very likely connected to a modern use of the fields and
their cultivation.

The results of the geomagnetic prospection are not very clear. Nevertheless, putting the data
together with the outcome of the surface survey we may conclude that the three areas of debris de-
tected by the geomagnetic prospection relate to the dense roof tile scatter concentrated exactly at the
same place. No thermoremanent magnetized features were detected to support one of the previously
suggested ideas of a local production of architectural ceramics or the presence of high temperature
related crafts. Perhaps these burned roof-tiles, which gave a basis for this assumption were still good
to be used for construction purposes. Another roof tile layer might be located north-east of this one,

6 Peter Milo; Tomas Tencer; David Salka.
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Fig. 7. TRAP no. 7023 with the results of the geomagnetic prospection
(map by P. Milo, T. Tencer and D. Sdlka)

O6p. 7. TRAP Ne 7023 c pe3yamamume om 2eOMA2HUMHAMA CHUMKA
(xapma Ha P. Milo, T. Tencer u D. Sdlka)

Fig. 8. TRAP no. 7023 with the results of the geomagnetic prospection and marked features
(map by P. Milo, T. Tencer and D. Sdlka)
O6p. 8. TRAP Ne 7023 c pesynmamume om 2eoMdeHUMHAmMa CHUMKA U MapKUpaHu cmpykmypu
(kapma ua P. Milo, T. Tencer u D. Sdlka)
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in the scrubby area with zero surface visibility which was not fully prospected, nor was it surveyed.
The two features are about 44 m apart, and due to no visible connection, likely representing two dif-
ferent constructions/homesteads.

East of Kabyle

Introduction

In the year 2021, during the extension of the artificial irrigation channel of Azmak Dere, a
Roman period structure near Kabyle was found. It is located about 300 m north-east of the centre of
Kabyle, with most of the remains detected in the trenches nos 10—15 on the northern bank of the river
(Marchovski, Bakardzhiev in press). Under the topsoil, a layer of roof tiles, a stone wall, and associ-
ated pottery dated to the Roman period were found. Otherwise, many pits were found, especially in
the north-eastern part of the investigated area, all dated to the EIA. According to the excavators, the
remains of the Roman period structure might belong to a villa.

Since the excavations of the area were supposed to continue in the following years, geomag-
netic prospection was conducted on the relevant fields surrounding the artificial channel to reveal a
possible continuation of the roofed structure. The prospection took place on 24.07.2021, covering 2.5
ha (Bakardzhiev et al. in press b). The relevant fields, located on the eastern edge of the investigated
area, were freshly harrowed with easy passability.

Results

The investigated area is divided into two fields, northern and southern, separated by the ir-
rigation channel running east to west. In total, 347 features possibly related to human activity were
identified in both fields. Most of them are magnetically positive features of oval shape — pits.

The majority of the pits are located in the north-eastern part of the northern field, fewer of them
in its western part and in the southern field. These belong to the EIA period, and many of them had
been already excavated in 2021 via test trenches (Marchovski, Bakardzhiev in press). Some of the
sunken features are of larger dimensions and of a specific shape, such as the rectangular feature cut
in half on the northern edge of the northern field (fig. 9).

Still in the northern field, close to the trenches with the roof tile layer, a spatially significant
concentration of bipolar anomalies was identified. It seems to be a rectangular structure of 16 x 16 m,
creating a right angle on its western edge, marked by some sort of delimitation (the dashed red line
on fig. 10). This feature might be interpreted as the debris of a collapsed structure. In its vicinity there
are several other bipolar anomalies, likely thermoremanent magnetized features, which are remnants
of burned material or pyro-technological features such as ovens or kilns. There are however no vis-
ible remains of the excavated roofed structure continuation further north, as it should be located just
to the south of the main debris concentration along the channel.

The southern field has significantly fewer anomalies than the northern one, but the pits con-
tinue. There is also one more area with the debris of a collapsed structure near the artificial channel,
measuring ca. 10 X 15 m. Near the debris there are two more thermoremanent magnetized features.
Several lines and linear structures, often segmented, were further detected. These are very likely of
modern origin, such as traces of field cultivation.

The two areas of debris, about 45 m apart separated by the artificial channel, likely relate to
each other, as well as to the roof tile layer uncovered just in between of them. The debris might relate
to the roof tile destruction fallen on the stone foundations as uncovered in the test trenches.
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Fig. 9. Area east of Kabyle along the artificial irrigation channel of Azmak Dere with the results of the
geomagnetic prospection (map by P. Milo, T. Tencer and D. Sdlka)
O6p. 9. Pationsm uzmouno om Kabusne nokpati u3kycmeeHusi HanoumeseH KaHan Ha Aamak depe ¢
pe3yimamume om 2eomazHUmMHama cHumka (kapma wa P. Milo, T. Tencer u D. Sdlka)

