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THE ROADS IN THE LIM RIVER VALLEY
IN THE LATE ANTIQUITY AND THE MIDDLE AGES:
CONTINUITY AND CHANGE"

Abstract: The paper deals with the study of roads in the region of Lim river valley ranging from
late antiquity to the beginning of the Ottoman period. In late antiquity, the Lim valley did not have a
primary hub for the transportation of people and goods. This changed in the Middle Ages when the
Lim valley became a transit point through which roads and merchants from Primorje (Dubrovnik and
Kotor) passed through to the centers of the Serbian medieval state (Ras and Novo Brdo). In this paper
the continuity and discontinuity of this movement through the Lim river valley will be discussed.
Keywords: Middle Ages, Roads, Lim river valley, late antiquity, Dubrovnik, Ras.

n late antiquity and the early Byzantine period, the Lim river valley was an important
mining area. As a result of mining, two of the most important late-Roman settlements
developed there: one in Kolovrat mountains near Prijepolje and the municipium in
Komini near Pljevlja.! The most important road in this period connected those two
settlements via Jabuka. The road that went through the Lim river valley to the Drina River
valley was also important because the center of this area was located in Domavia (now
Srebrenica). Transportation in late antiquity mostly followed the Lim River and down the
Drina toward the economic and administrative centers of the time. These were roads that
the Romans built according to certain regulations and of a certain width, with bridges on
the rivers, and they were wide enough for carriages.
After the migration and collapse of the Roman and then Byzantine rulers, new
entities and new economic and administrative centers were created in this region. The old
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Roman roads became neglected, often because they no longer led anywhere or were only
partially incorporated into separate sections of new roads.?

Dubrovnik’s emergence as a trading republic made it a center for intermediary trade,
and it became a locus for trade coming in from the hinterlands in Serbia and Bosnia. For
this reason, the roads extended toward the Adriatic coast and Dubrovnik. The Lim river
valley began to gain importance due to its location on the caravan route connecting
Dubrovnik with the new state (Ras) other economic centers (Novo Brdo). Previously, there
had been no roads through this area due to the nature of the soil and because the Romans
had no need for them here. However, all trade with the Littoral was done by caravan, so
caravan routes emerged, which enabled the transportation of people, goods, and animals.
The earliest information about this trade is in connected to the mine and the market in
Brskovo on the right bank of the Tara River. As it declined and other centers emerged, the
focus for caravan trade began shifting to the Lim river valley, and Prijepolje became a new
trading center.’

There were two main routes leading from Dubrovnik to Polimlje. The first went from
Trebinje to Bilece, Gacko, Tjentiste and Foéa. From there it led to Pljevlja along the
Cehotina River. Then it either went to Prijepolje, or from Fo¢a down the Drina River to the
mouth of the Lim River, and on to St. Nicholas in Banja Pribojska.* Travel writers n the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries mentioned three waystations between Foca and Pljevlja:
Brahu, which was located somewhere west of Cajni¢ on the Mt. Kovag; Unista, located on
the right bank of the Tara River; and Viko¢, located on the left bank of the Cehotina River.
This road was connected to another road that went below Gradina on Podstjenica (perhaps
the fortress of Koznik), and came from Bukovica and went to Vrela, Puziéi, Strahov Do,
and Kamenica. The Koznik River flows below Gradina and then into the Cehotina River
about two kilometers away. There are still fifty meters of preserved cobblestones in the
section leading toward Gradina.® The road from Foc¢a to the mouth of the Lim River went
to Severin on the left bank of Lim. There are remnants of the old road leading from Rudo
to Severin via Crkvina in Luka.” The route from Banja Pribojska led to the MaZi¢i monastery
and to the town of Kovin on the left bank of the Lim and on the same side as Prijepolje.?
On the way to Priboj, the route crossed the Lim River at Severin, where it split, with one
branch heading through Poblaée to Pljevlja, with the other being the previously mentioned
route heading through Priboj and Kovin to Prijepolje.’

