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HISTORICAL PICTURE OF DEVELOPMENT
OF EARLY IRON AGE IN THE SERBIAN DANUBE BASIN*

Abstract: The paper offers a historical survey of the development of Early
Iron Age cultures in Danubian Serbia, its characteristics, relations with
contemporary cultures of the Pannonian Plain, the Balkans, Carpathian
Romania (Transylvania) and the Romanian Banat. It describes the genesis of
individual cultures, their styles, typological features and interrelationships.
Danubian Serbia is seen as a contact zone reflecting influences of the
Central European Urnenfelder culture on the one hand, and those of the
Gornea-Kalakaca and the Bosut-Basarabi complex on the other. The latter’s
penetration into the central Balkans south of the Sava and Danube rivers has
been registered in the Morava valley, eastern Serbia, north-western Bulgaria
and as far south as northern Macedonia. The terminal Early Iron Age is
marked by the occurrence of Scythian finds in the southern Banat, Backa
or around the confluence of the Sava and the Danube (e.g. Ritopek), and by
representative finds of the Srem group in Srem and around the confluence of
the Tisa and Danube rivers. The powerful penetration of Celtic tribes from
Central Europe into the southern Pannonian Plain marked the end of the
Early Iron Age.

The time at the end of 2! and the beginning of the 1* millennium BC,
i.e. Bronze to Iron Age transition, is determined by strong economic, social,
cultural and by all appearances also by paleoethnic changes. It had not been
characterized only by introduction of new metal, iron, for production of
weapons, tools and jewelry but also by using new techniques and occurrence
of new stylistic traits in the material culture. Almost synchronously, in
the beginning of the 1% millennium, there appeared strong influences on
autochthonous Bronze Age cultures in the Serbian Danube valley that arrived
from two directions. On the one hand these are influences coming from
the area of the final phase of the Gava culture, from the south Carpathian

*This paper is a continuation of the study “Historical picture of development of
Bronze Age cultures in Vojvodina” published in Starinar LIII-LIV (2003/4) pp
23-34.
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zone (Gava-Holihrady or the final phase of Gava culture, Gava-Medias as
it was identified by M. Guma) and on the other hand these are influences
from the central Europe, western regions of the Pannonian plain, that via
some variants of Early Urnfield culture reached Baranja, north Backa and
western Srem. The eastern influences are associated with occurrence of
black burnished channeled pottery, which covered, in the period of Bronze-
Iron Age transition, rather large area from the middle Tisa basin over large
areas of the Carpathian basin (Laszlo 1994, Smirnova 1990) and across
the Carpathians reached Moldavia and even further to the Prut river. This
pottery is known in archaeological literature under many different names:
Granicesti or Corlateni-Chisinati and so on. Of particular interest for the
ethnic identification of its bearers is the opinion expressed by G. Smirnova
in the end of the 20™ century. She thinks that early Gava culture (Mahala III)
is of Thracian origin. She also pointed to stylistic connections of Belegi$ II
and Chisinati-Corlateni culture already in her works published in 1990. Our
experiences and so far published works indicate that significant changes in
the material culture of the Belegi$ group had happened at Bronze-Iron Age
transition. They are conspicuous in the appearance of channels as leading
fashion of urn decoration first of all in necropoles (Vojlovica, Belegis etc) but
also in settlements of this culture: in Srem (Ekonomija Sava) in south Banat
(Dubovac - Kudeljite) and in south Backa (Feudvar). For Srem, Banat and
Serbian Danube basin this was an important phenomenon, which could be
considered as characteristic of the beginning of the Early Iron Age.