Fig. 10. Area east of Kabyle along the artificial irrigation channel of Azmak Dere with the geomagnetic
prospection and marked features (map by P. Milo, T. Tencer and D. Sdlka)
O6p. 10. Pationsm uzmouHo om Kabusie nokpati uskycmeeHusi HanoumesaeH KaHan Ha Asmak depe ¢
pe3yimamume om 2e0MazHUMHAMA CHUMKA U MapKupaHu cmpykmypu (kapma Ha P. Milo, T. Tencer u D. Sdlka)
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Kozarevo

Introduction

The village of Kozarevo is located about 8.5 km south-east of Yambol and 14 km south-east
of ancient Kabyle. The modern village seems to be built over a Roman period settlement (vicus?) as
many local inhabitants retrieved pottery and other material dated to the Roman period from their gar-
dens. The cultivated fields to the south-west of the village along the Kozarevskoto Dere also yielded
a large amount of pottery, AC, and worked stones. The raised surface concentration was noted during
a preliminary field observation, but no surface survey has been conducted yet. Consequently, there is
no systematically collected material to work with and to compare with the other scatters mentioned
in the first part of the article. Nevertheless, it is worth noting that there is a high amount of metal slag
concentrated on the surface.

The area with the largest amount of surface material was prospected using the geomagnetic
method on 25.07 and 27.11 of 2021 (Bakardzhiev et al. in press c). In total 12.2 ha were investigated
in the two different months to cover the whole desired area. In July, part of the fields was newly
harvested, covered by a dense straw layer; in November, a fair time after the harvest, the fields were
covered in short but dense grass cover. The fields in the north-east were deep ploughed, although it
was possible to prospect them, the results were very poor.

Results

The magnetic field of the investigated area is very affected by the complicated hydrogeologi-
cal processes and modern underground constructions (fig. 11). The strong signal from these struc-
tures masks the weaker responses from the archaeological features. Consequently, the interpretation
of the archaeological features in this area is challenging and complicated. In some prospected parts,
however, the pedological and geological conditions provided a sufficient contrast to detect magnetic
anomalies. Altogether, more than 120 anomalies, possibly related to archaeological features, have
been identified in the areas without strong magnetic disturbance (fig. 12). Around 100 of the identi-
fied anomalies are magnetically positive oval shape features, representing the pits. Due to the dis-
turbed geology, it is however impossible to identify their possible concentrations.

The relatively high number of bipolar anomalies likely refers to thermoremanent magnetized
features, areas fired at high temperatures, likely ovens or kilns. They are to be found along both banks
of the Kozarevskoto Dere. Their larger cluster however appears in the south-eastern field separated
by the river, where seven such features have been found, one next to another. Others were spread over
the prospected area, both along the river and deeper into the fields.

Near the river in the northern field, strong magnetic dipole anomalies were detected, very like-
ly representing the remains of stone walls (50 x 15 m). A dominant wall running north-south is vis-
ible, so is a perpendicular wall attached to its southern end. Otherwise, there is no clear ground plan.
In the north, a rectangular room might be running along the wall; perhaps another one is attached
to the southern ‘L’ shaped perpendicular wall. Near the wall structure, several different features and
thermoremanent anomalies were detected.

Two rounded magnetic dipole anomalies, 7 m in diameter, were further detected on the south-
eastern field separated by the river. They feature similar characteristics to a stone structure, but their
interpretation is not clear.

The amount of thermoremanent anomalies and lack of debris, otherwise present on the other
two prospected sites, might point to a different character of this area. It seems there is no roof shel-
tered area, perhaps there was no permanent settlement. Together with the larger number of thermore-
manent features, and the slag concentration on the surface, we may speculate that this is a production
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Fig. 11. Western part of Kozarevo village with the results of the geomagnetic prospection
(map by P. Milo, T. Tencer and D. Sdlka)

O6p. 11. 3anadHama uacm Ha c. Ko3apego ¢ pezyimamume om 2eOMAzHUMHAMa CHUMKA
(kapma ua P. Milo, T. Tencer u D. Sdlka)

- iy ratwork
[ wehaookagicat feature
3 sunken archasiogicalleatue -

Fig. 12. Western part of Kozarevo village with the results of the geomagnetic prospection and marked
features (map by P. Milo, T. Tencer and D. Sdlka)
O6p. 12. 3anadHama uacm Ha c. Kozapego ¢ peayimamume om 2eOMazHUMHAMa CHUMKA U MAPKUPAHU
cmpykmypu (kapma Ha P. Milo, T. Tencer u D. Sdlka)
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site located near a large Roman period settlement currently located under the Kozarevo village.

Discussion

The several Roman period scatters (TRAP nos 6021 and 7023) and the vicus of Yurta—Stroyno,
all three located along the streams of the Gerenska and Dereorman rivers, seem to feature the same
composition of material culture. The pottery assemblages include identical classes of regionally made
fine table wares, as well as wheel made and handmade cooking wares; the forms and decoration of
the glass vessels repeat; so do the quern stones made mostly of locally available materials. The three
settlements as such seem to be contemporary, or at least at a certain period of time contemporarily
used.

