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Ongmal Seholarlv Work

Aleksandar J1)VANOVIC
Facultv of Philosopliy
Beograd

A CONTRIBUTION TO THE RESEARCH
OF THE RAPPORT BETWEEN THE SCORDISCI
AND THE DARDAN [ANS IN THE END
OF THE SECOND AND THE BEGINNING
OF THE FIRST CENTURY BC

Ahstraci: B\ thc end of thc 2nd ceittury B.C thc Scordnci were launchini:
the attacks npon the Roman province of Macedonia across thc terntory of
Tliracia, Their defeats in 104-101 B.C. and the change of strategie condi-
tions. compelled the Scordisci to conducl the attacks on Macedonia across
the Dardaman lenritorv The searee archaeological material of Cellic origin
found m the Dardanian ternlon dates back froin that period.

Tito questions of the time, dynamics and directions of the raids
that the Scordtsci made upon the Roman province of Macedonia offer
some interesting opportunités lor enhghtening their rapport with the
neighbonng Dardanians A synergv or a partial alliance with the Dar-
danians during the numerous raids that they undertook, startmg in the
year 135 BC, may be registered solely m a complex testimony by Ap-
ptan and, indirectly, in an emendated information by Licmian,1These
data ffom the written sources are related to the chronologically close
and successive events: the activity of Snlla in this area of the Balkans,
during the pause tn his combat with Mitndades and, on the other hand,
the barbarian attack directly precedtng the campatgn of Cornélius
Scipto Astagenes against the Scordtsci, probably taktng place tn the
year 84,2

1 App. 115 Gram Licinmiani XXV. 27, cf. F. Papazoglu 1969. 241. for the
possible coipunclure of the text m this sense The translations of the classical
sources and the comments are quoted lrons F Papazoglu 1969, and the appendix
to J. Todorovié 1974, 197-206.

2 J. Dobiés, 1929. 47-67; F. Papazoglu 1969, 241-255.
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144 Aleksandar Jovanovié

Although relative in terms of chronology, these data show that the
Dardanians joined the Scordisci in their raids into Macedoma fairly
late. This fact demands for an explanarion. The methodological ap-
proach to the interprétation of this question may be reduced to the two
basic hypothéses:

- during the first phase, by the end of the second century, the
Scordisci exercise a supremacy over the Dardanians and the latter
therefore do not act as an mdependent or equal factor in their cam-
paigns to Macedoma, or

- the Scordrsci do not conduct their attacks upon Macedoma in the
end of the second century over the native Dardanian lands and do not
use, at least not considerably, the Morava-Vardar valley communica-
tion.

I will State my opinion in advance. | consider the second hypothe-
sis more probable. Some premises to back up this assumption may be
derived from a bnef review of the attacks the Scordisci made upon
Macedoma.

A short note accompanying the contents of the 56th book of Livy
cites that praetor Marcus Cosconius waged battles with the Scordisci in
Thrace in the year 135.3 An inscription from Lethe, dated into the year
119, testifies to a conflict between Marcus Anmus and the Celts
(Scordisci'7) near Agros.4 Caius Porcius Cato, as a consul and a pro-
consul, fought the Scordisci in Thrace, badly and shamefully, in the
year 114/1 13 (Liv. per 63; Eutrop. IV, 24; Flor. 1, 39; Dio Cass. fr.
<SA). In the year 113/112, Caius Caecilius Metellus Caprarius defeated
the Scordisci (°) in Thrace and celebrated a triumphz In the next year,
112/1 11, Marcus Livius Drusus once more suppressed the Scordisci in
Thrace and "confined the enemies within their own borders" (Fest. 1X,
similar to Anmi. Marc. XVII. 4,4), "overrun them in their own moun-
tains" (lord. 219), "drove them further away and bamshed them to
cross the Danube™ (Flor.1, 39). Minucius Rufus defeated the Scordisci
in a battle on the river Hebar (Amm. Marc. XVII. 4,4), "drove them
from the entire district of Hebar" (Flor. 1,39), "defeated them on the
iced river of Hebar" (Fest. 1X), "slayered many of them on the river
Hebar" (lord. 219). This battle on the Hebar (Maritsa) took place in the
year 109, when Minucius Rufus was the admimstrator of Macedoma.