The border where east European and central European influences
important for the origin of Early Iron Age cultures had been meeting was,
without doubt in Vojvodina, in west Srem and west Backa. From the western
areas of Pannonian plain arrived the reflections of central European Urnfield
culture, large cultural complex, which covered most of the central European
zone in the beginning of the 1 millennium BC. The region of Backa and
certain part of Srem was covered by Val-Dalj culture as south variant of the
Urnfield complex. More precisely, when Srem is concerned it is the area
around the present border between Serbia (Vojvodina) and Croatia (Tasi¢
1994, 9 sq.). It is confirmed by the sites Lijeva Bara near Vukovar (one
rather large necropolis of Urnfield culture) and finds near Sarengrad, Sid
and Ilok (Vinski-Gasparini 1973, idem 1983). Some necropolies and single
finds in northwest Backa especially those near Odzaci and in particular
from Doroslovo (Trajkovi¢ 1977, 29) also pertain to this very circle of finds.
Within this ‘contact zone’ had happened the direct contacts of these two
large cultural complexes, Urnfield and Bosut-Basarabi that are reflected in
the presence of shapes and type of decoration of the Basarabi-Bosut style
on the pottery from the graves in Lijeva Bara (graves 16, 67, 80 and so on).
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Within the context of these questions falls the cultural attribution of the
hoards from Adagevci and Sarengrad that belong to the so-called “Thraco-
Cimmerian horizon of hoards’ of the Carpathian basin. We would like
to add to these characteristics also certain facts concerning the funerary
rituals: in the Urnfield culture as its name says the dead had been buried in
urns (after cremation) while in the Bosut culture the inhumation had been
exclusive mortuary ritual (two collective tombs at Gomolava, individual
graves in Vrdnik, Asfaltna Baza near Zemun and burial near Jaga Tomi¢). In
addition to the combination of styles in pottery production the individual
inhumation burials at the Lijeva Bara necropolis near Vukovar also suggest
strong influences of the Bosut culture on its western neighbor.

%%

Bosut (Bosut-Basarabi) culture continued through almost entire Early
Iron Age; from the beginning of the 1% millennium (9" century BC) until
great migrations in the central Europe and south regions of the Pannonian
plain that ended with invasion of the Celtic tribes in the Balkan Danube
basin sometime around the 4" century BC. During these five centuries
Bosut culture advanced through (generally speaking) three periods. These
conclusions are reached on the basis of good stratigraphy of few sites
investigated systematically and within rather large area. Gradina on the
Bosut, Gomolava, Zidovar, Feudvar and to some lesser extent Kalakaca near
Beska are just a few worth mentioning here. The data obtained in the course
of these investigations, especially after publishing of Praistorija Vojvodine
(1974) and first periodization and distinguishing of the Bosut (Bosut-
Basarabi complex) culture as an independent phenomenon in the Early
Iron Age evolution (Tasi¢ 1970, 61 sq., idem 1971, 27 sq.) made possible
distinguishing of three evolutionary phases or regional phenomena within
this cultural complex. To that effect Gradina on the Bosut that illustrates all
three phases offers the most reliable data. The sites in Banat (Zidovar), in
the Iron Gates (Vajuga-Pesak) or those in the west Romania and Romanian
Danube basin (Valea Timisului, Remeta Mare, Gornea) as well as the
necropolis Basarabi in Oltenia that had given the name to the entire complex
illustrate only certain phases of the evolution (Dumitrescu 1968, idem 1970;
Tasi¢ 1970, idem 1971).

The only site investigated in Vojvodina that provides the complete
stratigraphy of the Bosut-Basarabi complex evolution is Gradina on the
Bosut river near Sid. The archaeological excavations conducted at this
site for many years from 1964 to 1988 with shorter intervals provided
the precise picture of continuous changes happening within this culture
or cultural complex. Characteristics of the earliest phase (identified as
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Kalakaca-Bosut) are the absence of pottery decorated with ‘S motifs and
‘S’ spiral and presence of elements of the final phase of the Gava culture. In
the course of further investigations of Romanian and Serbian archaeologists
this phase was named Kalakaca and Kalakac¢a-Gornea phase (Guma 1993).
Basarabi phase, i.e. the period exceptionally rich in pottery decorated with
impressed spirals, running ‘S’ motifs and the like continues as the second
phase but without cultural and chronological break. Finally, the latest phase
is identified as Bosut culture IIT when engraved and impressed decoration
was abandoned and once again the channel was the most popular decorative
motif. In spite many new investigations at the sites in Vojvodina, in the
Iron Gates region, in Serbia to the south of the Sava and the Danube and at
many sites in Romanian Banat and in Oltenia there is hardly any possibility
for some radical changes. All these investigations confirmed with slight
amendments the classification already published in Praistorija Vojvodine.
Something that could be of significance for the origin of this complex is
the confirmed connection between the end of Bronze and the beginning
of Early Iron Age. At Kalakaca, settlement dating from the earliest phase of
the Bosut culture there was encountered in some pits the black burnished
pottery with stylistic traits of the Gava culture (Medovi¢ 1988). There is also
confirmation of contacts of these two cultures — Belegi$-Gava and early Bosut
culture - in the vertical stratigraphy of Gomolava. Furthermore, typological
analysis of the pottery from the collective tomb especially one discovered in
1954 suggests gradual transformation into the new culture.