The regionally produced pottery of different functions and wares is predominant at each site,
while the import is almost negligible. There is always at least one fragment of Candarli ware, most
often the Hayes form 4 dated to the 3 c. AD (nos 33, 70); and a few transport amphorae, from the
recognizable types Kapitan II (no. 51) dated from the end of the 2" till the beginning of the 5" c. AD
(Opait, Ionescu 2016, 12) with the peak production and distribution period in the 3"—4" ¢. AD (Dy-
czek 2001, 143-144; Bezeczky 2013, 149) and some undiagnostic south-pontic containers, likely of
Sinopean and/or Heraclea Pontica origin (e.g. nos 52—-53), some of which might be, however, of an
earlier LTA date. There are some individual fragments of possible Pontic sigillata A (no. 34) and Af-
rican red-slipped ware (no. 71). The former was also identified at Yurta—Stroyno (cf. TuSlova 2023,
nos 308-314), although these were vessels of different shapes; the latter is rare in the area, although
also one sherd of possibly North African origin had been found at Yurta—Stroyno (cf. TuSlova 2023,
no. 344).

None of the surface finds is very chronologically sensitive, consequently, we may generically
date the two sites to the range of the 24" c. AD. The chronology of the single find of African red-
slipped ware from TRAP no. 7023 overlaps with the 4" c. AD, but it could also prolong the chro-
nology till the mid-5" c. AD. Since it is only one sherd, we should not put much of a chronological
weight on it, on the other hand, it represents a rare find related to otherwise uncommon North African
import.

The lower number of collected materials from the surface survey cannot be equally compared
to excavated material from Yurta—Stroyno, which numbers thousands of sherds, but it does give a
representative sample of each site. An enlargement of the prospected area or test trenches would
probably bring about a more variable pottery sample, although we may still expect a low number of
imported vessels, as in the case of Yurta—Stroyno. Nevertheless, even the presence of a few sherds,
especially if they re-occur from site to site, helps to reconstruct the contacts and economic ties of the
Roman period settlements along the Tundzha River.

Besides the quern stones attested at all three sites suggesting at least their partial agricultural
focus, we may also expect some kind of crafts being developed at each settlement, as in the case
of Yurta—Stroyno where the remains of glass production (Cistakova, Zlamalovéa Cilova 2022) and
iron smelting and smithing (Cistakova, Kmosek 2022) were found. Production related finds seem
to come as well from the site of St. Iliya, located near Yurta—Stroyno, where a double-chambered
kiln dated to the Roman period was excavated last year (Agre in press). Additionally, an ancient
marble quarry near the village of Kamenetz (ca. 10 km north-east of Stroyno village) was identified,
with some worked stone used for construction at Yurta—Stroyno being possibly extracted from there
(Haubenthal 2022, 115). A Roman settlement focused on crafts and production might also be located
next to the village of Kozarevo, where large amount of thermoremanent features was detected by
geophysical prospection. For now, we are missing the surface material for a proper comparison with
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the other sites, nevertheless, the amount of metal slags concentrated on the surface was noticeable al-
ready during the generic surface observation. Kozarevo is located closer to Kabyle and, in theory, its
character could be different from the more southerly located settlements. Considering its presumed
expansion under the modern village of Kozarevo, we may also expect its more extensive size, with a
special area designated only for crafts located outside or on the edge of the settlement.

The density of the rural Roman period settlements located in the selected areas along the mid-
dle stream of the Tundzha River is quite high, placing them on average from 2500 to 3500 m from
each other, creating a buffer zone of over a thousand metres around each of them. If we presume that
these are rural settlements, the distance might reflect the assigned land for each settlement, available
for grain cultivation and animal husbandry, which have been the most suitable activities for the re-
gion since the beginning of the Iron Age (Connor et al. 2018, 138-143). The animal husbandry taking
place in the area is attested by animal bones found at the settlement of Yurta—Stroyno being mainly
represented by cattle, pigs, and sheep/goat. The osteological analyses of the bones identified a small
proportion of pathologies suggesting these animals were not used for hard work and might rather be
kept for grazing, i.e. for milk and for meat (Nyvltova Fisakova 2022, tab. 2, 266).

Smaller homesteads might be located near some of the bigger settlements. Since our study is
based on surface material with limited chronological potential, we need to, however, bear in mind
that not all the sites might have been in use at the same time. Nevertheless, a similar situation might
be noted to the west of Kabyle, in the hinterland of Kermen town and the villages of Skobelovo and
Bozadzhii. More than 12 Roman period sites dated from the 2" half of the 1* c. AD till the 360s/370s
AD were identified there via field survey and geophysical prospection, some of them were also ex-
cavated. The sites were identified as rural settlements with separated farmsteads/households located
in their vicinity (Katsarova et al. 2018, 360; Georgiev et al. 2020). One of the excavated sites near
Skobelovo, known as Site 15 and identified as a Roman village, yielded a high number of iron tools
related to agriculture and animal husbandry, as well as evidence of iron working and household and
architectural ceramic production (Popov, Georgiev 2011, 368). These finds support the idea raised
already by the finds from Yurta—Stroyno suggesting that the rural settlements in Roman Thrace were
focused, besides on agriculture and animal husbandry, on crafts and production of various items,
such as glass, metals, pottery, and architectural ceramics.