3 Liv. per 56; aceording to F Papazoglu 1969, 220
4 F. Papazoglu 1969. 224-226.
5 Ibid., 228.
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Titus or Marcus Didius6 defeated the Scordisci and "drove them back
to Thrace™ (Flor. /, 39), "controlled the Thracians and the Scordisci
who wandered about" (Fest.IX), "with great effort stopped these tribes,
which till then were disobedient and wandered not knowing for laws
and ordered life" (Amm. Marc. XIM1. 4.4), "defeated them, and their
lands, tumed into provinces, accepted the Roman yoke" {lord. 219).
This information by lordanes and the other authors gave grounds to the
conclusion by F. Papazoglu that the campaigns of Titus Didius were
the turning-point in the rapport belween Rome and the barbarian peo-
ples on the border of Macedonia. | will quote the conclusion, since |
consider it crucial in rationalizing the hypothesis | am arguing for:
"While the efforts of his predecessors were aimed at repulsmg the raids
and defeating the muggenng hordes, Didius was the first to perma-
nently subdue to the Roman power some of the Thracian districts. Tins
is, as a matter of fact, the first pénétration towards the north of the
province of Macedonia, the beginning of the process that woulu even-
tually move the borders of the province up to the Danube™.7

After this evenl, taking place in 104 or 101, the raids of the
Scordisci into Macedonia stopped. The next movements mentioned in
the sources, occurring in the mid-80’s of the first century BC, were or-
ganized together with the Dardanians, and were of a different geo-
graphical ordinance

The cited list of the conflicts between the Scordisci and the Ro-
man magistrates makec it obvions that the fighting took place in
Thrace. This location, in a wider sense, has not been disputed. F. Papa-
zoglu supposee! that such a widely conceived ethno-geographical unit
may even have compnsed the Morava valley, and that the mentioned
conflicts could therefore be located in this région. This would conform
to the supposed, or more precisely, anticipated direction of the
Scordisci moving towards Macedonia.8 Not questioning the possibility
that the Morava valley could have been conceived as a part of the
Thracian land in a wider ethno-cultural sense, the fact indirectly af-
firmed by an information in Livy’s work (Liv. per. 92), I would like to
point to the veracity of the stance that the conflicts in question really
took place in Thrace, in the narrow sense of the notion, and not in the

6 (>n the corilroverey over Didius’s name and the date.of his praetorship in
Macedonia, et. h. i'apazoglu 1969, 234-238.
F. Papazoglu 1969, 238.

Ibid, 228.
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Morava or Vardar valleys. Ln this respect the conflict mentioned in the
inscnption from Lethe 1s an exception, for it might be located m the
Vardar vailey, provided that the location of Argos, the battlefield, is
accepted as being south of Stobi.9 The other location of Argos, pro-
posed by Zippel, in the Strumica valley towards Medica, seems to me
more acceptable in this context,10

The supposition thus formulated suggests that the raids of the
Scordisci into Macedonia ran over Thrace, and not along the Morava-
Vardar transversal. That may then be the reason why the Dardanians
do not appear as the participants in the campaigns of the Scordisci. The
situation is in fact quite the opposite: the Dardanians form a barner
against the attacks of the Scordisci upon Macedonia along a more natu-
ral and more convement communication along the South Morava and
Vardar.

Unfortunately, the archaeologicalevidence at hand for a solution
of this problem is fairly modest. In that respect, any conclusion on
these grounds may well be refuted or further developed. As opposed to
the area of the Danube valley, I’annonia and the lower Morava valley,
the penod of the Late Iron Age in tiie interior of the central Balkans 1s
not known well enough,1l Some facts may however be noted, some
conclusions may be anticipated and tentatively patterned into a model.
It seems that we must acknowledge the fact, in spite of the small
amount of information, that the archaeological material of the Il1-11
centuries, rightfully ascribed to the Celts, is far more abundant in
Thrace than in the South Morava or upper Vardar valleys, i.e. in the
Dardaman lands. A certain methodological difficulty présents itself
here in systematizing and a more précisé cultural attribution of the
Celtic material in Thrace. It is beyond doubt that a part of the material,
especially that dated into the 111 century and associated to the area of
Kabila, should be ascribed to the Celts from the ephemeral kingdom of
Tyiis. The majority of the material. however, especially the one dated
into the il century, from the western Thracian lands, s a conséquence
of the presence of the Scordisci.22 The situation is indirectly confirmed

9 L= locugoscka 1965, 117-135, with the bibliographe/,

I G. Zippel 1877, 145.