The horizon with channeled pottery at Gradina on the Bosut date
from the latest phase of Bosut-Basarabi complex, Bosut culture III, but it
is not the pottery typical for Belegis-Gava style but entirely new system of
decoration with horizontal and vertical channels, which often resemble
facets. Considering the appearance of certain ornaments similar to the La
Tene decoration this pottery certainly dates from the very end of a long-
lasting cultural complex. This pottery except on the Bosut Gradina is
also frequent at Zidovar in Banat but also at some other settlements and
necropolies.

%%

Therefore, the duration of the Bosut-Basarabi complex could be
determined on the basis of the following data: a) connections with the
final phase of channeled pottery of Belegis II - Gava type, b) metal finds in
the closed associations, c) elements in the latest phase as a consequence of
contacts with the Celtic population, d) cultural and historical sequence of
events in the Pannonian plain in the second half of the 1% millennium BC.
As aresult of these analyses we can draw the conclusion that Bosut-Basarabi
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complex covers almost the entire period determined as the Early Iron Age.
The beginning is characterized by early Kalakaca phase at the transition
from the 9™ into the 8" century BC, Basarabi horizon according to generally
accepted opinion dates from the period between the 7" and 5" century
BC while the latest phase of this complex dates from the end of 5" and the
beginning of the 4" century BC. In such established periodization the bronze
hoards related to this complex (Sarengrad, Adasevci) as well as individual
bronze finds (collective tomb II at Gomolava, finds from Kalakaca) date
from the first phase of the Bosut-Basarabi complex (Kalaka¢a-Gornea).

We could not complete the outline of the Early Iron Age in Vojvodina
without mentioning one phenomenon: first of all the Curug hoard and
luxurious finds from the vicinity of Sremska Mitrovica, Kuzmin, Salas
Nocajski and some other sites in Srem. There is first of all the problem of
their chronological position. M. Garaganin, R. Vasi¢ and even this author
are inclined to attribute this phenomenon, conditionally, to the so-called
Srem group (Garasanin 1973, 511, Vasi¢ 1987, 555, Tasi¢ 1992, 9). However,
it is not clear what was its relation to the final phase of the Bosut group,
which must have established certain contacts with newly arrived Celtic
tribes in this area as it is suggested by some finds from Gradina on the
Bosut and the stratigraphy of Gomolava. The problem could be solved if we
take into account the following facts: a) that 100 years had passed between
first contacts of the Celts with autochthonous population in Vojvodina (4*
century BC) and their permanent settling (3™ century BC) and b) that finds
of the ‘Srem group’ originating from graves or hoards possibly belonged to
the tribal aristocracy from the end of the Bosut-Basarabi complex.