Conclusions

This article aimed to address the appearance and function of the countryside of the Roman
province of Thrace on the basis of several areas in the Yambol District. The results show that the ma-
terial culture from the two surveyed sites and from Yurta—Stroyno is of a similar nature. This is best
demonstrated by the pottery, yielding an absolute dominance of the regionally made household pot-
tery. We may, however, also note the preference for locally available stones, such as the quern stones
and the marble used for construction elements as attested at Yurta—Stroyno. Also, glass production
and metal smelting and smithing is attested, with the latter having possible parallels at the site of
Kozarevo near Kabyle. Local pottery production taking place at some of the settlements might also
be anticipated, such as at St. Iliya.

The larger rural settlements along the Gerenska and Dereorman rivers seem to be regularly
spaced, keeping a distance between one another, as if they were systematically populated at the same
period of (roughly) the 2"—4®" ¢, AD. Smaller/individual homesteads or dedicated areas seem to be
located close to the bigger settlements.

The rural settlements along the middle stream of the Tundzha River seem to focus on crafts,
agriculture, and animal husbandry, likely taking place in their dedicated hinterland, while using lo-
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Fig. 13. Scatter TRAP no. 6021. Fine red-slipped ware (1-18); Common red-slipped ware (19-21) (drawn by
the 2019 team, digitised by V. Fultnerovd and P. TuSlovd, Scale 1:4)

O6p. 13. TRAP Ne 6021. ®duHa uepgeHonakosa mpanesHa kepamuka (1-18); 06ukHogeHa uepeeHoNaKkoea
mpane3sHa kepamuka (19-21) (HapucysaHu om exkuna npe3 2019 2., dueumanusupaxu om V. Fultnerovd

u P. Tuslovad, mawa6 1:4)
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Fig. 14: Scatter TRAP no. 6021. Common red-slipped ware (22-27); Grey ware (28-29); Mottled ware (30—
32); Candarli ware (33); Pontic Sigillata A? (34); Imported fine ware? (35-36) (drawn by the 2019 team,
digitised by V. Fultnerovd and P. TuSlovd, Scale 1:4)

O06p. 14. TRAP Ne 6021. O6UKHO8eHA UepeeHONaKoea mpane3Ha kepamuka (22—-27); cuea mpanesHa
kepamuka (28-29); nemnucma mpane3Ha kepamuka (30-32); uzmoura cueunama C (33); noHmuticka
cueunama A? (34); 8HocHa uepeeHonakoea kepamuka? (35-36) (HapucysaHu om ekuna npe3 2019 .,
Odueumanusupavu om V. Fultnerovd u P. Tuslovd, mawja6 1:4)
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Fig. 15. Scatter TRAP no. 6021. Wheel made Coarse cooking ware (37—44); Handmade cooking ware
(45-50) with Granitic (45-48) and Dioritic (49-50) fabric; Transport amphorae (51-54) (drawn by the 2019
team, digitised by V. Fultnerovd and P. Tuslovd. Scale 1:4)

O6p. 15. TRAP Ne 6021. I'pyba KyxHeHCKa Kepamuka uspabomeHa Ha 6sp30 epsHUapcko Koneno (37—44);
2pyba kepamuka uspabomena Ha peka (45-50) om 2auHa ¢ npumecu om epavum (45-48) u om duopum
(49-50); mpancnopmuu amepopu (51-54) (Hapucysaru om exkuna npe3 2019 e., dueumanuzupaxu om V.

Fultnerovd u P. Tuslovd, mawjab 1:4)
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Fig. 16. Scatter TRAP no. 7023. Fine red-slipped ware (55-60); Common red-slipped ware (61-67); Grey
ware (68); Mottled ware (69); Candarli ware (70); African red-slipped ware (71); Imported fine ware? (72)
(drawn by the 2019 team, digitalized by V. Fultnerovd and P. Tuslovd, Scale 1:4)

O6p. 16. TRAP Ne 7023. duHa uepgeHonakoea mpane3Ha kepamuka (55—60); 06uKHO8eHa HepeeHoAaKo8a
mpanesHa kepamuka (61-67); cusa mpane3Ha kepamuka (68); nemHucma mpanesHa kepamuka (69);
usmouHa cueunama C (70); appukaHcka uepgeHonaxkosa kepamuka (71); BHOCHAa UepeeHoN1aKo8d Kepamuka?
(72) (Hapucyeanu om exuna npe3 2019 e., dueumanusupaxu om V. Fultnerovd u P. TuSlovd, mawa6 1:4)
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Fig. 17. Scatter TRAP no. 7023. Wheel made Coarse cooking ware (73—74); Handmade cooking ware (75—
80) with Granitic (75-77) and Dioritic (78-80) fabric; Transport amphora (81), scale 1:4. Small finds from

TRAP nos. 6021 and 7023, glass (82—85), iron nail (86), scale 1:2 (drawn by the 2019 team, digitised

by V. Fultnerovd and P. TuSlovd)