The second road to Polimlje went through Jesera to Trebinje, then Onogost (Niksic),
and then to the river estuary area of Piva across the Lukovica mountain. The road then went
to today's Savnik, where there is a stone bridge known in Serbian as the Latinska Cuprija
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(the Latin Bridge).!° The road went further on to the area of the Drobnjak (Lake), then across
the Tara River, where it split into several branches that reached the Lim River. The most
important one of these went through Pljevlja. It once led from Onogost through Zupa,
Moraéa, and Kolagin to upper Lim valley.!! The road from Pljevlja to Prijepolje, whose
remains are visible in several places, went through the village of Otilovié, to the Ivovik
mountain and through the village of Kozica to Prijepolje.'? From Pljevlja to Prijepolje also
went through Kamena Gora. Both roads existed in Roman times and connected the commune
in Komini with the Roman settlement on Kolovrat.'3 The road across Jabuka was shorter but
impassable in the winter months. It once split in two directions at Mao¢, with one road
heading across Kamena Gora to the valley of Lim and to Prijepolje. From Mao¢ it also led
one way across Kovren and Pavina fields to the upper Lim river valley. The second road went
to Ras, and then from Banja to the villages of Kratovo, Rutosi, Mangura, Nova Varo$ and
further on to Sjenica (Senice). There are remains of old cobblestones on this road. '*

Within the Lim river valley, the roads connected to marketplaces and caravanserai,
and then continued from there to the interior of the Serbian state and its political and
economic centers. One of the caravan and trade destinations in the Lim river valley was the
monastery of St. Nicholas in Banja Pribojska. From there, the old caravan route, which
survived in many places until 1938, went to Dobrun and further on to UZice.'*

Prijepolje was the largest marketplace in the Lim river valley and a caravanserai. It
was reached by roads from Pljevlja and Banja Pribojska. The main road from Prijepolje
(formerly the MileSeva monastery) led to Senice and Ras. From Prijepolje it followed the
Milesevka River, then went to the village of Ka¢evo and Mount Gvozd. The remains of the
old medieval road have been preserved from the Beg's Bridge in the village of Hisardzik,
then over the mountain and past Kacevo, where it was about 6 km long.'® The road continued
past the northern slopes of Jadovnik to Dobra Voda, where it turned east between Gornji
Goraci¢ and Donji Goracié¢, then to Gonje before descending into the Uvac river valley. It
went further toward Radisic Hill with its medieval church, then east of Sjenica. The road
continued eastward through the villages of Dubnica, Razdaginja, Vrsjenica, Dragojlovic,
Gradac, Smiljevci, Raspoganca, and Brnjica to the Sarsko Karst, and then descended to
where the Ljudska River rises and continued to Ras (Novi Pazar).!” It once went from
Prijepolje to MiloSev Do, where there was a caravanserai during the Ottoman period. '3

From Prijepolje it was possible follow the Lim River to Brodarevo, which was just
a caravanserai, primarily because there was a suitable place there to cross the Lim. There
were several roads from Brodarevo to Senice. The first went from Brodarevo through the
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village of Grobnica to Klisur and Sanac, between Gornji and Donji Stranjan, to Korita,
through Jadovnik and Katuni¢ (1733 m) to the village of Gonje, where it joined up with the
road from Prijepolje and continued to Senice or Ras.'” The other route led past the
Davidovica monastery to the villages of Mrékovina and Séepanica, through Crni Vrh to
Duboki Potok. The road continued to Koprivna, located below Javor, then descended to the
village of Sidula and connected with the road to Gonje. From Brodarevo, merchants also
crossed the Mrkovska River, Milakovié, and Ti¢je Polje to Ozren, and through Cari¢ino and
Trijebin to Senice (Sjenica).?’ From Trijebin on the Pester plateau, the road at one time went
to Bubanje and Gosevo and further to the Kumanica monastery. It was the shortest route
connecting Senice, Bijelo Polje, and Ras. So far, no traces of the old road have been found
along this route.?!

Merchants from Dubrovnik traveled less often to upper Polimlje than to the lower
and middle Polimlje. It was of interest for merchants from Kotoran and for those who left
the the coast of Zeta and its interior. It once led from Primorje to present-day Podgorica,
and from there to the medieval town of Medun. The road continued across the pass between
the Kolstica and Krisitori mountains to Katun and Lake Rikavac, then Skrobotnica and the
Vrmoska River valley, past the village of Grn¢ari to Gusinje and further on to Plav. It then
went from Plav to Budimlja (Berane) and through Bihor to Sjenica and Ras (Novi Pazar).??
That road then separated from the Lim valley and led to the village of Lagatori in lower
Bihor, and then further on to the villages of Trnavica and Savin Bor. The road below the
Krsta¢ mountain went further to Perekari (Lower and Upper) and lower Pester, from there
it went to Duga Poljana and to Ras. There are still some remnants of this road at Djerkare.?