%

The historical picture of the Early Iron Age to the south of the Danube
including the regions of the Iron Gates (Djerdap I and II) reveals in certain
nuances slightly different evolution in comparison to the northern regions.
This concerns first of all the longer duration of the Gava culture and also
relative scarcity of the Bosut-Kalakaca finds as there was not encountered
such strong horizon as identified in the Srem region. These circumstances
are understandable when we have in mind that tradition of Dubovac
~ Zuto Brdo - Cirna complex continued even when encrusted pottery
disappeared at the beginning and during the Late Bronze Age. Relatively
reliable stratigraphic data in the Djerdap I area could be identified at the
site near Boljetin (Jevti¢ 1982, 19 sq.). If we disregard dubious occurrence
of Verbicioara pottery in the upper layers then it is certain that two entities
or ‘strata’ could be distinguished in the stratigraphy. To the earlier stratum
belongs the channeled pottery of the late Gava period and to the later the
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pottery corresponding to the advanced Basarabi style. Single finds decorated
in the Kalakaca style date from the horizon of ‘contacts’ of these two cultures
and that was also noticed at other sites, from the Srem in the west (e.g.
Kalakaca) to the sites in Romanian Banat.

In the Djerdap II area at the site Vajuga-Pesak with very complex
horizontal stratigraphy could be distinguished chronological relation of the
final Gava culture and earlier phase of the Basarabi complex. Particularly
interesting is grave 1 from this site including 11 vessels (urns and other
grave goods) (Premk et al. 1984, 112 sq.). Material dates from the advanced
Gava culture as we know from the area to the north of Danube, for
example in large tumulus at Susani or from slightly later phase of the Gava
culture identified by M. Guma as Medias (Guma 1993, 184 sq.). From the
chronological point of view it was the beginning of the 1* millennium BC,
i.e. the first phase of the Early Iron Age in this area. It is obvious that Gava
culture developed in southwest Romania and in the Djerdap II area at the
same time when Kalakaca phase of the Bosut-Basarabi complex occurred
in the west, in Srem. This fact explains relatively infrequent occurrence of
Kalakaca pottery at the sites in the Djerdap I and II area. It is possible that
black burnished pottery decorated with channeled garlands, facets, bands
characteristic of the closing phase of the Gava culture in west Romania (e.g.
Medias or Susani tumulus) existed until the occurrence of the classic phase
of the Basarabi style. Consequently, it means that this ‘prolonged’” Gava
culture continued until as late as the 9™ century BC. It is particularly well
distributed at the sites in the Djerdap I and II area.