O6p. 17. TRAP Ne 7023. I'pyba KyxHeHCKa Kepamuka uspabomeHa Ha 6sp30 epeHUapcKo koneno (73—74);
2pyba Kepamuka uzpabomeHa Ha peka (75-80) om eauHa ¢ npumecu om epaHum (75—77) u om duopum (78—
80); mpaxcnopmua ameopa (81), mawab 1:4. Zpyeu Haxooku om TRAP Ne. 6021 u 7023, cmeko (82—85),
Jrcene3eH nupoH (86), mawab 1:2 (Hapucysavu om ekuna npe3 2019 e., dueumanusupaxu om V. Fultnerovd u

P. Tuslova).

61



P. Tuslov4, V. Cistakova, T. Valchev, S. Bakardzhiev, P. Milo, T. Tencer, D. Salka

& I

87 /6021_2019_SF01/

4
d =360 mm

~
;
Ta=2mm B -
89 /6021_2019_SF04/

88 /6021_2019_SF02/

Td =7 (380 mm)
90 /6021_2019_SF013/

7 4= 7 (380 mm)
91 /6021_2019_SF014/

. 94 /7023_2019_SF04/
92 /7023_2019_SF05/
I

7 ¢ =2 (400 mm)

93 /6021_2019_SF011/

I
96 /6021_2019_SF012/

95 /7023_2019_SF07/
Fig. 18. Worked stones from TRAP nos. 6021 and 7023. Quern stones (87-92), scale 1:4; whetstones (93-95)

and a pebble rock tool (96), scale 1:2 (drawn by the 2019 team, digitised by V. DoleZdlkovad and P. Tuslovd)

O6p. 18. Obpabomenu kamesHu om TRAP Ne 6021 u 7023. Xpomenu (87-92), mawyab 1:4; 6pycoese (93-95) u

ceuugo om uakoi (96), mawab 1:2 (napucysavu om exkuna npe3 2019 e., dueumanusupauiu om V. DoleZdlkovd
u P. Tuslova)
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cally available sources of metals, stones, and clays for production and construction.

The pottery import attested at the settlements seems to be limited to a few transport amphorae
and occasional table ware numbering single pieces at each investigated site/scatter. These might
have been the article of the import itself, but equally they might have been brought as a side product
together with the transport amphorae or as a personal belonging of the inhabitants.

Putting all this information together, the Thracian inland countryside seems to be quite self-
sustainable and independent during the Roman period. There seems to be a low demand for imported
items of everyday use from outside providers. The transport amphorae do attest to some kind of food-
stuff import, but their small number points to its rather negligible character within the local economy.
The metals, stone and clay seem to be, at least up to some amount, obtained from local sources and
processed together with glass directly in the rural settlements providing them, and perhaps also wider
area in their vicinity, with necessary tools and objects of everyday use.
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HeaecTpykTMBHM NpOoyYBaHNA Ha cenuiia oT pumMckaTa enoxa
No cpeHOTO TeyeHne Ha p. TyHoka, obn. Amoéon, bunrapus

MeTtpa Tywnosa, Buktopma Yuctakosa, Togop Bbvnues, CtedhaH Bakbpoxmes,
MNeTbp Muno, Tomaw TeHuep, AaBna LWanka
(pestome)

Ot 2019 1. go 2021 r. ce M3BBPILIMXA PA3/IMYHU He/leCTPYKTHBHY NPOYyYBaHUS Ha HAKOJIKO ap-
XeoJsiornuecky o6eKkTa OT pUMCcKara ernoxa, KOUTO Ce HaMHMpaT Ha TepuTopusiTa Ha obnact SIm6ost. Te-
PEeHHUTe W3ZUPBaHMUs U reo()M3UUYHN U3MePBaHUs Ce ChueTaxa C aHa/lv3 Ha KepaMWYHHWsI MaTepurall.
ToBa 103BOJIM MO-TOUHOTO OMpeJe/siHe Ha TPaHULUTe Ha 00eKTHTe U JONpHHece 3a To-TpeLj3HaTa
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VM MHTepripeTalys. V3cneBanu ca: rosisiMoTo cesuiie o c. KosapeBo, Masko cenuiie (Hali-Bepo-
STHO BW/a), O/in30 /10 aHTHUHMS rpaj Kabuie, KakTo U [[Be MaJIKH CeJHUIIA, Pa3ToIOKeHH MEXIY
pekuTe [lepeopmaH, I'epeHcka u TyHmka (06p. 1). ITocieqHuTe Ca JTIOKAJM3UPaHH 3a ITbPBU ITBT TIpe3
2009 1. mo BpemeTo Ha Tundzha Regional Archaeological Project (TRAP), Ho rpe3 noc/ieiHATE TO-
JIHU TePUTOPHHUTE UM OsiXa MIOBTOPHO 00OXOZIE€HH.