Il The problem Ts trealed in J. Todorovié, 1968; ici., 1974; B. Jovanovi¢ 1987, 815-854.

12 B.Gerov 1968, 352 ff, Z.Wozniak 1974, 77 ff. 1975, 177-184; B. Jomapajcku
1984. In tins context, the Celtic mercenanes in Maronaeia at the time of Philip V,
perhaps origmating from the Tliracian lands, may be of some interest.Cf. Y.
Grandieran 1971-1,280.
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by the information in Florus, Festus, Orosius and Ammianus Marcel-
linus, speaking of the Scordisci in the Thracian area, and sometimes
qualifying them as a Thracian tribe.13

Very few finds of this character originate from the Morava valley.
From Donja Toponical4 cornes a spearhead with a massive ridge and
from Drzanovacllnear NiS a goblet with two handles, both dated into
the second century. The granulated bracelets from an unknown site
along the Nis-Pirot railway may be roughly dated into the M1- centu-
ries,36 and the fibula from Béla Palankal7 of the Middle La Tene pat-
tern most probably belongs to the same period. The material registered
south of Ni§, also scarce, is somewhat younger than the mentioned
finds. The pottery from the praehistoric fortifications at Zlokuéanil8
and Oraovical9on grounds of its form and décoration may be related to
the vessels of the Zidovar | phase, belonging to the | century,20 as well
as the situla-like pot from Brazda by Skopje,2l also comparable to the
material of the Zidovar | phase.22 The similar dating may be attributed
to the bronze fibula with a large spring, from the outskirts of Skopje.22

Although scarce, the traces of the Celtic presence in these parts
allow for some suppositions. First of ail, the Celtic material from
Thrace is more abundant and chronologically prior compared to the
corpus from the Dardanian lands. Furthermore, the material from the
Morava valley seems chronologically heterogeneous, the finds from
the vicinity of NiS and the NiSava valley seem eariier than the ones
registered in the south. This fact points to the possibility that the
Scordisci may have moved southwards along the Morava or Timok
valleys,24 and reached the piain of Sofia and the valley of Maritsa,
therefrom jeopardizing Macedoma via Thrace. Such a reconstruction

13 F. Papazoglu 1969, 229; E. Salomone Gaggero 1981,58 ff; 1980. 108 ff.

14 J.Todorovié 1968, 35, 70 The spear belongs to the Ilb type.

15 ripcmcCUopujcKi' kynwype Momopas/w u ucwoyHe Cpdnje. Ni§ 1971, 55,
catalogue no.498; J. Todorovi¢ 1968, 42, 1972, 52.

16 J.Todoroci¢, 1968, 58. T. XT/2,8,9. The finds are included into the type of
"granulated bracelets" and dated into the IlI-11 centuries.

17 M. lapawaHuH 1953 |0

18 M. Bacnh 1911, 97 ff.

19 M.Vukmanovié-P. Popovi¢ 1982, 201, 204, T.V/2, I'X/1,3,5.

20 M. Sladi¢ 1986. 31-32

21 P. Mawnb 1989, 9L

22 M. Sladi¢ 1986, 33, si. 6, T. XXIV.

23 [, TapawaHuH 1954, T. XLIX/4; J. Todorovié 1968, 52, T.XI/10, classifies it as
a variant of the B type of the "fibulae with a large spring".