Problem of Basarabi style, Basarabi culture, Basarabi complex is
much more complex than it looked at first after investigations of some
sites and necropoles in Romania or at our sites in Srem, south Banat or
Djerdap I and II. Certain misunderstanding ensued after our investigations
at Gradina on the Bosut river near Sid and after our interpretation of this
culture or complex as we presented it in Praistorija Vojvodine and it was
accepted by most of Romanian, Hungarian, of that time Yugoslav and other
investigators interested in this culture. The same situation is in Praistorija
jugoslavenskih zemalja, volume V (Vasi¢ 1987, 536 sq.) in comprehensive
publication of M. Guma from 1993 and similar opinions were advocated
at the Colloquium ‘Der Basarabi complex in Mittel- und Siidosteuropa’
(Bucharest 1996). The problem recognized at this moment especially when
sites in the Djerdap I and II area are concerned is the problem of genesis
of the earliest phase i.e. Gornea-Kalakaca and classic Basarabi culture
and its style, more precisely, whether it is the same culture and whether
the bearers were identical. When the question of the ethnic bearers is
concerned it is certain that the theory about its Triballian origin should be
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abandoned. It is difficult to identify ethnically the Basarabi style distributed
from Sopron to the finds in Romanian Banat, Transilvania or Oltenia or in
the south as far as Macedonia. Furthermore, it should be emphasized that
pottery of the Gornea-Kalakac¢a group and the pottery from the Basarabi
sites differ considerably in shapes and decoration so it is difficult to accept
their attribution to the unique culture and to the same ethnic bearers. Such
opinion relies also on the sites in the Serbian Danube basin, in the Djerdap
I and II area. It is particularly so when we take into consideration material
from the necropolis near Vajuga (Popovi¢ and Vukmanovi¢ 1998, Premk
at al. 1984), somewhat more southern finds from Zlotska peéina (Tasi¢
1995) or the finds near Sofronijevo in Bulgaria (Nikolov 1972). Mapping
of important Basarabi culture sites in Serbia from the Sava and Danube
confluence and going eastward along the Danube revealed the following
sequence: Zemun (Asfaltna baza), Kovin, Margum, Kostolac and others to
Veliko Gradiste and then settlements and necropolies in the Djerdap I area
- Boljetin, Padina, Us¢e Porecke reke, Hajducka vodenica, Usce Slatinske
reke and finally the sites in the Djerdap II area — Velesnica, Mihajlovac and
of course the most important and only one quite thoroughly investigated
- Vajuga-Pesak. It is interesting that in the same region but in Romania
there are also numerous sites of Bosut-Gornea-Basarabi complex including
Moldova Veche, Gornea, Ljubcova, Svinita, Insula Banului, Ostrovul
Corbului, Izvoreale and more to the east well-known sites Ostrovul Mare,
Balta Verde and Basarabi that at first gave the name to the entire culture
(Dumitrescu 1968, Guma 1993, Craciunescu 1996, etc) that later changed
into Bosut-Basarabi with its variants. More comprehensive data about the
mentioned Bosut-Basarabi necropoles and settlements were first offered by
M. Guma in his synthesis from 1993 and for the Serbian sites by M. Jevti¢
(1982, 1983), P. Popovi¢ and M. Vukmanovi¢ (1998) and this author in
1983 and 1996. Concentration of the sites of Bosut-Basarabi culture, more
precisely its middle phase (Basarabi II or Bosut II) in the east Srem area,
in south Banat (site near Zidovar among others), in the Serbian Danube
basin (to the south of Danube) even also in Oltenia in Romania indicate
that we could identify this area as the central zone of the large Basarabi
complex, which as investigations suggest spread from Sopron in the west
to the Oltenia including also some areas to the south as it is confirmed for
example in Zlotska pec¢ina (Tasi¢ 1995) and in southwest Bulgaria (e.g.
Sofronijevo). Problem of intrusion of the Bosut-Basarabi pottery to the
south along the Morava or Timok valley is still unresolved. First of all it
is difficult to accept combining of ‘tremolo’ pottery with Basarabi style of
decoration because of stylistic but also other reasons. ‘Basarabi ornament’
is conceived as ‘negative’ into which white paste was inlaid, in contrast to
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other decorative system that is ‘positive’ Moreover, pottery from the most
of sites in Serbia to the south of the Danube is related to the intrusion of the
pottery of Bosut I (Kalakac¢a, Gornea) type. Certain amount of specimens
of ‘Basarabi style’ was recorded in Zlotska pecina, at Lani$te and Panjevacki
Rit near Jagodina and at some other sites (Stoji¢ 1996, 119 sq.) In spite of
that, it seems that it was just a short-lasting intrusion, influence coming
from the central areas of the Bosut-Basarabi complex. In the same way
could be explained the appearance of pottery with ‘S’ ornament and other
‘Basarabi motifs’ at the sites in Austria, part of Slovenia and western regions
of Hungary (along the Austrian border) (Eibner 1996, 105 sq., Terzan 1990,
441 sq.). The sites registered to the south of the Danube in eastern Serbia and
northwestern Bulgaria are characterized more by numerous metal finds and
less by pottery. Almost identical situation was encountered between Zlotska
pe¢ina and Sofronijevo. Large amount of often luxurious bronze objects
and considerably less amount of iron objects was encountered in the course
of excavation in Zlotska pecina. In the burial discovered by chance near
the cave entrance were also found only metal objects, which considering
the analogies with material from Zlotska pec¢ina could be attributed to the
Basarabi complex (Stanojevi¢ 1990, 25, Abb. 1-3).