Hacrosiiero n3cnenBane ce ¢poKycupa BbPXY PasojioKeHUeTo, pa3MeprTe U BU/a Ha BCEKU
eH 00€eKT, ChueTaBaliKi reo()M3UUHKUTE TIPOYUYBaHMsI C aHa/IM3a Ha KepaMU4Hus Matepuan. OCHOB-
HaTa My 1ieJl e /la Ce YCTaHOBSIT BPb3KWUTE MeXy MPUPOJHUTe (PaKTOPH, I'bCTOTATa Ha CeJMIIHaTa
Mpeska Ha TepuTopusiTa Ha Kabusle, THMa Ha OT/ie/IHUTe Ceullja U TAXHaTa B3auMOBpPb3Ka I1pe3 pruM-
cKara eroxa.

TepeHHuTe MpoyUBaHUs Ca MPOAb/bKeHHe Ha Te3u oT Tundzha Regional Archaeological Project
(Iliev et al. 2012; Sobotkova et al. 2018) B 30HaTa Mexxy pekute lepeopmaH u I'epeHcka (o6p. 2).
OT BCUUKU apxeojioruuecku 00ekTH, peructprpanu or TRAP, B Ne 6018 (FOpTa—Crpotino), Ne 6021
u Ne 7023 npeobsaziapa KepaMHUHHUAT MaTepyUaa OT PUMCKaTa eroxa. ToBa e BpeMeTO Ha TeXHUs
Haii-rosisiM pasiBeT. B ocraHamuTe apxeosornueckyd 06eKTH ca OTKPUTH eJUHHUYHU (parMeHTH OT
pUMCKaTa eroxa Wi To3M nepuof, aurcsa (00p. 2). Kaprara Ha Ce/UILIHMS KUBOT Ce JI0ITBJIBA OT
peructpupanus nipe3 2019 . 3HaUMM apXeo/IoTMUecKH 00eKT OT pUMCKara erioxa /1o c. KapasesioBo
(Valchev, Marchovski 2020) u ot 3anouHanure mipe3 2014 1. Ipoy4BaHMsl Ha pUMCKaTa BUja B M.
Cg. Unus po c. CrporiHo (Agre et al. 2015, 208-211; 2021). TepeHHUTe NPOyYBaHHUs [10KAa3BaT Ch-
mecTByBaHeTo Ha 11 apxeosnorrmuecku obekTa oT pumcKara eroxa (II-IV B.) B 30HaTa MeX[y peKkure
Hepeopman 1 I'epeHcka. Te ca paBHOMepHO pasrpe/iesieHu 10 OperoBeTe Ha peKWUTe Ha WHTePBa/IU
ot 2,5 g0 3,5 km. AKo ripueMem, Ue TOBa Ca 3eMe/IeJICKU CeJTUIIA, TUCTAHIUATA MEXKY TSIX MOXe Zia
orpe/iesisi TPaHULIUTE Ha 3eMuiara uM (06p. 3—4, Tabm. 1).

3a /1a ce U3c/e[iBa ¥ CpaBHU MaTeprasHaTa Ky/aTypa Ha PerMCTprpaHuTe 00eKTH B paiioHa, ZBa
ot 11X (TRAP Ne 6021 1 Ne 7023) 6sixa ITOBTOPHO MPOyUYeHH TIOCPE/ICTBOM TOTA/THU ChOMpaHUs Ha
apxeoJIorMuecKusi Mareprasn oT 30H4 ¢ pasmepu 20 x 20 m (oTHOocHO MeTofuKara BX. TuSlova 2019)
Y TOTAJHUA OOXOXKZAQHHMSI C 11T PerUCTpaLsi Ha BCUUKKA 00paboTeHr KaMbHHU U CTyYailiHO OTKPUTH
HaxogKH. Pe3ynTaTute oT 00X0XK/]aHUSATA Ha [IBETE CEJIMIIA Ca CPAaBHEHU C Te3H OT NPOYYBaHMsTA B
M. FOpra zo c. Crpotino (Tuslova et al. 2022; Tuslova 2023).

TRAP Ne 6021 (AKB Ne 2790006)

Apxeonoruueckust 00eKT e ¢ ol oT 160 zekapa, Ha KOUTO Ce OTKPUBAaT MaTepHasii OT PaH-
Hara jKeJIsI3Ha, elIMHUCTUYeCcKaTa U puMcKara erioxa. I1o Bpeme Ha npoyuBaHUsTA ca JIOKaJIU3UpaHU
HSIKOJIKO KOHIIeHTpallMi Ha KepaMUYHU (pparMeHTH OT puMcKara eroxa (Tabs. 2), KOUTo Moxe Jja ce
OTpe/iesIAT KaTo CTOMAHCKK TIOCTPONKH MM »Kuuia. ITo Bpeme Ha 006Xo)KaHUsATa U TPUTE TOTaIHU
cbOUpaHMs ca OTKPUTH OCEM YacTH OT XPOMeJIHM KaMbHH, UacT OT OpycT, (parMeHT OT Ts/IOTO Ha
CTBKJIEH Ch/J] C (haceTHa yKpaca U yKejle3eH IUpoH (Tabn. 3, obp. 5, 17.85-86, 18.87-91, 93, 96).