There was also an old road of minor importance connecting the Bistrica valley and
the region around Bijelo Polje with the Podvrh monastery, which was connected through
the mountain pass with Petrovo selo (Osmanbegovo selo) in the Bihor region, and then it
went on to the Pester plateau and Ras. Except for this route, there was no way to reach the
Pester plateau from right bank of Bistrica via the medieval village of Mojstir because the
Caloviéa canyon through which Bistrica flows is impassable.?* In this direction is the
interesting village of Donji Djerekare which, as we have seen, was located on the route from
the Lim river valley to Ras. It is located in the south of the lower Pester plateau, and from
there, an interesting local road leads over the Zegnica hills and Gusti Viganj, which then
leads to Paucine.?® This is a route that leads to a local mining area that was active during the
early Byzantine Empire and where there are visible remains of old mining (toponymy, old
mining shafts).

A field survey of the villages of Gonje and Katunice was performed on September 15, 2009. See: Tomovic¢
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From the Lim river valley (from the Zupa of Lim) the road once went to what is now
the village of Crni$, above which are the remains of a fortification in the site of Gradac
located on a rocky hill. Well-preserved remains of a road paved with river stones are still
visible within a modern driveway. This was the old road to Azane, Lozna and Savin Bor in
Bihor, and further on to Pester. There was also a local road passing through this fortress to
Godusa and then to Korita.?®

From Plav, along the road through the Lim river valley, one road diverted over the
Cakor mountain. The road went from Plav to the right bank of the Lim from Celigrad and
came to Murine, where a customs house was located in the modern period. From there it
followed the Lim to Velika, then headed to Cakor and further on to Pe¢ and De&ani.?"That
direction connected the upper Lim river valley with Metohija. It was a horse trail (for
leading a loaded horse or horseback riding) that mostly followed the route of an old Roman
macadam road, which was still well-preserved and visible in the nineteenth century.?® One
branch of the road went past Chakor from the village of Desni Metoh, then into the valley
of the Bjeluha river and from there to the Pe¢ road, or directly to De¢ani. From Plav to Pe¢,
it also went from Bev¢ina and along Mount KoSuta to Savin Senokos near Pe¢, which is
mentioned in the Chrisobule of De¢ani.?’

Medieval roads in the Lim river valley connected the Adriatic coast (primarily
Dubrovnik and the coast of Zeta) with Ras (Novi Pazar) and Metohija, which were the
centers of the medieval Serbian state. By the time medieval commerce emerged, the ancient
Roman roads had deteriorated due to neglect, so that they were only partially used, and only
in those segments where they coincided with medieval trade routes. Medieval roads were
often just rocky paths that could only be used by people and animals, since the commerce
in the Balkans was carried out by caravans. As the material remains on the ground in Lim
valley testify, most of these roads were cobbled, at least when leading up to the fortresses
and marketplaces. In some places, material from ancient Roman roads was used for these.

When considering late antique and medieval routes in Polimlje, different contexts
must be taken into account. In antiquity, the Lim river valley had no special significance for
Rome. So at that time, these were the local roads connecting the region with the neighboring
areas. The hub for transportation networks at that time was in central Podrinje. In the
medieval Serbian state (from the early twelfth century onward) the Lim river valley was
one of the most important regions where the estates of the ruling dynasty were located. As
part of caravan trade, the Lim river valley was an important transit center between the
Serbian Littoral, Dubrovnik, and the central parts of the Serbian state. Most caravan trade
(except Prizren) directed toward the Adriatic communes ran through this region. Medieval
roads were important and numerous because they led to many marketplaces and
caravanserai in the Lim river valley, and from there to Serbia.

% A field survey of the road was performed onSeptember 4, 2008.