The above mentioned examples of brief intrusion are important
for acquiring precise picture of cultural and historical evolution of the
Serbian Danube valley in general but also for interpretation of ethnogenetic
processes, which could be better comprehended from the beginning of Early
Iron Age. It is often quoted in literature that bearers of the Basarabi style in
Serbian Danube basin and especially in the Morava valley were the tribes
of Triballian stock. It is difficult to draw such conclusions for the Basarabi
style even more so as Bosut-Basarabi pottery only brushes the area where
the Triballi lived in the middle of the 1* millennium BC according to the
historical data (Papazoglu 1969, 11 sq.) It is more appropriate to attribute
to the Triballi the pottery occurring in the Morava valley synchronously
with the Basarabi culture and characterized by ‘tremolo’ ornament. Within
cultural and historical processes in the Serbian Danube valley and more to
the south should be also considered the strong intrusion of pottery decorated
with Basarabi ‘S’ motifs to the south as far as north Macedonia (Cf. Georgijev
1993). This intrusion of Bosut-Basarabi style could be explained in the same
way as intrusion of ‘S’ pottery of Basarabi style and other elements to the
sites in eastern Austria or western Hungary (Eibner 1996, 105 sq.)

%%

The evolution of the Early Iron Age cultures in the Serbian Danube
basin and in the area between the rivers Sava and Danube (Srem) reveals
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that on the basis of the final phase of Belegis$ culture with black burnished
pottery and many hoards of Ha A1-A2 date was established in the beginning
of the 1* millennium BC a new culture different in its stylistic traits and it
could be said of different bearers. In the first half of the 1% millennium BC
we can count for the first time in prehistory with ‘ethnic’ characteristics of
certain cultures, more precisely with distinct paleoethnic traits of certain
cultures. On the basis of former investigations we can conclude that Serbian
Danube valley, Vojvodina as a whole and Serbia to the south of the Sava and
the Danube experienced the following path of evolution:

I Phase characterized by at one hand merging of the final phase of
Belegi$ (Belegis-Bobda) pottery with finds of the earliest phase of the Early
Iron Age in this area as it confirms the stratigraphy of Gradina on the Bosut
and finds from Kalakaca, Feudvar and other sites. It was, so to say, a dramatic
transition from one chronological period to the other, from Bronze to the
Iron Age that left as evidence exceptionally large number of bronze hoards
within the entire area of Srem, Banat, in Serbia south of the Danube (e.g.
vicinity of Pozarevac) and of course in the most parts of Pannonian plain,
in Transylvania and Romanian Banat. From the chronological point of view
this turbulent times are dated in the end of the 2" and the beginning of the
1** millennium BC.

IT After stabilization of newly established Bosut culture, Bosut-Gornea
phase, the period of peaceful existence ensued. The initial stylistic traits taken
from the Belegi$-Gava complex were gradually abandoned and new cultural
identity was established. It is very well illustrated in the material from two
collective tombs from Gomolava (Tasi¢ 1972, 27 sq.), from the earliest Iron
Age horizon at Gradina on the Bosut, from graves near Zemun (Asfaltna
baza; Petrovi¢ 1991; Vrani¢ 1994, 73-75) and in particular the material from
the earliest graves of Vajuga-Pesak necropolis dating from the first phase of
the Early Iron Age (Popovi¢ and Vukmanovi¢ 1996, 67, Pl. 2-4). Some of the
Early Iron Age sites in the Morava valley also date from this period.

On the other hand, in the north and west regions of Bac¢ka that in
the end of Bronze Age belonged to the other cultural milieu - Hiigelgraber
complex - the beginning of Early Iron Age and its almost entire existence
is characterized by the Urnfield culture. It is best confirmed at long-lasting
necropolis Doroslovo near Sombor where we encountered burials from the
first centuries of the 1% millennium until the arrival of Scythians (Trajkovi¢
1977,29; idem 1979, 258 sq.). It is interesting that pottery of Basarabi culture
was not encountered independently in this area whence originate large Val-
Dalj necropoles in western Srem, eastern Slavonia or south western Hungary.
The only exception are individual vessels from the necropolis Lijeva Bara
near Vukovar and finds from Sarengrad and Dalj (Vinski-Gasparini 1973,
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122/9; Tasi¢ 1996, 96-97, Abb. 1). But they including some other finds
(Postela and Borstek in Slovenia or sites in Austria — Frog in Carinthia, Bad
Fischau in Niederdsterreich and Kleinklein in Steiermark) or well-known
find near Sopron in western Hungary belong to another cultural milieu.
The urns decorated with motifs similar to the Basarabi style have the shapes
of advanced Urnfield culture. These phenomena, as we said before, are
the result of the short intrusion or the consequence of economic contacts
between Basarabi complex and widely distributed Urnfield complex.