Cpep kepaMU4HHUTe (hparMeHTH OT pUMCKara erioxa npeobraziaBar Te3u, KOMTO ca OT Ch0Be
MECTHO MPOU3BO/CTBO Ha 6BbP30 IPBHHYAPCKO KOJIeso KaTo ¢rHa M 0OMKHOBEHa YepBeHO/IaKoBa Ke-
pamuka (06p. 13.1-21, 14.22-27), cuBa Tparie3Ha Kepamuka (06p. 14.28-29), metHucra’ Tpare3Ha
kepamuKa (00p. 14.30-31) u rpyba KyxHeHCKa KepamMHKa, u3paboreHa Ha ObP30 TPbHYAPCKO KOIE0
(06p. 15.37—44). OTKpuTH Ca ¥ PparMeHTH OT KepaMUYHH Ch/I0Be, N3pabOTeHH Ha pbKa C Ba TUIA
npuMecH — rpanut (06p. 15.45-48) u guopur (06p. 15.49-50). BHOCHUTe KepaMHUUHU CBHZOBE Ca
TIpe/ICTaBeHN CaMo OT HSIKOJIKO (hparMeHTa. YepBeHo1akoBaTa Tpare3Ha KepaMrKa BK/THOUBaA /iBe yC-

7 HOB’LPXHOCT Ha KepaMHWUHHTE Cb0Be Ce XapaKTepusupa C Ha/JIMUYMeTO Ha I1€THA, KOUTO UMar OT CBeT/IO
OpaHXeB /10 TEbMHOYE€PBEH LIBAT.
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tusi oT M3touna curunara C (T. Hap. ,,Gandarli ware®) Tum 4 nio Xeiic, ot III B., KakTo 1 eauH ¢par-
MEeHT OT uallla WM naHura ot IToHTuiicka curunara A (06p. 14.34). OTKputH ca U equH (parMeHT
OT YCTHeTO OT TpaHcropTHa amdopa tum Kapitdn IT (06p. 15.51), pasnpocTpaHeHa oT Kpas Ha II B.
[0 Hayanoto Ha V B. (Opait, lonescu 2016, 12), KakTo ¥ eJHO ABHO OT TPaHCIOPTHa amdopa, KoeTo
€ C FO)KHO UYepHOMOPCKH Tipou3xo/, (06p. 15.52).

TRAP Ne 7023 (AKE Ne 10007802)

ApxeonoruueckusiT 00eKT e c o 15 fekapa u ce fjaTvpa B puMcKara eroxa (o6p. 6). ITpu
ITbpPBOHAauaJHaTa My PervucTpalusi e yCTaHOBeHa rosisiMa KOHLIEHTpPAaLMsl OT CTPOMTe/IHA KepaMUKa,
OCHOBHO TIOKDUBHU KepeMuu (Tabs. 2). TTo BpeMe Ha MOBTOPHUTE 0OXOKIAHKMS Ca OTKPUTH U TPU
(dparmeHTa ot cTeKIeHH ChbaoBe (Ne 82-84), Tpu pparmenTa ot 6pycose (Ne 94-95), KakTO U /iBa
dparmenTa ot xpomesu (Ne 92) (Tabs. 3, 0bp. 17-18).

KepamuuHMAT MaTepuras BK/IFOUBa (hparMeHTH OT Ch/j0Be M3paboTeHu Ha OBP30 rPHHUAPCKO
KOJ1eJI0 KaTo (priHa ¥ 0OMKHOBEHA uepBeHO0JIaKoBa KepamuKa (00p. 16.55-67), cuBa Tparie3Ha Kepa-
MuKa (06p. 16.68), meTHHCTa Tpare3Ha kepamuka (06p. 16.69) u rpyba KyxHeHCKa KepamuKa n3pabo-
TeHa Ha ObP30 rPhHUYAPCKO Kosteno (00p. 17.73-74). OTKpuTH ca ¥ hparMeHTH OT KePAMUYHH Ch/I0BE
n3paboTeHM Ha pBbKa C [IBa THITA MPUMeCcH — rpanuT (00p. 17.75-77) u aquoput (06p. 17.78-80). Kbm
BHOCHUTe KepaMUUHU ChJJOBE Ce OTHACAT HSIKOMKO ()parMeHTa OT YepBEeHOJIaKOBU Ch/IOBE: YCTHE OT
W3touna curwiara C (T. Hap. ,,Candarh ware“) Tun 4 o Xetic (06p. 16.70) (Hayes 1972, 321-322,
fig. 64), yctue ot AdprkaHcka uepBeHOIaKOBa KepamuKa Tur 67 1o Xeiic (06p. 16.71), gatvpary ot
cpezara Ha IV B. fo cpenara Ha V B. (Hayes 1972, 112116, fig. 19; 2008, fig. 34.1082). Otkputu ca
HSIKOZKO (hparmMeHTa OT TpaHcropTtHu amdopu tin Kapitén I1.