24 Cf. the find from Debelica by KnjaZevac (M. Sladié 1990, 117-180).
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of the direction the Scordisci took m their raids présupposés a kind of a
friendly relationship or a coordination with the Thracian tribes, espe-
cially the ones dominating the Sofia plain. The archaeological material
of the Colonia Panadjurska cultural group of the Late Iron Age in these
parts leads to such a supposition.5

This direction was probably taken in the numerous attacks by the
end of the Il century. After the intervention of Titus Didius, however,
the strategie situation utterly changed. The impact over Thrace became
difificult and Virtual ly impossible. | assume that only in this phase the
Scordisci tum the majority of their military activity towards the
Morava-Vardar communication. The sporadic traces of the Celtic ma-
terial on the Dardanian hillforts (Zlokuéani, Oraovica, Brazda) belong
precisely to this period. The fact registered in the excavations at
Skobeljié grad by Vucje26seems particularly important in this context.
Ln the layer of destruction of the Dardanian fortification, a denar of L.
Satuminus, minted in 104, was found.27 1 assume the coin represents
terminus post quem for the destruction of this fortified settlement, T.e.
for the impact of Scordisci towards the central Dardanian territory and
further south towards the froniiers of Macedonia. Only in this period
the Scordisci become superior to the Dardamans m this area, and begin
to organize joint raids into Macedonia. These are the raids testified to
by Appian, probably also i.icinian, and maybe even by the archae-
ological material of the Celtic origm registered at Dodona.28 After
these raids, Cornélius Scipio Asiagenus undertook the campaign
against the Scordisci, while he made an agreement with the Dardani-
ans.29The reason for such a twofold approach to the enemies may weil
lie in the fact that the Scordisci played the dominant role in these raids

25 B. lepoe. [CY, ®3®, II, 61/1, 1967, 55 ff; T. Mepacumos 1966, 136-137; A
Dimitrova-N.Uizdova, 1974, 321-33 I; Z. Wozrnak 1975, 180-183; M. [lomapafcku,
1984. Of spécial interest is the possibility to actuahze the epithet of Apollo -
Skodnso - from the monument found m Opicvat near Sofia (IGBR IV, 1966,
2025), in the hght of the interprétation of the amulet with a Celtic mythological
scene and the inscription Skordi (M. MaHoB, 1993/34, 24-3 1), Let: us additionally
mention the friendly relations between the Scordisci and the Thracians conceming
the stay of the Bastams in the land of the Dardamans (Liv. XLI, 19,4-1 1).

26 M. JoLQah-T.JaHKOBIih 1987, 62.

27 M.-I. Crawford 1974, 323, No 317.

28 M. Szabo 1971-11, 502, with the commentary conceming the other finds of this
kind in (rreece. The find of the fibula at Dodona mav indicate that the Scopiisci
were arti'ong the barbanans who ran over Macedonia like an avalanche during the
office of C. Sentius Satuminus (Cic.in.Pis. 35, 84).

29 F. Papazoglu 1968, 24 1-255, with the bibltography and lire elaborate commentary.
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and thus represented the main adversary; as for the Dardamans, it may
be that their former attitude towards the province of Macedoma was
appreciated, T.e. the fact that during the second half of the Il centun/
not only that they did not jeopardize the Macedonian borders, but even
Tmpeded the Scordisci to do so over their territon/.30

Transla/ed by Stasa Babi¢

nPNAOIr NPOYYAB AHaY OAHOCA EKOPAMNEKA
N OAPOALITALA KPAJBM Il M MOYETKOM I BEKA MM.H.E.
Pnume

Yyewbe [OappaHaua y 6polHuM HanagHMa Koje cy Ekopaucuu npegysu-
Manu npema piiMcKoj nposuHuunn MakegoHumn o 135. roguHe BeomMa ce peTKo
noMwbe, U TO MpPU CaMOM npajy 0BMX aKTWBHOCTM, 80-ux rogumHa | Beka npe
Hawe epe. YuHbeHuua fa ce JapgaHun NpUAMYHO KacHo yKTbynyjy y noxoge
ExkopfHcKa Ha MakeflOHKY 3axTeBa ob|ariuberbe. Y MeTO0/IOWKOM MNpUCTyny
MHTepnpeTauum osor npobnema Moryha cy gsa OCHOBHa mnpunasa Kojn ce
CBOJle Ha npeTnocTaBKe:

- fa kpagem Il Beka ExkopancuH VMaly cynpematn)y Hag Oapganuuma v ja
ce, cTora. flapgaHumn He nojan.myjy Kao rnesasnean W paBHoMpasan YHuunay y
LUIMXOBHM NoxofHMa na Makcgowuy, nam

- fa Ekopaucum cnoje Hanage Ha MakefoHuy y nocnegHum geuewama Il
neka He ycmepaBaly Npeko MaTW4YHe Japfanckc TEPUTOPLLE W He KOpHeTe, 6ap
He Y 3Haya]hhjcjj MepU, MOPaBCKO-BapapCKy KOMYHMKaun]y y Te crpxe.