Historical survey of the Early Iron Age evolution would not be
complete if we mention only the latest phase of Bosut-Basarabi complex
illustrated at Gradina on the Bosut by stratigraphically distinct horizon
with black burnished pottery decorated with sgraffito ornaments, carinated
channels and other elements. It is generally accepted in literature that this
phase should be dated in the 5" century BC. However, the question is what
happened in the Serbian Danube basin in the period of more then 150 years
between the 5" and the middle of the 3™ century BC when we can speak
with considerable certainty about the presence of the Celts in this area.
Considering this problem B. Jovanovi¢ concluded that ‘settlements from the
time of Celtic colonization (end of 4" and first half of the 3™ century BC)
as well as traces of their expansion towards the south Balkans are entirely
lacking’ (Jovanovi¢ 1987, 822). If we establish the chronology of Celtic
colonization of the Serbian Danube valley in such a way then we should
point to two important facts from the time preceding the arrival of the Celts.
First is the appearance of Scythian finds in the Pannonian plain in general
and in the Serbian Danube valley in particular that could indicate the end
of Bosut culture and second is the phenomenon identified as ‘Srem group’
or more precisely the finds dating from the horizon of the Curug hoard.
Scythian finds, considering their character (weapons, seldom jewelry) and
scattered burials date from the first horizon of the final phase of the Early
Iron Age (acinaces from the vicinity of Vrsac, finds from Ritopek, one burial
from Doroslovo near Sombor etc.). From the second, later period, date
representative finds, mostly ornaments, which according to the interpretation
of M. Gara$anin, R. Vasi¢ and this author are distinguished as Srem group.
In addition to the decorative objects from the Curug hoard characteristic
of this group are single finds from burials (?) near Sremska Mitrovica, finds
from Kuzmin, Vucedol (Gara$anin 1973, 511 sq., Vasi¢ 1987, 555 sq., Tasi¢
1992, 7 5q.). According to the generally accepted opinions Srem group was of
short existence, between the end of Bosut group in Srem and more effective
presence of the Celts in the Danube basin especially after their defeat at
Delphi in 279 BC and return in the Serbian Danube valley where they
established their community, which under the name civitas Scordiscorum
existed until the arrival of the Romans in this area.
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10.

11.
12.
13.

Major Sites of the Irpn Age

. Dalj (Croatia)
. Lijeva Bara near Vinkovci (Croatia)
. Sarengrad near Ilok (Croatia)
. Gradina on the Bosut

Adagevci near Sid (Hoards)

. Sremska Mitrovica
. Gomolava near Hrtkovci

Petrovaradin (Fortress)
Kalakaca near Beska
Feudvar near MoSorin
Curug (Hoards)
Zidovar near Ore$ac

14. Vrsac, At

15.

Ritopek near Beograd

16. Peéine near Kostolac

17. Hajduc¢ka vodenica near Prahovo

18. Mala Vrbica, Iron Gates
19.Vajuga-Pesak, Iron Gates
20. Basarabi (Romanie)

21. Sofronievo (Bulgarie)
22. Zlotska pecina near Bor
23. Umcari

24, Mramorac

25. Laniste near Jagodina
26. Pilatoviéi near Uzice

2B. Atenica near Cacak

28. Globoder near Krusevac
29. Doroslovo near Sombor
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NCTOPHUJCKA CJIMKA PA3BOJA PAHOT TBO3JEHOT JOBA
Y CPIICKOM IIOJJYHABJbY