A field survey of the road was performedJune 11, 2005.
2 Mijatovi¢ 1868: 269-270.
¥ Milojevi¢ 1880: 58; Skrivanié 1974: 68.
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CHUHUIIA MUAIIINHh
YHuusepsuret y beorpany
dunozodeku dpakynrer, Onesbeme 3a HCTOPU]Y

IIYTEBH Y IOJIUMJBY
Y IIO3HOJ AHTHUIIA U CPEIBEM BEKY —
KOHTUHYUTET U IPOMEHE

Pesume
CpenmoBeKkoBHH IyTeBH y [lommmiby moBesuBanu cy JaapaHCKO NpHMOpje, Ipe cBera
JyOpoBHUK U 3eTCKO MpUMOpje, ca IICHTpUMa CPelOBEKOBHE CpIicke npxase, ca Pacom (Homu
[Ma3ap) m Meroxujom. Ctapy pUMCKH IIyTEBH Cy, 0 BpeMEHa pa3Boja CPeI-OBEKOBHE TPrOBUHE,
OWIn 3amyIITeHH M IPONAH, TaKO Jja Cy caMo JeIMMHYHO HUCKOpUIThaBaHH M TO CaMo Y OHHM
CerMEeHTHMa IJe Cy ce INMOKIaNald ca CPeABOBEKOBHHM mpaBnuMa TproBuHe. CpenmboBEeKOBHU
IyTeBU Cy 4YecTO OWJIM caMO KaMEHHWTEe CTa3e KojuMa Cy MOIJIM Ja ce Kpehly 4oBek W ToBapHa
JKMBOTHbA, jep je OakaHCKa TProBHHA OWia KapaBaHCKa. Kako cBegode MarepHjaylHH OCTalyl Ha
Tepeny y [lonmmmiby, BehrHa oBuX mmyTeBa je Omia KajunpMmucaHa, 6ap Ha IpwiasuMa TBphaBama n
Tproeuma. [ToHerae ce 3a 0BO KOPHCTHO MaTepHjajl ca CTapuX PUMCKHUX ITyTeBa. Mopa ce uMatH y
BUJTy ¥ YMF-CHUIIA 1A je JIe0 OBUX ITyTeBa CBAKaKO KAIAPMHUCAH TEK Y TYpCKo 100a, alli ce Ta pasjnka
Ha TepeHy Hesa yTBPIUTH y BehuHu cirydajeBa.
Kanma ce roBopn 0 MO3HOAQHTHYKHM M CPEAH-OBEKOBHHM ITyTeBHMa y Ilomumiby Mopa ce
HUMaTH Ha yMy Jia ce Ty Paju O Pa3iIMYUTHM KOHTekcuMma. Y aHTui Ilonumibe HU MO YyeMy Hema
nocebaH 3Havaj 3a Pum. tbume Tana wny nokanHu MyTeBU KOjH T'a IOBE3Yjy CacyCceHUM 00IacTUMa.
LlenTap Ka KOMe ce TpaBUTHpA y TO BpeMe Hayasu ce y cpeameM [lonpumy. Y 106a cpenmboBeKoBHE
cpricke apxkase (o moueTka 12. Beka) [Tomumibe je jeqHa o1 HajBaKHHUjUX 00JACTH TIe Cy OallTHHE
BJafapcke nuHactHje. [lomMibe y KapaBaHCKOj TPrOBUHHM IPEJCTaBJba BaXKaH TPAH3UTHH LIEHTap
n3mely cprckor Ipumopja, JlyOpoBHHKa M LEHTpaJHHX JelioBa cprcke napxkase. Hajpehm neo
KapaBaHCKe TProBHHe (ako ce m3y3me [Ipu3peH), ycMepeH Ka jaJpaHCKUM KOMYyHaMa, BOJH HPEKO
IMonnmiba. 3aTo Cy cpeamhOBEKOBHH MOJIMMCKH IyTEBH BaXHU M OPOjHHU jep BOJE 10 MHOTOOPOjHUX
MOJIMMCKUX TProBa U KapaBaHCKHX CTaHUIA, a O] BUX BoJie Aajke y Cpoujy.
Kibydune peun: cpentbu Bek, myteBu, [lomumibe, kacHa aHTHKa, J[yOpoBHUK, Pac.
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