3ansxem ce 3a 0By Apyry morybHocT. MocpegHo. nogaumn u3 ucTopnjcKitx
H3BOpa wAy Yy npunor Takso] npeTnoctasyn. BeKwuHa cyko6a un3meHy
EkopaHCcKa v Pwwebiwa y nepuogy 135-104/101. oaurpasa ce y Tpakuyr Yak v
cykob kog Apra 119. roguHe, kojii ce NoMwbe y JIeTHCKOM HaTnucy, morao 6n
Ce y OHOM CBeT/ly nokanu3oBsas, npema cTapo) Liunenoso) Tesn, y AONUHY
ETpymHue npema Meguku.

1 ek 104. roguHe fonasn 40 pajuMKanHUX NPOMeHa Ha 0BOM nnaHy. &. Ma-
nasorny ¢ NpaBoM npeTnocTasrba fa patosuTuTta AHAG npoTus CKopaucKa u

30 Front the lime the province ofMacedonia was eslablished in 168 up to the 80 s of
the | century the raids ot the Dardamans mto this territorv were not reoistered
Mav tins tact be explamed bv their weakness or bv the consistent observation of a
concevable agreement with the Romans? | assume that the latter ts more likelv

1968 1-4dem PP°Slte °Pmiin PreVailS 11 the curTent llterature Ef F. Papazoglu
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3anocefane fena Tpaykux ‘repiiTopnja npegctas.rbaly NpekpeTHUULY Y oOf-
HocnMa Puma ca CeBepHUM cycefuma npoBuHUde Makegowue. OcBajabbem
cTparewkH BaxHor pgena TpaKiije, pHMmcka nojcKa je oHemorybuna nponas
C'kopaucka ka MakegoHuun npeko TpaKiije, Te ce 0BH okpeKy HOBO| KOMyHU-
Kapujii. HakoH 104-101. roguHe, Hanagn Okopaucka Ka MakefoHUU YCMeEPEHU
cy npeko papgancke TepiiTopnje u Taga ce y Hoirx yKThbynyjy AapgaHuyu. OBa cu-
Tyauda Tpaje po noxoga KopHenna CuwunuoHa AswareHa. MOKpPeHyTOr,
BepoBaTHO, 84. roauHe, kaga cy C.'Kopgucum noTydyeHn, fAoK cy [JdapgaHuu.
BepoBaTHO 360r YyBaxaBaHba /MxoBe paHiije ynore kaga cy 6unu 6paHa
ynaguma y MakefoHKY, Harog6om fowwnm 4o mupa.

ApXeonowkun matepuan u3 oBora nepuoga niije 6pojan anu. YMHU Cce,
MOXe MOAPXaTW OBY MPETNOCTaBKY. YO0unbuBO je fa y AonvHamu Benuke
MopaBe n Huwase, kao n y Coduiickom no;by U Awbe npema TpaKnjn, Mma
Kentckor matepuana u3z LM Beka. Me(pyTM. Ha npocTopy |y>Hor [lo-
MmopaBnba W loBapfapla, maTepuan KenTCKe MPOBelULeHLLe janma Ce Tek
noyetkom 1 Beka (HAnokybaHu. OpaoBHua, bpasga), nrro opgrosapa
ycnocTaBrbasy HOBMX npasaua y npogopuma C'kopaucka npemMa MakefoHuu.
Termins post quem 3a 0Be NpoMeHe O3HayaBa W Hanas fgeHapa J1. CaTypHuHa.
KoBaH 104. roguHe, M3 cnoja feeTpykude Ha fapAaHCKo) QopTudukaunu y
C'koben>ub rpagy kof Bynja. lNpeTnocTtas,bam fa noetoy! Henocpeiua Be3sa
M3MeHy ycnewHoi patoBana Tuta AuaH|a npotne C'Kopancka HcTpagana gap-
JaHcKux opTuuKkaumii nocne Tor gora”a kojiim je 00€1eXeH HOBM MyT
C'kopaucka Ka nposuHump! MakegoHuu.
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