Tpu OT perucTprpaHuTe apxeoaornuecky obeKkTa B paiioHa ca U3c/ieBaHu TIOCPe/ICTBOM reo-
MarHeTuka. Te ca: cenvirie TRAP Ne 7023 (06p. 7-8), cenuiiie, pasoioykeHo U3TOUHO OT aHTUUYHUS
rpaz Kabuse (06p. 9-10) u cenuiiie, pa3nosioxkeHo 3anajiHo oT ¢. Ko3apeso (06p. 11-12). Burpeku
ye pe3y/TaTUTe 0T reo()M3MUHUTE U3MEPBaHUs He Ca MHOTO SICHU, TO ChYeTaBaHeTO UM C JaHHUTe OT
TepeHHUTe 00XOXK/JaHUs laBa JOMbJIHUTETHA HH(OPMALKSA 3a apXe0I0THUeCKUTE 00eKTH.

ITpu cenumie TRAP Ne 7023 Ha /jBe MeCTa Cca YCTaHOBEHU MACHUBHH, ChOOPEHU TMOKPUBHU
KOHCTPYKLIMH, KaKTO M HAKOJKO siMH. [Ipy cenuIrieTo M3TOYHO OT aHTMuHUs rpaj Kabume, koeto
Hali-BepOSITHO TIPe/ICTaB/IsiBa BUJIA, ChIIIO Ca YCTAHOBEHW MaCHUBHU, ChOOPEHU MOKPUBHU KOHCTPYK-
un. TyK ca perucTpupaHy U HIKOJIKO OMIOJISIPHY aHOMaJliH, KaKTO ¥ MHO>KECTBO sSIMH, AaTUPaH!
CTIOpeZ, apXeoJIoTHUeCKUTe TIPOyUBaHMs B PaHHATa XKessi3Ha eroxa. ['eoM3nuHOTO TIpoyuBaHe Ha
aHTUYHOTO cenuilie /1o c. Ko3apeBo 1oka3Ba 0CTaHKHM OT KaMeHHa CTeHa, KaKTO U MHO>KeCTBO OuTo-
JIIPHY aHOMaJTUH, TIPY KOUTO Ca OTKPUTH (DparMeHTH OT Li1aka U (hparMeHTH OT BTOPUUHO U3IeueHu
TOKPUBHU KePeMUJU U KePAMUYHU ChOBe.

CraTusTa 1je/id [ja TIpe[iCTaBu Pa3BUTUETO Ha Ce/vIliaTa BbB BbTPEIIHOCTTa Ha Tpakus U Ha
TepuTOopUsiTa Ha Kabusie. Pe3ynTatute OT MpOyYBaHeTO TIOKA3BaT, Ue Cpej KepAMUYHKSI MaTepras OT
FOpTta—Ctpotito u ot cenuiata TRAP Ne 6021 u Ne 7023 goMUHUPAT ChA0BETE MeCTHO TIPOH3BO/-
CTBO, B KOWTO Ce 3a0e/isi3BaT U HeOPTaHUUHY TIPUMECH OT MeCTHH cKanu. B cenmimero FOpra—Crpotii-
HO e YCTaHOBEHO W TIPOM3BO/ICTBOTO Ha CTHKJIEHU TPeJAMeTH, KakKTo M 00paboTKara Ha MeTajHU
pyau. TTomo6Ha MeTaypruyHa IeHHOCT MOJKe Jia Ce Mpe/Tioyiara 1 3a ceymineTo /1o ¢. Ko3apego.

Nsrnexpa de ro-rosieMuTe ceuila B 30HaTa MexXay pekute ['epeHcka, [lepeopman u TyHKa
Ca PaBHOMEPHO Pa3NpbCHATH, Pa3oJIOKEeHW Ha TMOUTH e[HAKBO Pa3CTOSIHUE e/IHO OT JPYyro U obu-
TaBaHU I10 e/JHO U ChIIjo Bpeme (B Tieproga II-1V B.). HaceneHneTo B TSX ce e 3aHMMaBajio 0CHOBHO
ChC 3eMe/iesiie, KUBOTHOBBACTBO U C Pa3/IMUHU 3aHASITH.

BHocHara Kepamuka, OTKpHTa Ha TEPUTOPHUSATA Ha CeJWINaTa, Ce OrpaHWuaBa /0 eJUHUYHU
(¢parMeHTH OT TpaHCIOPTHU am¢opu U Tpare3Hu cbjoBe. [lociegHUTe MOXKe [ja ca JOHEeCEeHHW B
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cesMIIIaTa 3aeiHO C aM(OpHTe WITH Jla TIPe/ICTaB/ISBaT JIMUHU BellH, JIOLUTH TYK 3aeJHO CbC COOCTBe-

HULUTE CH.

O0606111aBaliKil BCUUKO TOBA, CTIOPEe; HaC, BbTPEIIIHOCTTA Ha MPOBUHIMS Tpakus e 61a OTHO-
CUTEJTHO He3aBUCHMMa M CyPOBUHHO CaM03a/I0BOJIsiBallia ce. TpaHCIIOpTHUTe aM(bOpH MOKa3BaT BHOC
Ha CTOKH, HO MaJIKUSIT UM OpOM Tipe/iroiara, ye e 61l He3HauuTe e .
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