Pesume

Xpononomka rpaHuna u3Mehy OpoHsaHOr M CTapujer rBO3feHOr goba
yOWbNMBA je Ha Ha/lasuITuMa y cprckom IlogyHasmy, moce6Ho y Cpemy, jy>kKHOM
Banary ma u y Behem pmeny samagne Pymynuje, Ha mpenmasy II y I Munennj npe
H. e. To je TepuropujanHo jako pacmpocrpamwena benermmr II - TaBa kynrypa
KOjy IpaTy BeJIUKY KoMIUleKc ocmasa Ha A1-A2 nepuoda n 6pojHe HeKpomose
¥ Hajla3MINTa Cca IIPHOIIAYaHOM KepaMUKOM Koja, HapounTo y GpuHamHOj dasn,
DOXMB/baBa HAjBUIIM JOMeT (TMpJIaHI MOTHUBMU, M3Yy3eTaH KBAIUTET M3pajia
IOCYyAa, MaKCUMAaJIHO yIJIauaHa I[pHa IOBpIIMHA). [IpecTaHkoM ymoTpebe oBe
BpPCTe KepeMMKe 3allouMibe CTBapaia HOBOI, PACHPOCTPAEHOr KYyITYPHOT
KOMIIZIEKCA 4Mja je KepaMMKa yKpalllaBaHa IIe4aTHMM MOTHMBUMA, CHMpaaaMa
u ,S” motusuMa. Hamasu ose BpcTe cy pebu Ha mcTouHOanncKoM npocTopy (y
CrroBeHMj1, UCTOYHO] AyCTpUjIL), @ 3HATHO Yelhy Ha HaJIasUIITHMA Y CPICKOM U
pymynckoM ITonyHas/by 1 ceBeposamanHoj byrapckoj. HassaH je Bocyr-Bacapabn
KOMIIJIEKC II0 /iBa J0OPO MCTpaskeHa Ha/lasMITa: BOCYT — BUIIEC/IOjHO HA/Ta3HUIIITe
y ucrounom Cpemy u bacapabu - Benuka Hekponona y Ontennju (Pymynuja).
Bpemencku tpaje, yxpyuyjyhu merosy pany ¢asy (Kamakaua-Topuea), ox
IovyeTKa Ia o cpefiuHe I Munennja, kaga Ha mpocropy BojsofinHe 1 HenmocpegHO
y3 JlyHaB Ha jyry fo/masu Jo KpaTKOTpPajHOT IPOfiopa CKUTCKUX IIeMeHa (Hamas3n
n3 oxkomyHe Bpmia, ca Hexpomone kop JlopocnoBa, s oxonuHe beorpapa —
Puronex, Hanmasu ca noapydyja Heppamna kao mro ¢y ykpacu u3 bapaua). Hamasu
KOjU Ce Y IUTepaTypu IIOMUY jy>kHO of [IyHaBa (3morcka nehmHa nnn Arennija
kol Yauka) MOIIN Cy fla BOCIejy M Kao IpeIMeTH TProBuHe nsMeby ckuTckux u
naneo6anKaHCKMX IIeMeHa.

Bes 063mpa 1ITO je IPOZOP CKUTCKMX IIEMEHa KPATKO TPajao, OH je 610
HeCyMIbVBO IIPeCyAaH 3a AyO/be IpoMeHe Koje Cy HOBejle Hajlpe GO HeCTaHKa
Bocyt-Bacapabu koMIrekca, 3aTuM 0 KPaTKOTpajHe mojaBe cpeMcKe rpyme (Kojy
usMeby ocramix Hamasa WIyCTpyje U UypyIIKa OCTaBa) U IPBOT Tajaca Mpogopa
Ke/ITCKUX TIJIeMeHa U3 cpefibe EBpore y jyxxny Ilanonnjy u cpncko Ilogynasibe.
Crabmwmsanyja Kenra npunana Hemro mnahem Bpemeny, noderak III Beka mpe
H. e., IOCJIe BUXOBOT nopasa kox Henda 279. roguse, kaga ce Bpahajy Ha ceBep
n y cpuckoM ITonyHaB/by ocHMBajy OpojHa Hace/ba. Y aHTMYKUM M3BOPUMA OHI
cy 3abenexxenn xkao Ckopaucin, koju ¢y y Cpemy u jy>xHo o [lyHaBa y ceBepHOj
Cpb6uju 0CHOBaNM CBOjY AP>KaBY.
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